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must actually have a plurality of
wives 1o be a polygamisi. The fact
of cohabitation is not a feature in
determining ths wmeaning of the
term. A man ceases to be a
polygamist when he fully and fi-
nally terminates the relationship; ihe
way to accomplish this is not poimed
out, 50 the question i3, what is neces-
sary to cause a cessation of the polyg-
amous relation? Can the relation ex-
iaf whore the parties bhave not only
ceased to cohabit, but have separated
in good faith? That is, does it exist
because of the former relationship?
To maintain a relalionship requires
some actof the mind to continue the
condition—that is, consenting (o re-
cognize more than one woman asawife.
Doos a nian recognize a woman as his
wife, when gle i8 not, and they have
separated in good faith? The Supreme
Court holds to the idea thal there must
be a recognition-—that is, that a
man must repoguize plural wives
#9  wives, If the paries public-
ly say they separate, and their
conduct shows they are acting in
good faith, that it is an effective sepa-
ration, The question as to good faith
will be for the jury to dstarmine. The
section regarding amnesty or pardon
does not seemn to haveany connection
with this question. These parties
might obiain amnesty, and yet con-
tinue the polygamous relation. The
evidence ol that point will be admit-
ted. ‘I'he guestipn is whether these
Parties have separated and in good
aith dissolved the relationship.'

Now, under this ruling and these
defipitions, how can & mau who now |
has but one wife, or no wife at all,

Le lawfully treated as a polygamist? Old

What more eflectual manner thau |
by death or divorce can a man be;
relcased from former plural familyl
refations? Yet men who are now
wldowers or have but one wife liv-
ing have Leen stricken from the
registration lists under the pretense
that they once had 1nore wives than
one and are therefore pdiygamists,
and excluded by the Edmuuds law.

A Church divoice showed that
Mr. Bennett and his plural wife had
separated iv good faith. The point
was made that as the plural mar-
riage wns not recoguized in law it
veeded no legal divorce to dissolve
it, the defendant was acqui‘-
ted, and the law as interpreted
by the courts’’ was established in
this Territory that once a polvga-
mist is NOT always a polygamist,
and that no citizen is disfranchised
by the law for polygamy who, at
the time of his offering to register, is
net then a man havivg more than
one wife living and undiverced or
who cohabits with more than one
womal.

Now, then, registration or any
other election officers who preventa
lawful voter from being registered or
casting his Lallot at the polls may be
prosecuted and sved for dsinages.
We hope snme present monogamist
but former polygamist will teat
this in the courts in his
ov nbehalfand in behalfofhundred

of s friends who have been robbed
of the sacred right of franchise by
officers who should work impartial-
ly for the public yood VLut have
worked instead for partizan pur-
posed with the hope of party re-
ward iv the shape of oflicial laurels
and fishes. I’ut them through!
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NEITHER DIGNITY NOR DISCRETION

WE REGRET Lo obser ve that what-
ever of personal or professioval dig-
ity or sound discretion may bave
Leen formerly possessed by the Rev.
Dr. 11iff, they are now rapidly Le-

coming invisible quantities. Those
who peruse the following letter

whicli has appeared in a local co-
temporary, must surely share this
view of the gentleman’s status:

Bavr Laxe Crry, July 31, 1800.
My Dear Judge Powers:

‘*I need not 50 inuch as intimale to
you my great intereat in the result of
our couniy election, August 4, 1890,
For eighteen years I have bean work-

- THE DESERET WEEKLY,

“My DEAR Judge Powers”
with the emphssis on the dear.
Thus the doctor addresses the politi-
cal trickster wlose record in Michi-
220 was g0 ubsavory that the Sen-
ate refused to confirm his nolnina-
tion for assveciate justice for Utah,
and the President of the Uniteu
Statles was net slow to withdraw
his name when iuvformed of the
facis. His record here lias been
a  logical comtivuation of that
whicli he rnade in the State from
whieh he hailed. For the trickery
avd fraud he inaugurated, and
whieh he operated by his ©1Tiberaj*’
tools, aud by means of which he
ruthlessly wrested the government
of this city from the majority, he re=
celved a reward of $10,000. :

