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possessing, however, but little genuine
moral courage. Notwithstanding the evi-
dent disregard for principle manifested
by some of them touching affairs in
which we are interested, I confess that
I lose confidence in them with the deep-
est regret, and find it most difficult to
withdraw the faith formerly reposed in
the lawmakers of our great nation. I still
desire and hope to be able to continue
praying for them and for the President
and cabinet, that they may honor the po-
sitions to which the people have called
them. We will uphold, sustain and pray
for them at least until God rejects and
condemns their works. There is salt in
the nation yet. I try to comprehend the
feelings of faithful Abraham when plead-
ing for Sodom and Gomorrah; which, had
they contained five righteous men, might
have been spared.

Now, I think there are a great
many more than five righteous men—
righteous according to the light they
have, in the United States; good men too,
who, while they cannot see as we see,
and while they cannot endorse our pe-
culiar ideas in regard to the plan of hu-
man salvation, love liberty, cherish the
memory of our forefathers, and regard
the foundations of this great government
so highly that they could not even un-
der the pressure of public opinion, vote
for a measure so radically wrong, a mea-
sure so thoroughly unconstitutional as
every lawyer must know the Edmunds
law to be. There were a few honorable
members of Congress whose high regard
for the labors and sacrifices of our fore-
fathers precluded them from advocat-
ing that infamous measure which strikes
with deep intent and a spirit born of ha-
tred, at the very foundation upon which

our government and the liberties of the
people rest. Those honorable gentlemen,
in opposing the bill, counted the cost by
realizing that their course in the matter
might offend their constituents, who by
reason thereof, might retire them forever
from the walks of public political life.

Now I must admit that it would
have required nerve and genuine moral
courage to enable members of the Re-
publican party to vote against the pas-
sage of that bill when the party lash
was being swung around them as I have
never before seen a party lash used.
To overcome the fear arising from the
contemplated action of constituents at
home, and the cut and the sting of
the party leaders in Congress, required
more courage than we could reasonably
expect from members of the dominant
party. Moral courage is a virtue pos-
sessed by few men in this gilded age in
which ambition, rather than principle,
too frequently is the moving cause which
prompts to action. When, therefore,
party leaders, sarcastic and unscrupu-
lous, shake their fists under the noses
of their timid followers, daring them to
place themselves upon record as advo-
cates of "Mormonism" by opposing mea-
sures intended for the bondage of "Mor-
mons," it is indeed difficult, and we ought
not to expect weak men, under such cir-
cumstances, to do what is right.

I remember before going East, cer-
tain petitions to Congress were being
circulated in the midst of the Latter-
day Saints, which were afterwards, I un-
derstand, signed by about 65,000 peo-
ple, and what was the prayer of those
petitioners—did they ask Congress to
endorse polygamy, or in the least mani-
fest sympathy for the marital relations of


