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THE MORMONS,

SHALL UTAK BR ADMITTED INTO THE UNION!

IT seems to be generally e ed that,
at no very distaot period, the Mormons
will apply to Congress, to be admitted as
an integral part into our Union—as &
Stats of this Federsey of ours.  We form
the only Confederation that has ever ex-
istad with a colierent territory, & conalry,
and that roakes at the same time the ad-
mission of new members a part of its fun-
damental poliey. The Hanseatic League
was & league of soattered oommunities,
whose naion, if wo ay say so, was only
on the sese, and in the foreign factories.
We are, moreover, the only instance of &
confederscy which leaves self-govern-
ment to its components, and which, nev-
ertheless, has u goneral government that
goes far beyond a common league.® The
relation which a State thus bears to the
whole, is pecullar and complicated—a re-
lation which must not be lightly treated.
It produces problems that cannot be
solved by a political formula of & few
wordr;, nﬂ'eredpollv{i t?e demagogne or the

tifoggin itician, as panacess are
n:erﬁned,gﬁt to cure all llll; frow scro-
fola and consumption, to melancholy and
s fretful temper.

The ![uru:ou;l willdknock‘ at our m
a3 it is frequently and not inapul
in the nawspapers, Will the ﬁ:{d writ-
ten over it: Pusitively no Admittance,
or will they weet with their pecoliar ad-
vocatet, and, after some wrangling in

Congress, which invarisbly grows more
partisan-like the longer it lnsts, besome
ona ol our sister States ?

That knocking at the door of the
Union, might suggest & scene somewhat
of this sort:

Sogne: The Gute of ths Capitol, ot
Waskington—Inaide and Outrids of
the Gate,

The Mormons at tAs Jate.—Bang,
bang, bang!
Speaker of the House, from within.—

Who is therct  Who makes this noise !

Mormons.—We are Latter-Day Sainta,

sir—Mormons, if you please.

Speaker, av before—Aud what of
that ¢ Wi:y such 8 nojse t

Mormons—We wish to bo admitted ;
indeed, we want to be; we insist upon
it; indeed, the Lord demands it.

Speaker, always through the Ley-hols.
W:\nd whag o:;ttg‘of people are you?

hat is yoar ion, since you speak
of the Lord?

Soveral wices from within.—No reli-
gion, no religion here! We have no-
thing to do with religion hero,

Leader of the Mormon Delegation.—
Sir, you have no right whatever to care
& straw for religion. Religion is all on
onr side. All wa do and say, is religion,
but you have nothing te do with it.
Obey the Lord, and let us in. Butasit

*1r mm nbcgld inwist upon it that the Achman League furnishes atother inttance of a ederacy, with

o 8 disenssion here, and are williog, for
ors coafederations. The position Lthus R

"y

@y and a oral povernment o distioct, that Polyblus suys thers was nothing
wanting is make the Peloponnesus & &'M!). bat an encircli

all, we have ns wish \o enter

ag W
nhh af argument, to u-tri‘ oar remark in the text o mod.
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is our mision always and everywhere
to preach Joe Smith and Trath, ws are
willing to satisfy yoo. We do pot onl
beliese, like you, in 8 God whko is

bat, more than that, we believe in a God
that becomes better and better—not only
in a perfect God, but one that becomes
prerfecter and ecter, a8 he grows
clder—uneot only in a Gud that isa spirit,
bnt one that has besides, linbs and local
habitstion. Oh, yes! Oh, yes! Heliave
{‘g outsiders inside, and open the door.

Fe are & wondrous people. We do not
only believe all thingw, but a great deal
more. We do pot only helieve sll
things, but we know all things, and, we
know, not only that we shall be re-
deemedd, but th:]: we oursel:les sllull be-
come gods, with power snd glory, at
least e {ar as the panulmnerg i:roon-
oorned. The womankind —darling crea-
tu.rjs-—wlll fullow I:utln Loy

roice throug -Rols, from
within.—COsn you not be a little in a
hurry, and becomo gods before the next
Presidential election? You might help
us, and it would make you very popular,
gentlemen.  You know, you say the
whole world will be at an end pretty
soon, anyhow, Now, why won't you
be quick abont it ?

Speaker.—Order]  And how abont
your republicanism? You kaow, that
old parchment saya that none but repub-
Kcs sball be admitted as members of the
confederscy.

Mormona—We b«}lg your pardop, sir;
no such thing. he Constitution-—
which was inrpired: everything is in-
spired—sayn that the United States shail
guarsniee to each Siwate s republican
goverament ; but if & State has no re-
publican government, they can’t guaran-
tea it, That is olear. Bosides, sir, we
are & republic, and we are not. The
Jord roles his asints through Brigham,
and Rrighain has been u:fpoiuud by the
Lord, so we are not; you neet{ not
tronble yourself aboot that guarsnteeing
busioess. And 'ﬁ Il‘: a repnblie‘;d b:-
CAUSS OVOTY Fear, amn, appoin ¥y
the Lord, ssks the ormo.:l whether
that appointment suits them. Have you
ever heard the like of such republican-
jmt Di«:o v:,o :3;‘ t:!] o?utjhn all of va
are going to be ity for ever !
We are & * theo-democracy," :ir. Only

——

think! Brigham ia inspired every day
and every boar, what o say and what
to write, and what to do, and our nows-
pAaper contains the revelations as clearly
a8 thode ahoulder-blades ’gavo the inspir-
ationa of Mahomet. Numa, sad all
thas sort of men, were inspired but om
and thou their inspiration wae at a d
halt. That was monarchical; but we
have inspiration ss loug as & rﬁlm;
ranning on at fuli spead, sometimes -
ing a little, to bo sury; bot what of thatt
Do you wapt more
otoed from within—let them im!

Let thew in!

¥ —Order! T don't exsctly
want more. Indeed, Mesvrs, Sainta, it
seemns & little too maoch already. And
pray, how is it with some elements of
civilization, such a8 property sud mar-
riaget Bome people tell rather ugly
stories about you. .

