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The Mormon presence in British Columbia between
1830 and 1890 was largely literary. It consisted of two or three
proposals to colonize Vancouver Island, the nating of a gravel bar
in the Fraser River "Mormon’s Bar,” the immigration of a single
Mormen family te Vancouver Island, the conversion of a member of
the British Columbia legislature to the Mormoen faith, and the
exploration of south-eastern British Columbia by Charles Ora Card
and his party. However, none of the colonization schemes ever tock
place, the miner for whom the gravel bar was named disappeared
into the mists of anonymity, and the prominent convert resigned his
seat in the ledislature and made his way across the mountains to
become a member of C0. Card’s settletnent on Lee’s Creek, WW.T.
That left only the immigrant family, isclated from its co-teligionists,
inclined to drift from its Mormon roeots, and sufficiently obscure
that its presence in BC. passed un-noticed. A more important
“Mormon presence” was the information and mis-information about
Mormons that came into British Columbia in the Mewspapers of the
time. This paper will address both aspects of the Mormon presence
in British Columbia: first, Latter-day 3aint interest in colonizing BC,
and second, popular information about Mormons which was available
to British Columbians as the Mormons settled "next dootr” ofi Lee's
Creek, North West Territory.

The first mention of British Columbia as a possible
center of Mormon colonization appears te have occurred in 1845 in
a letter which Brigham Young addressed te Latter-day Saints

throughout the world, inviting them to gather to Nauvoo in



preparation for moving westward in the spring of 1846 A
postscript to this epistle observed, "There are said to be many good
locations for settlement on the Pacific, especially Vancouver’s Island,

tiear the mouth of the Columbia. ! Hubert Howe Bancroft in his

History of Urak ®  cites the MNies Fegistar? for the assertion
that "There were tmany current treports in Illincis in 1845 that
‘the Mormons had chosen Vancouver Island ag their future home,
the metropolis te be situated at Nootka'”

Nootka of course is still not a metropolis, Mormon or
otherwise, and Brigham Young led the majority of the Latter-day
saints, not to Vancouver Island, but to the Great Basin of the Rocky
Mountains in 1847. Meanwhile Mormon interest in the Island had
developed in another locale. The Ileaders of the Saints in Great
Btitain, knowing that the British Government was actively
considering the question of establishing ccolonies on Vancouver Island,
dot up a petition to Queen Victoria and every member of the
British Parliament. It asked for land on which to settle "nearly

twenty thousand able and intelligent people.”™# As there were only
sotne 15,000 Latter-day Saints in Britain at the time the difference
was apparently to be made up with penurious non-Mormons whe

wished to emigrate. This proposal was not favoured by Queen
Victoria’s Ministers, so it did not progress past the petition stage.

It became a dead issue in Janvary 1849 when a charter was
issued to the Hudson’s Bay Company giving it exclusive rights to

colonize Vancouver Island® But Mormon interest in the Island
revived in 1857 with the possibility that the Mormons would be
forced out of Utah by the "Mormon War” and the campaign of the
United States government to force the abandonment of polydamy.



Inquiries were made by Mormon leaders relative to the availability

of land in "British Territory on the North West Coast of America.”’
James Douglas, agent for the Hudson’s Bay Company and governor of
the Island received detailed instruction from the British government
o how to respond to any Mormon request to take up residence on
the lands within his jurisdication:

Should they apply for admission to occupy any portion
of the North Western Territory peacefully, and as a
community or in scattered communities: you will remember
that the soil of this territory belongs [tel the Crown subject
only to such rights as may be recoganized in the Indian
Tribes (who are not authorized to part with the soil without
permission of the crownl) and to the trading rights of the
Company.

Her majesty’s government are [sicl not prepared at
present to exercise the right reserved to them in the
Company’s license of forming a Ceolony in these parts. Least
of all would they exercise that right in favor of refugees
who have defied both the Authorities of their country and
the usage of Christian and Civilized life.

Mo rights of occupation whatever are therefore to be
granted to thein.

If, however, Individuals or families . . . should
peacefully apply for admission inte WVancouver'’s Island the
case is different. Much must be left to your discretion, . . .
0f course no parties must be allowed to use British
Territory as a refuge from which they engage in acts of
agdression against the Government of the United States. The
acquisition of land for purpeoses of settlement under the
ordinary rules . . . is not in the wview of Her Majesty’s
Government to be refused merely bhecause the parties
applying have been members of that territorial community
against which the arms of the United States Government are
now directed. But this can only take place on the
supposition that such immigrants subiit themnselves entirely
to the laws of England, as retained in the Colonial community



over which you preside.

Polygamy is not tolerated by those laws; and if any
attempt should be made to continue . . . that system, [ rely
on the good will of the Legislature and authorities to devise

means by which such abuses may be effectually suppressed.®

It appears that Douglas had noe need to implement
these instructions as no group of Mormons ever requested his
pertnission to settle within his jurisdiction. The fact that a gravel
bar in the Fraser River near Lytton was named "Mormon’s Bar”
indicates that at least one Mormon had entered British Territory
before 1858, but the circumstances are not known and Douglas had
ne concern with such entry.

