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Cunping frequently overtops it-
aelfl. If the Govermor had got
uttered n voluntary unsolicited dis-
claimer against any knowledge on
his part regarding the bill which
aims at making him king of a Ter-
ritory within the Republie, popular
attention would not have been so
keeuly directed toward the absurd-
ity of such a condition of ignorance
on a matter directly conneeted with
himself, especially in view of
his Leing at the capltal
on n apecial  lobhying expedi-
tion In connection with special
legislation in relation to Utab. In-
deed, considering hie official posi-
tion and the fact that he was taking
a lively interest in pending mea-
sures ngainat the interests of the
people of this Territoty, it would
have had the appenrance of a dis-
conrtesy uot to have acquainted him
with the merits of the one under
consideration and which is known
to be so near {o his heart.

There were points which escaped
the subtle shadowy migd of Mr.
Thomas that heightens the improba-
bility of hiz ignorance—his asserted
familiarity with the fate of the bill.
Hald he—¢It's fate will be decided
by Mr. Edmunds.”* That is an as-
sertion, and consequent!y could not
havebeen bornofconjecture. This be-
ing the case,it would be unressonable
to attribute this kndwledge of the
power of disposal of the autocravy
bill to the effect of ruminations in a
-Pullman sleeper whils on the way
from Washington. Was not the
understanding reached before the
departure from the capital that the
astute statesman from Vermont
would see to the disposition of the
measure, and, in the event of the
fniluse of disfranchisement, push it
torward for all it 18 worth, and, oo
its fuce it appears to be worth a good
deal to the governor. Hence, says
Mr. Thomas, I Jo not think it will
be passed during the consideration
of the test onth bi),”” which proba-
bly means that disfranchisement
failing, efforta will be made to push
the next in order, which largely
partakes of the genius of the aboll-
tion of the suffrage, because it leaves
but little scope for the use of the
popular ballot.

COMMENTS ON THE DECISION.

THE Denver News of May 21,
commenting on the decision of the
Bupreme Court of the United SBtates
in the “Mormon’’ Church case,
snya:

"“The Mormon church, so-called, s
meeting its fate lo Lhe Supreme Court
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of the United States. That eminent ent has been set which justifies the

body of jurists bave never missed un
opportunity to admimster it « blow
whenever the chance was fairly pre-
sented. 'Twice within a few months
the court has rendered opinions which
demoenstraled very clearly the views
of the judges in regard to 1he alleged
religion and iis 1ights, or want of
rights, under the law.
L ¥* -

“This decision niust be regnided as
the most serious blow that Mormon-
ism has ever reeeived. From the da
that it was ren.ered must hencefort
be dated Lthe real deeline and full of
the Mormon Church. The disfran-
chisement bill, even were it practica-
ble or wise, meed no longer be con-
sldered necessary,even by the most
persistent opponents of Mormonism.
That bill, if passed, would leave the
Mornions 10 the position of martyrs,
aml exeite a measnrs of sympathy.
I'bis opinion by 1he Bupreme Cunrt is
a thousand times more etfective as a
weapon for the destrnetion of the
autoeraey which has been allowed to
grow np io Utah, for it takes away the
vory foundation on which the whole
gtructurerested. With the property
of the Chureh Corporation sscheated
to the school fund, the resisting and
aggressive power of tho alleged re-
ligion is gone, and the Churebh must
rapidly sink intoa decline.!

It appears to be the purposc to
fasten upon the jurisprudence of
America the propnsition that,when
it becomes necessary to the success
of political eengpiracies tv Jo so, the
adherents of an unpopular religion
may bLe declared destitute of all
rights which the law is bound to
protect or respect. To engraft such
a rule upon the body of our national
law will prove ‘‘a most serious
lHow?** lo other churches than the
“Mormon.*! /

When a paper haviong so little
sympathy for the plonever class of
Utah’s population as the Denver
News has generally shown raakes
the admission it dowss respecting
the disfranchisement bill, it fs sufl-
ficient proof of the wrongful aund
unjust character of that measure,
That the robbery of a church sahould
be treated as our Denver contempo-
ary treats the present case, is & mat-
ter of astonishment. Lt seems to be
dead to,all realization of the prinei-
ples involved in it, and to the dan-
ger such a precedent means to the
peace of the Republic.

The “Mormons! will shed few
tears over the money and property
wrested from them in defiauce of

justice and censtitutiona] law, not- |
withstnnding that one of the objects |

for which the same was contributed
by them was the relief of the poor.
They wili still endeavor to preveut
the poor nmong their number from
suffering for the necessaries of life,
But with A view broad enough to

ipclude not themselves
but the varions religious bod-
jes in the pation, they

nlone, i civil rights and privileges.

destruction of a church as a legal
entity and the confiscation of Its
proprrty.  That American wditore
should pot share in such n renti-
ment ts 2 matter of wondermeut to
thew, and iodieated a deplorable
degeneracy of patriotism and lack
of devotion to constitutional prin-
ciples.

AGAINST BELIEF ONLY.

A rEW days since we published
an article in relation to an expressed
intention of officiala having eharge
of immigration matters to prevent
the landiug st American purts of
‘‘Mormons!* coming to this coun-
try from Europe, The ground up-
oo which the proposition to exelude
was based was that the Latterday
Salnta could be brought nnder the
operation of the anti-contract labor
law. Of course it was easy to show
that such a pretense was sbsurd,
having no foun fation in fuct. The
New York Star takes the same posi-
tion on the subject ne was assuined
by us. This will Le seen by the
following, elipped from the columns
of that paper:

*The position aseribed to the Feder:l
authorities, that Mormon Immigrants
must ba prevented from landing on
the ground that they are ‘forelgn con-
trapt laborors,’ ralses an extremely
serions question. The Morinons come
as gonverts to a creed which they sesk
opportunity to praetice in this couniry
under the guarautees our Constitution
holds out for civi] and religious liberty.
Can their intention to violate Federal
or Territorial law be assumed merely
becange of the tenets they have em-
braced, before they have had even
an opportnnity to orenk our statutes!
There is not, nor can there be, any
law in the Uniled States a;r':ainst; boliet
in Mormonism, or in any form of doc-
irine, true or false. Our laws deal
with the aets of men, not with thair
thoughts or aspirations. The Mormon
immigrants are neither vriminals oor
paupers. By what reasoning can they
be construed to be ‘contr:et laborers?’
That is a very interesting subject
upon whiclt a good deal of lght muat
be shed if it be indeod true that the
authorities intend te interfere with
Mormen immigrants.*?

The position of the Star issound
on the mnin questlon, but it indi-
cates that it is slightly behind the
times in asserting that ¢“There 18’
not, nor can there be, any law in
the United States against belief in
‘Mormonism,’ or any form of doe-
trioe,”? That is becoming an old-
faehioned proposition gradually be-
coming obsolete. A «flormon” -
can now, under eolor of law, because
of lis religious belief, be robbed of
his property and deprived of his
The
ship of Btate has broken away from

feel | her moorings in the harbor of the

profound regret that u preced-!Conpatitution aod 18 drifting out



