question is, shall Mormous who have
never entered into any polygamous
relations—who have never violated
any law, either of Idaho or the
United 8t tes, many of whom pro-
bably do oot believe in the doctrine
of plurality of wives;, sh-l] these
men, pussessing every other quulifi-
cation to eutitle them te the fran-

einise, be deprived of it ecause they

belong to 2 chureh or organization
which holde that under certain cir-
cumstances it is not sinful for a man
tn marry more than one wire? The
clause remis:

No person i3 permitted Lo
juror, or hold any civil office
who is o wmember of or contributes to the
support, aid, or engouragement of any
order, organtzation, Aseccialion, 2orpora-
tion, or eociely which teaches, adviscs,
COLREBCIA, BNCOUTARES, Or Aids ANY PaTeOD to
enter into bigamy, pelygamy, or sueh patri-
arehal or plural marriage.

Under this provision every mem-
ber of the Mormon Churech who in
any mainer, however re:mote, con-
tributes to the support of that
('hurch will be disfranchised. If
he donates to any charitable institu-
tion, any Sabbath school, colluge,
acudemy, or hosplisl connected with
that Chureh he is t1 be dislrauchised.
Nay, more, any person though not
a member of the Mormou Ciureh
who contributes to the support, did,
or cicouragement, ete., is to be Jis-
franchised.

The language I8 unwistakable,
fwho is A member of or contributes
to the suppurt,”® ete. This provision
Is doubtiess intended to be made ap-
wlicable to that ¢luss of independ-
cnt Geutiles in [duho who, refusing
to wear the anti-Mormon cullar, are
stigmatized Ly my gentlemanly
frlend trom Idaho as*‘Juack Mor-
mons.”” The wentlemen whoaresup.
':orting thia infamouR mensure sure-
¥ do not see to what lengthe they
are going to accomplish o political
advantage.

Under a Territorial statute of Ldaho
an anti-Mormon test oath was pre-
seriled for voters. This measure,
thongh not nearly so far-reaching
in its diafranchising elernents as the
clauee in the constitution, was gen-
erally 8o construed as to prohibit
every Mormou from voting cven
though he was willing to 1 ke the
prescribed oath. In sotue instances
men tired of political ostracjsm,
weary of being deprivel of every
right as American citizens, sweltor-
ing under the iron heel of .pelitical
despotism, withdrew from the
church and while attempting to vote
were arrested for conspiracy; quite a
number of Whem are now awaiting

vole, Berve as
L Ll L

trial omn that charge. Just
think of it, American citizens
every way qualifiel to vote,
having even taken the obnox-

fous text oath, while attempting to
exercise the highest priviledge of
that gitizenship are arrested for con-
spiraey, placed under exorhitant
bonds are thrown into jail, to be iu-
dicted, tried, and convicted not by
Juries or their peers, but hy juries of
their enemies. ‘Oh, Liberty, what
crimes are committed inthy name.*?

Now, while under the Territorial
statue there was some opportunity
for the accused voler to purge him-
sclf by taking the test oath, under
this comstitution the proscribed
classes are forever barred from vot-
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ing, holding office, or sitting on
Juries. There are 1o meaus provided
by which the status of volers is to
be determived. There is no ex-
purgatory oath as in the ldahu sta-
tute, nor is any provision made by
whieh the disfranchised elass can
ever be re-enfranchised,because this
provision i8 unchangeable. Some
gentiemen who support this consti.
tution insist upoo enlling this pro-
visiou a test oath, and when told
thal there is no oath provide} persis
that there is an oath 1n the constitu-
tion, thue demounstrating that they
do pot understand the provisions of
the measure they are ndvo aligg. If
those gentlemen who so veliemently
assert that there is an oath provided
in the conatitution will examine the
doeument they will fail to find it,
No, gentletnen, you cannot find it;
it is not there.

Nor ig that all; if' a citizen is once
disfranchisid there is no remedy for
him, he must ever remain so, for
the Comnstitution, Articte 6, Section
4, declares that:

The Legislature may presgribe qualifica
tions, limisationg and conditious lor the
right of suffrage ndditiopal to L:0se pre-
seribed in ihis 4 ticle, bnt shall never an-
nul any of the provieious im this article
conluined.

Again, if a member of the Mor-
mon Chureh, a citizen of any other
Mtate, eujoying there all the privi-
leges of an American eitizen, with
out let or hindranee, should change
hiig residence and move into [daho,
he would- immediately be disfrau-
cilised and ot permitted to vote,
serve 88 a juror, or hold aony civil
offlce. By crossing au imaginary
line e woulll cease to be a frec man
and become a political slave.

