RELIGIOUS FREEDOM AND THE
TELLER BILL. 1

THE bill introduced by Senntor Tel-
ler for an enabling ot fur Utah con-
‘tains this provision:

“That the perfoct tolaration of religious
sentiment shall be sccured and thai vo
jnhabitaot of said State shall ever be mo-
lented in person Or property on account
of hiaor hor religious belief or his or her
modo of roligious wolahip.”

It isstrange Lhat any citizen of the
Unitexi Btates, whetber Republican,
Democrat or *‘Liberal?? would offer
any objection to such a clause. Itesim-
ply mecures that religious toleration
which the First Amendment to the
Conestitution of the United States re-
quires, and whioh all the State consti-
tutloos provide for.

But the ** Liberal’? organ of this city
haa nttacked it vehemently, on several
oceasions. When advised that it was
a counterpart of the act providing for
the admission of Celorado, it responded:

-If that is.true, and the Constitution of |

Oolorado was framed under the resirie-
tions and commands of the enabling act,
then we do nof see why any polygamist
could not go to Colerado and live his re-
ligion; nnd 1f arraigned beiore a Colorado
court plead 1he Constitution in bar.”

The folly of all this nesds ne polnt-
ing out, 1t Jances before the eyes of the
render and shakes 1ts bells in hls face.
Colorado has no polygamy question
under jts Constitution framed in ac-
cordance with that provision, although
it has quite a large ‘“Mormon’’ popula:
tion. And it must tnke n tremendous
effoft to distort and stralo this common
restriction inte anything like the pur.
port invented by the Tribune, But
speaking of **Liberal’” dissent from the
measure, it says in another article:

W think this tecling was greatly in-
tensified by the ore elause in the Teller
bill which inhibited in advance the fram-
ing of any constitutlon under which poly-
gamy could be successfully prosecuted.

That to hundreds of “people was a notiee |

that after a1l the Sainta had been acting
in bad faith; that it was their purpose to
resnme polygamy sosoon as the Territory
could be hedged around with Srate iines,
and they could obtaln control, and in-
stantly the thought came to hundreds
that the whole busincss had b
" pared by a willing attorney and presented
to Congress by & willing Senator. The
audacity of inserting such a clause was
something that shocked many o man who
had begun to belicve it was time to give
tho Saiots a chance.”
What nonsense that !  Aud what
o desperate attempt to coupect ‘‘the
Balnts’? with the preparation of the
bil)! They kicw potbing of either
t¢cheme until the telegraph brought
tidinga of its introduotiou. We do not
believe the writer of those foolish sen-
tences believes for A moment, either
that protection of polygamy ia intend-
ed in the provision, or that the Latter-
day Suints had anytbhing to do with its
preparation, for we do npot. set him
down ar as idiet.

| prevent a clause in
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The meaning of the term *religious
worship?” has been so often and so
clearly defined by the courts, that there
is Do room left
not fuclude nny practice that Is oon-
trary to law or to public decorum.

The 7¥ibune has ocontended for
that itself mapy a time and
oft. This - provision would npot

the Utah Con
stitution forbiddiog polygamoue prac-
tices, nor the enactment of laws relat-
ing to them, any more than the First
Amendment to the national Constitu-
tion prevented Uongress from pasaing
the auti-polygamy laws, which have
been sustained by the Supreme Court
of the United States,

This provision I8 in common teall
the Conpstitutions of the Btates, nt least
in spirit, and 1s identieally contained
in the ““Inabling Act,’”” for the Btates

of North Dakgtn, South Dakota, Mon-
tana nnd Washington.—8ee vol. 25,
U.8. Btatutes at large, 877. The same
pruvielen is nlso in the f‘Euabling
Aoct®” of the Btate of Nebraska.—13 U,
3. Btatutes at Large, 48. Also in the
“Enabling Act” of Nevada.—13 U, 8.
Statutes nt Large, 31. Also, as previ-
ously stated, in the ‘“Enabling Aet” of
Colorado, upen which the Utab biil
was modeled.