The Mormon Church, as a group, showed no further
interest in British Columbia until 1536 when the Charles Ora Card
party crossed the 49th parallel locking for a haven under the
British flag. But in the meantime at least one Utah family had
made its way to Vancouver Island, not, evidently, in search of a
haven from petrsecution, but more likely in quest of wealth through
prospecting for gold.  Williatn Francis Copley, his wife Maria, and
three small children arrived in Victoria from S5San Francisco in June,
1875. They had gdone from Utah to Nevada where Francis worked
for some time in a stamp mill. He became ill as a result of that
emmployment and reached the point where recovery was almost
despaired. HNevertheless, in spite ¢f his illness, the family made its
way to California, where the gold rush was long over and their
efforts to prosper proved unsuccessful. When Francis heard that
there was gold in British Columbia they again packed up and took
ship for WVictoria, the outfitting center for intending prospectors.
Upon arrival in Victoria Copley was advised by a Captain Thane
that he was too late to strike it rich in the gold fields on the



mainland, and that he would do better to settle down and farm on
Vancouver Island. This advice was taken, and the Copleys initially

settled on land rented from Thane near Cowichan Bay.® Contact
with the Mormon Church was almost totally lest. Only when Maria
went to Utah to wvisit relatives or when she received letters from
those same relatives did they have any contact with Mormons. Not
until 1903 did the Mormon missionaries finally come to British
Colummnbia,l® and when Maria Copely discovered them she greeted
them with great emotion and affection, or in the words of her son
"fell on them with rapture. !

It appears that the next Mormons to come to British
Columbia arrived in 1886. CO. Card and his companions would have
been (uite happy to settle in the scuteastern portion of Canada’s
most westerly province, but they reported that the good land was
all occupied, either as Indian reservations or as ranchesl!® They
locked no further west than Kamloops.

British Columbia was not destined to he a Mormon
haven, tut it did produce one convert to Mormonism in the 19th

CenLury. Anthony Maitland Stenhouse, son ¢of a minor  Scottish

nobleman, arrived in WVictoria on 22 March 1884123 He looked over
available land on Vancouver Island and shortly settled in the ComoXx
Valley, intending, apparently, to lead the life of a gentleman farter.
He became an opposition candidate in the election of 15866 and won
the right to represent ComoX in the provincial parliament!4 He
played a very modest role in the legislature during the first session
following his election, and then thoroughly shocked everyone by

announcing that he had been persuaded of the truthfulness of



Mormonism, including polygamy, and intended to throw in his lot

with that persecuted sect.!®> How he was converted remains a
mystery. The Copleys are an unlikely source, and there were, of
course, ne Mormon tnissionaries in BC. in 1886. It is known that
Stenhouse carried on a correspondence with Wilford Woodruff, but
the earliest of the extant six letters to Woodruff presupposes
earlier correspondence, probably with John Tayler, bhut no such
letters have been found.l® In fact, none «of Stenhouse’s
correspondence, other than to Wilford Woodruff and published
letters in various newspapers, has been found.

So much for Latter-day Saint interest in British
Columbia, an anticipated presence which, for the most part, did not
materialize. But what of British Columbians’ knowledge of
Mormons? Or perhaps more to the point, what would an informed,
long-titne resident of the province, dependent on local sources, be
likely to know about the Mormons as he adjusted to the idea of
having neighbors from that polygamous sect just across the
mountaing?

The pages of the ¥icroris Gazette and the British
Cotonsse 17 provide some insight into what British Columbians had

been exposed to over the years!® The editors of the &Farefte and
Cofopist  had a  lively interest in the Mormons and devoted
considerable space, (when one considers the small size of these
newspapers) to items about the Saints. It can safely be assumed
that they would not have devoted this precious space to such
material if their readers had not been interested in the topic
The first newspaper tce be published in what is fow

British Columbia was the ¥ictorsa Fazerzs, which began publication



on 25 June 1358, followed almost six tonths later by the Zrirssh
Cotonfst on 8 December. So it was only half-way through the
year 1858 that the residents of the far western portion of British
North America began to be informed from local sources about the
Mormons.

Twice within the first couple of months of publication,
the editor of the <{Fszetfe published extras (which he did not
date). Both of them devoted considerable space to the Mormmons; in
the second instance, cne full c¢olumn out of a total of four. It can
be safely assumed that these reports gave British Columbia readers
the distinct impression that the Mormons were a very stubborn
g1 oup. A disptach of 2 May 1858 Irom Governor Cumtnings,
Brigsham Young‘'s successer as Governor of Utah Territory,
announced his arrival (on 12 April) in Utah. A 15 May dispatch
reported that he had been everywhere respectfully received, but
had been warned that if General Johnston’'s troops were to Cross
the mountains into the Great Salt Lake Valley, the torch would be

applied to every house indiscriminately, throughout the country.l®
The second extra carried a long dispatch from General Scott in
Washington, DC. dated 14 June, indicating that General Johnston, in
Utah, did not agree with Governor Cummings’ conclusions regarding
the pacific intentions of the Mormons, but considered them armed
and dangerous. In mid-August was published a report from Salt
Lake City indicating Mormeon satisfaction with Governor Cummings,

but “"growing coldness between the Mormons and officers of the
army."20 (4ny reference to Mormon interest in fleeing to Vancouver
Island is conspicucusly absent.)

