
true greatness among men. I have no fears 
in my own mind for this people. When I 
have been spoken to as to the effect of this 
legislation, I have remarked that such a 
people as are in Utah Territory cannot be 
crushed out by adverse legislation. They 
will endure an immense amount. You take 
a people who are united; who are industri-
ous, who are frugal, who are acquainted 
with hardship, who have endured persecu
tion in the past and are familiar with it and 
expect it, you take such a people, having in 
their hearts the love of God and the love of  
each other, believing that the best expres-
sion they can give of the love of God is to 
love their neighbor as themselves; a people 
of that kind cannot be crushed. They 
are bound to live upon the earth in the 
struggle for existence; bound to have their 
place among mankind; they are perfectly 
fitted to survive any struggle or any condi-
tion that may be brought upon them.

As for this legislation, I want to say to 
you, that in some respects I am thankful 
for it. Let persecution come if it will have 
a good effect. And as for the rules which 
have been made by the Commissioners, as 
I stated myself personally, to those gentle-
men, I disagree with their construction of 
the law, and I think the rules are wrong; 
nevertheless, I am thankful they have made 
them in their present form. Brethren have 
said to me: Cannot we represent to the 
Commissioners how wrong and unjust 
those rules are, and endeavor to have them 
changed so as to make them applicable to 
the people out of, as well as those in the 
marriage relations? I told them, Yes; try it if 
you wish; and if you can effect a change, all 
right; but in my own heart I am thankful 
that the Rules have been made as they are.

They are made applicable to all—those 
who have never broken any law; as well as 
those who have. There is no distinction be-
tween those who entered into plural mar-
riage before and those who entered into 
that state after 1862. Until the law of 1862 
was passed, you should understand, there 
was no law of the United States, no law of 
this Territory, that made plural marriage a 
crime. You ought to understand this, and I 
have no doubt you do understand the dif-
ference between that which is a crime in 
and of itself, per se and that which is made 
a crime by statute. Plural marriage is not a 
crime in and of itself, it is malum prohibi-
tum, made so by a law, and that law was 
enacted in 1862. Now unless legislation 
is made ex post facto persons who married 
prior to 1862 violated no law; but the rules 
as they have been enforced exclude these 
people from registration; they exclude even 
a wife whose husband took plural wives 
prior to 1862. Most extraordinary rul-
ing. But I have been thankful for it. Why? 
Because it puts us all in the same boat and 
does not divide us. A better plan could not 
have been devised to make us one than the 
ruling they have made in regard to those 
“in the marriage relation.” There are hun-
dreds of people who can take that oath that 
if those words were not in it could not take 
it. They can register because of these four 
words. They can walk up boldly and take 
that oath that they have done nothing of 
the kind “in the marriage relation.” I am 
thankful that is the case. Why? I should 
feel extremely bad, I think, if we were re-
duced to the level of those who have vio-
lated the laws of God and of man. We have 
violated, some of us, the laws of man, but we
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