Mormon.—Have 8t you again, sir.
You eali marriage an element of civiliza-
tion,do you? ‘&nbv, sir, we awim in this
element. You call the family the basis
of all political society ¥ Wo maka fami.
liew as plenty as chicken-cnaps. Didn’t
Mr. Ferris tell you that Lthe saints build
family houses like barracks—box 1o box
—a new wife, s new coop? We do not
only acknowledge the fawily aod mar-
risge a8 you do, who stop with such s
heathien as Theseus, that was deified by
his godless people for haviog established
wadlock between one man and one
woman ; but wo area p ive and
expansive peoplo. Iless the Anabap-
tista! We make the family as wide as
8 iswyer's copscicnce. It 13 a lovely
state, for it is full of Jove, Yes, sic, wo
do not only give wives to all men and
goda,” but as many a3 they ¢ and
why should wo not? Shall the liars,
the Mahowetans, have all the good
things to themselves? Your Mr. Noyes,
of Oneida ovunty, says: Thongh » man
love apples, muyho not relish a peach
too! Wa take peaches, apples, and all.
And then, as to property, why, sir, we
aro—indeed—we—why, you kuow, dir,
we aro a holy mixtare of socialism, and
hierarchy, and individualism, aud theo-
oracy, and democracy, and all manper
of things, Mixed governments, you
know, are the beat; we have, in fact,
the governmneni of the angels, we know

® The b nomber of wives 4o the ¢ Lard. Wi e ll.ord.m
lasphemners actually sosign & e o presen ‘e say 1be preoon| ot

sotordiug o thess, the Pather had & father, and 00 sa. There Is mo 4nd Lo thels revol

deeds.  Alrcady have they ' sraled ™ half-sistars and

bnnma and moiders with mﬁu.hnnu the

same was. Ten tlmes radtier would we voie for the admissien of & piratical Bats into our Uniop, than sliow

auch & crew 1o cull ftpelf & sisten Siate.

Page 1 of 1



1855.] Shall Utah be admitted into the Union! o

we have ; and “ we know that we know
"

Speaker —Very well, gentlemen, be
pleasad to be scated—outside there—
somewhore. We shall take the matter
into oconsideration. Ip the meantime,
you noed not thum%ngdn so furiously
sgainst our door. We shall let you
konow when we shall have comse to »
conclusion.

Speaker retires; the Seinta curse.

And wo will take the matter into con-
sideration, as gravely aud as briefly as
™ Sappose then, the peopls of Utah di

ppose Ll people of Ut e
trict, that is the Mormons, havisg in-
creased to that number which of late has
usually been considerad sufficient to form
s State, come before Congress, with s
Coustitation of their own peculiar polity,
and ask to be admitted into the Union,
onght they to be admitted? We say,
with s Constitution of their own peculiar
polity, embodying the chief festures of
their present politico-religious organiza-
tion, 83 wo know it and as the Mormons
proclaim it and covsider it necessar
and divine. If they give ap their organi-
- sation, and everything that binds them
together as a Mormon society, and do it
thoronghly and sincerely, no discussion
whether they onght to be admitted ia
necessacy in this place.

We natarally turn, first of all, to our
Constitution, to ses what it permits or
enjoins, regarding the admimion of new

The first paragraph of section 3, arti-
cle iv., runs thus:

“ New States may be admitted by the
Congress into the Union; but no new
Biate ahall be formad or erected withia
tbe jurisdiotion of any other State; nor
any other State be formed by the junc-
tion of two or more States, or of
Btates, without the consent of the legis-
latures of the States concerned, ss well
s of the Congress.”

This pesssge is abeolutely all snd
everything positive that the great instru.
ment contains regarding the sahject of
sdmission—a sabject on which our con-
foderscy so materially differs from the
federal States thet have existed or are
still in existance.

The consists of two parts : the
ona, containing the first eleven words,

ives to Congrees the right of admitting
gm..; the other limiting this right In
some esvential pointa. © have to do
with the first part only.

A simpler, plainer sentence never was
written. [t coufers a right, aod in doing
s0 it uses the subjanctive. Congrose
may adiit new States. It imposss no
duty, except, as a matter of cotrse, thoss
implied dutics, which every right and
privilege imposes npon us, namely, to
use and exercise it fdrly;dndiciously. and
ss upright men, impartiaily and undid.lﬁ
weighing the interests and claims of
parties concerned, It imposes the daty
n‘pon Congress. ngress is an assem-
blage of legislators in a high sphere, and
the very right that is granted imposes
the solemao daty of handling it in &
statesmanlike mauner, considering the
welfare of ourselves, of the applicants,
and of our country at large, having an
honest eye to the spirit in which the
sano right may have been bxercised on
former occasiony, and to the claima
which may have fairly sprang up accord-
fngly, secking at the same time to obtain
ampler information from the Conatita-
tion itself, and from the state of things
which existed when the OConstitution
was adopted, or, which amounts naz:s
to the same thing, endeavo to
tho measing of its provigions from the
sense which the framers mpst be su
posed to have attached to the wor
they used.

Wo repeat once more, the Constitn-
tion says that Congress may admit
States. The framers wers not unsc-
quainted with the word sdall. They
have used it many times in the pact
which they drew up for the coun-
try. They were not unskilled in
scribing limitations. The Constitution
has throughout s strongly limitary cha-
recter, and, in one respect, it may be
wid to powess s peculiarly limitary
character, inasmuch as it prescribes that
Congreas sball have no powers except
those which are expressly granted in the
justrument itself. In the caso whieh
oocapies us, however, the Constitution
is simply of a permissive charactor. It
says: For fear that you may thiok we
grant no power of admitting new Btatea,
if we do not wmention ilnwe bors declare
thet you may do so. d here it stops,
It does not sdd : If such or such namber
of people, apply under certain and fixed
ciroumstances, you must do it. The
Constitution prevents the United Brates
from beiog a closed confederacy; it in-
fases the principle of expansiveness; it
provents the Unpited States, in this re-
spoct, from being coasidered like the
other foderal republice that exisied st
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120 ' The Mormons. [Maroh,

the time of their birth, and in which
the existing number of States or pro-
vinoes was fundsmental and final. Our
Constitution is an abstenmlous document.

If Congress must decide whether a
Btate ia to be admitled or not, it must be
docided by votes: and what considersa-
tions ought to guide each member of
that body in deci(:x:‘f with manly dircet~
nesa of purpose principls, waiving
invidious secondary motives, what vote
ke ought to cast on so grave a question ¥
The Constitution appesls to him for his
vote, but he is wot allowed arbitrarily,
whimsically or selfishly, to decide the
okso “in his cunseience ;" & litile as the
jugyman ia, though his conscicnos also is

pealed to. Man has never the right
to act arbitrarily, whimsiocally or welfish-
ly, and certainly not when he sots fur
his country,

