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THE CAUCASIAN AND
THE ABBOTT CASE.
Doubtle<s our fricend, the Caucas-
ian thinks itis occupying a very
conservatively-dienided attituae
in referonce to the chargo, convie=
tion and sentence of Mro 5, T. Ab-
bott. But as | matler of fact prej-
udice, deep, strong and  uurelunt.
ing, breathes through every arti-
cle it eontiins on the subject, and
has thoroughly permeated  them
irom the very beginning. Theeditor
may be unconscious of it, but the
fact is casily patent,
Perhaps Caucasian thinks thi
strong language; but if The Prog-
i L prove it beiore tl
then we will
apologize

ress dot
ti'.'ll' E.H f
the failure, and
assertion.

We shall argue irom the same
line of evidence that Caucsian has
hased its arraignment on from the
very inoception ef the homocide—
circums=tantial evidence. O thi
kind alone, was Mi. Abboli con-
victed. &

On the very day of the occur-
rence, before preliminary trial had,
Caucasion pronounnced the aceus-
ed, by strong inference, in refut-
ing delarations of his guilty
Having interrogated hn,ittookh
answer, ‘1 am sorry 1 had it to do,

y=eeid,

bat the negro was anvancing on |

me with a stand.” and attempted

to disprove it by declaring that|
the position «f the furniture did|

not bear out the statement
accused,

If Caucasian iz not governed by
prejudice. why did it ask Mr. Ab-
bott any thing about the killing,
only to take his anwer and

base on it an arguement for con-
When the article in that |

vietion?

of the :
| ced the maudlin
lonly a maudlin

that impudent and insulting youn
buck who was out to boast th o
hewax as poodas any d—nd white
m LE not, whiy doces it not keep |
up ruuning fre on the perpes
trataroi that terrible erime for a

litte while: and not expo:
it= force on Mr. Abbott>
And again: there were fourteen

wl aldl o

othor persons, besides  Abhbott,
convicted at this same session of
tourt.  of all these, why does
cuch and every one escape with
but a local notie, execept Abbott,
whao i=s hoonded n  after the
: itentiary @ates have shut him
Iy the view of the world and
recdom: if prejudice, a personal

due does not dominate the

rit which is active in thecourse ¥

Circumstantial evidenece, the

power which convieted Abbott,
the authority which Cauecasian has
so fully indor=cd, =upported and
upheld, in this particularly casc at
least, =ay=iti= per=onal prejudice
alone which has controlled  the
action and voice of the Cancasian.

And =til' again. Our friend
Caucasian has attributed a maud-
lin =entiment indulged by every
one who is opposed to Mr. Ab-

bott's convietion and believes he
anght to  he pardoned. And it
scems never to have occurred to

its honest editor that white gentle=
men as honest, patriotic, law abi-
ding, progressive, fair and digni-
ited as he, or any one else, think
that fie is the one who has embra-
sentiment. That
sentiment of the

| most unsafe kind would prompt

paper was written there had been |

no preliminary trial, and the pub-
lic, nor the readers of it, had
heard what the plea of the defense
would be,

Again. At the same term of
Court at which Mr. Abbotr was
convicted for manslaughter, there
was also convicted for murder, a
white man: for rape, a negro
Both of these received life senten-
Cos;
vote even half as much comment
on the justice of their fate, as in
the case of Abbott?

Gothard was convicted of as-
sassinating an old white man: of
shooting him down in the dark
{aided and abetted by others).
Does Caucasian consider this
less erime than that committed by
Mr. Abbott? Isita less erime in
the eyes of Caucasian to assassi-
nate a white man, an inoffensive
old white man. than a you and
insolent ne
cigion cn circumstantial evidence,
the kind that Caucasian uses in its
arraignment of Abbott, will
have to plead guilty to the oc

o
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pancy of this position; or admit
that pr iudice alone prompts its
hostile - ritude towards Abbolt.

= And ¢ crime af rape. Duoes
- Crucas - n consider that a chter

i
t

1
ofiense tnan killing Mose 8

why did not Caucauian de-| = ¢ it 2l ;
o4 : | The Etheopian or, The Knight of

has taken,
freee] hifhi-

such a course as he
hovever honest he may
self to be, in doing so.
Caucasian should not be oo
hasty in passing eriticisms. Be-
cau=e we have heard it intimated
that it seemed to be trying to
curry favor with the negroes.
That it looked like the Caucasian
was making an efiort to stand in
with the colared race.
ers have said that, to judge by ag-
appearances, one could believe

|ihat it would only be a little while

[ friend must admit, if he
‘h the matter dispassiona:ily,
hat the circumstances are heavily |
against him. ln fact, circumsiii-

Basing the de-|

-

when the name, Caucasian Wi_il bhe
replaced by that of The African,

Cush.

Now of course no one who
knows the editor of tae Caucasian
would entertain such an idea, and
no one really believes it,  But n".”'
Wwill

tial evidence, egually as strong as |

that which eonvieted Mr. Abbott,
wauld conviet Caucesian in a
much less time thaon itrequired the
jury to find a verdict against him.
" Now Caucasian must take no of=-

fense at this arl 1t is written
in the best or spirit and friendly
regard. But we do believe that

that paper has been unju=tly and
uncharitably seve ‘\_i_ﬂl'i_!itt
We believe the te timony against
him mo more wa ranted his con

> 11

arke. | viction and sente: i than the ev-
)

While oth=|

[idence geainst the Caucasian jus-

| tities the friendly eriticisms= reterr-
1B

Hoeaders, have we ot oma le out
[ E - Csed Z

A MORATONIG S %

|. To 'The Progress.