Several examples from the mid-eighteen-eighties no



doubt tended to convince PBritish Ceolumbians that Mormons were
probably not only stubborn but also viclent. An 1384 issue of the
Cofonist, under a Salt Lake captien of 18 March, quotes Bishop

West of Juab at length:
It is time . . . that we ceased cowardly silence and

humble submission. . . . It is time for us to fling their
defiance and scurilous domination back in their faces. The
shade of the sainted martyr, Smith, calls alond for vengeance.
The time is at hand when the blood of our gentile
persecutors shall be spilled on their own threshold to
appease the anger of our prophet. . . . The thieving Murray
[the governor] has . . . defied everyone but the devil, who
is his sponsor. His head will be placed upon the walls of
our city and his entrails scattered throughout the streets of

Zion, that every gentile adventurer may behold. . . . &
The following year two more items appeared with a similar theme:
John Tavlor, president of the Mormons, in a recent

sermon said: ". . . forbearance might cease to be a virtue. . .
[but]l he did not want blood to flow just yet. There would

be a change before long . . . "8

In the tabernacle vyesterday Apostle Heber [ Grant
said "Wo be unto the judge who sits on the htench of the
Third District Court. We will not stand his abuse much
longer . . . " The apostle lauded those of the brethren who
refused to submit to the law. . . . "Remember there is a

limit, and this limit must scon be reached."&2

More spectacular was an attack on the US. district
attorney by three young Mormons who struck him in the face24
"Frank ]. Cannon and Angus Cannoen were held today in $1,000 bail
gach, for assault on UZS. Attorney Dickson. 5. Kenner was
discharged . "&3

Rumors that the Mormons were arming or armed, to
viclently resist efforts to force cessation of polydamy also

commanded attentionf as did mammoth Mormon protest meetings®?



Who would want such neighbors, whe in addition were accused of
"throwlingl . . . filth through the windows of lawyers and judges

who took part in anti-polygamy trials.®®

Another class of taterial that seems regularly to have
caught the eye of the editor was Iriction between Mormeon and
"Gentile" residents of Utah, material which must surely have given
the impression that Mormons were unable to get along with their
non-Mormon neighbors. Thus the Fazerre of 9 Decetnber 18556
reported the birth of a weekly "Gentile” newspaper in 3alt Lake
City, the Valfey 7am, a paper devoted to bringing to light the
“truth” that the Mormon papers allegedly suppressed.2®

In the mid-eighties the Mormon-Gentile friction was
still extant. The Gentile paper was no longer the Valley Fam but
the J7ribupe, and the ofonsst reported that the previous day
“both Mormeon papers . . . callled] on their people to beycett the
Fribuge, the Gentile organ and . . . every business man who
advertise [sic] in it."390  Nor were Mormons quiet about their
dissatisfaction with the officials sent by the Federal Government Lo
rule over them. The appeintment of Charles I. Zane, as Chief Justice
of Utah inspired "a caucus of Mormon lawyers and their clients . . .
to protest against the appcintment. . . . The gentiles favor Zane,
while Mormons are satisfied with the nominal sentences pronouniced

upon their leaders by Chief Justice Sanford."*l  The Impression had
to be that the Mormons were a cantankerous lot.
But non-Mormons in Utah were not always easy 1o

get along with either. Consider two incidents from 1864
. Joseph Cook, addressing a mass-meeting at GZalt Lake
City, said; "Over the gate . . . of your false prophet is
represented a large eagle perched on a beehive, with his
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talons thrust deep into the hive. An excellent symbol of

Mormeonism -- rapacity preying on industry! The priesthood
preving on the peoplel"32

This was followed only three weeks later by the

report of an unpleasant welcome accorded an Irish iminigrant

convert on his arrival in Ogden and Salt Lake City, by the

non-Mormon Irish residents of those cities, "wearing green ribbons

with a green flag draped in mourning, [andl with a band wagon

similarly trimmed. . . "33

In 1885 a good deal of space was devoted Lo
reporting a Fourth of July incident in Salt Lake City, which tnight
very well have given the impression that Mormons were not
patriotic. Flags on public buildings and those belonging to Mormens
were flown at half-mast te mourn for “dead independence . . " (e
prosecution of polygamists) while non-Mormon residents expressed

indignation at what they considered an insult to the flag 3¢

On the basis of a "warning” issued by the non-Mormon
clergy of Salt Lake City, British Columbians might wvery well have
received the impression that Utah Mormons had no respect for the
non-Mormon Christian clergy. Mormon officials, they said, were
conspiring to “blacken the character of public men, and had begun

the attack on ‘Christian ministers’."35 A news story a year later

would seemingly confirm this imptession:

An incendiary fire this morning burned the [Salt Lake
Cityl Baptist mission school; insurance $§5,000. It will be

rebuilt immediately and the school will not be stopped.®®
Readers of the Colonist would have been excused had
they thought that the Mormon Church was about to collapse. It
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was reported that a US. Marshall had taken "possession . . . of all

books and property of the church in the office of the President.”37
It was speculated that Mormonism was at a crisis point, where it

appeared that ‘failing energy and a readiness to give up the

struggle” could be detected in Mormon ranks 3%  This idea would
have been seemingly reinforced by the report of a "Victory for the
Gentiles” in the Ogden Utah, municipal elections of 15889: "The
Gentiles carried the municipal elections today. It was their [first

victory and caused great rejoicing.”*®

Readers of British Columbia newspapers would have
beenn aware that applications to secure statehood for Utah were not
successful, and that the recommendations of commissicners appointed
to study the question gave little indication that statehood would
come in the immediate future, not until "the Mormon people shall
manifest by their future acts that they have abandonned polygamy