We are well aware that there are per-
sons, who entertain a notions re-
gardiug the right of their voting which-
over way they please, 50 soon as a vote
by ballot is required. The ballot, they
say, appeals by its very character to
their conscience, and by conacience they
mean, iu fact, perfect arbitrarivess. We
haw heard of & case which, if it were
a8 it was reported, would serve as an
iliusteation of what we mean, We sup-
Pposo that it was erroneously given to us,
snd wa prefer, therefore, to use it for
our purposé as & mers supposition.
Sappose. then, there Is a college, char.
tered and rechartered several times, and
in each of ita charters it is distinctly
statedd that no religious test whatsoever
shall be applied in the appointment of
professors or the admission of studeuts.
A chair of oue of the natursl sciences is
1o be filled. Awsong the candidates for
this chair is an lodividoal, readily al-
lowed on all handa to be of unblemished
character and pre-eminently qualified
by his acquirements and reputation, as
well as by hia skill in teaching, to fill it
with honor, yet the majority of trustees
vots agaiust him, mcoording to their
ovliscionce, as thoy say, becanse he hap-
peus 10 be a Unitarisn. In this sep-
posed caso we gay the trostoss did not
vots conscieativusly, because, although
eppealed to for their ballot, into which
»o person had any right to inquire,
the express coinmand of the oharter de-
manded that they shonld use no reli-
glgus tes!, and they were not, in good

th and strict duty, permitted to do
that Ly secret ballot, which they could
ot openly svow, or justify,

Tt is equally plain that, on the other
hand, a man has no right to determine
hia vote by any motive he chiuoses, pro-
vided it be not in so many words pro-
bibited. Woe to the man who hes no
hetter support or excuse for Lis sctions
than the mere absence of direct prohibi-
tion—in politios, in murals, in religion.
SBach & mav is exempiified by the bib-
bing parson in Peregrine Pickle, who

refers drinking strong whisky to wine,
use the Bible nowhere prohibits the
drinking of punch; or, if & historical
instance be preferred, by the Danish
baron von Viereck, with whom » friend
expostulated on the outrage that he had
allowed his danghter actually to marry
the king, the undivoresd queen etill liv-
ing; wherenpon the baron answered
that he could find no puau? in the
Bible that prohibite a Danish king from
haviog two lawfnl wives.

A member of Uongress, required to
vots en the admission of 8 new Stata into
the Union, ought to ask himself these
threa questions:

Have the United States, by uniform
action, and the course of their history,
entered into an implied compact, re-
quired by good faith fairly to be carried
out, that in due tims & certain number
of setlers, with a certain territry, be
sdmitted 1 .

Does the Constitution directly, or in-
terproted—as all sound interpreistion
mast be—-by common sense and
fuith, demand or prohibit anything re-
ganding adinissions into the Union 1

Are there any considerations which
demand of me to withhold 1y vote for
sdmission, on the ground that by the
admission, 8 foreign and disturbing ele-
ment would be infused into that greas
and large State-aystem for which I, upon
oath, ain here to legisiate 1

The question of admission is one that
relates to the Constitation, to good faith,
to statesrnanship and--like all acts cf,
man—io sound morslity in general.

The first of thess questions caa be
easily suswered. Ever sinoe the "'"3{
of the famous ordinance of Con
the 18th of July, 1787—a law p{::l by
the very founders of this government,
aod which, io its fifth clanse, stipulates
that whenever any of the sald States
(States contemplated to arire out of the
territory to which this ordinance ap-
plies), xhall contain 60,000 free iobabi-
taats, sach a State shall (and may before)
be adinitted on an equal footing with the
original Btates in all respoota whatever,
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1855.] Shall Utak be admitted into the Union? 239

and atial} be at libarly to form a perma-
nent Constitution and State governwent,
provided it shall be republicav, &c.—ever
gince, we say, it lias been held that if
sixty thousand free inhabitants sottled
on a eonvenient territory, ask for ad-
mission, it ought ot in fuirness to be
withheld, In many cases the popalation
of the new Siate did not amount to that
namber. Tho Americans have eot oul
in their history, and they set out to
this day, in their policy, from the traih
that this contioenut, vast, fertile, and
beaatiful, was nade to be inhabited by
wmen, who, with all the arts of civiliza-
tion, would make it the sapport of as
many free beings a3 can here find the re-
ward of their lawfol exertions. They
sdopted as a fundameatal ides, that the
first comers had no right to slumn the deor
behind them; but ehat those who should
come later hud a fair olaim to sid ip set-
tling this extensive lund. They acted un
the idea that tho establishment of the
government did not arrest the state of
things, but that the Americaus them-
pelves would becone an emigrating and
scitling rave withia the territory, asd
lastly, they wut out with the noble idea
that Lhe States, forming the great pact,
did pot tleraby constitute themselves
jnto a clused society, to which the setticrs
of & pmew territory should be * smdb-
jects.” Our Brate system was declared
at ones a8 “open ™ one. Itis a foature
in our Constitution, 88 grest and wise,
a3 the pruovision that eays: Let all tho
rivers be free, und all they carry shall
prus. We have uniformly acted upon
these principles, and can oever, in fair-
ness, refuse 8 State sdmissivp, simply
becanse we are asked for our vote, aod
do not choose to vote Aye. No one of
vs has arbitrary authority, for the very
reason that all of us are free.

We pass to the second and third ques-
tions. And frst, what does the Coneti-
tution enjuin or prohibit, that bears upon
the questivu of adwission, directly or in-
directly! It enjoiua, directly, that tha
States of the Uniou must have republican
governments, It probibits, indirectly,
a voter un tha questiva of admisioa, to
be guided by religious preforences. As
to the first, we have the 4th section of
Article [V, which says:

“The United States shall guarantee to
every State in this Union a Repubtican
Form of Government, and shall protect
each of thein against Imivasion, and on
Appiication of tge Legislature, or of the
Exeeutive (whea the Legisiature cannot

be convened), sgainst domestic Vio-
lence.”

Concerning the recond, we find, as
the first words of the Additional Artl-
eles:

% Congross shall make no law respoot-
ing an establishment of religion, or pro-
hibiting the free exercise thereot.”

We find, woreover, the following
words, closing Article VI. of the Consti-
tution :

“ No religions Test shall ever bo re-
quired as a Qualification to any Office or
poblic Trust ander the United Statws.”

These are the only passages iu which
the words religion and religious occur in
the whole nstitutiva  and Amead-
ments,

It will be admitted that the fourth
sectiun of Article IV, contaios a rule
applicsble to him who votes on admis-
sion, although it apeaks of States * in this
Unton,” only. The question iz, whether
the applying State shall be *tin this
Unioa " or nut. It would be abeor loss
of time, were we to dwell on this sub-
ject. What we have to dwell npon,
howaver, is that the provision uses the
word flall, not may ; 1hat ic guaraniess
a certaln government tu cvery Scate, and
that this government must be republican,

The coumand expressed by tho word
shall, shows thet the aequel is of pare-
mount importance; and that which s
held by the Constitution so important,
is that a republican government be gua-
ranteed to all Btates. Does this mean
that the United States shall be ready to
side with the republican party, should
there ever bo civil broila between repub-
licans and monarchists in any Staie, i
called upon to do su, but that the LUnited
Btates have no business with the form of
State governwments, monarchical, sacer-
dotal, or ochloeratio, if (he State chooses
to bave a king, or live under a govern-
ment of priests, or crouch beneath s
succession of mobs, en permanence? Or
does it plainly mcan that repablics alone
can be tolerated in, and, therefore, re-
celved into the Union?

