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EDITORIALS, is 0 shadow of coming events that arec|law-hrakers geuerall.\; may exercise the 1 a8 Jsomething very remarkable. Traee |fore Commissioners and grand juries,
b

CONFISCATION OF CHURCH
PROPERTY,

— | ligton.

4 mepace to the culire cause of re-
The Catholics begin te per-
cuive its porteut. They have com-
menced to protest agsinst it., If the
other denommipations have any pre-
seience they will cease their support of

Tree following editorial appears In a4 measure which, while aimed at the

German Socialist puper devoted to'the
interests of the working people, It
has been trapslated into Eughsh, as it
bears on the Utah quustion and should
be read by all who are interested ln Te-
ligious liberty:

"away WITH CHURCH MONOPOLIES.'

“The Scnate of the Unlted States
recently passed a bill which actoally
coutlgcates the (rmperty ol the Mor-
mon Church and empowers tbe terri-
torisl authorities to selze the Chorch
property aud to apply the same to the
ends of public education. Tois is
right! This is a step forward towards
the goal long striven for. Qur federal
ygovernment hos tuken the mitlative in
u veritable advance. Tils is no feint—
maneuyer, for it at the same time

uts {nto the hunds of the officials the
egul means to put themselves into the
‘possession of Church property iu gpite
of all the obstructions of our cele-
brited ‘common law.! It is now the
turn for our State offlcials to fol-
low in the wnz - nlreandy marked
out! Trinity "hurch, with its
fiundred and odd millions of dol-
‘lars, must now be treated in the same
wise. The State should likewise 1m-
‘mediately take posseasion of its prop-
“erty und apply it to bringing up our
future citizens. Is there any plansible
reason for sccumulativg ruillious of

roductive capital into the ‘‘dead
and’ aod leLtini( it increasc every
year in geometrlesl proportion, merely
for {attening eye-rolling hypocrites.
The same thing 18 true of the hundreds
of millions which have been wrung by
the Cutholics, Presbyterisgs and count-
“less other religious sects from super-
stitious people: Thils capital works
much more diligently und surely than
ft does in the hands of private persons,
witbout, too, being in the least affect-
ed by the heavy burdens which rest
upou the prugerhy of private individ-
uals. Church monopolics are just as
dungerous to the State 48 seenlar mo-
‘nopolies. Religious corporations are
]ust. us heartless und soulless as world-
corporations. Down with them all!
“Our Federal Goveroment hus opened
up the way. Progressinthat direction
cannot be held back!*’

The utterances of the organ of the
Gerinan Sociulists in this country,con-
-tain words of warnlng to the blind

‘gectarians who have been plotting for
tbe destruetion of the *'Mormon"
‘Church. They indicate a possibility
“which has been pointed out in these
columns. The auti-“Mormon’’ eleri-
cal quacks may be compelled to swal~
low their ewn medicine: Let tbe pre-
cedent be established that ecclesiast-
cul property may be conflscated and
diverted to otber uses, and it can be
-foilowed in more direct.ions tbun one.
‘A rule intecuded specially for the
*“Mormons' muy be worked.in various
unthought of directions, What is done
to the “Mormon" to-day may re-
bound on the” Methodist to-morrow.
“I'ie Catholics may become an abject of
attack, and then what is to prevent the
warfare from being opened upon Pro-
testants?

This irrelizious spirit, which 1is
breathed in the article we have copied,
1s galning ground in the United States.
It permeuates all classcs. It will
not be long before the sentiment
utteted In the Volkszeitung will be
boldly advocated by many thousands
“who now eatertain them %ut are too
yolitic to express them openly. The
¢onsequences may be easily foresceu.
If Church funds can be taken for edu-
cational purposes in one case, they
can be so perverted ju auy nomber of
cages. And the secularization of cc-
clesizstical property oncejmade Inwful,
might become the rule {n every State of
the Usion.

‘The infamous legislation proposed
by Senator Edmuonds, which is nothing
less than an attempt at lepalized
robberE(, docs not strike the minds of
Prc}ud ced eoﬁle when the unpopular
‘Mormon'* C
vleum, The end, grith many, will
paliiate if not justify the means. To
crush that jnstitutlon jt3 encmies
would countenance ulmost any enormi-
ty, But when the possibility of the up-
plication of similar treatment to the
sygtems to which they belong becomes
apparcut, they may not be gunite so
willing te encourage a pulpable wrong,
even towurds u hated religion whic
they would like to see destroyed.

We recommend all religious advo-
cates of the Edmunds infomy to pon-
der upon the words of the Volks-
zeitung, They are not idle sound.
They mean something. The areat
sects may think they are panoplied in
gower 80 Stroog that it cannot be

roken down. But the evil they intend
against us will yet, if per mitted to
“pass into law, come back to plague its
authors und abettors. The confisca-
-tion of chureh property isa dangerous

Ower topluce in the hands of the
-State, cven though its object be but
1he demolition of a small and obnoxi-
-0us religious syatem. It does not be-
long to the civil nuthority. It isnot
one of the functions of the State, It
is forbiddeun in the suprame Jaw. But
let it become engrafted upon our sys-
tem of government, and who can tell
w'tfire its r'ava‘zels will end?

e proposition cootained in the
Edmuntﬁ B §s franght with more
danger to the churches of America
then they at preseat can perceive, Ig

L)

urch is the intended

“Mormon’ Chureh alone, bears the
sceds of trouble for every religious
organizatiou in the United States.
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UNLAWFUL HOBBIES OF
COURTS.

