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GENERAL ANNUAL con-
ference

1 the annual Oonconferenceference of the church
I1 jesusTra u christ of latter day saints

all11 M nee at 10 antheon the
I1 L J

morning of wednesday the ath of

april next attheat the stake house in

lrprovojovo utah county
he offofficersiders andlin

I1

d members of thchefe

church are respectfully invited to at-
tendtena JOHN

Q CANNON

JJOSEPH gF SMITH

first presidency

OATH AND
RIGHTSBIGHTS

ability and willingness ofat Ia large
number of Mor totd subscribe to
the eatst path inythein the supplementary
edmunds act continuecontince to agitate A our
friendir lendssf th sin a most exasper-
ating

1 afasmanner tha it does natno trenatrench
upon any mans belief orer the expres-
sionof that belief is an aggravation of
their feelings and a blow to their de-
signs from waalwilier6 they cannot recover
they taketakeilasitas a personal grievance
having higle far reaching calculationscatch lations
and uttered meuymany all
based on the theory that the oath
meant more than it saisaiddindand was in the
nature oiof a religious test which would
exclude every mormon from the
polls the discoveryHa covery of funda-
mental blunder affects them like con
casion of wethe

1

biaga kaid scatters there
plans as I1if1 smitten bybv a cyclone mi-
nority control the goal of their hopes
thtb I1 patrioticotic and american M

ciple for which they leaguedleaguedaudaud
bied and9 laborlaboredd doddodgese off into the
dim 6ana Vinuncertainbertain disdistancet ance andenno e

sam and bogus demo
brats havabave to exclaim thuuThou wert po
near sadand artrtposo farar I1 I1

I1

referring to our demoAdemonstration of01
tapohp rirightsats of voters ancUthe lack of
lawful authority in any onenub to chal-
lengelenge a citacitizenen at the ibusalls or refuse
hhA blatthill on account pt his
membermembership la laA religious organiza-
tion e aorganan oflbunable to produceuee auyany argameargument

h pronouncesloyalea it
aug 11 andasgailS it for I1 wrong heaherad7

1

eednessess alsay aand6 wilful
p babitit inarea appp attempt to

11
P vAhesp sek pug itat says

Tho hasbaw
0 oip audacity to say

thtbtha armonsiia may after taking ahe
0oath advocate polypolygamysamy and de-
fendfe d itA agatthat the 1oath defero tpto overt
acts only to be sure a mormon waymay
do this but the expense of what
should bbp his honor becausebecause he hasssworni orn hfh will adtdo rtA

tys it A

vy4R byaby a string of
e thataamply seq howaadhow mad
ttheb writersteris a tapae result andnd how de-
ficientfocient he is of any renson to support
lusi I1 Wwe maintainmaiatain chathat the
testteat 0oatali Xrefersaiom 01wyonly tobovertovert
capseAhat 14 veV e out by its language
b its trainers explaineded that
atals was itst soleiole purpose and beebecausequee
the supreme cocourtarv of the unitedsods that legislation can
no 0 f t er aa that and re
wi

y can lead can see torjar
hi 4 at ha0 oath koror affirmation
do re hp alwn belief and does
n 5ant taPMide tenso and advocacyy

if whatever it may be
N r it relate W membership

or religionsI1tl absence 6601 anijoant guca test IsIB what
blugesi es thepthe umes off the blidblidsoe prey
uaalt clips winwingsgs of the screamingbeaming
I1leagueague vulture and it Asis this in
their eyes defect that they wisa to
supply by unlawful at

at the pollsoll Is
44 to the design of thete framersfra ers and

supportersu 01 of the oath or ordinationOrriaffirmationnation
W do better than cite the sub
joil d the congressional record5of february during the debate
in tee on the passage of the
bilrmr ingals in reply to abec
thoass to thetee oath spoke as follows

stralb rningallsgalls mrmi president cheththe ih
of myy nature are such that as

oneda the conferees upon this bill I1wagwaft led to act with the greatest delib-
eration rei every particular in which I1L thatiesthatthatits terms might in any