We have already referred to the fast
that all sound interpretation must be
fuonded on common sense and good
faith. The latter implies that we must
take words as they were meant, not se-
cording to what gkill or violence may
possibly make thew appear o mesn;
and, sccordingly, we all know perfectly
wejl, both that the framers of our Con-
stitutiou meant to be republicans, and
that they were sensible men. It would,

Page 1 of 1



230 The Mormons. [March,

bowever, betray lems than aven ordinary
common sensé, bad the framers enter-
taived the ides that s confederacy of
permanency, vigor, and vitality, could
be established, with principalities and
ropublics, theveracies, a0d commnnisma,
They, as all great institotors, had in view
to create a living organiam, not to stitch
together & quilt, the more liked the more
the rags contraat. The provision says
that the United Btates shall protect re-
publicanista ia each State, because all
are ropublies, and because it is essential
that they aro, aud remain 0. The mere
$yr0 in wur history knows this perfoctly
well. The Constitation omits meation-
ing that all components of the Union shall
ba republica, for the same res«won that it
does not eay a word of the publicity of
Co That which is not only ad-
mitted by all, but whick forms the ori-
ginal mould of our thoughts, is never
mentioued excopt by the analyzing phi-
losopher.

The member of Congress then, who
wmust vote on the admission of a Siate,
aust ask himeelf, if it becowes necessa-
ry, Has this applyiog Siate n republican
form of government! And thus we
sk, do the Mormons form a repablic?
This leads to another question: What is
a republic? Dictionaries, which hardly
ever zive definitions, but merely strive
to indionte the sense of the word, areof
no nse to us in this case, and in an in-
quiry, which, if sncoessful, would furnish
anthority for the lexicographer, but can-
got take the lexical explanations as a
etandard. Alove ull, we are bomnd to
take the word Republic in the sense In
which it was asvaily taken at the time
of the framing of our Constitution, and
in which we know, or have good resson
to believe, the framners to have waken it.

A State is not a repablie, simply be.
cause its chief is non-hereditary. The
Dalai-lLama i3, if not elective, eortainly
eelective and non-hereditary ;“Jm Thibet
has never been covsidered a repnblic.
Nor lloes the clective character of the
chief magisirate stamp the State with
republicanism. No man has ever called
the States of the Church s repablie, be-
oause the Pope proceeds by eleoction
from the couclave. Nor is a Stats a
monarchy becanse the chief magistrate Is
hereditary, as the stadtholders of Hol-
land were for a time, Napoleon went
even o far as to have bis fisst five-franc
pieces insoribed, on the obverse, with
she words: Napoleou, Emperor of Lhe
Freuch, and on the reverss, with those

of : French Republic. We suppose they
will be called ig futare, Tunniug):“ Fives,

However difficult it may be to give a
perfect defivition of the term Re-
public, simply because it has been used
1o many different meanings, we koow
thus much for certain, that onr institu-
tors understood by republic, a govern-
ment of & pupalar cast, in which the
legislatare forms an organism through
which public opinion shall pass into pu
lic will, that is, luw; and in which ke
ohiof magistrata is limited, both ia
gower, and in duration of office, which is

llad, directly or indirectly, by the choice
of the people, They mesnt, bgoﬂepnb-
lie, a polity founded upon tho broad
frinciple that the first source and start-
ng point of power is im the people.
Nover, even as colonists, have their po-
litical convictions been tinctured with
the fabled Jus Divinam; for they were
Eoglish by descent.
t i3 true, there existed a variety of re-
ublics when our institutors ved un
independeuce. There were ially be-
fore their eyes the Netherlands Ropublie,
which had so decided an influence upon
the framing and naming of our federacy ;
and the republic of Venioe, which was
in former times often sdmired by politi.
cal observers, for the wisdom and
great puwer wielded by so narrow a
Btate. Our Constitation, bowever,
shows with perfect plainpess, that no
Venctian governmeot, no aristocraey
wis meant to be iocluded within the
tertn Republic, as used in that instru-
ment, for it contains the injunction that
* no title of nobility shall bo granted by
the United States,” and, for fear that
this might not be considered to banish
nobility from the land, the Constitution
provides that © no State shall grant any
title of nobility.”

Whoerer will study the Constitution,
the debates, the times when the Consti-
tution was framed, the political cultare
of the framers, the bistory of the eolo-
nies, and of the term Itepublic jrself, will
find that by Republic our fundamental
pact means a popular and institational
Pulit{,witb A Tepresentative government,
in which it great powers or fuonctions
are clearly divided and distinctly limited,
and in which no power, offios, or distino-
tion is hereditary, or derived from sny
principle or region beyund or without
the popular Brate itself.

According to this standard,’the Mor-
mon polity is no repablic. The Mor
mons theruselves call it 8 theocratic
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government, and & theocracy is mot &
repnblic, whatever words the Moruons
may choose to jumble together, when,
oocasionally, they call their government
& theo-democracy, which conveys about
&s distinct an ides as the imparial five-
frano pieces wo mentioned. The Mor-
wmon government is still less & repub-
Jio than many other bierarchies have
been, bucsuse the chief of that revolt
ing system claims, and Is considered by
his subjects, to be daily and hourly inspir-
by direct infusion of the Divine
Spirit. Wo have been told that the pre-
sent Emperar of Russia, when some per-
son extulled his immense power in his
resence, condescended to point Lo the
v saying: “There ls one greater
still,” e Uzar, we should think, con-
siders hinself preltﬁ near to the heavenly
quarters, but then be allowa, and insists
upon, that he & Czar; and what is his
belief in himnsell, compared to Brigham,
who publishes divine decrees in the * Day
and Seasons,” #s Radway's Ready Re-
lief is publighed in our papera. Themust
sbsolute chalif has never olasimed any
similar anthority; no such suthority
even in Mobammned was scknowledged b
any of hisfollowers. Yet this man, wit
this runoing inspiration, is the head of 8
thoronghly organized government, over
which he rules by this pretended Luspira-
tion. Whereis the American that would
dare o call such s stste of things &
republic? What are their two orders of
riests, the highest of which, it has besn
Einwd, will ba made bereditary, and to
preserve the blood of which pure, it is pro-
claimed that suon it will be made lawful
to marry sisters and brothers of the same
father, though of different mothers?
What are these orders but a mobility?
Let us not hear the objection that all
this is *“religious” with which, there-
fore, we have nothing to do. We shall
presently show that we have a good deal
to do with their * religion,” but in this
place we do not speak of their so-called
religion. What we maintain is, that the
form of goverament of the Mormons is
s pretended theocratio government, and
that, therefore, it can no more be admit-
ted into the Union than the Grand Dueke
of Mecklonburg and his people, or the
Pope, with Lis dominion evuld. The
Kiog of the Sandwich lslands would, no
doubt, be very willing to bo received as
» wember of the Unjon, could he remain
on the throne—ea sort of Attalos to us—
and there would uot be half tho objec-
tion sgainst his reception that exists
ageinss the admission of the Mormous,