in good faith.4® Some non-Mormon groups in Utah, such as the
Women's Life Corps, Post No. 1 of 3alt Lake City, were making

strong ‘remonstratlions] against the admission of Utah as a state."4!
Brigham Young and his family seem to have frequently
been deemed by Victoria editors to make good copy, and literate
British Columbians may have known duite a bit about them. Some
of the published items, such as one copied from the Los Angeles
Star, appealed to sensation seekers: "a letter from 3alt Lake
states that one of Brigham Young’s wives has lately given birth to

a child with three eyes*? A reader still around thirty-one years
later might have seen this item apparently contradicted by a very

positive assessment of Brigham Young’s children:
As a physiological fact, of fifty-six children born to
Brigham Young, not one was halt, lame, or blind, all being
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perfect in mind and intellect; . . . The boys are a sound,
healthy, industrious and intelligent group of men, . . . The
girls are finely developed physically, quick and bright of
intellect, highly spirited and often talented.*3
Perhaps this favourable assessment was the result of
the realization that members of the Young family were well
received in many areas. John W, "eldest son of Brigham Young® was
reported to have “introduced  Jos. D, Barclay, a member of
pariiament for Forfarshire, England. The latter is president of the
American pastoral company, owning an extensive ranch in the
panhandle district of Texas."4% Although the item does not indicate
the locale where the introduction was tnade, the implication is clear:
John W. Young enjoyed the company of very respectable people.
An  informed British Columbian in 1887 would also
have known that by that time Brigham Young had fifteen hundred

descendents 45 who were “fast going through” the over $1,000,000

that he left them 4%

British Columbians would have known about the death
of Brigham Young, “this remarkable administrater, prophet and
despot.” A rather lengthy biographical sketch told of his singular

achievements and closed with this back-handed compliment:
He carved out a home for thousands in the heart of a
howling  wilderness; and divested of his many faults,
indecencies, and hypeocracies, Brigham TYoung will live in
history as the author of much that was bad, mixed with a

leaven of much that was good.4?

The reading public of British Columbia was also
informed about Mormon leadership changes: “John Taylor has been
chosen president of the Twelve Apostles and acting president of the
Meormon church, . . . Taylor was shot at the time Joseph Sinith was
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killed, and is a most bitter and bigotted fanatic."*® The subsequent
death of this third president was announced to BC. readers with
the terse statement that “Jehn Tayler, president of the Mortmon

Church, died this afternoon.”¢ More detailed notice was taken
when the remains of the late president were transferred from a

tempotrary grave to
a wvault . . . built of large blocks of granite, girded todether
with steel belts. The remains . . . were placed in the vault

and a capstone weighing four and a half tons placed on it.>®

The "succession (uestion” created by Tavler's death

was dealt with in a lengthy article which named Joseph F. Smith,
George Q. Cannon and Wilford Woodruff as rivals for the wvacant
position and outlined the results hoped for by opponents of the

Mormons:
The succession looks now very much as if it mmight be the
rocks on which all previous harmony is bound to split. The
presidency is not likely to he settled for some time yel; and
in any event disappointments are bound to come to the

Mormon leaders. 51
The appointment of Wilford Woodruff was duly reported the
following April.5e
Literate British Columbians would be familiar with a

story that practising Mormons have always denied:
David E. Whitmer, . . . still living in Missouri at the
age of 50, was one of the three witnesses who in 1830
published a certificate declaring that they saw an angel come
down with the golden book which Joseph Smith pretended to
interpret. But when the withesses were older they abjured

Mormeonism, and declared their former testimony false 53
The Latter-day Saint church has always affirmed that the three
witnesses maintained the truthfulness of their testimony to their
dying day, in spite of "falling out” with the leaders of the church.
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British Columbians in the 1880s were relatively well
informed of, and perhaps surprised at, the scope, problems and
“threat” of Mormon missionary activity. "It will surprise many to
know that the Mormon hierarchy had in the field last year more
missionaries than the American Board [of Missionsl"S* Other tid-bits
included the information that eighty-eight missicnaries had recefitly left
Salt Lake City for all parts of the earth, 33 and that Mormon
missionaries had been assauited in Mississippi,?® Tennessee, 7 and
Englatd 8 Reports of arrivals of Mormon converts gdave someé
indication of the lewvel of success that was being enjoyed by these
missionaries: 501 from Scandinavia and Englanv:i,s9 415 assorted
Europeans,®? and another 121 other Europeans®! It was observed that
"English Mormons have a large balance with the Bank of England,"®2
that "Twelve Mormeon elders were actively proselyting in Wales,"®3 and
that Mormon missionaries were finding success among the natives of
New Zealand®% A series of three itemns about Mormon activites in
Switzerland proved to be enlightening. The first noted that "all the
inhabitants of a Swise village are said to [Chavel become Mormons.
They propose, however, t¢ retnain in their homes and not seek
America 63 Item two informed the reader that a Mormon
missionary had lately induced fifty Swiss women to immigrate to Utah
by promising them three husbands each. "There are various ways of
mowving a womman ."e¢ The third item, an editorial, reveals rather
clearly how the ofomsst editor’s attitudes towards Mormons were

being affected by the news he was editing:
The Swiss authorities are to be commended for their
decision in prohibiting Mormon missionaries from further
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proselyting in their country. Switzerland has been hitherto an
eXceptionally fruitful field whence Mormmonisin drew fresh
strength and blood, and this decision will be one of the tnost
telling blows it has received in tnany a day. If now Germany
and the other states of Central Europe will follow the example
of Switzerland they will richly deserve the grateful thanks of
every friend of good mmorals, and aid materially in checking