trench upon the liberty
ot conscienceapace and the absolute and un
rereanfidatae d frapfreedomedom of personal belief

mr edmundsinands or opinion

mr Iningallsgallt yes as the senator
from vermont suggeststsi orbr of abkay pin-
ioni bbecause claiming for myself the
wiwidesteat liberty to question to
douba or to believe as is reason andd
my impulses direct I1f should be
the last to refuse that same right to any
otherer person or any other sect no
matterter where it might be or WOMwn at its
claims might beador consideration
either by Cong ressor by contrast frithWith
theabe tenets or doctrines of any other

tation
understand that the proviprovision ofef

the constitution which the senator
from missouri considers to liebe in some
way or other infringed by the terms of
ththisisbillbill is that whwhichch is found lnin pehe
following langulanguageaget

butbat no religious test shall ever le required
as a qualification to any office or public
trust under the united states

it is unnecessary torlor weme to say tthathat I1
have as respect for the sincere
convictions of a mormonkormon as I1 have for
those of anah Episcoepiscopaliana catholic a8
congregationalist a ilipbaptistaist 01or a
methodist all religious bellobellei hon-
estly entertained is respectable it may
be erroneous my judgment may dis-
approve and condemn it but aulany re-
ligious fulthfaith tois entitled to respect if
honestly entertained it is not the
mormon religion with which wpwe are
dealing in this measure but the prac-
tice of polygamy which idia onedue of01 the
doctrines olof a portion otof that chchurchh
and if I1 supposed or believed orr if 1
could be made to perceive now
tjt there was anywhere in uiethe text of
VMSmhz bill latent even coticconc

I1aledailed any
purpose or intent to interinterferefeie with the
religious beliefbeliet of even the humblest
member of the mormon church any
attempt to fliterinterferefere with opinions en
pertained upon religious questions I1
would disavow it rL would retrace so
far as I1 might my concurrence with the
conference report but I1 do not so
understand it I1

it is notnoamymy belief that by any of the
provisions of the pathoath which thethese
people are required to tak they arearb in
aanyny mannermanner compelled to abandon
ththeir1Ir religious opinions concerconcerningaini
any doctrine on which in-
dividualsdividuals rnin the christian world disa-
gree and I1 should be glad if the sena-
tor from missouri with whom I1 sym-
pathize in ganv oiof the views he hasUNexpressed would point out to the abseri-
ate wherein the oath abathat is prescribed

I1 inthis binbill imposes any rellreligiousklous test
which would be obnoxious or inimical
to the proviblon otof the constitution to
which 1Y have referred

sir test oaths are not so uncommon
as the senator from missouri would
haveL us suppose As the senator from
vermontV has said no man can enter
on the discharge of the hhighgb dutiesdaue lie
performs here without taking a test
oath an oath that attests the fealty of
him who takes to ltit the constitution
and the laws of his country no man can
be admitted to citizenship having been
a foreigner unless be takes a test oath
and by that testest oath renounces the

allegiance that has hitherto
controlled him and declareskres that he
will thereafter b ar himsel as a faith-
ful and loyal citizen of this republicpublic
bear true and loyal allegiance to the
constitution and theibe ialawsws of the coucoun-
try of which he is hereafter tofo bgbe a
citizen

therefore I1 do not think the report
bitheof abe conference committee is open to
the objections which the senator tramiron
missouriMiss Ourt has offered and itif in guyany
linealiat or syllable it imposes anaej religious
testaps Asas a preliminaryary qualification for
exercising political rigans for voting
for servantserservingvint aonupon juries or for dis-
charging thet e dutiesf auyany civil office
I1 am opposed to it

the madm d thrower of the
will now perhapspertaps tturnarn 1loose0ose ouon welae
senator from kansas andaad when hebe
haa his shareshaesha e of liberalLi berlageabuse supreme court may bejbei
daubed with the same kind of mire for
ruling that

