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ONox thertherodad dinst an lady was
baptizedzed in a river near west pal-
myra pa the leeice was broken for
tiietile cereceroceremonymony and sheehe had to be
carried to the water in a chair bheshe
was immersed ahrea times accordaccord
ingv to thetho custom of some of the
biatsbaptistt

I1
denominationsde11 shobho vawah

taken out apparentlyapparently dead and
though he revived at latest
accounts sheshi waawas not expectedud to
reaverilgill I1 I1 thitui oyentevent occurringV so
ibonsoon afafartp tabo remarkable rruling of
the supreme court ofpf the united
ststatestegtes ththitthitthicif the governmentawhilewhile
debarred with TO

belief mayma interferenie with rree
I1

actions has sprung the
questionon the propriety bf ausupbup
bredawreda ceremonies agas that

above
A gentleman signing himself

marria S wise writes to the noneww
york S citingalting the addisdecisionilon in
the reynoldsAs case and asking bomesome
yerververyy pertinentpert inept questions hehessyesays

without venturing to say ought
against the doctrines of a6 most re-
spectablespec table denomination which
numbers among its adherents
many intelligent people but which
ppermits the happening of the re-
volting spectacle above described
it is a question whether the law
should not interfere to prevent the
reburrecurrencerence of such a religious im-
molationmolation I1 I1

v Thethesegeareheareare called daysdaya of civilize
tionand of humanity but there is
no civilization tandland no huhumanitymanitymaulty
and no behest bfof any rational jelljelij elieil
gionglon which calls for such a bitter
sadillIcesacrifice tills case is not an iso-
lated one nay it isfi a very common
one and it mayinay be profitable to in-
quirequire briefly whether the law has
thma er to prevent such religioussabbab we think itift hahasls and
libon distindistinguished authority
1 he then quotes freely from the
supreme court argument in the
reynolds casdacasecabe and sayspays in conclu-
sion j

cSshould this woman die Kt is ap-
parent hatajthata clear case ofbf man
elaughter Is presented underthe

bove decision ifor I111 waswaa pos-
itive arddarid knowknowinglybagly done it iq as
monitonicompletepiete ha case af immolation and
saesacsacrifice as the or the past-
ing

cast-
ingindofof infantsto jhb sacred allega
sinthetottor ehrigganges1esiebii it is emphatic-
ally an act which conflicts with fourflur
tawslawa and civilization as much as
the juggernaut would its to be
deplored and it is also to be hoped
that the good sensebense and intelligence
of so refined and cultured a body of
men as the majority of0 the
bents of the baptist clergy are willwui
make it their business to prevent a
recurrence of this west
horror the bf
fiat fuejustulatUia

i when once thiethe barriers raised up
by the founders of Ameamerleanamericanricart insti-
tutionstutut ionstiong to prevent the state from

interference with the churchyardchurch are
down for broken through

wh caucan the arm of secu-
laraar power shall be stayed in
its assaults upon reiltell M lousious lib-
ertyertort aghs administered totd
the sick lady iniu pennsylvania

1919 regarded by many personsons Vwho
consider themselves advanced id
civilization and intelligence asunagunas une

L necessary ridiculous aaudandnd injurious
to16 the subject if laws mamaymavy bob

kaiariiamadomade bridertinder thid treerreefree
governmentnt to regulate

actionactions and thiathis brondbroad prinVrinprinciplerin cipleelpie
is laid doendown by thothe learned mustXuatjusticesices
of thetho supremeSopreme courtourt baptism hyby
immersionImmerbloneion may ba suppressed by
lawandlaw andaud upon all
whowho submit to brtor administer jtit
and this rule will holdhoid good as re
gards other neesfees and ceremycarem b
nieswes which bomesome seotaseeta consider es-
sentialsentrientiallal but which the future doordoai
wasiwastpani church may decide are not

or afnip inimical totd the
welfare of docie ty thus legislation
laybemay bo obtained against anyaby and

practices that do00 not
comecoweconianib zindertinderunder tha tilie 0 orthodox
ororifit infidelity increases so thatisthat it
controls the mindsminde of our nationsnational

lawmakers every r practice
may be forbidden aidardard no member
of ay body be permitted
to do anything religious except hold
opinions