Will it be contended that** Mormons?*
could go into any of these States and
practice polygamy without danger, of
prosecution, or that they could plead in
bar 4he coustilutionnl provision as to
freedom of religlous belief and wor-
ship?

Again we Buggest that the opponents
of this, and the other measure designed
to liberate Utah from the thraldom of
the Territorial mystem, fight it fairly,
if atall. Buch subterfuges and mis-

representatlons as we have quoted
fromn the*Liberal” organ are nnworthy
of civilized and rationnl warfare. live
lus reasonuble grounds of objection if
you have them; if not, don’t desosnd
to drivel.

—— .

e hter |GOVERNOR THOMAS AGAIN DENIES.

GOVERNOR THOMAS was met today
by a representative of the NEws, by
whbom his attention was called to the
following, which appeared In the
Herald of this moroing:

‘“‘“Governor Thomas denles that he nt-
tended the Republican meeting hold last
weelk, and which resgited in the birth of
the Teller statehood bill, and of conrse
that settles it.

A Herald roporter found the governor
at his office iast evening, and be siated
iamphaticauy that be was not at ihe ment-
ng.
“Did you not know in advance that the
roeeiiug waa to be hui®®, and what the ob-
Ject was?"?

“I did oot know anything about it.”

“Did 'y;ou oxpress yourself as bging in
sympathy with the bil]?”*

for doubt that it does|

“No. My position is the same now as
before. I havo boon and still am ep-
posed to statehood.”?

Have you anything to say,Governor,
regarding what you aro represented as
having said onthe statehood ques-
tion?

Only this, thatat the interview of
last evening, during which, by tho
way, Governor Baunders was present,
not & word was said en the subject of
statchood. I do pot koow why I
should be misreprerented Insuch a
persistent nnd Inexocusable way,

Do you still hold the same raesition
in reference to statehood that you ex-
pressed the other day to n NEws re-
porter?

I assuredly do. While I belicve that
statehood ought to be dJdelayed unpti
there is practical upanimity of afl
classes in favor of it, as between the
Caine-Faulkner and Teller bills I fa-
vor the latter and endorse the nction

of those who prepared and intro-
duced it.
DEATH OF FANNY Y, THATCHER,

Bi8T7ER FANNY Y. THATCHER de-
parted this life, at her resideuce, 247
E. Bouth Temple street, nt8:30 a. m,
today{January 2lat}. Deceased waa n
daughterof the lnte President Brigham
Young and Luey Decker Young and
wife ofrother George W. Thatcher.
8he was boro in this ¢ity January 25th,
1849, and would consequently hnve
been 43 years of age had she lived un-
til the 26th fust. Bhe had been ill for
some time, and her friends were there-
fore, lo some extent, prepared for the
news of her departure.

Biater Thatcher was o woman of sur-
bassing gentlenees. Bhe had n heart -
overfiowidg with aympathy for her
fellow creatures, Hundreds of ju-
stances of the exerolse of her benevo-
lence might be cited. These manifes-
tations of her character were of the
nature of acts-of that oluss defloed by
the Redeemer ap genuinely oharitable,
They were entirely free from ostenta-
tion. One speclal trait of her dispo:
sition could wnot escupe even a casual
acqualntance—an entire absence of

pride or affectation. The humblest
person was treated by her as a brother
or slster. This is no fanciful pioture, but
is truthfully drawno after an aequain-
tance with ber of a quafter of a cen.
tury,

The whole life of the departed was
tempered with a devotionsl tendency,
her religlon being all in ail to her,
hence sbe was a loving and devoted
wife, an affectionate and Indulgent
parent, a stendfast, wuchangeable
friend, “Her religidus {alth wae exbih-
ited 80 long as oonsclousness remained.
This was shown )esferda_v, when, in



