
these are the disagreeable things which the 
Latter-day Saints have to encounter.

But it has been said, and even published 
that it was not the Latter-day Saints that 
introduced the blessings that are enjoyed 
today by the inhabitants of this Territory; 
that it was some other people. I am trying 
to portray these things precisely as they are.

What else? Our streets are filled, not 
only with drunkards, by introducing 
these liquor saloons in nearly all parts of 
our Territory, but we see fightings, blas-
phemy, threatening life, etc., in all the pla-
ces in the Territory, wherever this outside 
“civilization” has appeared. There may be 
some few exceptions among the Gentile 
elements. We do not wish to pronounce 
all the outsiders who have taken up their 
abode among us being of this character, 
but we speak of these things in general 
terms. There are good men and women 
who were not among the early settlers of 
this country, that have come here since 
the way was opened, and since prosper-
ity prevailed over this desert; we do not 
speak against them, but against that class 
that have introduced these evils into our 
midst. We might speak of other things, 
such as houses of ill fame—something 
that was not known in our country and 
something that the youth and the rising 
generation grew up to manhood with-
out knowing anything about, only as 
they happened to read of them occasion-
ally in some of the Eastern papers. Do 
they now exist? Yes. Who brought them 
here, and who sustains them after they 
have come? Undertake to put these things 
down by law, and every exertion is made 
to retain these sinkholes of corruption in 
the land. Writs of habeas corpus are is-
sued in order to free those bad characters,

and turn them loose upon the community. 
This is another feature of what they term 
“civilization.” We might go on and name 
Sabbath breaking, lying, misrepresenting, 
quarreling, stealing, and so forth, but we 
have not time to dwell on all these subjects.

We came here as a religious people. We 
had a civil government, and a religious 
government; we had civil authority and 
ecclesiastical authority, before the Gentiles 
came here in any great numbers. Both of 
these principles of government were in 
existence in this Territory in the early rise 
thereof. The religious, in this Territory, 
seemed to be very much united, with a 
very few exceptions. We all believed in the 
same doctrines. But says one, “Is not this 
in opposition to the principles of our gov-
ernment, for all the people to be united?” 
I do not know of anything in any of the 
principles ordained by the revolutionary 
fathers that requires division in a repre-
sentative form of government. They make 
provisions, in case there should be division; 
but never founded the government with an 
express determination that there should be 
division, either in their religion or in their 
politics; it is not a necessary concomitant 
to the form of our government. Our gov-
ernment and the principles thereof could 
be sustained without any violation whatev-
er, if the forty millions of people were all of 
one faith. If they were all democrats, or any 
other political faith, still the government 
would not be violated. But they made pro-
visions, in case there should be divisions. 
Thank God, that in this Territory we have 
supported a Republican form of govern-
ment, without being under the necessity 
of impressing upon the people that they 
should be divided. We do not impress any
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