THE DESERET WEEKLY.

The Terre Haute, Ind., Gazette
has the annexed pointed editoriak

‘*The decision of the Supreme Counrt
of the United States affirming the con-
atitutionality of the act of (*ongress
confiscating the property of the Mor-
mon Church is the most daungerous
mensace, or rather the deadliest stah to
religious freedom that has ever been
witnessed in thiscountry. Carned to
its legitimate conclusion it clothes
Congress with a power which an irTe-
sponsible tyrant would bardly dare to
use for fear of dynamite. 0 confis-
cate the church property of a people
who believe the noﬁ of Mormon was
divinely ingpired, carries with it the
right, when Congress pleases, to con-
fiscate the charch property, or otber
properlly for that matter, of people
who believe the Old and New Testa-
ment are indpired, or the property of
those who do not believe they are in-
spired.

*This intarpretation of the Constitu-
tion is itself unconstitutional,

“It in contrary to the fundamental
idea of freedom and the rights of man.
It is a scandalouns ontglving, to our
thinking. The court must be tepr-
ganized or the Constitntion must be
changed,

‘‘Mormonism. In our opinion, is a
snare and a delusion, a nightmare of a
religion, a frand and a cheal in its in-
ception and foolishness in its practice,
bat the right of those who hold that
faith iz as sacred as the right of any
man to hold to his faith, and thisearth
is going to rival hell if we begin quar-
reling with one. another in a deadly
way ahout our respective faiths. Onr
only safety, and the right and the
decent and the just thing to do, is to
let every human being hold whatever
religious belief he pleases. Whether
& person thinks there is a God or isn’t
a God; whether he thinks He onght to
he worshiped in this, that or the other
way or in no way at all; whether he
thinks there ia or isn't a heaven or a
hell;whether he thinks he has or hasn’t
a soul is his own look out and nobody
else’s. For our part we would rather
stand in the sheoes of the man who
honestly thought that what shall
prove to he the wildest gness was the
true belief, provided he lets other
peopls alone in their beliefs, than in
the shoes of the best guesser at the
mysteries of life and death, hut who
was innoculated with this Devil’s doc-
tritie that it was his business, aod for
the Lord’s sake, to steal the property
of that other.

YPolygamy ia Dot Mormonism. It fa
an overt act of Mormons and against
the laws. Puanjish the polygzamisi.
But punish him in his person. To
take even his propeity is io steal, and
stealing never was ¢constitutional,”

This is from that vigorous ¢ham-

pioun of equal rights,the Alexandria,
Va., Gazette:

“The U. 8. Supreme Court last week tem-
porarily vaested its mandate to eaehent the
property of the Mormon Qhureh to the’

mted States government, in order that
Bome meand might be found by which that
property eou!d be returned to these whose
money had bought it, with a provision lhat
tt should not be nsed for propagating the
Mormen religion And yet the first amend-
ment that was made to Lthe Consticutlon of
the United Btates deetares that ‘Congrees
shall make no law reepecting an establish-
ment of rcligion or prohibiting the free ex-
ereige thereof.’ Tn the firat free legislainre
of Virgimia, 1776, religion was made free
ehiefly by reason of a memorial from the
Presbytery of Hanogver, whieh deelared:
"There is no argument in favor of esiab-
lishSng the Christinn relilglon,hnt what may
be pleaded for establishing the ienets
of Mohammed by those wige bLelieve in tha
Eoran,' Now the Mohammedan, ltke the
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decision of the eourt shows how ensy it has
hecome to override a plain pruvision of the
organie law of the iand, apd the general ae-
quiescence 1n tha§ deciclon shows the great
chapge that has taken place in publie
opinion ou the partienlar aunbject referred
to sinee tne establishment of the govern-
ment.””

The New Haven, Conn., Register

zives details of the case and says:

“The language of the Constitution apon
this point 18 brief und simple. Section 3,
Artiele 1V, provices that *Congress shall
bave power to dispgse of and make all
needful rutes and regnlatwona respreting
the territory or other property b-longing to
the United 8tates.”” The Supreme Court
agsunies that the Territories are the prop-
erty of the United States and that Congress
has the right to break up any corporation
whieh 1t kas reason to beiieve is subyversive
to the laws uf the eountry. The difference
of opinion Among the justices was as to
whether Congress could legally go as far as
to eonfiseate properiy in order to sceure
the enforcement of law. This is a ve
niee point and one that many laymen will
disagree npon. The gencral sentiment of
the gountry is nnanimous upon the desir-
ability of crushing ont polygamy. Noone
desputes that it cught never to have been
allowed to gdin a foothold upon our soll.
The espousal by the Mormons of this nL-
lawful praetice. has made that Church cor-
dlally hated. And yet it may be and s
gnestioned whether it 18 right to go so far
as to confiscate the property of the Chareh
corporation. A rather dangeronrs prece-
dent is established whieh might possibly
lead to bad resuhis 1n the future, and to the
anbstantial overthrow of free religton. . We
have always held that it would be betier to
attain the_ desired results in some other
W&y,"