to suffer the civil magistrate to
intrude his powers intoaiato the neldfield otof
opinion and to restrain the profprofessionemion
or propagation otof principles on suppo-
sition of their ill tendency is a danger
joua fallacy w hab at once destroysdetitroys all
religious liberty

altit is time enough for the r B
purposes of civilcail govegovernmentramen foe0icr Hs
officers to interferere when principles
orealbreak out WOWinto overt acts against peace
and good order

themtheae sentences the court rootedquoted
irom the language of the patriot jeffer
jhonbon and made them its own
athis endorsement

in these two sentencesceii Ists found ththe
true distinction between what proper-
ly belongs to thedthe churchhurch and what totoethe state 11

the courtcourit further ruled that I1

t

was deprived orrall logs
nativelat i ve power over moremere opinion but
ewas left free to reach actions which
were in violation of social duties or
subversive of good order
i inthein the cases againstm t the utah com-
missionersners the courtrt referring to the
ninth section of91 the edmundsedmunds lawJAW de
aided that

6 the prohibition against excluding
any person from the polls for the rea-
son assigned must be construedco6trued with
the additional injunction nor shall
they refuse tocotocountput Aanyay such vote sonon
account of the opinion of the person
casting it on th subject of0 bigamy or
polygamy to apply to the action off
the board inia canvassing the returns of
elections made to them by the offlegra
holding such elections or if it in-
cludes more it is tobe taken aas0 the
announcement of a general principle to
govern ail officesofficers concerned in the
registration of voters or the conduct pfafelections

the references establish the truth
of our position beyond rational dis-pute what we hadfiatt the audacity to
saygay lsIs chathaswhatwh athashas been announced by
tatute bythe declaration of the infatutecmokeaf of the framers of thehe law and by

debidecisions ofodthethe supreme court of the
united states all of which authorities
have had the audacity to dier from
the abusive mouthpiece of the de-
feated utah league

it is not tram thathat tanylany mormon
who has bakon the new test oath has

sworn liene WwinII11I1 not advocate and de-
fend polygamy ll11 there is no
such promise made or required in
the oath no anch pledge may
be demanded of a citizen opin-
ion iiI i free audand speech is irefree
it is only the 41 liberty shouters who
are liberyliberty hatersbaters that attempt to sup-
press opinion Mand would muzzle tree
speech A voter who says he will not
break the law nor aid or advise others
to do saiso does necessarily noBO violence
to his honor nor does he
feltfeit his right to think or tb say what hebe
thinks or to convince by argument the
minds of others that he Is right in hisbis
convictions his agreement relates
only to actions which violate law
that is all there is of it and those who
intend to try and force something into
it that does not belong to it will only
expose their own folly and evil designs
and render themselves liable to prose-
cution if they put their purpose
into overt setsacts against peace and
good order i

in regard to the powerspower judges of
elelection we inmaintain whatwait we have
provenroven that they are not to challengegutbut to determine challenges and noth-
inging has been advancedto this
Bbutut it is the duty of those officers to
prevent obstructions at the polls by
unlawful challenges which would in-
terfere with the ireefree exercise of the
elective franchise an unlawful
challenge is one that does not relate
to a disqualification specified in the
law A challenge isas to opinion or the
exarexpressions atthereofereo i or as to memmember-
ship

er
4 in a religious or other organiza-
tionI1 is an unlawful cchallengedilenge because
t does not anand cannot make
either of those things criminal

the league organs argument that
r registration fe4officercero may act outside of
the liplineses of the law I1inii order to I1 A satisfy
themselves about the qualifications
of an applicantt is relatedrefuted by it own
citation of the supreme courts de-
cision viz ir

