
peace, the Gospel proclaims peace on earth 
and good will to man. Then, being orga-
nized in a governmental capacity, we have 
certain rights. They profess to give them to 
us, but they don’t. They try to deprive us 
of them while professing to impart them. 
I might enter into a long line of argument 
here; no matter, I am merely speaking 
upon some general principles. What then 
is our duty here, say as a people—leaving 
religion out of the question altogether? As 
men and as American citizens, we have the 
right to all the privileges, and immunities, 
protection and rights of every kind that 
any men in these United States have, and 
no honorable man or men would seek to 
deprive us of them. When we talk about 
rights, these are the rights, as I understand 
them, that we possess in this nation. Is it 
proper, therefore, for us, as men and as citi-
zens of the United States to look after our 
rights? I think it is. Do we want to violate 
law? No, we do not, although we know 
many of these laws are wrong, corrupt 
and unconstitutional. We have no right to 
find fault with others about their religion. 
We preach the Gospel; they receive or re-
ject it as they please. If we have found the 
benefit of embracing it, let us be thank-
ful; but we will not interfere with them in 
their religion. Are they Methodists? They 
can worship as they please—Presbyterians, 
Catholics, Baptists, or any other “ists” can 
worship as they please, that is none of our 
business, that is a matter between them 
and their God. But when they interfere 
with our rights as citizens of the United 
States, it becomes our business to look after 
our liberties.

As religionists we call upon them,  
as  a  duty  committed to  us ,  as  we

aver, by the Almighty. Our mission is to 
call upon this nation and all nations to re-
pent of their sins, of their lasciviousness, 
adulteries, fornications, murders, blasphe-
mies and of all dishonest and corrupt prac-
tices. But in this we use no force; having 
laid these matters before them, they have 
their free will to receive or reject. As reli-
gionists they may proclaim us bigamists 
or polygamists or what they please, that 
is their business, and they must answer 
for their own acts; as politicians or states-
men they must at least give us the benefit 
of the Constitution and laws; these, as a 
portion of the body politic, we contend for 
as part of our political rights. We do not 
claim, nor profess, nor desire to interfere 
with any man’s religion or conscience. We 
have nothing to do with their religion, nor 
they with ours. Religious faith or belief is 
not a political factor. The Constitution 
has debarred its introduction into the 
arena of politics; and every officer of the 
United States has pledged himself under a 
solemn oath to abide by and sustain that 
Instrument, and not one of them can inter-
fere with it without a violation of his oath.

What have we done in defense of our 
liberties? I have heard several people say 
that we are inclined to be aggressive. I 
think we are not aggressive, but some of the 
laws are very aggressive. We have a grand 
jury organized of some fifteen men. How 
many of them are Latter-day Saints? Two, 
I think. So I suppose there is one-tenth of 
the citizens of this Territory loyal, patriotic  
and honorable, and the rest are consid-
ered to be unpatriotic, disloyal, etc. But 
we ought at least to be tried before we are 
condemned; that is the law as I understand  
it. Now this one-tenth of loyal, good and
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