The Hutchinson, Kan.,
reasons in this way:

“While ihere is nothing about the Mor-
mon Churech to commend it to the sym-
pathy of an intelligent publie, it is not cer-
1ain what the effect of & conflscation of its
property may be; or to what extent the
same deelsiop may apply to the property of
other churebes held for other purposea
than worship and burial. There aie some
very Wcﬂ]thﬁr ehburehes in the United States
—echurches helding in fee simple ten times
1s much property as the Mormon Chur¢h
held, and the right to hold it has never been
%uestioued by the judicial anthorities of the

nited States. Y bile the saame principle of
escheat of all excess over ant above $50,000
aod property held for worship and burial

urposes may not be held to apply to them,

t will be a hard matter to expiain satisfae-

Loﬂlg to the Mormon why 1t should not,
and by what constitutional authority Con-
gress And the eourta apply to one demomi:
:ﬁﬁ'?n a principle it does not apply to

News

Beores of articles are headed A
Death Blhw to Mormonism.” The
nonsense of this is perceived by
some nensible writers, among them
the editor of the Toledo, Ohio, Com.-
mercial, who hita this notion the fo)
lowing ““death blow:»

“Polygamy, we #re told, has obtained
anothicr death blow. The latest Is sald to
be more deadly in its _effeets than any pre-
vioug death blow, The first death blow
visited on the Mormon religion fell apon
the Prophet Joeeph 8mith, at Nanvoo, Ills..
and from that time to this polygamy has

ne on growing and thriving om death

lowa. It will ba no surprise to the Com

mereial to soe # boom in the proselyte mar:
kot as a direct result of the new death war-
rant lately pronousced upon that thriee
unhappy mstitution. A proelamation of-
religious hhert{lpossibly would be as severe
4 blow on the Mormon religion as the State
could infliet, and one whieh in time would
doubtless eradieate iis loathsome eriminal
features. o ygamy, as pragcticed by the
Latter-¢day S4inis, 18 a rehigioua rite, and
therefore to A eertiin extent compuleory
with the adherenis of %t Joe Smith’s theery
of saving souls; but with the legal right
to aceept or reject Lhe degrading forms, 1t
would fall into ‘Innocuouns dessnetude’ and
soon die out. Ae the blood of 1he 'martyr
i5 the seed of the Church,” Mormonism has
lived and thrived upon 1ts death blows."”

We notice that among all the en-

Mormon, religiou sanctions polygamy. The

dorsementa of the action of the Su-

preme Court on this guestion that
have appeared in the public prints,
none of them are made on legal or
congtitutional groumds. They are
all prompted by that predjudice
which is born of ignorance and be-
gotten by Ligotry, and justified by
what iB supposed to be public expe-
diengy. The editors of the United
States ought to pause and refeet be-
fore offering & word of encourage-
ment to any judicial body which
suffers itself to be turned out of the
straight awd proper way of strict
law and equity, and ied into the
broad but deadly road of popular
rentiment and unreasoning clamor,

CENSUS QUERIES.

MucE complaint is heard over
tome of the questions which the
cvensus ennmerators nre required to
ask of the peopl: when they make
their visils. It is not everybody
who feels willing to desecribe ail-
ments and digeases from which he
may be suffering, or to tell whether
certain memkbers of the family are
idiotic or insane. Bome people,
however, will take delight in de-
scribing their bodily infirmities,and
will deluge the enumerators with a
flood of dJdescriptive matter as to
their aches and pains and disorders.

Tu ¢rder to modify to some extent
the opposition which this fenture of
the census investigation has
aroused, Cepsus Superintendent
Porter hbhas  issued instructions
to the epumeratora. to simply
note upon the returns the fuct
of a refusal to answer. The
person refusing will then be served
with a cireular fromn Washiugton,
which he can fll out and return.
This will save the pecessity of
exporing malters which people
desire to keep private, from a neigh-
bor or prying person who aiay hap-
pen to be an euum«*utor, and also
~ave the necessity of imposing any
fine.

In respouse to questions from
newspaper corrvspondents, Buperin-
tendent Porter has stated that enu-
metators have been instructed to be
polite, and nout to prese uny guestion
which people decline to answer.
Wihen the person so rofusing Te-
ceives the circular that will be sent,
it will be returned in a sealed en-
velope, and, he explained, *The
papere ' ill be thrown in with thou-
aarwis, perhaps milllons, of others,
anod put through the machine as if
there were no personal kigniflcance
atlached to them.

He said further: “If any one so
appealed to still retuses, 1 have no



