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HERE'S AMNESTY DEFINED.

ye modifled Juror’s oath,
wtm,tﬁﬂnap:::mra elsewbere, had been
prepared lur the Third District court
Yesterdny aflernoon, the NEWwWS was ns.
sured that the time had come when
Judge Znoe would be willing to glve

hls oplpion on the in-
to the public the President’s

tent opd eeope Of

amnesty proclamntlon. Tne oppor-
tunity to aolicit 41 expresslon
frem  him csme this morning,

’ imperfect and ratber uniu-
t“oﬂfgll:ll; re:urt of what hie honor wne
quoted as baving anid to a reporter of
4 MOrning Cotemporary Was called to
bis attentiou. Lt is with pleasure
and satisfactivo  that the following
opinion, given iD his exact words, is
presented tothe public:

«The interview 1o this mornlng’s

hich you oall roy atien-
‘ll]{(;’;?m' SR jmed upon the atreetl, and

htoi
lprus:::eo the reporter iailed to com-
frehend or re

member accurately whal

. I will siate more fully what [

in:::leu bim snd the public tv under-
stand.

“The amnesty proclamation as it ap-

the papers concludes: ¢l
‘);:::]e:m}z Hnl:rlson. President of
the [Jnited States, * »
do hereby

1y and pardon to all persouss Hn.
gln:n:.? '!{he pez[:altius of said act by rea-
son of unlawful cohabitation under the
oolor of polygamous or plural marriage
who since Novemuer 1, 1890, have ab.
staiped from such unlawrui cohabit.-
tion, bLut upon the express condilion
thut they sball iu [uture falthiuily
obuy the laws of the Upited Stutes
bereinbefsre named,” £lC,
s\From this it nppeara that the par-
don and amnpesty s confined to the
crime of unlawiul coliabitation; anu
it extepus to all who committed the
oflenge prior to November 1, 1890, and
who have obeyed tue law sluoe,
ang b .ve not been cunvicted as well
a8 to those cunvicted of that otfense.
If the offense was ocvmmitied bejure
that date, the ampesty aad pardon
applies though convicted afterwarda.
All the penaities and disabilitles ol
such offense are removed und the per-
syn sos ampbestied and pardoncd moy
hold office, vote and ¢t vn jurles,
¢« Ihe amnesty and pardon dJdoes not
reach or apply to perscDs donvictey of
polygamy, bigamy, incest, aduitery
or fornication. 'The statute of Iimita-
tions of three years spplies to these

offenses not aleoted by Lhe smuosty
apd pardon,

“A peraon ocouvioted of unlawful
cobabltation committed before Nov.

lsi, 1890, and who alterwards
obeya the law, may @it on a
Jury, bold office or vote. [he
cath  prescribed for jurors wns

changed so ne tu permit persone par-
doned nnd smnestied to take 1, It
8tlll requires jurors to state on oath
that they have not been comvicied of
polygamy, higamy, inocest, adultery or
fornication.

“Instead of requiring the juror to
atate that be 18 not a polygamist and
that hec dves not asssociate or cohahit
polygamously with personsof the other
seX, he is reguired in the oath to state
the legal ¢ffect of those terms, viz., that
he doea not olalm, recognize or aesogl-
uie with more than one woman ae
wife. If a man sepurates from
bis polygamous wile and doer not
claim, recogniza or associate with her
as his wirte, he is not a polygnmist in
A legal sense, Flo cannpot be, unless be
ut the same time intends Lo renew
suoh polygamous association,

“A man canno! obtain a divorce

from his polygamous wife, he-
[ wause there 1s no marriage ocontract
por pnever was to dissolve. Such

contract 18 utter.y vold—

a
declare #od grant full | he |aw condemnps 1, and wheno the

| purties peparate with the intention of
| living separate and apart and wiih the
| Intent not to assoolate as mun and wife,

N

and continue such separation with
such intention the polygnmous relation
is ended; that is the only effectual
way that such a relatfom onn be
terminated. If a diverce could be
granted it would not sunder the rela-
tion witheut suchb separatiom, mnor
would ampesty and pardon terminate
it without such genaratlon.

i i8 not neceesary that any formai
agreempent in writing or otherwise
should be eutered inte. I[f there fu
auch an underastanding In the
mind of the party und be cenges

to associale peolygamously with
bis plurel wife, in Iaw he is nota
polygamiet. Andasfler such separation

as longas such intent continues he may
furnirh her support 1f he chooses, as he
may aoy other womau or any man or
child.

*i[u society an iodividual sssumes
muny relstions; usually they are jaw-
ful ones, but some people aseunie un-
lawful ones. The polyzumous relation
belongs to the latter, and n lawful mar.
riage belongs to the former.”

Later in the day a NEWR representa.
tive rought cut Governmot Arthur L.
Thomas and obtained from hin the
following expression of opinion. It
will be observed that the hend of the
executive department ap well as the
head of the Judiolal department of the
Territory emphasize and agree with
the views already expressed by thie
paper. The Governor saye:

“The question ig ‘Dees the pardon
restore the right of a person disfranoh-
ised under pec, 8 of the Edmunde law
approved Maroh 22, 1882, to vote un&
bold office?’

“To vete, one must register and take
the oath Preacrlbed in sec. 24 of the
Edmundes-Tucker act.

“To hold office one must be n vuler
qualitied to register and vote, and
aince the passage of the Edmunds-
Tucker act, the official oaths have been
inade to conform to sec. 24 of the aoct.

**Following what seemed to me the
effect of the decision of the Bupreme
Court of the United Btatea in re Qar-
iapd, I bad suppored the pardon
removed all political disabjlities, im-
posed directly or indirectly us 8 ¢ nse-
quence of the offenses fpurdoned; but
others now glaim, basing their opinion,
maiuly, oh the decision of the %nhud
BStatea Bupreme court 1 re Murphy et
al., and especially tbe lauguage on
pages 42 and 43, thau the pardon does
uot afect or remove political disabill-
ties ur restore the right to vote or hoid
«fflce, The court held that pection 8
did not atinch & penalty to bigamy or
any orime and bence wuas not an ex
post factor law. It wae held by the
court thoere Wwas ¢a pasalve status
1n which oue who bad previousiy
commitied a erime remained, though
he wasonly living with one woman,
was violuting no law, and the offenre
Iteelf waa barred, and thut thie status
remained until he in some way, not
puvinted out by the deoision, should get
rid of this wstatuos, which characterized
him as n polygamist within the mean-
ing of section 8 of the law. This pags-
Ive und in itself innOceDt atatue has
occasioned much difficulty and has
stood in the way of men bopestiy
desiring to obey ali lawe, and it is
Dow cluimed that, aa It §s Dot pun-
ishable, and the distranchisement
nol & penaity for a orime, 1t is only a
law prescribing the qualifioations of
voters and o-t allected by the pardon.

“The argument agal: st the eflect of
the amnesty does net coovinee me.
Glving fuli eflect to the lsuguage of