the N Y commenting
onoh mr aises

crafaftenaftertenter all that mayway
ever in favofavorfavoronof legal of
practices which though supposed-
ly commanded byjy religionriiris come
under the worldly un-
lawful aebneb it is very unlikely that
the law will everover be employed
against isolated individuals whose
only victims are thethemselveselves there
is a wise difference too between the
impulses which lead toito
actsact under the guise of religious
dutyduly the lady whose doctrinal
zeal was BOso fervent as to lead her to
baptism when the ceremony was
almost the freezing to
death had nothing earthly to gain
byllerby herber course inla which respect bheshe
differed widely from the bulk otof BOso
called religious people who bahavehavo
been threatened bytheby the va
mormonscormons for instance

what does thathu herald alaabameanbith by
all this Is it that the law will be
employed against communities andanti
not against isolated individuals or0r
is it that where a practice coricorlconcernsbernsderns
only those who engage in it the law
will not be invoked if the former
why should the law be employed
against the many and not against
the fowfew and does isolation affect
the nature of an offence if the
latter then the cormonsmormonsMormons should
be exeexempt because that part of
thetheir religion which congress has
construed into a crime affects on-
ly those who practice it again
ifit impulsesimpulse oroz motives arearo to be con-
sidered in the question who is to
judge of the impulses or motives
that lead the mormonsMormons 9 and
what caneancarearthlyathly I1 thinthingsge have they to
gain more than had whose

doctrinal zeal led her into dan
ger

when the straight path bf right
isii departed from what a muddlemuddie
the estraya get into the deraldherald
la trying to justify wrong flounders
about almost as badly as the sup

i reme court in renderingtendering attorney
devensdoyens decision
law is to be drawn at religious prac-
tices which bring no earthly bene-
fit to the devotedevoteesesleal are we to under-
stand that ceremonies which do
bring earthly gain to the recipi-
ents ofor administrators idayluaymay be leglegis-
lated

is
J against Is there not a great
deaideal of earthly gain aridand many
Impimpulsesalsesalsea totd obtain it connected
with ceremonies andund forms and
novemeamovementsnovemen ts inid aalthe11 the barlou sheets
of christendom anaand if the line
Is to come to uhethe point where the
relireligious neenet impinge uponlupon others
ththanan the performers thereof what
ireare the liebrehebrewswo to dodb I1wlmWIMwith cir-
cumcision objection tb our hvgil-
men t that plural marriage affleethaffects
only the parties I1ia
isomesometimestimes raised by Jo ferring to
the children who it is clainiedare
jreirerendered by itaiti illegitimate thibthis
isis ait most tremendous begging of
the it Is3 only those who
oppose the system Wjhbbb seekgeek to
stamp our children as illegitimate
but in the case of circumcision an
acthet is performed under the guise of
iereligionligion as the herald would put
it without the consent of oneotie bf
the parties the one chiefly inter-
ested t kindand if the infantslold protesta-
tions are anyanulfguldeguide much against
its wishes here is a religious act
which will affect the physical con-
dition of the and have an
mebeffect upon his mind audand hlahia reli-
giousgiouslous duringdaring the re-
mainder ofbf his adaya undeunderr the
ruling of the Eueufeme cebirt anuana
the reis of tifethe berald this
practice may be forbidden by the
law with far more show of logia
than mormon polygamy

boso also with infant baptism
it Is anari act under the guise af
religious duty performedmed without
the consent of the party celily
concerned it looks just as incon-
sistent and nonsensical tabt totb say
ludicrous to us as somebome of our re-
ligious observancesnees may applappearhphearear to
btfiers and iftt hnshas xaq arearc tian iliilliiiin
holy writVrit it is16 dontdohtcontrary to tbthe

of the book which itsit
fibersfisers holdbold up itas their only

guide one of theltheirr arguments
against ourxun marriage system is
ihaibatItas not a partpait of 0original

mormonismibm to which we re-
plyI1y igeineithertha vastaswabwasy I1 sprink-
lingp

rig Rapartparrpark 0loto original chris-
tianityti and the interpre-
tation afpf thothe constitution
illich fallowsallows legal interference
with one will logilogicallycallcail allow legal
interference with tap othenother and ul

t prac-
tice ordinance and ceremony the

driving homebome of the wedge for the
destruction of religious freedom is
only a question of time and oppor-
tunity the thinthili end thereof is the
very thin and weakly argument in
the reynolds caserase begotten by the
attorney general and fathered by
the solemn solons of the supreme
court of the united states met
Ismellisraelitestesteb baptists and allill other re
11ligiiglousiousoua bodies watch for the next
stroke upon the wedge of intoler-
ance

