Mormong, he findsthat he is a member
of no church.

«Ten years ago, before his reforma-
tion, Mr. Small joined Trinity Meth-
odist Church during a revival. He
became a backstider and led a wild
life until converted by the preaching
of 8am Jones. No action was ever
taken against Mr. Small by Trinity
Church when he strayed away. When
he came back into the fold he still
kept his membership at Trinity. But
when he entered the Episcopal
Church with a view of preaching for
that denomination the stewards and
members of Trinity took it for
granted that he bhad veluntarily with-
drawn and he wag nn longer consid-
ered a member.

scyhen he announced his candidacy
for the Legislature the Episcopal
Church thought he could not consis-
tently preach and legislate at the
same time. Before election. however,
and matters so far as 8mall wag con-
congcerned, were in slgfu quo, he went
to Utab and was offered the presi-
dency of anew university of learning
at Ogden belonging to the Methodists.
The offer was too fempting to refuse,
and Small accepted it, altbough an
Episcopalian. This action severed his
connpection from that chirch.

¢ A letter from Small to the stewards
of Trinity Methodist Church revealed
the fact that he was considered by the
members as an Episcopalian. He can
get no letter from BisHop Beckwith of
th e Episcopal dioceseon account of his
treatment of the Hpiscopalians, who
had made every preparation to ordain
him In that church when they beard
of his return to Methodism, and his
change for a college presldency es-
t,rang;ed bis friends in that denomina-
tion.”’ .

THE SUFFRAGE “A FARCE.”

THE St. Louis Republic has the
au bjoined garcastic paragraph anent
the rights of *“Mormons’’ under the
present course pursued towards
thewm.

i“The defeat of the Mormons in the
Salt Lake clections is a matter of
course. They have nochance of hold-
ing their own under the Federal laws
that have been enacted tu suppress
them. AsSfaras they are concerned,
the suffrage is a farce. They have no
rights that will be respected, as
against the westward movement of
immigration, and if they are not will-
ing to accept suppression, they will
have to find some freer county than
the United States.”’

The fault is not sc mueh in the
Iaws as in the administration of the
laws. 1f they were fairly executed
and all citizens subr'n';s.sive to the
laws and legally qualified were per-
permitted to cast thelr ballots freely,
there would be no defeat of the
s¢Mormons? at the polls. And the
fact that political robbery is per-
mitted and winked at, if not con-
doned, for the purpose of downing
the ‘‘Mormons®’ at the polls, does
not reflect great honor npon those
who are chnrged with the adminis-
tratlon of the Federal laws, be they
jusst or unjust. This country is
gooud enough for the ‘“*Mormons,”
but some changes in its government
will be found essential to the liber-
ties of all good citizens before long,
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PUT IT TO A FINAL TEST.

Ag published in our issue of last
Baturday, the Board of Canvass-
ers onl reaching the Juab returns re-
eived the annexed protest from the
“Rev.” W N. P. Dailey, one of the
“Liberal” judges of election:

Nrpru1, Juab County, Utah,
AN August b, 1800.
Utah Commission:

Dear Sira—We beg leave, as judges
of election, to call your attention to
the nominee for county surveyor in
Juab Crunty, on the People’s ticket,
Charles Pricc, who has been in poly-
gamy since ’02, tho’ is not known now
to be 1n such state, has never received
amnesty from the President. nor had
barrier, to our knowledge, effectually
removed. Verv truly.

W. N. P. DAILEY.
Presiding Judge.

The Board of Canvassers ruled
that they had no jurisdiction in the
matter. They have no power to pass
upon the qualifications for office. 1f
the “Rev.” ¢“Judge” Dailey were
not blinded by ¢Liberal”” zeal and
personal vanity he would, perhaps,
be able to see this point, and also
the fact that he has been quite as
assumptive and foolish as he wanted
the Board of Canvassers to be.

Thig notion that the status of =a
polygamist car only be removed by
amnesty from the President, is the
most trangparent nompsense. If a
man i8 not now the husband of
more than one living wife, it re-
quires no presidential or other ediet
to anmounge or affirm the fagt, and
if he maintaing polygamousrelations
with more than oue woman he is a
polygamist though the President
should give him the fullest amnesty
that could be issned. The pardon or
amnesty which the President is au-
thorized to give underthe Edmuunds
act, has nothing whatever to do with
the atatus of n polygamist.

How can & mian be a polygamist
when tte has but one wife or no
wife at all? The notion that a moun-
ogamist is a polygamist and thut a
widower without a wife is a polyg-
amist eomports with other ‘“Liber-
al?? vagaries anil bears on its8 body
its own refutalion. The very state-
ment is a contradiction and an ab-
surdity.

This is obvious on its faceand has
been judicially decided in the Third
District Court of this Territory. The
stupid ides, gravely echoed by
Dailey, is a ‘“lsiberal’’ invention
put forth as an excuse for cheating «
number of People’s Party voteraouf
of their right of franchizse. It sne-
ceeded for the time aud for the pur-
pose designed. and was one of the
elements of fraud of which the
People’s Party have complained,
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And nmow there is a gool oppor-
tunity to have this thing tested. If
the “Rev.” W. N. P. Dailey is in
earnest, and is not merely trying to
get the Board of Canvassers to join
in the “Liberal*’ scheniea tn defeat
the will of the majority of the voters;
let legal action be taken against the
;entleman elected as Surveyor, and
let the matter be settled ‘‘as con-
Btrued by the courts.”?

The SBupreme Court of the United
States in the Murphy case, and the
Third District Court of Utak in the
Bennett case, have already passed
on this point. But these decisions
are not sufficient for the Utah
“Liberals,”” and they prefer the
opinion of a petty Registrar who
defied all law. precedent and com-
mon sense, because it dovetailed
into their plot to steal the election.

How many times have these
same “Liberals” howled at those
¢“Mormons®? who lield that the Ed-
munds law was being perverted,
‘“You must obey the laws as con-
strued by the courts!”” Convicted
men were told that their only
escape from punishment was to
promise they would ““obey the law
as construed by the courts.”” And
when the meaning of the law was
shown to have been perverted the
ery was, the law must be main-
tained “‘ns construed*by the courts.»

Now why do not these so-calied
“Liberals’? follow their own rule?
The courts have ruled that when a
man has bern a polygamist and has
severed his polygamous relatiaus by
some effectual means, he is not any

longer a polygamist and is mnot
barred by the statute from
voting and holding office,
on the ground of polygainy. Yet

these sticklers for the Jaw *‘as-con-
strued by the eourts?? defy the con-
gtruction of the courts and the rules
of common sense, in order to effect
their own nefarious euds, .

It is time that something was done
to make the rulings of the courfs on
this point effectual. Amnd iIf the
enemy will not test it so as to make
it an established and finat coneclu-
sipn, to govern those extraordinary
and majestie officials, the deputy
registrara — petty appointees to a
petty office for a petty period—ns
well as common folk, then let the
People’s Party take action, either
by prosecuting the bumptious defiers
of the law, or by a civil suit, or both,
that law abiding citizens may have
their franchise and that the right of
suffrage may be guarded against the
political thieves who have robbed so
many legal voters.