Nor could it be of any avail were the
Mormons o establish a pre forma politl-
cal govermment, and were to insist uponit,
that the organization of the Latter Da
Saints i3 an affair of the church, wi
which onr government has no business.
The law does not allow subterfuges, nor
do we mean to sllow our great political
relations to rest on falsehood. It
would rescmble too moch the dozen of
soda bottles, pretending luwful tratfic, in
a little entry, which leads to a brothel
io tha resr.

This consideration would bo sufficient
to prevent any citizem, loyally adhering
10 the Conatitution, from sanctioning the
admission of the Mormons iato our circle
of States; but there are other, and
equally weighty reasons,

It has been sbown on what two oces-
sions the suliject of religion is mentioned
in our Constitution. It egjoins upon the
United States never to make suny law
respecting an establishment of rcligion,
or J»mhihiﬁng the froe exercise thereof,
and ordains that no religious test be ever

uired as 8 qualificatioa fur any public

ce. At the same time, it prescribes
certain oaths to be taken, fur which,
however, solemn affirmadion may be
substitnted—a substitute which had
been adopted in England, with refer-
enceé to Quoakers, prior to the fruming
of our pact.

‘We shall not inquire whether the pro-
bibition of “ establishing” a church,
which meaus acknowledging and sup-
porting it a8 part and parcel of the State,
and the command of allowing “free
exercise of religion,” as well as tha pro-
hitition of any religious tests, whether
these are sufficient to bind us iu all casea
of admitting & Btate, wholly to dismiss
tha question of religion—whether, in no
case whatever, we cught to ask ourselves,
Can people, with such or such a religious
system, possibly form s wholesome part
of our system 5 can the cunsideration of
the commonest decoram be disregarded
in admitting an jngredient with a revolt-
ing religion into tha great organiswm 1

Sowe vexing cases may be readily
imagined. We must uot forget that the
Union, feum being a neighboring State
to Europe, has bocome 8 eontiguius coun-
try to Asis, and our new aud incipiant
relations to Asia ht produce &
large influx of Amastic paganism,
coupled with & distinct race, which, with-
out an{:ﬂm stretch of onr imagination,
might be supposed to jeach the puins of
application for admission, snd it might,
then, become nevsssary w axk the ques-
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tion: What did our forefathers exactly
mesn when they used the word religion
in the Cooititution? “Where are the
Jimits of the word, or ave there nonet
Tiave we t¢ understand it aceording to
the wrus loguendi, the meaniog it had at
the timc, awong these men who used it,
and the epliere of action and thought in
which they nsed it? The usus loguends
isone of the elements of all safe interpre-
wation. Or ouglit we to take the term
religion in irs widest sense, in which the
philosophical writer uses it, for the ag-
gregute of gll relationa which subeist, or
which men unaging to subsist, between
them and all that surrounds them on the
ons hand, and 4 superior, or many supe-
rior beings of influcncing power on the
other Lisud 1

We waive this whole consideration,
We grast that the mewmber of Congress
may dismiss the question of religion when
s State calls upon hiw for sdmission,
that is, we grant that he need not occupy
himself with religion as religion. °
need not trouble bimself in the case we
contemplate, with thoe exact reiation in
which the Mormon, in his uwa conscience
Velieves hlinself o stand to bis bodily,
perfectible, marvied Buddah god. Seo
far as this goes, he may leave the Mor-
nous, to use a favorite expression of
their own, “severcly aloue” But tho
guestion does nut end bere,

Religion, as we lbave counsidered it so
far, is & li)urely mental or pychulogicsl
matter, It is like the moral theory of
ethical philusophers, who differ a4 10
the moral sense. It ls a very differ-
ent matier whon we come to mural-
ity and moral acts themselves, when we
have t0 remember that all States and
every compound of Btates ace jural socies
ties, aud thiat tie very idea of rights and
Justice is founded on the nntecedent idea
that mwan is en othjcsl being. Nesther
trees nor animnals have rights, whatever
obligations ay be impused upon us
toward thein as being the creatures of
oot own Crestor, In looking, in this
case, for the moral character of nan, we
do not go “ beliind the record ;™ ou the
contrary, we take political man in hLis
coustitucut parts ax we must tske him,
and 23 we wust take all else if we wizh
to Landle the given ipaterial wisely,
rightly aud righteously,

The first consideratiun thal presents
jteell here ia, that slthough we may huve
pound reacons fur dismissing the subject
of religivn iu certain splieres of retlee-

[Masch,

tion, this does by no mesans imply that,
because & man chouvses to call an act of
his religious, therefore he can do it with
inpunity, or that it prevents us from
tsking cognizance of it. We enjoy ruli-
gioos liberty, aml mean to perpetuste it
for our children; but this liberty has
never been understuod to mean a license
of doing anythiog, provided it be called
religious. Religivus liberty means that
20 one shall be troubled about bis faith
—his ivner man; but acts remain for
ever sabject to the law,
When the English teok possession of
the East Indies, they permitted, ss
Yolitica.l government, the millioos of
{indoo gods to be worshipped. They
continve to rule the country on that
principle, but they have put an end,
without inconsistency, to the suttees,
slthough the Brahmin ssscrts, snd no
doubt in the fullest giad faith, that he
firmly believes his religion recommends
the self-inmolation of the widow on the
funeral pile of Lber busbhand, as & work
moat accepiable in the right of Brahma.
When the East Indis goverpment had
acquired sufficiont streugth, it ecaught
the Thugs, and told them thar they must
be hanged for their regularly taught snd
systeruntically  execuled nurder. It
was of no use for the Thuge to assert,
what they oo, no doubt, faithfolly be-
Hieved to be true, that their ore-de{igbtn
ed gnddess Kali commanded it, and re-
Joived when they throttled their fellow-
creatures—that it was their religious
avocation. lufanticide was jargely prac-
ticed toward femalo infnnts in Gozerat,
That, two, was s “religious " procedure.
Every custom becomes * religious * with
eatly nations and with eneducated peo-
ple. But the English did not bLesitate
vn that account to put & stop to the
murder.®
Feederic the Great distingnished be-
tween pretended refigion and Inwfoloess,
in his own impressive and =areastic man-
nar. A soldiur had been sentenced to
be shot for havieg roubbed o comily ring
from the finger of 8 Virgin Mary, {n &
Catholic church. Thue king, however,
read with surprise in the minutes of the
trial, that the soldier, himself a Catholie,
had stoutly maiotained the Virgin had
made hinw a presenc of the ring. Fred-
eric inguired of a bigh prelate of Silesia,
where the crine Liad been aanmitted,
whether this was possible. After many
fruitless attempts at avuiding a direct
answer, the prelate was obliged o con-