ENFORCED collection OF
TAXES

I1 I1 I1 I1

ancke decemacem to benbonbe 8 misunder-
standing on thath purport of the rul-
ing in regard to the tax case decid-
ed otion the aith finst in lnethe third
district court thothe assessor and
collector of silt lake county
levied upon certain property of the
wasatch and jordan valleyvailey ralleail
roadroadorforfon delinquentdelinquent taxes part of
wbwhich was due for 18781873 and parts
for 1874 1875 18761875 and 1877

against this the railroad com-
pany applied for an injunction
the ruling of the court denies and
refuses the injunctionunction and revokes
a restraining order previouslyI1y issu-
ed so far as the tax for 1878 laJs con-
cerned this allows the collector
to collect the taxlam by levying on the
property a

but a temporary injunction is
granted against distdiminingstraining on the
property forthejorfor the tax for the former
years andabd some suppose that the
taxes for those years are there

I1 by made uncollectable here
is their error the court does
not decide that tilethe taxes for those
years cannot bobe collected but sim
ply restraintres1 e8 trainstraina the collector tempo-
rarily fromdrom levying on the pro-
perty for those taxes the remedy
of a euitsuit at law to recover them is
stillstillopenopen the decision baysay that
ioahoaa temporary injunctionunction will issue
as prayed in the amended com-
plaint but notnoc toid restrainOestrain the de-
fendant item ordr prose

of action at lawjor
the collection of any taxax that inalnamavmay
be due etc

delinquent taxpayers therefore I1

should nnotot hug to their hearts ththe
delusidnsion that the back taxes 71 are
p taxes are never
butlabatlaoutlawedwedged the ony point in dis-
putete now is the manner inid which
collectiontion of the old tadestaxes may be

tropropropertydeity may be taken
forthafor the taxes of 78 according
to the present ruling of judge
schaeffercbdeffendeffez to which the Colledcollectortor
excepts theback taxes under the
old pvnne tawlaw can only be col-
lectedlectelecte tby asuita suit at law that they
canpan be collected in one way or the

is not denied by the court
totb note thiethe

of opinion obtaining mongmona learned
tri 0off law submitted

bulbut what ia more curious
asit be opposite rulingsat different
times of the bamesame judges on the
samecame questionsyestfonsions foreor Ihstanceinstance
judge ahaAbaaschaefferJSchaeffereffer rules todaytolodaydaythanday that
colcoicollectionlecron of the old taxes can only
ba enforced by suit bractionor action at law
about ah year ago he decided that
they could potnot be collected by suit
but only by levying on the proper-
ty in the case of baitsalt likelake county
et alalf vs frederick aridand margaret
lelchleich judge flerfier so decided
andaand on appeal tb inethe supreme
court otjoy tethe territory the decision
waswag anlimed the same judge ren-
derderiet tbthothe banonbinonBlnon in which the
followingfollo ying I1languagengu 0 ococcurs0 urs

0so60 far as we hive been arld to
learn there

1

Ila no of this
territory authorizing tuftuoth callec tar
of taxes to sue for thetile bhamefeame secsecseekec
tionalions and 0 of the compiled
lawsnavys of ataupohvoh ampleampie and

powers and meansmenns
for ithe of taxes without
suitbult andnd we tthinhhie the10 rule Is
well fettledsettled that when ample
powers audandandaua arp afforded by
statute or the poipolcollectionlection of taxes
without huitsuit and when there is1 no
statute providing forfor huitauit 16

io be
brought for taxes no action caneanca be
maintained

this decision was rendered Vfebeb
20 1878 apanay be seen by the lreirerelrol
cords of the supreme court we
are sometimes taken to task for not
bowing downdowil in admiration and
worship of the great lights of the
law who sitbit upon the bench
but when they veer round like
weathercocks and decide firsfirsttonetonOone
way and then another in each case
against1 theithe local authorities we
cannot retain that respect jonJor their
judgment which is expected of be