During the past two years a muchly
discussed subjeer, in this State has
been Mormaonism, 503 alled.
While the world at large call the
doctrine of the Latter Day Saints,
“Mormoni=m,” thev themselves
always think of it as a fulness of
the Gospel of Jesus Christ, and so
‘il it The fact that many peo-
ple aro not well informed regard-
ing the faith, motives, desires, and
ambitions of this peculiar people
has prompted  this article, that
all, tar as they will, may get
correct information from  the
“AMormon™ standpoint. The wri-
ter is a Latter Day Saint and de-
sires to =peak without ambiguity.
tersely and to the point.

e prreatest objection  urged
against the ““‘Mormons’ as a peo-
ple i= founded upon the question
ol polyvgamy, hence itis deemed
proper to mention and dispose of
it first.  Per.ait me reader. before
enterinz  upon the question, Lo
quote you the words of Dr. John !
M. Reimer of New York, upon the
subject, as he recently presented
them to a body of learned gentle~ |

=i

men who had assembled for the |
purpose of investigatine  ‘‘more |
thoroughly ™ the claims tie*Mor |

mon.”" The learned docior
**The subject of polygamy should, |
in my judgment, be left out of |
yvour investigatien™. In a mani- |
festo dated the 24th day of Sep- |

says

tember 1880, President Woodraif
solemnly declared thathe stood )

ready to abide by the laws of the
land, and prohibited the priest~|
hood of the church of which he is |
head, to solemunize any more plu- |
(ral marriages after the date of t.hn,t|
manifesto. That declaration, I
i think, should be sufficient to malke
| us hold our peaoe even here in the
I2ast (and ths South as well).”” 1|
|give these words of the learned
| doctor, because 1 know great def- |
Jerence is due him for his erudition |
land judgment, Dr. Reimerisina
| position  to  know whereof he
' speaks from the very fact, that he
‘has .ecently paid an extensive
'visit to Salt Lake City, the head-
tquarters of the church, and that
hile there he made a considera-
hlv more than a supcrficial inves- |
tigation of the Mormon tencts.
Trusting that the readers of this
larticle will be inclined to g.ve cre-
dence to the Doctor’s words, |
quote him  further, as bearing on
the intrinsic value of the Mormon
leaders, 1 take this opportunity
to declare,” =aid he “*that it is my
honest conviction. based uapon |
close observation, that the leaders |
of the people beionging to that
communion are certainly sincere
and God fearing men.” There is
o aenying the fact that polyga-|
my was slightly practiced and tol-|

|

crated among the  Latter  Day
Saints. Nor  would they, the
saints, attempt a denial, for they
practiced it in sincerity and con-
sciensciously. They are just as
sincere in it=abandonment as they
were in it= practice. The Consti-
[tution of the State of Utah pros
vides that no polygamy =hall be
practiced within its {the State’s)
confines. This is of especial
signifcation, when it is remem-
bered that the convention which
framed that Constitution was com
posed of a majority of Mormon
members. Why prate longer
on this matter? The Mormons
desire to bury the hatchet and, ‘as

far as in them is, live peacably
with all men:” for they stand or
fall on the pure prineiples of
Christ.

While polygamy should be the
very last principle considered in
connection with the Latter Day
Saints’ it is morally the very {first.

!'We look for a reason for this ab-

normal condition and find it only
in the extrme willingness of the
people to make up their opinions
on hearsay and popular rumor.
Many people are loud in their de-
nuciation oi the Mormons, in view

| kindred subjects!

of the fact that Jo's Smith and
Brigham Young were. in timces
past, the acknowledged leaders of
the people. Along this line, let us
ask, who do we look to as the fath=-
er of Protestism? Nons other
than Martin Luther. Oh, what te-
merity it requires to divnlge his
his views upon polygamy and
We are pgoing
to risk our popularity tho and do
it just once. 1n a letter written to
Spelatin, whom  he encour=

lages to embark upon the matrimo-

nial sea, he writes; ““I do not wish

' that you should be surprised t hat

I who am reputed to be such a lovy«
er, am as yect unmarried., How-
ever, if you look for an examble,
behold here is a good one for you,
For three wives at one time did |
have all of whom [ loved intense-
ly, and lost two of them. The
third one which I now hold iv my

|left arm may be snatched from

me at any time.”’

Carlstadt”™ Luther's
was a polygamist also. When
Luther heard of this he wrote to
Chancellor Brueek, I indeed can
not forbid when one takes mary
wives, for it does not contradict
the scriptures.”’

It goes without saying that the
Landgraf Philip Von Hessen re-
ceived a dispensation from Luth-
er permittiug him to marry again
during the life time of his first
wife. Regarding this matter Mar-
tin’s ideas were gleaned from the
following which he writes. It
was to us painful enough at the

discipel’

| time, but in a8 much as we could

not prevent it we wished to spare

the conscience as much.” *] un-
|derstood that he {the Landgraf)
would secretly take som: honest
lass and secretly ¢ stain marital
relations with her in so e quiet
home.”’ self he

To Phil.p hiu