Mormon growth.57
A year later the editor's sentiments appear t¢ have teen unchanged:

It says little for the morality and intelligence of the

population of some Eurcopean countries that Mormon missicharies

can make converts among them. One would think that if they

had not intelligence encugh to see the absurdities of this gross

superstition, [that surelyl their religious training would cause

them to recoil from its flagrant immorality &8

If one judgdes by the number of column inches devoted to
it, then the thing which residents of 19th century British Columbia
would be most likely t¢ associate with Mormons is that “peculiar
institution” of polygamy. Anh item quoting John T. Caine, "the Mormon
delegate to Congress,” would gdive any careful reader some idea of why

so many Mormon women wetre willing to enter inte polygdatmny:

Marriage is with us a duty, and it is founded on the
passage in the Scripture which says that a man must multiply
and replenish the ¢arth. The women of Utah leok upon
marriage as a religious duty and they marry in tany c<ases
more with a view to their condition in a future life than this.
According to our belief . . . the woman who does not marry
does not attain her highest perfection on earth, and the old
maid goes to heaven imperiectly prepared and unable there to

stand on an equal plane with women who have martried 59
In addition the w/ossst supplied its readers with a
considerable amount ¢f information relating to the arrest and trial of
polygamists. In the twenty-two month pericd between 21 March 13884
and 25 February 1886 it reported on the arrest of five "cohabitors”
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and the trial and/or sentencing of sixXteen others?® Some of the trials
were reported in considerable detail considering the total news space
available in the newspaper. Interpretation of the laws agdainst
polygamy was alse featured, for example, "that a separate indictment
could be rendered for each day a polygamist had lived with more than
one wife since passage of the Edmunds Act. The penaity for each

violation of the act is six months imprisonment and $300 fine"?! Two

presidential pardons of convicted polygamists were noted: Bishop Abram

K. Kimball and Lars Christiansen.’® It was said that Mormon papers
printed the names of grand jurors involved in the indictment of

polygamists so that Mormons would know who to boycott.”? They also
criticized the federal judges in Utah, and the editor of the C{ofossst
tock the opportunity to editorialiZe on the libel conviction of the
Mortnon editor of the Ogden Hersld. The libel was against the Chief

Justice of the territorial court:

If remarks such as . . . [thesel cannot be tolerated in the
atmosphere of Salt Lake, how much less can they be tolerated
in a community like WVictoria, where respect for the law and
the bench is proverbial, and where the majesty of one and the

dignity of the other cannot be invaded with impunity.”4
Does one detect a “holier than thou" attitude on the part of the
Victoria editor?
Readers of the Colonist would have been justified in
thinking that polygamy often generated tragedy:
A singular suicide occurred near Salt Lake this morning.

Daniel Morris, age 84, a Mormeon polygamist with three wives,
after reading the governor’s message, went to a shed adjoining

the house and hanged himself.”

Issac Langdon [of Salt Lake Cityl, who lately took a second wife
without the knowledge of the first, brought the former home a
few days ago. The first wife was so shocked that she hecame
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temporarily insane. Her husband told her that she would soon
get over it and went away with No. 2. The wife, in her
frenzy, soon after rushed inte the street and threw herself in
front of a passing street car, which barely stopped in time to
spare her life. Her dress was torn off and she received severe

injuries, but was not seriously hurt.?é
How the good woman could receive severe injuries but not be seriously
hurt begs explanation.

& thoughtiful reader of the Cofonfst  would have
conciuded, on the basis of Emma Smith Bideman’s vehement denial that
her husband ever practised it, that polygamy was instituted in the
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints by Brigham Young. The
Cofonfst borrowed from Zlippincott’s Magszine an account of a

dramatic interview with the widow of the late prophet:

"No sir! . . . Joe Smith had but one wife and I was that
one . . . Joe Smith knew wvery well that he couldn’t have
another wife, here or anywhere else. No, sirl Joe Smith had
but one wife. He ruled the Mormons and I ruled him." As
Mrs. Biddison [sicl] spoke her e¢yes flashed, her nostrils
exXpanded, and her whole form shook with passion. We were
thoroughly satisfied that Mrs. Biddison had the ability to keep
Joseph Smith . . . in the straight and narrow rocad of morality

and decency.”’

The largest number of column inches to be devoted to
polydamy in a single issue was the report of the congressional debates
on  the "Edmund’s anti-polygamy bill and the Tucker substitute
therefore,” and the passage of that hill by the House of

Representatives.
Now that congress has taken decisive action on this
question -- too long a blight upon the fair fame of the Republic

-- it is to he hoped that the good work will not be "burked”
but that an immediate end will be tmade of ohe of the foulest
institutions which the ingenuity of man could have devised. 3o
will the great blot on the escutcheon of our southern sister be
erased and a cancerous [growthl on the body politic ¢of the
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United States be plucked out by the roots.?8

The hill received final congressional approval a month later.??