IIIif they hahavefenotnot thithe right to exact
an oath different from that the form of
whichchichischis riven in the territorial act
they must otherwise satisfy them-
selves tuat persons ofofferingforing to register
ireare treefree from the disqualificationsactions de-
fined in the act of congressCo agress 11

no other disqualification cancam be
urged or pretended or enquired
about by a registration officer than
those dedefined in the act of
congress 2 I1 if this was the law before
the passage of the supplementary ed-
munds act when no form of oath was
provided by congress howbow much more
significant aitit is now when the only
oath that can be legally presented to
inan applicant for registration is ggivenivea
inatthatat Aactt I1

thus it will be seen that our positionpo
is impregnable on bothquequestions the
test oath relates to actions not opini-
ons or tirethe expression thereof and noho
qualifications can be required of
fa voter other than those defined
in the law all extraneous oaths
and questions Nywhetherhether relating to
opinion intent or connection withll11 th a
creed or an organization are unlaunlawfulawful
and to be treated with the bontemcontemptpt
they deserve and if any man is re-
fused registration or the righettoright to vote
at tilethe polls because of his refusal to
subscribe to unlawfullawful oaths or answer
unlawful interrogations hebe has his
remedy in a suit for damages against
the officer who is responsible for hisbis
reecrejectiontion and that official may be also
proseprosecutedbuted torfoi felony

citizens of utanutah learn your
rights and then metmaintainetain them

tilethe villains who havebare potteplotted
to destroystroy your liberties have playplarea
their game anoand lost now in their
rage they are hatching further mis-
chief and intend to try by liberal
trickery to effect that which they failed
to secure by legislation the ialaww is
on your side 1 keep on the side of the
law and take care thatusthat no threats
and no pretense oxol authority that is
unlawful deprives you of that precious
right the free and fall exercise of the
elective franchise

ERPS PRESENT
I1

THTA fact thatthai ia number of russiansEussiang
have hadbad a sword specially made for
general boulanger and formally prpre-
sented

e
se ed to hlahim tois in itself a smallysmall inmat-
ter

bt
and itif unconnected with something

else would not be worth cabling across
the atlantic or wiring across the coconu
tluncutnent but the 1

1
something else in

this instance isesthethe important element
in the case I1R was stated some days
ago that the popipopularitylarity of france in
russian circles had risen several points
in the social indicator and was still
rising that the mere mention
of the word france cre-
ated unrestrained and unaffected
enthusiasm andiand it remains for the
reader to decide whether or not in the
presentp resent complication of european
popoliticslipics thatshat means anything we
think it does

this boulanger is so far a kind of
prodigy A tewlew years ago heh was an

unknown entity in french affairs ex-
cept in a very limited sphere being
made I1 minister of war in the french
cabinet that fortunatefortu oate condition of
things in which the calling makes the
man and the man magnifies the callings
hishas resulted suddenly as hisbis own
fame came such a transformtransformationatlon
n the was preparations army
organization and system of pre-
parationspa rations isas has made germany call
for more men for longer terms aus-
tria to be in a constant state of alarm
and preparation italy spain and
other second class powers to content
themselves with having nothing what-
ever toco say on the subject and russia
to be completely given up to admira-
tion of her former enemy

A great and peculiar man is boulan-
ger and a great if not invincible alalleyY
would russia be in the coming strug-
gle putting this and that together
his reception of a sword at the hands
of the muscovites ahas a pretty broad
signilsignificanceleance

UNFAIR discrimination
THE difference between the treatment
accorded in the courts to latter day
saint defendants in contradacontcontradistinctionradi I1 0it
to that dealt out to non cormonsmormons 11

in favor of the latter is a matter sebe
common that it seems almost super-
fluousflu ous to allude to it this absence of
necessity to dwell upon and agitate the
subject is however merely apparent
and not real the smallest departure
from equality pfaf rights in the adminis-
tration of the law should be duly noted
and denounced equality should be
coqcontendedtended for even when the pioprospect
for redress is dam and distant

whenwhat the name of a mormon de-
fendant is called that he mamay appear
torfor trial in a case of unlawful cohabit-
ation if he has been detained for some
cause it has been usual for the district
attorney to demand the forfeiture of
hisbis bonds forthwith and for the court
to so order the proviso has been
made however that toe order of for-
feiture would be vacated in case the
defendant should appearappe at any time
during the current term the law
making this imperative several easedcases
in which such a preceding occurred
came up a short time since I1