Poor D, TIiff was present at the
jollifiention when the payment of
the amount was vade. Hisdevotion
to political jobbery, combined per-
haps with other influences unueces:
sary to mention, so operated updn
his memoty, or {intellectual and
spiritual perceptione, that he was n-

le to tell the difference between-

a
lSaturday night and Bunday morn-

ing. Asaconsequence he contin-

ued bis speechifying, &c., an hour -

Ing along linss that might aid in the | &nd a half inte the=acred day.

solutfon of this inter-mountain prob-
lem. The church I represent has
cheerfully given hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars to plant churghes and.
schools, support preachers and teach

ers that Christian Americanism might
triminph from British Possessions to
Mexico. Methodismn, the world
round, shouts all Lail! at the daydawn
of Utah, after the long midnight of
nearly a half century. Our rejolcing
is 1ot 1n the desire or hope thal
Methodism cught, or is, to control all
natiers political, lemporal, spiritual.
Trua to her history, she desires here
and elsewhere that Christian American
Liberty—disenthralled from all as-
sumed ecclesiasiical prerogatives and
dictations—may be enthronad in the
mind and on the conscience of all who
now dwell or the millious who may
hereafter abide in the possible para-
dise of God and man.

“With a prayer and hope, and bLelief
that every treze American will have
wisdoln to see and courage to do his
supreine duty next Monday, I remain

Yours anxigusly, but truly,
THoMAS CORWIN TLirF.”

Of course Dr. Hifl' expected this
epistie to Powers to get into the
“Libera]’’ papers, otherwise it is
doubtful if it would ever have been
penngd. He at one time pursued
what had the appearance of a con-
sistent course, and for that he is de-
serving of credit. Xe declined
activg in the capacity of an enemy
of the Saints. Asa result of his con-
sistent conservatism he was scored
Ly the chief “Liberal’’ orgun. The
vilest abuse was heaped upov him
by that journal. The NEws de-
fended him from these uunwarrant-
able assaults. Fora while he refused
to surrender to the anti-*‘Mormon??
lash, but ultimately the poor man
presented a humiliating spectacle,
crouching before his calumnbiators
until he now licks the foot that
kicked him. '

There is a Minjsters? Arsociation
in thiscity of which Dr. Iliff is a
member. These geutlemen very
properly protesied againt the era of
Sabbath whisky selling, gambling
and public amusements with a
charge for admission, inaugurated
sgon after the advent of ““Liberal??
rule. Tne represcntative of the
clergymen appeared before the City
Council ov the question, avd the

Association was treated in a manner

approacling contempt.

“My dear Judge Powers,”” with
the emphasis on the dear, at a pub-
lic meefing, made a sncech in rela-
tion to the attitude of the Associa-
tion, to which poor Dr. Iliff belongs,
with regard to Sunday morality.
His remarks were to the effect that
it was well encugh for the city “‘to
be good, Lbut not too good.”?
Before the February municipal
election he had, so he declared, con-
sulted with the clergymen, but he
had also consulted with the “gam-
blers and saloon keepers.’? His
specch was in, the line of apologiz-
ing for whisky-selling, gambling
aud sabbath ULreakivg, and a plea
for leniency in treating “their law-
less shortcomings, It was aiso a
snub to the clergy, and now comes
a member of the Ministers® Associa-

tion who,in affectionate and endear- .

ing terms, endorses the inan, his
methods and the era of loose morals
which has characterized the ecarcer
of the **Liberal’’ party durivg their,
brief sway in this eity.

It appenrs that the evils agaivst
which the Min’sters? Association
protested, and of which Dr. LiifT is
a‘member, is what the latter longa
for. Beeing that. he
with others, was compelled to pro-
{est against the lnauguration of an
iimmmoral regime in this eity, that
must be what tho gentlemnn ealls
“Christiun Americanism,” for *by
their fruits shall ye know them.?

Hence the utter and humiliating -

inconeistency a8 well as imprudence

of the Epistle to Fowers.

in commaon -