& ¥ Acsocunt of the Abuililon of Femats lafanioide in Gurzesat, by Rar. Johin Cormack. Laadan, 1513,
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foss that similar miraclen had taken

lace, snd might, therefore, recur. The

ing at once wrote under the sentence,
that the soldier should have the benefit
of doube, but that in futare, every sol-
diec or clvilian should be prohibited, uo-
der pemalty of desth, to s&ccept any
presents from the Virgin, or any saint,
male or fewsie.

There is not & crime or vice, however
mean ortriﬁbtful, in the long catalogue
of sin and shame, that has not at some
time or other formed an avowed element
of religious systems. Cheating, theft,
marder, and refined eruelty hava been

of religions, Prostitatien &nd
ronkenness have had their proclsimed
share in worghip. Children have been
fattened like calves to be eaten, spicily
dressed by ulaborate cvokery, in honor
of the gods. Hosta of men have been
slanghtered by priests and temple ser-
wante, religionzly to honor the corpse
of a kiog, and to magnify the glory of
ldepnrmd despot.  Hundreds of women
have been thrown uver precipices, be-
causs the gods demanded thos to honor
the presence of an amnbassador. This
has been : this is ofill, and this wili be
again. Grieve as wo may, it is but too
true, not ouly that * evervthing hap-
pebs,"™* but alsa that everything happons
over again.  And is all thiscrime politely
to be basuffered because tho perpetrator
cloaks bLis misdeeds with the
mantle of bLis flendish roligion? Fan-
tastic aqueamishness i3 no elemont of
statcumsnship. There is nothing more
calamitons i ru'ers thun political con-
ceits. If the worship of Astarte, with
all its paked harlotry, wers rovived,
should we countenance it? Do not
charge us with unnecewarily travelling
beyond the lpa.les of actuality. There ia
unfurtnnazely, dicectness enongh in all

we may, for the nearest purpose which
wa hm)-o in view. Suppose the blessed
time of burning beretics should mmm(X
and one of your commnnnities shou)
makae it lawful, would you take such s
communily 83 8 Eister-state to your
bosom?  Let us spaak out like men, and
Lave the truth {n a bulk at once.
cunning king's malicious Qui neseit dis-
simulare nescit regnare, must be re-
versed Into the republican Who cannot
face the trath cannot rule,

To spesk of sll the immoralities and
obscenities sanctioned by the Mormon
Law, would be ijmpossible hera. It
would be 8 loathsomo task, and besides,
ic would be necessary to quote their
chapter and verse for esch statement of
ours, because without it, happily, many
readers would not believe us.
bowever, would obviously lead us be-
yond ressonable limits. We shall thep
restrict ourselves tu their acknowled
pelygnuy. Tliey avow it; they boast
of it; they clallenge the world on this
gmund; they duo not oanly sanction it

¥ their [aw, bat they proelaim it as an
essentinl part of their whole polity and
religious system; they carry it to their
celestial wplicres; they revel in it, and
not only bas it alrendy borne the poison-
ous fruits which it always produces, but
that peculiar element of vulgarity and
knavery which has passed from the
charactoristic  fouleess and cheating
jugglery of the founder into all Mor-
monistn, has also shown itself, even at
this carly Fcriml, in the * divine institu-
tion,” as the Mormons actually call their
pols gamy, to such an extent that East-
ern pulyzamy appears like a state of
refinemnens cornpared to this bratality.t

Yet, Mormon polygamy is a * religious
institution." Be it so. Jet us not
touch theic religion. It dofles. Polygs-

.

It was Talleyracd ho said : Towl wrrive,

4 We coutd almeat a3k the Mormons : Why not Improve upen stale Asistic polygamy? Nathing so en
o8 a choice arsper carrd, and why not have .m.-r&w. curcés! The ninfnrorqtm". r’nf hum‘:‘oun o
snd wicked insanitier, makes wention of this abherrent thing as having been among the sad realities. 5;:
were obliged 10 dwell un it i anether place, but did 14 fnr deceney’s sake, In Latin. Polygamy roen make
wives pretty rare for some poor leliows in Utah.  Why, then, do not the Marmony pubiish a revelation d'ee-
casion, &) they have dune s often, which should perinit polyandry? Thal, 100, exins tu some parts of the
world, nud, vince the followers of Kmith have, oh severud ovcasions used the mere absenca of & prehibition
in the Bidle, as & posilivn permission, they miny ase the argument that palyandry is, we belleve, prohibited
in direct terms pewhere fo that beok, [+ would be 20 Mormanian, tn iagic 9 well 88 in morals !

AL thite o egritivg in the Yast degree; but what of that?  Marasunisw, frens ity very begianing, bas been
eucrusled wirl vaigarily, Juggiery, Licenke and muddy materlalivm, That our proepositions are loathsome,
cannod be urged aw a fair ohjection 1o them—al teast not by the Mormons,