now note the distinction yesterday
in the third district court the names
of dancak mcdonald and herbert A
slade indicted for prizefightingprize fighting were
called there was no response and
the counsel for the defendants request
ed that the case be continued for the
term mr dickson interposing no ob-
jection and the court acceding with-
out a remark this course was taken
notwithstanding that it is a no-
torious fact that one of
the defendants named mcdonald
has left the territory no one sup-
poses for a moment that had the de-
fendantsfend ants been cormonsmormonsMorMori monssons and es-
peciallypee allylally if they had been charme
with the horrible offense maW
maintaining their families any afat
slackslacknessfiess of administration would
have been exhibited

officials who manifest unjust dis-
crimination in administering the law
are iriin our opinion totally unfit for
the ddischargese bargia of sucusuch important duties

I1 as their position imposes

1 CAJU JUSTICE IN UTAHurah
1

THICTHE case of henhenryry GGroA be
placed on the longions list 0araces1 in
the prosecution of Mor0 ons0 jigbinn
which the law has been pervpervertedarted and
verdict have been found in opopposi-
tion to the evidence in refusing to
set asinetheasiasidedethethe verdict and grant a new
trial in this casecase might be
learned from the remarks of the court
to sustain our statement and when
the of the trial are closely
scanned it be evident to any
reasonable and unprejudiced mind that

ver may have been the relations
between the defendant hadand ther chief
witness for theabe prosecution the evi-
dence utterly failed to establish the
charge against him

it is admitted that the defendant has
two wives but that is not the offenceoffense
of which he was acaccused the charge
was unlawful cohabitation 11 prose-
cution torfor polygamy was barred oyby the
statute of limitations it was not
denied that he had livedjived wives
atoup to the passage

1

of the edmunds law
there tois no present offenceoffense against the
law laia that butbat sincesauce the passage of
that law or during the time covetedcovered by
the indictment the defendant and
his plural wife so the evidence showed
hadbad ceased the cohabitation which haabad
contincontinuedhed up to that time they
agreed to this separation and ththee
plural witswite testified that it hadbad been
actual as a matter of fact A house
was built for her which she owned and
occupied the defendant it was
shown hadbad called at the house a dumnum-
ber or times while it was being finished
and repaired to give instructions to
the worworkmenkimen findand after that to con-
vey letters to his granddaughtergrand daughter who
lived with the plural wife but it was
not shown that he bidhad entered
tilethe dwelling had it was denied
thatbhat he had ever even sat down
n it during the time mentioned in the
indictment he bad been away from
homechome a few nights during that period
but that was accounted for by his

sleeping in a bidbed whichwhick he occasionally
occupied on the temple block where
hebe employedwas

what evideevidenceBew was there then to
support the charpe not sayany except
hisbis calls at the house where his plural
wife resided forthefor the purposes xspeci-
fied

I1
in the irea judge

zaneszanea poAponderousderous attempts to I1 bee ion
ny there was nothing criminal ia1

the calls of mr grow if hebe had
been as old as the court wished
to intimate nor if the plural wife were
as young and attractive as the court
pleased to portray the couconductsconductduct 1 at
the defendantdefendsht described inIA the evi-
dence was not in any way a breach of
the law buc the courtses to havhauw
imagined a great deal and the jury aptay
pear to baves bared in the surmising
boother may havehare had similar
suspicions but what is there in altall
that in the nature of proof sufficient to
establish guilt

the legal presumption seems to
have been roverreversedpod in this case
isas inid many others of a similar
character the tactfact of talehe defenodefend
ants previews relationship andbd present
status as regards his wife aft
taken asaft evidence against him while
the law presumes that the intimacy
previously existing ceased when it be-
came unlawful for the purposes of
the prosecution the presumption of
his guiltt seems to have been takeneu in-
steadulf itsad of the presumption of djs inno-
cence inia common justicejustice and accord-
ing to all lawful cricriminal proceduredurer
some prproofbof of tthewe dedefendants guilt
was neenecessaryessm to his
but it was not shown that
hebe hadbad dwelt with the plural
wife thatthai hebe had alveditved with her in pyany
other sense than as all people ilive to-
gethertetherhood