nigh ted Mormormonsmons towards a jfredfed
eral official perhaps if a little
more consistency was exhibited we
might have a9 little more generationveneration
for the great moguls of the judici-
ary

mork
1 1I1 I1I1 1 1

THE following t dispatch came
over the vireswires from newnety york this
morningg

gununderder tbthee recent decision of the
supreme court against polygamy
a formidable movement is begun
against the oneida community of
thisthia state bishop huntington
of the episcopal church is the ori-
ginatorgi A conference of leading
clergymen of dimmiediffiedifferentreat denomina-
tions

denom lnaina
was held at syracuse univer-

sity yesterday A committee was
appointed to examine and report a
practicable method of proceeding
against the community which num-
bers persons and owns beveralseveral
million dollars worth of property

it is tolo perceive wherein
1

the ruling of the supreme court
will affect the oneida community
the question at issue was plural

T

i marriage the oneida people do
not believe inla marriage at all they
live and cohcobcohabitabit together under
rules prescribed by the society but
there is no pretencepredencepretence of matrimony
either for iffeufa or a period
even the offspring of these tempo-
rary and changeable sexual rela
eions which are few and far be-
tweentweenasenaaas their system is opposed
to family increase except to a very
limited extent are not conconsideredeldered
the children of their respective

I1 fathers and mothers but belong totto
the community i

Therulthe rulingingotof the suprememei court
does not reach them true the
theory is set up therein that
gress may make laws to regulate or
suppress religious actions which
may be considered by the majoriamajorityy
inimical to the social welfare bulbuk
congress cannot legislate on this
matter for the statestata of new york
the slates these mat-
ters for themselves the law inill
karnkern craetaerodcradd f tr P smasam
and the ruling upon it was rendered
specially against the mormonscormonsMormons
and to suppress a part of their reli-
gious faith and practice and neta
thereasther habhas any Lapapplication whatever
outside of

if the pious newnow
york wish to unite to suppress a
sect small inrt num-
bers iaIs rich in property and toao
show their xealseal fortor public morality
by stamping upon a community
which advocates
of the disgusting practices carried
on against in their own
societies they miliwill have to obtain
special leghlegislationlation at albany con-
gress can afford them no relief and
the ruling of the supreme court
has no practical bearing upon the
case before them

butbat though they manifest some
ignorance on this matter inlu their
determined baidon oneidaonelda there
is far mmoreore consistency in attempt-
ing to rectify the social errors with-
in their own state than in getting
up crusades and sending petitions
to congress for the persecution and
proscription of the mormonscormonsMormons
who arearo quietly endeavoring to
mind their own business thousands
of miles away but before they
open tirefire upon oneida they mouldwould
do well to proceed against thetho free
love licentious doings foeticidefoetfooticide
andandt other abominations common

1 and widespread within the sancti-
fiedfiednied circlecirciecirclrcleotcleofdf their own christian
church organizationsorganization their move-
ment indicates what we
tind fromfroh the firsfira the rul-
ing of the supreme court is thetho
thin end of the wedge of intoler-
ance and thathatt our institutions arearg
not the only establishments of
religion that will bebecomecoine the ob-
jects of sectarian attack the poi-
son of bigotti is beginning to
work and if no antido telateia ap-
plied the end will be the death of
religious liberty inlp the united
states

HE RULING IN THE atooTOOELEL
CASE 51

therb arenth veralseveralseverai points in the
doelsioncislon of thinth lieme court of
this terrtorrterritoryI1tory yiI1ll11 the fooceI1

electelectionlonion
case which was rendered by judge
emerson that are of importance totoitoj

the people of utah
titjit habhasAR 4 beenbeer contended by sume I1

I1 lawyers that the adoption atheathoof thetho J

compiled laws of utah during the
last sessionorthoof the legislature

thothe nature of new legislalegislationtio n
and therefore invalidated any actadt
passed during that
to the day of adoption which wawas
in conflict with any 0off provisi-
ons in the compiled claws Tthisthiahiashissh lar
decision settlesbettles that point thacompilation wagwaa the work of a com-
mittee it contains no new provi
slonblon and the betset of the assembly
wisamanvisa merely an approval of ibeibo
workworks andaud new legislation