Murmonism is apne of thase gulyveds tu history, which. hke the Reign of Terrot, the vice and crime of
Louis the Fiftecnth and hia couct, of the prewmds of saalking (afssuy 10 Swercial Rome, make the bebolder
bend down w.th averiel face and exclaim -1, 1o, betang 10 8his race!” The minchief whivh Jarge crimes
Feavy upon the whole ruce, 15 a4 great Ln s downwared directon, ue the nstances of noble indivitasly and
nationRs arg in lbeir elevating effecia. Thowe wake o er and almast deapair; they threw mankiod
back. Thest reassure and enenurage . they stcengihen aur faith, Thaw embitler; these are calming and
ennobling. 111 u fearin} ueg for the best us for the worst, for stagle ey and for ermmunities, 1o become
samilariged v ith grotancss and wickedness, and yve, thery slaudy the unshaoygiog, prinasy ceadison of wil
referm sud progress:  Koow tie teuth ; act, aud seither Wince aor dabblc.
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my may be their religion, and so far we
have as Jittle to do with it as the law
would have to do with » man, who like
Madan,* sliould write a beok in defonce
of & pluraliry of wives, But the polyga-
wy of the Mormons s no book specula-
tion; it is an act, a fact, and the legisla-
tor Aas to do and deal with acts and facts.
Monogsmy is eanetioned by our reii-
gion, indeed, as everything pure and
boly is, but monogamy goes berond our
veligion. It is “a law written io the
heart " of our race. The Greeks, the Ro-
mans—whose history is rich with no-
ble mothers, wives, and matrons—and
the Germans, were monogamists
bafore 8t. Paul denounced the gods
of Greece, at Athena, or Bonifuce ap-
plied the axe to the vak trees in the sa-
cred grovea of Gormany. Monogamy
does not only go with the western Can~
casian race, the Europeans and their de-
scéndants, beyond Christianity, it goes
boyoud Common Law. It is one of the
rimordial elements out of which all
sw procecds, ur which the law steps in
to recognize aud to protect. Wedlock,
that is, the being locked of one man in
wedding to one woman, stands in this
reepect on a level with property.t Pro-
perty antecedes law, as values, and with
thest a curremey, or circulating me-
dium domg precede money. Wedlack,
or monogamic marriage, is one of the
Y categories” of our social thoughts
and conceptions, and, therefore, of our
social cxistence. It is one of the ele-
mentary distinctions—bistorical and ac-
toal—hetween Kuropean and Asiatic
bumauity. It is one of the frames of vur
thoughts, and moulds of our feclings ; it
is a paychologieal conditiou of our jural
oonsciousness, of our liberty, of our lit-
erature, ol our mspirations, of our reli-
gious convictions, and of our dowestic be-
ipg and family relation, the foandation
of all that is called polity. It is one of
the pre-existing conditiuns of our exis-
tence as civilized wlite nen, as moch so
as our being moral entities Is a pre-exist.
ing condition of the ides of law, or of
the possibility of a revelation, Birike
it out, and you destroy our very being;
and whien we sAy our, wo mean our race
—a race which has its great and broad

destiny, s solemn atm in the great carer
of civilization, with which no one of
us has any right to trifle.

There have been a few exceptions to
the pervading mouoganic spicit of our
western Caucasian race. The Papal Seo
is reported to have permitted bigawy in
obe ur two cases, when a man had mar-
ried a second wits, erruuevusly believing
that the first was dead. The sberration
of Luther reim'd‘mg the Lamdgrave of
Hesse is well known, Though he erred,
he still erred from u desire to save a fel
low being, under peculiar circuimstances,
from tho aih of adultery. The most re-
marksble fact, however, in this connec-
tion seema to us, that Napoleon, accords
ing to his own dictation, had scriously
occupled bimeself with the intruduction
of lawful bigamy in the West Indies,
In the first voluma of the *“ Mémoiren
pour Servir 4 'Histoire de la France," b
Count Montholon, we find a passage whic
seems to us of an interest, sufficiest to
warrant us In extracting it st length:

" The guestion of liberty of the blacks,
is & very complicated and very difficult,
In Africa and in Asia it has been sulved,
but it has been dowe by polygmany. The
whites and the blacka form parts of the
samo fumily. The chief of the family
[how naturally Napoleun here falls at
onee into the Asiatic view, in speaking
of the chief, pot of the father of the
family |] having white, black aud colored
wives, the white and mulato children
are brvthem, sre brought up in the rame
cradle, heve the same name, sud sic at
the same table. Would it then be im-
poanible to authorize polygamy in our
islanda, restrieting the pomber of wives
to two, a white and a black one? The
First Cousal had some sxcbange of ideas
on this subjeet with souie theoluginos, in
order to prepare this great measure.
The patrisrchis had several wives. In
the first centurien of Christisnity, the
church tolecated a species of concubin-
age, the effect of which allowed several
women (ur wives, the original is femmaer)
to one man. The Pope, the cvuncil,
have the acthority and the weans to
authorlze & similar institution, since
ita object would be civilization, the har-
muny of society, sod pot to spread the

® Rev. Martin Madan, suthor of Theluptara

& Defeace of the Plurality of Wives, He Jived sbout 1767,

Horace Walpole (page 185, vol. v. of his Leu«eu‘ «alls han * the rogne Madan."
1 The atiention of the philasopher canoot help belug arvested by tha fast, that st all times m ard
x

* have stond or fulien toguther. Wherever futiaticd, Peotedtants, (atholics. nad even
Lixve sttsched the one, Lhey have attacked the other.

L

In Kurugre, Avia, nand Azserica, I8 anclrnt tismey,

{n ;modern, frum the Murian cammounltit to the Qerman Ansbaprist, from the Anabaplist o the Preach com.
Bunivt, aad American Ooelde men.  The reader witl find this subject toached upon by Lizber, in s Ksiaye

¢a Labor apd Mouperty.
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Just of the flesh; the effect of these
marriages would be limited to the culo-
nies: proper measures would bo taken,
so that they should not carry disorder
into the preseat siate of our society.”

A volame might be written on this
wild pessage, which, neveribeless, ie
thorouglily Napoleonic, yet, on the
other hand, self-contradictory through-
oul. A pity, that it will not serve the
Mormoas ; for, sithoogh favoring bLiga-
my, it founds this “institution™ on
amalgamation, and the Mormons consider
the puor blacks 8 cursed race, proving
the carse by their sable skin.

In spite of these exoeptions it s,
nevertheloss, true thet monogamy, to-
gether with the endeavor w0 establish
political liberty, the abolition of castes,
and a #pirit of criticism and freedom in
inguiry, oppused (o meroe tradition, as
well as creative freedom in the arts and
lettera, constltute the muin distinctions
between Asiatic and European maunkind.
We koow that this does not apply to
Russia, but Russia 1s & mere hybrid be-
tween Asia and Earope, a historical in-
truder, whose destiny Ia the same with
that of Turkey—of being broken up.

We return Lo our subject. We main-
tain thas in this light, the Mormon puly-
gamy is a subjoct of the weighﬁeat.lm‘for-
tance to bo considered by him, whose duty
it is to decide whether he shall give his as-
sistance to instil so foreign an element
ibto our system, or lend his aid in keep-
ing it at & distance ; fur, decide he must,
since his Constitution demaunds a Yes or
No of him, and does not say, So soon as
asked to admit a State you shall vote
Yes. If that had been the intentinn of
the framers, they would have made the
whaole question & matter of judicial re-
oord, as our Jaw makes naturalization,
but admitting a State into an organisy
of States is a subject somewhat graver
than merely paturalizing an individual.

