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such thing upon their minds. It is no part

of the Republican government to be di-

vided. You can all vote the same way at

the polls; you can all believe the same

religion and yet be good citizens of the

United States. What? Can they all be

Presbyterians and at the same time be

good American citizens Yes. Can they

all be Methodists, and yet be good Amer-

ican citizens? Yes. Can they all be-

long to one political party, without any

to oppose them, and yet be good Amer-

ican citizens? Yes. Why? Because

there is nothing in the Constitution of

our government that requires the popu-

lation to believe different doctrines, ac-

cording to their religious notions and

ideas—nothing that requires them to be

politically divided, in their feelings. But

they are divided. The people of all na-

tions are divided; and good wholesome

laws, for the most part, have been estab-

lished by Congress, and by the various

States of our Union, making provisions

for this divided state of society, giving, to

every person the privilege of believing as

he or she may see proper to do in regard

to their religious ideas, and to carry out

their sentiments by practicing their reli-

gion also, as well as believing; and that

the majority should not, because they

happen to be the majority, oppress the

minority. Arguments have been made

by statesmen, judges, and others pro-

fessing great intelligence something like

this: that the Latter-day Saints are a

people of only about 150,000; while the

United States are a people, numbering

forty or forty-five millions. Therefore,

say they, the great majority—the forty

or forty-five millions of people—should,

or they have a perfect right to oppress

you, Latter-day Saints, because you are

the minority in your religious views.

Now, I do not believe this anti-republican

idea, though it was published in this

city last week, from a person in high

authority—a Federal officer of our Ter-

ritory. Supposing for instance, there

were only ten religious men, living in

the United States that believed a cer-

tain doctrine, according to Bible pre-

cepts, and all the rest believed some-

thing else, differing from that; have this

great majority a right to oppress these

ten men? They have no such right.

The Constitution of our country has pro-

vided for that minority, to believe as they

choose to, so long as they injure no one

by their belief, and so long as they in-

jure no person by practicing that be-

lief. Supposing that the Presbyterians

should insist, in their Church capacity,

that sprinkling with water was to be the

only mode of baptism, that should be ob-

served by the members of their denom-

ination; have they a right to do this?

Yes. But supposing that forty millions

of people, who were not Presbyterians,

should denounce that system as crimi-

nal, on the ground that it was not in ac-

cordance with the doctrines of the Bible,

and consequently it would be a crimi-

nal practice to blaspheme the name of

Trinity by sprinkling a few drops of wa-

ter and call that baptism; and supposing

they should succeed in getting Congress

to pass a law against sprinkling, be-

cause it was criminal according to their

ideas; and supposing that the persons

who introduced that mode of baptism

should be brought up by that law to be

judged by it, and should be found crim-

inals, according to that law of Congress;

and supposing that the Supreme Court

of the United States were to confirm

the action of the lower court, on this

matter; ought such persons to be con-

demned as criminals? No. You would say