whowho inhabit the same neighborneigh boc

judge zane repeated ilie palpable
absurdity whickwhich hebe uttered pymany
months ago in order to make the term
cohabitation stretchjA into unprece-
dented significance his argument is
thisthiis they wereere togetherther they jived
they lived together ibetheye they cohab-
ited I1 Is not thaiabs an original decint
tion of61 the term cohabitation to be
used in a zifcriminal I1 sensebense weVC onoto
the following from hisbis opinion mi
printed in the organ which claims to9
represent his honar and the court off-
icials

M
generally we do this that our

own report mely not be objected to as
partial i

continuous cohabitation need notenot
be proven with more thinthan one apman
for illustration a mariner who is
sometimes awayaay his biomehome terfor

and even years still cohabits
withath his wife i according to the rulings
of the higher courts the holding out to
the world more than one woman asan a
wife was as much a vicviolationlatida of the
law as the contincontinuousudys living together
as man and wife if a man by inshis ac-
tions or conduct or bothboth leads per-
sons who observe and who are called
to pass apon his conduct to believe
that be is living in violation of the law
this

19
constituted unlawfulunlawfulfal cohabits

ticktica
the supreme court of the united

8tatesstates in its latest fating anon this ques-
tion said

I1

the offense of cohabitation in the
sense of this statute is committed I1it
there is a living or dwelling togetheras husband or wife it is inherently
continuous offence having duration
and not an aftuckoffence connconsisting otan
isolated act

continuous cohabitation joust bl
proved then or the offenseoffence chcharged 4 te
biotnot su substantiated we suchpach cohabits
alonon was shown in the grow easecase butbat
the absence of it was to there-
fore the verdict was contrary to the
evidence the judges ol010
the mariner who I1is presumedef ried to cco-
habit withith hisbis wile t81ourX frequent
absent fromfraim home forlongfor
no parallel in the present case
the cohabitation can bobe presumed
wit the legal wife only inid regardbiard tonuralthe plural wife thelthe legalegid
is 0 the contrary and even in regard
toabto the lawful wife if asopseparation hadbad
been awedagreed pupon and berethere was poposi-
tive

41
testimonyte thatthat the agreement had

been carried out the
would be sifset aside
it is not true thitthat the higher

have the holding 0out to the
world more than one woman AOas a wife
was as much a violatviolationwat0of tthehe lawW aa
the continuous living together as mallmaa
and wife there anola no sqsuchh offense
toknown to the law as holding out
to the world more than one woman as
a wife polygamy consistsconsist4 of mar
eying more than one unlawful cobbcohabi-
tation

11

of a continuous livingliving or dwell-
ingin totogetherrettig wilwithA kopdmore than one

holding0 in out alone is not made
crinicriminalil by law and iono bighor
codrcourtsto11 have said that it isip A man
may he franchiseddisfranchiseddis because hebe is ilabigamistbigamis or polygamist bu he cancannot
be prosecuted for maintaining that
status alone 80 the supreme court
of the united states ruledrd in the casescabesagainst the utah commission ththecourt said

distdisfranchisement isIA not prescribed
as a penalty for being guilty of the
crime and offenceoffense of bibigamymy or polyg-
amy

r
for as has been assaidrd that offenceoffense

consists in the act of unlawful warmar
ariage and a pr ise 11fis n against the
offenderis barred by the lapselapselotof three
years by section 1044 of the revised
Stastatutestates continuing to in thatstate afterwards is not an orencefenceof v
though cohabitation with moreakore 7abatt
one woman is but as one may hebe 101

living in a bigamous or polpolygamousmow
state without cohabitation with more
than onoae woman he is isin thatmat SIMMsaw a
bigamist or polygamist and yet guilty ofno clitacriminalinal iofpfenceam 111