The editors of the Colonist had an eye for peolygamy
itemns that had a humorceus touch, for example this story copied from
a Zalt Lake City "gentile” newspapser, the Valley 7an:

We saw, a week or two ago, walking down Main Street
from the direction of the T“president’s Office,” a man
accompanied by four ladies. An air of slight perturbation in
the party mingled with evident expressicns of satisfaction and
happiness led us to ingquire who they were. Some one present
informed wus that they were a party that had been up to
President Young's office to be married, and that the four ladies
had just been united in indissoluble bonds to the man
accompanying them. That, we suppose, might be termed

marriage in gross 80
Then there was the case of Abram H. Cannon, on trial for unlawful
cohabitation. "When asked if two women were his wives, and he had
lived with them, he replied: 'They are, thank God! [ have lived with

them as charged.’ Prompt conviction followed. 81

And this, under the heading "Wit and Humour”; “'Two
girls and a merchant have disappeared from town during the past
three months, and have not been heard from since.’ says a dispatch
from Clarington, Ohio. If the trio went together, Utah should be

searched "8

But do the Mormons have a sense of humour? British
Columbians may well have thought not on the basis of a story
borrowed from the Salt Lake Fribunme:

There is a “character” connected with one of the livery stables
of this city who has on more than one occasion been the
subject of anathemas from the Deserer News. His offence
consists in driving tourists about town to show them the sights
of Zion, point out the double households, and in his own
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inimitable way tell the history of not a few of the chief
polygamists . . . 89

Sometimes items described, not Mormons, but others

whose behaviour ressembled what was popularly conceived to be

Mortnon behavior:

John B. Wilkins, of S5t. Paul, having the instincts of a
Mormon, married six wives within the year, and lived with
them all, each having a separate establishmment and having no
knowledge of the others. They were all happy [untill someone

. gave these women the fruit of the tree of knowledge to
eat . . . The husband with whom each had been perfectly
satisfied as long as she thought herself the only object of his
care, was denounced by all in chorus. He was arrested for
bigamy, and will go for a term of years to a place where

there is neither marrying nor giving in marriage 54
The economics of polygamy held both a humorous and a
serious interest: "4 Mormon editor has been arrested for supporting
two wives. The arrest was undoubtedliyl justifiable. An editor with
income sufficient to support two wives must ke engaged in some sort

crooked work."S3

Leaving the religious aspect of the case out of the
question, it [polygamyl would appear to be a good practical
solution of the matrimoenial Juestion to permit men of means
and polygamous tastes to marry as many wives as they chose
to provide comfortable homes for! Then the men who feel too
poor to marry might remain single, as now, without cheating so
many maidens out of homes and husbands. In the multiplicity
of doctrines for the settlement of the vexed (uestions of the
day, a social science school may arise which will teach a system
of this kind, not as a religion but as a philosophy ot political
economy. It would be a return, in onie respect, to patriarchal

days.86

And somewhere between the humorous and the practical is the

suggestion
that a Mormon with twenty wives is not necessarily twenty
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times as miserable as a man with only one. For instance, when
one of them gdets mad and wants to break his head with a
broom -- are there not nineteen otherlsl to stand around and
protect and save him and call her "a horrid, nasty, cruel

thing ?"87
In a similar category is the suggestion "that the way to get the
Mormons out of Utah is to populate the country with Gentiles. But

are the Gentiles as efficient populating agents as the Mormons? ®?

British Columbians must have had some difficulty
distinguishing between fact and fiction when it c¢ame to stories about
the Mormons. An example of an incredible tale comes from early
1887, apparently copied from an un-named newspaper in the eastern
United States. The story was that Brigham Young was not dead, but
living in Lincoln, Nebraska, and that he would soon make a public
appearance claiming to be resurrected. Evidence presented to
substantiate the story is tenuous, but interesting: (1) "The return of
the prophet” has, for some time past, been taught by church leaders
throughout Utah and Arizona. (2) Several months ago a St. Louis man
claimed that Young was recognized in a London street. (3) Several
protinent Salt Lake City Mormons were recently seen on the street in
London. (4) "Important legiglation is about t¢ be enacted to the
detriment of the Mormon church, "and the veil of mystery with which
the prophet’s death has always been shrouded makes it almost certain
that “he is risen."S%

British Columbians were also informed when the current
edition of the Book of AMormor was compared “"with the original

manuscript in the possession of David Whitmer” by a committee of the
Church,®® but when the “seven Bibles of mankind” were listed the

Book of Aormos was not on the list 21
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Regular readers of the Colenist would alse have known
an interesting smattering of Utah statistics. For example, in 14385
thetre were said to be "twenty-eight baseball clubs and twenty brass

bands in Salt Lake city,” [sic1?€ and in 1887 that territory contained

400 Mormon bishops, 1,423 priests, 2,947 teachers and 6,854 deacons.?3

Material which they would have read in 1888 probably
made British Columbia residents distrustful of Mormon motives. When
a bill was introduced inte the Utah legdislature by a Mormen, to

outlaw polygamy, it was said to be just
"another tnove in the deliberate and desperate game the
Mormon leaders are playing to get their territory admitted as
a state. If they could once accomplish their object, they would
be free forever from Congressional control, and would

thereafter manage their State to suit themselves.’4
Citizens of B.C. would also be aware that the Latter-day
Saints had divided into two groups. As the Reorganized Latter Day
Saints were organizing they were viewed as the tneans of doing "tnore
to check the licentiousness and high-handed wickedness of the 5alt Lake

Mormon Church than all the plans that have been proposed.”®® An
18687 revelation to Joseph Smith [III1, "the first that he has vouchsafed

the church in many vyears” was reproduced at some length.®® In the
third citation some scandal surfaced: at Independence twenty members
of the "monogamist branch of the Mormon church” were to be tried
on charges of immorality.? Readers were left to wonder at the
outcome of the trial as it was never reported.