it hasbas avdo been arguedargueaargue that cer-
tain statutes of utah were not
passedd in due form and wwereere there
fore void the alleged informality
being the failure to passpuza by a yotevote
of both houses a bill wiachwhawua hadi
bebeenan amended Wby one house
and the amendments non con
burred in by the other
by a conference committee the
actionnetlon10 of the committee beingbellig con-
curred in by the abaAsAassemblyembly thecourt decdeeI1as that this method is
usual with legislative bodies and
that the passage of acts in thisthes way
Is regular and lawful

the decision settles the point
that the new election law not only
designates plainly the duty of thothe
clerk and selectmen of the county
courts in canvassing thetwe returns
of elections but aisoalsoa I1 3 of enjoins it
upon them henceforth this duty
must be attended to as required by
law

tap next the decisionon laIs
one about which er hashal been
some of opopinion1i

paopaun many
imagining that it vIrtuvirtuallyalli dadiadla
franchises komehwomen votersvoters an ex-
amination of thetha text will show
that thisthra is not hethe case thetleopinion of the court amouriamountstb to a
deeldeclarationaction that the eaclause in the
lawielaweelaw quiringrequiring a male citizen to
takefike oath that he is ait taxpayer iais
voidvold because a female citizen is not
required to take a similar oath thotheprinciple of law cited in support of
this position Is that all regularegulationsolonationa
of the elective franchise must babe
uniform asaa well as reasonable arid
impartial the effect of thisthia
reasoning

i

Is that male citizens as
well aaas female citizens may Vvoteote

1 I4 b tax papers still theruling is kotnot very well jappsupportedarted
As is admitted by the court thethaterritories havehive power to prescribe
the qualifications of voters subject
only io0o the restrictions that voters
must be citizens over twenty one
yearsyearb of ageanaage and that no citizen
shall be denied the suffrage on ac-
count of race color or previous
condition of servitude the elec-
tion law does not step over these
restrictions undand the logical inference
is that it laIs thereforeforefone valid butbe that as it may the ruling only
affects the provision requiring male
citizens to be taktaxtaxpayerspayers andthough thithiss provision be void thevalidity of the rest of thothe law isJs de-
clared knaffunaffectedacted thereby it is
therefore settled that part of a
statute maybemay be valid and anotherpart 1invalidIvalid

the qualifications of voters are
not really fixed or in the
new electionejection lawjawawl but are prescrib-
ed in other statutes which are not
in conflict with the constitution
the organic act or any law ofattheahe
united states and the question
bberehereeroere is pertinent ifjf ceficongressgress has
thap right to ftpprovideyides thatanpu alien apman shall be
a cl simply bysiy becoming
the wife of a citizen which itA hnshasnas
donegone why may apt uhethe jaelaelegisla-
tive

gislaassemblyassembleUsembly make a discrimina-
tion in regard to the fair
amounts to no nore in principle
amaieamaleA maieniale alien under the laws of

must go through iia cer-
taintain fixed form to become a citizen
but a female alien may become a
citizen without this form or even
takingting any oath orof thisii potnot any moremoro uniform than

thee provision juixuiin our election law
in regard to the tahtaxtai qualification0n
formaleforfon malemaie citizens and none for ffe-
male

e
Is a law void which requires

a poll tax efof every maiemale of a certain
age andarid none atit all gaselGaSerof femalesnales it
iais certainly not uniformm in the
sense that term is used by the
court
ththe opinion settles chepothepoint that

thetho county courts silting as a can-
vassing board can onlyoaly exercise
ministerial powers and thatthaitha an tatlatat-
tempt to assume judijudicialelvit powers
such as passingpaasing upon theuhe validity
of the election returns adjudging
tthehe sealing of envelopesenve or ballot
boxes Ininsecuresecue c is an act of us-
urpationurjur abhorred andalid pprohibited
by the lalaww

the of the ruling soso far as
tooele county A16 concerned isii to
rrequire the ring who0 have usurp