Yet, is haa beon asked: Hove we not
already sanctioned their polity, by al-
lowing them tu carry it out in our
territory? We do not beliove that
the Emperor of Ruasia is answerable
for overy vileness committed by the
Bashkeera, There ia ene act, indced,
which has appeared like an acknow-
ledgment on our part—~we mean the
appointment of Brigham Young as
governoe of Utah, by President Fili-
more. This is a single act of » single
branch of our government. Every one
can eer, and this was an error; bat er-
rors ought L0 be retracted. At any rate,

the mamber of Congress who will be
obliged 1o vote on the sdmission, mast
decide the matter in his own conscience,
according to the Constitation, good faith,
and duty. The decisivn is his own af-
fair, upou his own responsibility. He
mast vote as trustee for his couwatry.
The wisest furmer may not always be
able to preveunt do ing irregularity in
his outhouses, but he would sink be{ow
ail hupe of rising again to a fair level in
the opinion of his neighbors, wera he to
inu-uguoo the corrupt one into the dwell-
ing house as his wedded wife,

Our task has been to answer the ques-
tion whether the Mormons ought to be
adwmitted into the Union, We have an-
swered some of the maio points as woll as
wa are able to doit, and here wo take leave
of the subject, atdeast for the present.

We aro aware that the perusal of this
paper will call up in the miod of many
s reflecting reader, & point, which, so far
as wo know, has pever been discussed,
and well it is that it has not. If we Ia;
5o much stress upon the necessily of
keeping the Mormons out of our Union,
a3 wa have doue, beosuse they would ba
a sloughing member of the bhody, what
is to be doue, if & State, fairly admitted,
and forming an integrams part of var
system, should decore as foul and fester-
ing a8 they now are? Mr. Calhoun, it
seemns to us, most have found it easy to
answer this question; for if, uapon the
mere ground of a federa]l contract, s
State has the right to secede from the
Union, becanse the contract, according
to the conviclion of the Stats bas been
violated, it logically follows that the
Unpion has 8 curresponding right of ex-
pelling a State, when, acconding to tha
conviction of the Union, the ocontract
has bean violated. It ia apon this ground
that the views of Mr. Calhoun have ever
appeared to us dangerous to the very
States whose especial champion Lo was
considered.

We, whose views on our State-system
lie between the two poles marked by
Mr, Calhonn and Mr, Webster, do mnot
tind it s0 easy to snswer the question.
Let us supposs that s State were to turn
8 sort of former Algiers; or supposs &
Seate were t adopt French commnunism
in the present Proudhon style—no God,
no government, no property, no wives,
pot even polygany, but with cynicism, in
the literal sense of the word-——a
proclaimed universal; suppose a State
should become so filled with Ohigese,
that the whites wers absorbed ; or sup-
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poeo & State shonld become dona fide

Africanized ; or lat us imagine that a
territory has formed itsell with the con-
seat of Cungress into & State, thus being,
of course, sovergign, and then applies
for admission into the Union. Congress
votea No, snd the Biate declives re-
moving the difficulties that may have
heen in the way. What becomes of the
State? Ao independent empire in the
midst of us?*

We might suppose a number of casca
of this kind, which do not belonz 1 the
politics, but rather to the hyper-politics
of a country, and ean a3 Jittle be brought
within the sphere of rule and regolac ac-
tion, as the sobject of revolution. Black-
stone, when he touches upon the ques.
tion, what is to be dope when the crown
breaks the Britiah oonteact? says that
the luw does not contemplate the case,
snd that history furnishea the example
of Jamnes 1L being sent off fur having
done so. 8o we would say, thers is no
rule withouat exception, and thers is no
Institation, which in the combination of
certain circumstances, can belp dealing

with subjecta that most ba decided, but
for which its own distinct law and char-
acter does oot furnish the regular meana,
The knot must ba loosened ; untio {1, if
fonsible ; if not, use Alexander’s way.
Modern English judges never aoswer
speculativa ocases; they have invarishl
replied, When the case comesup, I sh
decide it after hearing the law and the
facta. Suppositions, as we have made
them, would have been in their proper
lace when the Constitution was furmed,
if even then, for it has proved a great
bles:ing to onr conatry, that the framers
were far-sesing and practical men, who
Deither threw away the pa<t. merely that
they might contrive something new, nor
lost themselves in apeculative subtlotiea,
or s desire to plnieu politica) omnis-
cience, regulating beforehand, all possi-
ble combinations. It is an error jato
which, strange enough, those are now
continually falling that arrogate them-
selvea the name of * men of progruss."
Once more—the question we proposed
to ourselves was: Ought the Mormons
to be admitted! And we answer NO.

THE COSSACKS.t

THERE in a groat deal of speculation,
though but very listle known abuut
the origin of this strange race of people,
who have contributed so wuch by thelr
arms to the aggrandizement of the Rus-
sisn Empire, Historians and geogra-
phera geuerally treat of them under two
distinet heads—thie Cossacks of the Don,
and the Cossacks uf tho Daieper. All the
various tribes of Cossacks of which we
read, are probably vflzhoots from the one
or the other of thess two principal stocks,

We will apeak first of the Cossacks of
the Doieper. So long ago as the 13th
century, they had their home on the
banks of this river, which fowed throuzh
their country from North to Seuth, On
their north fived the Poles and the Rus-
sisos, On their goutl, the Empire of

the Turks extended along the entire
Northern eoast of the Black .St;loa c‘l;lbeei;
country was very appropriately call

the Ukrains, that is, the Frontier Coun-
try. Its natural situation made it the
bulwark of Christendon, against Mohain-
mecanism, in this part of the world, and
its inhabitants Always had to bear the
brunt of the battle, in the long snd
bloody wars betwesn the Turks and their
northern neighbors. Even in times of
peace, they were never frec from the
dangers of sudden invasion. They were
obliged to Leep themselves coutinually
on ths lookout for the enewny. Thus,
from the beg'inninf. they became a na-
tion of soldiers. In the times when the
Poles were prosperous and powerful, the
Cossacka of the Dnieper acknowledged

® Tha whole subjeel of transition Prom dependence 10 sovereignty s mnvolved in theeretical diBeulty. ln
strict philosaphy, there is B0 rond sotiree of sorereigaty but revolution. Napoleon, when he made hu hrathers
:::F. wiwaya used the terni of acknouiedging thun sy kings, or sovereigns. Ii was m him that the

ar cansutotng a sovereign, implled s conlradiclien in tarma; but If he acks

ged Joaeph aw

savnreign ¥Ing of Naples, whea hind Joveph become suzh?  No:, corininiy, by declaring hi:‘:_mu? :‘ove:-eihg:

He Wan made n ynvereign by the Bmperas's proet

Happoy, reakty goes an 1B apile of theoreticnl dieuRics of theorbes.
ipgmel-lmu' Gogenward, band IL. —JJurthausen ;

yoi the o 7

wdicn éder Rusdand,
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