Mormons and Mormonism were usually so far away that
British Columbians knew them only from hearsay. But when an
occassional tourist group, such as the “Salt Lake Railway Party'?®
visited Victoria there was an opportunity to have personal contact



with real live Mormons. Sitnilarly, two of Brigham Young’'s sons made
visits to Victoeria: "Lieut. Toung, . . . engineer in charge of the Cascade
locks, Oregon, and son of the late Brigham Young, arrived in the city

ofni Saturday.” He visited the local drydock.®®  Captain Willard Young,
“son of the late Brigham Young, the celebrated Mormon Apostle,” staved

at the fashicnable Driard Hotel when he paid a visit to Victoria.l09

These Mormons must have turned out to have been rather ordinary
as the Jlwfosmisz did not comment on any peculiarities.  Visits by
touring dramatic companies (but not from Utah) on occassion also
offered a more intimate, although not necessarily accurate, perspective.

A stage play,
"The Danites” . . . was presented last evening by the
McKee Rankin Company before a c¢rowded house, and drew forth
the highest enconiums. The scene of the play is laid in the
sierras, and the Danites are the destroying Angdels of the
Mormons . . . . Sandy is a courageous and generous miner who

takes an active part in punishing the Danites 101
When the play re-appeared thirty-five years later it attracted only a

small audience 102
Mormon c¢olonization achievements were also Known in
British Ceolumbia. These ranged from settlement of the Yaqui, Orando

and Pedras Verde Valleys in Mexico 9% to speculation on the extent

of Mormon influence in “recent changes in the judiciary of Arizona "104
It was observed in an extensive item by Eli Perkins, from Salt Lake
City, that the Mormons had succeeded in establishing themselves in all
the fertile valleys from Arizena to northern Montana. “Seven hundred
miles of railrcad are lined with them,” from San Fransisco to Butte

City, Montana 103
The greatest interest in Mormon colonization was aroused
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when news reached Victoria that Motrmon colonists had taken up

residence "at Lee’'s Creek, near Lethbridge,” N.W.T19% Readers of the
Cofoglst were Kept regularly informed on the growth and success of
Card’s settlement, and the editor informed his rtreaders that this

colony, "while part and parcel of the church of the Latter-day

Saints . . . dolesl not practise polygamy."107 Six months later, after
the Lee’s Creek settlers had asked the Canadian government "to
permit those of them whoe have already more than one wife to live

with them,” the editor was not s¢ favorable:
They are doing well. They are industrious and frugal, and they
help each other, consequently, if they hawve half a chance, they
will be certain to thrive. [Butl they are not desireable
settlers. At first they declared they had given up polygamy,
and there were people simple enough to believe them. Now
they are not so strong in their repudiation of their peculiar
institution. . . . When they get stronger they will no doubt
throw off the thin disguise they still retain and insist on
practising polygamy according to the tenets of their religion.
They will then be a separate community, and the tendency will
be, as in the States, t¢o make the distinction between Mormon
and Gentile wider and wider as time progresses. . . . It will
not be wise to aid in the introduction of such an eletnent of
discord and demoralizaticn inte the Canadian Northwest. . . . If
the Mormons settle in any part of the Dominion. . . . no favor

should be extended to thern 108

Mormonism became a more local interest in British
Columbia following the resignation of Mr. A, Maitland Stenhouse, MPP.
for Comox, from his seat in the legislature to facilitate his departure
from the province and baptism into the Mortmon Church. Stenhouse’s

resignation on 16 October 1887109 was something of a bombshell:
Mr. Maitland Stenhouse . . . vyesterday tendered the
resignation of his seat. It was somewhat of a surprise to the

public when Mr. Stenhouse was declared the member for the



northern island district, . . . But it will be a still dreater
surprise to know that Mr. Stenhouse has resigned his seat
simply and soley for the purpose of becoming a member of the

Mormon community in the great city by the Salt Lake !V
In the election campaign to fill the wvacated seat, Stenhouse’s motives
were (uestioned, particularly after he announced his suppoert for

Thomas Basil Humphreys as his successor.il  Seven weeks after his
resignation his political opponents were claiming that he had no
intention of becoming a Mormon, geing to Salt Lake City, or leaving
British Columbia. Rather he had "sold out” te TB. Humphreys on
condition of "an appointment when ‘Tom’ gets into power "1E

By mid-January, 1888, the news was that critics of
Stenhouse were right in one of their accusations: he would not go to
Utah. He would go instead to join "the Mormon settlement in the

Northwest."113  The Mormon convert in fact left Vancouver Island on

the SS. Louise on the morning of 21 April 18881% for the mainland
where he entrained for Lethbridge, proceeding immediately to Cardston
where he was baptised inte the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day

Saints by none other than Charles Ora Card, on 10 June 18838115
After his departure from BC. references te him in the Oofomist
became less Irequent, averaging once a month during the rest of 1588,
a total of eight references in all of 1889 and only one reference in

1890. His baptism was of local interestil® as was his ordination to
the priesthood 1?7  Before the end of the year rumor had it that

"Apostle " Stenhouse had already married three wives!l® but the fact
is that he apparently remained a bachelor to the end of his days,

never marrying even one wife1?



