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this place today unless God permitted it,
and not only permitted it, but sustained
you and empowered you to do so. We live
in Him, we move in Him, and from Him
we have our being.

Do you believe that these men are
sincere when they allege that we are so
very wicked and that they desire to im-
prove our morals? It would be something
like their marriage—it ends in death,
and sometimes even before that. What
has been the proceeding here? Who are
the authors and abettors of the iniqui-
ties that prevail in our midst? Wicked
and unscrupulous men, the professed ad-
vocates of reform and a hypocritical civ-
ilization, such as ministers, politicians
and others. Who are the introducers
and originators of our gambling hells, or
bagnios, and of the open and flagrant
acts of debauchery and corruption that
prevail in our cities where Gentiles re-
side? Who are the protectors of drunk-
enness and other vices? Our professed
Christian reformers. These are their
institutions; and their emissaries have
been trying to introduce the murder of
the innocents in the shape of feticide and
infanticide. Can we believe in the sin-
cerity and truthfulness of such hypocrit-
ical, corrupt and degraded men? They
tell us it is contrary to law for a man
to be married as we are, especially if
he has more wives than one. They talk
about polygamy; but that is not the thing
which they are aiming at. I will mention
these things some other time.

There are one or two statements
that I wish to make before I close.
Have they manifested a desire to rid
us of lasciviousness? Where are
the bagnios? Who are they kept
for? For our good neighbors who love
virtue so much. Again when thous-

ands of men withdrew from the polls that
they might not be considered obstruc-
tionists, what did they crowd upon us?
You have heard a statement about Mayor
Little and his son. Talk about purity!
Was there any purity about that! The
young man was obliged to object to his
father, who was an honorable man, reg-
istering, because he had what? Broken
any law? I do not think he had ever
broken a polygamic law, but he had two
wives some time ago when there was no
law against it. Some of these things we
mean to contest yet. We have not laid
aside our franchise. If any think so they
make a great mistake. There is not one
man or woman in twenty who have re-
frained from exercising their franchise at
the polls who, if the law of the United
States was carried out and constitutional
principles sustained, could be interfered
with according to the most rigid inter-
pretation of the so-called polygamic laws,
and we shall contest these rights. We
are not going to give up everything. In
the interests of peace some of us hold
our franchise in abeyance at the present
time; but as I stated at Conference when
I spoke of these things—we mean to con-
tend for our rights legally and consti-
tutionally, inch by inch to the last end,
and to maintain the principle of human
rights in the interest of ourselves, in
the interest of our children, in the in-
terest of the honorable men of this na-
tion, and in the interest of the free-
dom of man throughout the world. So
do not think we are giving up every-
thing: we have not given up one soli-
tary iota. Yet we thought it better to
withdraw until we had a fair opportu-
nity to contest all these things peace-
ably, and quietly, and to contend for
our rights legally and constitutionally as



