hrfe of action, and as a matter of
Opinion we will venture the remark
that, as a Christian, he is a dismal
failure. * For evidence of this esti-
mate being correct it is unnecessary
W go outside of his obtrusive and
8alapic behavior in the M. E.
Church conference on Wedneaday
last,

Poor Dr. TIiff seems to be com-
Plotely demoralized, having of Iate
taken the position of a pronounced
?:?:iny of & pegple who, according
fore 8 0WD statements often herebo-
& _ufade, I.1ave treated him with
i ristian liberality and hospital-

Y. Hestems to have been going
down the ladder of Christian de-
mﬂ_ﬂpor vver since he entered the
:a):]l:itlml c.:ampai_gu of February last
i egg.iged in the intellectual
torchpa on of carrying around a
by o0 & broomatick, in the ranks
Wente ungodly. 8ince the torch

. out he seems to have been
8T0ping in the dark; hence the ter-
rible mistaye he mnde at the ““Lib-
eral®  jollification held at the
th::,ker Houss, when the shadow
that !enve]o;.)ed him was so deep
the w, continued to participate in
o ll'e\glry after Saturdny night
i Appedover on to Sunday morn-

Og a clear bour and a half.
tmE; :’.:e light of current events it
t o, hﬂppl.'o!)riate to speculate as
fav0reg religious sect will next be
oy ¢ with the affl|lation of Bish-
 be hlil;a!i!- He seems to esteem it
o itgh Prerogative to mar-
the forces of the sectirians

2ud lead them
to o 5
the Saints, s make war upon

R —

A CUNNING DEVICE.

P]E;er bill introduced by Senator
tories l;(;lm the Committee on Terri-
found ine full text of which will be
is n sub :t_nother part of this paper,
it poniitute for the Cullom bill.

it wil) e 0 a vote i the Senate
bette brobably pass, We hope for

wr thm.ga in the House,

St:nu:nebe:wve there is a general
drastic :mi of repugnance to the
the Cullom un-Amerfcan spirit of
may be and 8truble bills. They
funet, Tﬁga"ded as practically de-
hil mean: shelving of the Cnllom
Btruble hllln' Similar fate for the
Senate, 118 it ever reaches the
anﬁ“é t::;]e bill in relation to Arizona
nate,thou’ ;‘flw ferl epitidio Sen-
not burd & m’!der in language and
. animzned wﬂ:h 80 many details, is
°h“|'acber1 ’;nd intent of the same
is antj.sy 8 the other measures. Tt
Mormon» jogislation. Tt is
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designed to prevent ‘“Mormons”
frond"voting and holding office in
both these Territories. Therefore
those fair-minded and impartial
Americans who have opposed the
other bills, should also exert them-
selves to defeat this equally ob-
noxious and anti-republican propn-
sition, )

The substitution of this bill for
those so strongly objected to is a very
cunning device on the part of the
enemy. [t issupposed that the pro-
testauts against the Cullom and
Struble bills will be satlsfied with
the seeming success of their efforts,
and 8o be lulled into apathy as to
the present project. We therefore
draw attention fo the inherent
viciousness of the Platt bill, and to
the fact that its eflects are intended
to be exactly the same as would fol-
low the passage of the other bills.

It ought to be clear ta every lover
of constitutional freedom, that dis-
franchisement of innocent cit.zens
bccause they are members of the
aatne Church a8 persons who may
be guilty, is in spirit, if not in
letter, a violation of fundamental
law nned subversive of republican
liherty. Yet this is what the Platt
bill is framed to effect.

The argument on which the sup-
porters of this bill rely is, that the
Supreme Court of the United
Htateshas declared the Idahe law,
on which this bill is based, to e con-
stitutiopal. The truth is, the Court
has decided that the power of the
Territorial Legislature extends to
311 rightful subjectsof legislation,*
and that legislation as to the fran-
chise comes within the scope of

constitutional legislative powers.
That is the gist of the rul-
ing. On the same principle

Congress, which i8 held to possess
gimilar legislative powers over a
Territory to that which a Btite
Legislature has over a State,has the
constitulional authority to regulate
the elective franchise in the Terri-
tories.

But it shoulid '+ observed that the
present question i3 one of right
rather than of power, of republican
prineiple more than of supreme au-
thority. Isitright to deprive citi-
zens who have not broken the law
of all political rights and privileges?
Is it republican to sfrike the ballot
froin hands that have dome no
wrong? And, further, is it politic
to punieh monogamists for the of-
fenses of polygunists? These ques-
tions should ennse just penple to
ponder and tha friewls of popu-
lar gavernment b profest.

Wyoming is to 10 a Btate ip the
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Union. Tt contains a number of
‘Mormons.>> There is no restric-
tion upon their participation in all
the aflairs of the Btate equally with
other citizens. Why, then, should
their co-religionists in Utah and
Arizona be discriminated against?
If a ““Mormon?®* may vote freely in
Wyoming, why may he not vote at
all in Arizona and Utah?

Let it be understoed that this bill
is not” direcied against polygamy.
Polygamists have been disfranchis-
ed since Mnarch 22.1832. Itis the
members of the ‘“Mormen®? church
who have never violated the law
whom the Platt bill proposes to de-
bar from voting, office-holding and
jury service.

We here append an edilorial from
the Denver NVews which is pertinent
to the subject and is worthy of gene-
ral attention:

YA statement was recently published
te the effect that Arizona and New
Mexico might be admitted lo State-
hooed if they would frame constitutiona
disfranchising Mormons. As there
are few Mormons in New MeXico,
such a provision would not be felt in
that Territory. In Arizona. however.
the Mormons make up in numbers
quite 2 raspectable portion of the
population. Being interviewed at Chi-
cago a few days ago on the subject,
ex-Chief Justice Wright of thut Tarri-
tory said that Arizona would not ac-
cepl Statehood on such conditions. He
says the Mormons of Utah do not
practice polygamy.

# ¢They are.as good citizens as we
have,’ he says; ‘they are frogal, in-
dustriousand law-abiding, and where-
ever they the community s pros-
perous. V&gbelleve in the Edmunds
law and will see that all violators of it
are punished,but all Mormons are not
polygamists. If Mormonism is a bar
to Statehood, why not Roman Catheo-
licism, Methodism and Presbyterian-
ism? As polygamy is not practiced in
Arizona, and Dever has been, why
#hould we humiliate the Mormons
who form one twentieth of onr popu-
latjion.’ d

“These sentiments can but be indors-

ed by every lover of the organiclaw of
his ‘country, which puarantees-re-
lgious liberty to the citizen. As well
might a people be disfranchized for
professing the religion of any other
chureh as that of the Mormons.
Polygamy is not only contrary to tbe
law, but is offensive to good morals,
but because some Mormons practice
it is No reason why an entire church
should be stigmatized. any more than
it would be reasonable to hold auny
one of the powerful church organiza-
tions of the country responsible for
the waywardness of ona of ita mem-
bors.””

A CURIOUS phennmenou is report-
ed from Batoum, on the shores of
the Black Sea. During a complete
calm the sea issail to have suddenly
receded from the shore, leaving it
bear to a depth of ten fathoms. The,
water of the port rughed out to sea,
tearing many of the ghips from an-
chornge and causing a great amount
of dnmagre. After ashort time the

gen assumed its usual level.