25

Mr. Stenhouse’s spirited defence of polygamy and his

claim that there was no law making it illegal in Canadal€0 inspired a
senator from British Columbia to introduce a bill "imposing two years’
imprisonment. and a fine of §500 upon every persen guilty in the
Northwest Territories of peolygamy, . . . and to entirely disqualify as a

voter or candidate any person convicted under the actl®l If the

Mormons wanted polygamy, they would have to go elsewhere.

What, then, was the literary "Mormon Presence in British
Columbia” as C0O. Card and his party took up residence on Lee’s Creek
a century ago?

Mormons had been represented to British Colutnbians as
stubborn, cantankerous, devious, untrustworthy, prone to violence
against non-Mormons, unpatriotic, disrespectful of non-Mormon Christian
clerics, lacking in sense of humeor; but musical and athletic. Above all,
Mormons were associated with polygamy. It was thought that the
Saints were so attached to peolydamy that nothing would detach thetn,
and that continued artrests, trials and tragedies were inevitable. The
Church was known to have an extensive and very successful missionary
program and the Saints in England were said to have a large balance
in the bank of England; nevertheless the Church in Utah was thought
to be at the peoint of collapse as the federal government confiscated its

British Columbians were aware of the Edmunds-Tucker
Act and the sanctions it imposed, They had been told that Brigham
Toung, not Joseph Smith, was the father of polygamy and that the
same DBrigham Young was not dead and would soon reappear claiming
to be risen from the dead. They knew that there had been probletns
of unity among the Saints, resulting in the Reorganization, and in such



people as David Whitmer, a witness to the Book of Mormon, becoming
disaffected. They had seen a play about the "Danites.” They had also
had personal contact with a few Mormon tourists, including sons of
Brigham Young. The resulting opinion of British Columbians is probably
well summed-up in two editorials published in a Victoria newspaper,
one bhefore, the other shortly after, the "Manifesto” was issued by
Wilford Woodruff abandonning polygamy as a practice of the Mormon
Church.

The first editorial indicates rather clearly, that the
editor of the (Cwfossst had a profound distrust of Mormons,

particularly of those then emigrating from Utah to Canada:

The laws of the Dotninion as regards their peculiar institution
are much the same as those of the United States. If they will
not conform to the law of the United States in Utah, is it likely
that they will be at all more law-abiding in Canada? . . . If the
Mormons have made up their minds to conform to the law of
the land in which they live, why do they leave Utah, which has

been their home for so many years?'l22
He feared that they would create an "Jmperfum fn lmperfo’ in
Canada, that like the Chinese they would not assimilate with the rest
of the population, and because they were aggressive in proselyting and
prolific in natural increase they were more objectionable than the
Chinese. The Mormons were acknowledged to be ‘“industricus and
frugal, and if allowed to live as they desire will . . . become SO
numercus and so rich that they will set the laws of the country at

defiance and give as much trouble in Canada as they do in the United

States.” Howewver, the editor concluded that it was "the business of
the Government to keep a strict watch over them, . . . If polydamy is
put down and kept down . . . we venture to predict that their stay

in Canada will not be long 183



The Manifeste which declared polydamy abandonned did

little to reassure the editor:

Sudden conversions are always suspicious. . . . Until the
other day the Mormons were polygamists. . . . A week or
two age we read of a large importation of young girls from
Europe to reinforce the Mormon community. It was believed

that many of these girls were to be additions to the
harems of heary Mormons. But immediately following this
news we read that the Mormons have repudiated or renounced
polygamy. . . . Are the Mormons sincere . . .? The fact that
the abandonment of polydamy will enfranchise all the Mormons,
and cause the speedy admission of Utah inte the Union as a
state has, perhaps, something to do with the decision of
President Woodrduff. . . . The belief that, if polydamy were
formally renounced property in their territory would rise in
value, may have something to do with the general acceptance of
the repudiating proclamation. The Mormons are ne doubt tired
of fighting the United States government. . . . Many, . . . it is
probable, have decided . . . that it would be best for them to
appear to abandon their peculiar . . . institution, but it is not
the nature of things that they can all have been made Lo see
the error of their ways by the pressure that has been
brought on them from the outside. . . . Convictions like those
entertained by the Mormons with respect te polygamy are not
got. rid of in a day by means of a proclamation, real or

sham 124

Se, thirty vyears after James Douglas was instructed not
to admit groups of Mormons intoe his colony the situation retnained
much the same: individual Mormons were unexceptional people, but
groups of Mormons were likely to be polygamous, wete not to be
trusted, and should not be welcomed inte the country. There is no
reason to believe that the opinions of the editor of the olossst
differed to any significant extent from those of British Columbians in
deneral.

A5 a prophet the editor was a failure. Forbidding



polygamy in Canada did not make short the stay of the Mormons.

Their second century in Cardston is now beginning. From that base
they have spread from coast to coast, even Lo British Columbia, where,
after a slow and sometimes faltering struggle their presence has

become real, not just literary.
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