Nay, more; If the distiuguished
Delegate from ldalio, who so obsti-
nately champions this ¢lause, shouli
ever be converted to the luith of the
Saiuts, as was Baul in ancient
times; if he should be baptized amit
confirmed a member of the Church
of Jesus Christ of Liatter-duy Saints,
umder this copstitution he would
be 1mmedintely disfranchised, not-
withstanding his eminent services
in bringing the 8tate into the [Juion.
Nor would he have any recourse
except to apostatize from the faith
and ‘return to the beggarly cle-
ments of the world.””? Could any-
thing be more absurd nud un-A meri-
ean?

While the wdvocates of this meas-
ure are clamdring for the political
equality of the blacks in the South.
they, by this constitulion, dvom
white American citizens to perpet.
ual political bondage. Just think
of it; political whinte slgves ina free
apd independen'. State, one of the
States of the Amerivan Union, “The
home of the free, the asylum of the
oppressed.”

Tell it not in Gath, publiahi il not in the
sireets of Amkelon; leal the dunghicra ot
the Phihstines rejoioe. leal the daughters of
the incireumessed triomph.

Mr. Speaker, [ desire to eall ntten-
tion to another feature of this dis-
frapchizing clause of the coonstitu-
tion now under consideration. It is
this:

No person 18 permilied to vote, serve as
juror or hold uny elviioftice * * * who
18 & member of or gontributas to the support,
aid, or nncuumfemcnt of any order, orgnni-

zalion, assoclation, corporation, or seciely
* * & which teacbes or advists that the
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fuwz of this SLate presgribing rules of civil
conduet, are not the Buprems laws of Lhe
State.

While this provision, by avy fair
conatruction, would not disfranchise
any member of the Mormon
Church, for, notwithstandiug asser-
tions to the cootrary, that chureh
teaches, as [ have alresdy shown,
implicit obedience to the laws of the
State, it would disfranchire every
man who believes that ““Jehovah is
the Bupreme Ruler of the universe;*?
“‘thut Jesus is8 King of Kiugs and
Lord of Liords.??

1 have before me a copy of the
Christian Statesman, & paper pube
lished in Philadelphia, which con-
taing 2 call for a conlerence of the
Natioual Reforin Association,w hich
is now in session at Lincoln Musie
Hali in thig gity. I will read two
brief extracts from said call. Re-
ferriug to “Christian principles of
civil governmeant, ”? it says:

Among the prineiples which this aesosia-
tion holds to be fundamental In ecivil goe-
ernment are these: Natlons and gevern-
menta are accountable Lo Almighty <God
and arg bound by the moral law; the Lord
Jesus Christ 18 the actual governotr of na-
tions, and Hig wiil, revealed 1n the Holy
Beriptures, is the supreme rule to deelde
moral questions in politicul Lte. These
prineiples we nold to have been woven his-
torieally into the very fber of American io-
stitutions. Our stability and our progress
have been due to the power they huve ox-
erted in onr national life, All the evils
whieh bhave aglieted us have leen traceable
to our departure from them. All our hopes
for ihe' juture depend upon them. Our
gravest peril lies in the fact that these prin-
ciples are lgnored by large numbers of our
eitizens and denied LY many others. The
duty of the houl 18 to emphasize and up-
hold ihem, and to ineulcate them upon the
fast-increasing millions c:t our population.
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Underiying all these practical tesucs is a
deeper and more radical conlroversy pro-
voked by those who deny that elvil govern-
ment susiains any relation to God, or to
Chrlst, or to the morul law; whoe deny that
our laws and ibatitutiens should bear at
any polnt the imprese of the Christian re-
ligion, and who are striving constantly and
of deliberate purpose to oblitorate e.ery
Chrigtian feature of American jnslitutiooa
and to divorce our government from all
connection with religion.

The document states that this call
is concurred in by Hon., Willlum
Window, Seeretary of the Treasury;
his henor Wiiliam Strong, formerly
justice of the Bupreme Court of the
United States; by the Protestant
Episcopal bishops of the dioceses of
Missouri, Central New York, Con-
necticut and Delaware; by three
bishops of the Methodist Episcopal
church, and several other eminent
Christian men and women.

Amonyg the speakers at one of the
meetings of the conference on Tues-
day last was Rev, R. M. Bomerville,
of New York, who iv an address
upon “the Christian doctrice of
vivil sovereignty,” as reported in
the daily Washingion Post, held thut
God was supreme in all atfairs and
must be recugnized above the im-
perialism of any earthly monarch
or chiet executive in American
governments. He was surprised
that ary one should attemyt to deny
the authority of Christ everywhere
except In the Chureh, and the dia-
position to rule ilm out of consider-
ation in eivil atffairs, aud insisted
that any theory of civil vovernment
that denied his Supreme authority
waa radically and whoily wrong.

Now, DMr. Speaker, I contend
that if Hon. Wiiliam Windom. hia
honor ex-Justice Btrong, and the