JUDGE BorpiN, of Massichusetts, bas
sprung the gquestion whether an ap-

privilege of citizenship,soldng as o men
who may, probably in ¢ood faith and
sincerity and with the agreermeunt of ull
the.parties, enter jnto splemn marriaze
covenant with more than gne womau,
is prevented from becoming a citizen
of his adopted conntry,

A5 we have shown, there 19 no law
for either of these wrongs. They are
assumptions. They are in excess of
law. They are regulatious made and
udopted by tbe Utuh courts, They are
in the nature of legislation. They are
added to the iaw of Congress, If the
courts consuler they are not satistied
that an applicant who has practiced
plural marciage is “a man of good
morul cheracter,” they may of conrse

plicant for citizenship cun be consld-
ered “*of good mors! charaeter,” who
has been convieted of maintaining “‘a

lawsg provide that it shall be made to
appear to the satisfaction of the court,
among aother thiugs, that the applicant

“has behaved s a man of good moral
character, attached to the wprinciples
of the Coustitution of the United
States, and well disposed to tbe zood
order und happiness uf the same."

in violation of law has bebaved as a
man of good moral character und well
disposced o good order, I8 u ques-
tion tbat mieht be differeutly
decided by diffterent coorts. A Judge
who ig rigid on the temperance ques-
uon might rule that no man can
tratiic in lignor and be a4 good woral
character, purticularly 1f he had ren-
dered himself liable to the luw in so
doing, while auotber Judgei who takes
his toddf or his-‘*bitters' reguolarly.
might think there was nothioy lmmorul
in the business, and that a technial in-
fruetiouof stringeut liguor laws was
po disqualiflcation for citizenship.

But tihis singling out of some special
offense as u bar to naturalizatiou s
wrong beciuge it 15 invidions. It is
riding 2 hobby horse, and 1uakes the
rider ridiculous. The term, ‘‘a yood
| moral character’embraces a great deal.
It covers the peneral life undcharacter
of tke candldate, A chronic har is far
worse than a liquor-denler, however
oune may view the trailic in intoxicauts.
A libertineis not s man of a good
moral character; but who knows of a
Judge questioning an applicant as to
his illicit amours or his frequentingthe
haunts of sin? An habjtual drunkard
is not to be classed with o temperate
man In qualificutions for citizensbip;
but what court ever inguires into the
drinking habits of a candidate?

InUtah the hobby of! the courts on
naturalization grounds 14 polygamy.
And the querles of the catechlzing
judees are not confined to the doings of
the past. They resch forward into the
onknowu  spd  illimitable future.
Therc i8 no provigion for this in the
law. The judge 15 to be satisfled that
the applicant has behaved in a certaln
“way while be has resided in the United
Btates. It gives him oo authority to
cuatechize the applicant us to the future.
It says nothing aubout intentions, It
requires no promises ot the applicant
except that which is covered by the
oath, and that is, simply, **that he will
suppors the Constltut.{ou of the United
States.” All the polnts on which the
court must be satistled relate to the
past. Ef he *“as behagred w8 uw man of
a %ood‘ moral churacter,’”” etc., that
Is all that is required, c¢xcept proof of
residence and the osth of renunciu-
tion and allegiance.

There are two things in which the
Federal courts in Utah sre wroug on
the naturalization question. In tae
first pluce they improperly coufine their
interrogations as to past worality to
one gqualitication, aud neglect others
of greater importance. A man who
acknowledges to huving two wives at
the same time is summarily rejected,
though he may be honest, truthful,
industrious, thrifty, a relizible citizen,
intelligent, progressive, respected by
his neighbors aod true to bis family.
But one who has brukeu every com-
mandment in the decalogue, a luzy.
shiftless, worthless scamp, it he cau
pass muster as a buchelor or 4 monog-
umist can be admitted to citizeaship
without a pormuer, He may
be an  aduiterer, a  seducer,
an inebrinte, a  swindler,
liar, a profuner and consorter with the
vilest of either ser, a wife-beater, of
no purticnlar value to the common-
wealth, indecd a dead weight upon
society, but so long as he has uot taken
to himself more wives thao one heis ull
right for naturalization if e can scrape
up tire fees.

If this is not wroug in priseiple aud
detrimentsl in practice we fail to see
otherwise, And we can find no war-
rant in the uaturalization laws for
such discrimination. 1f any judge
thinks a creature of the latter cluss
})reierable as a citizen to s man of the
ormer, we pity him, and thivk his
estimate of *‘s good moral character”?
i3 no evidence of - that judpment and
agprecmtion which should distinguish
the judiciul mind,

. Inthe second place, they are wron

in demanding agreements as to this
special matter in the future. If it ig
csgential that & man shull agree not to
marry more than one wife, or live with
more than one woman in the marriage
relation in timeto come, is it not also
requisite that he should promise uot to
be a drunkard, 2 libertine, a thief, a
violator of un{'vmw for the protection
of society? hy single out the one
law and demand o covenant for its ob-
servance, to tike exclusion of others?
It looks us though the judges who ex-
tors this promige care not how many
murderers, seducets, adultercrs, cat-

"W hetber a man who hus sold lignor |

singie out that as a disqualiflcation, be~
cause they have the power. But there
is not a line of law whieh authorizes
their eatechisiu &5 to the f{uture, and

|

liguor uuisance.’” The naturalization | everything of that eharacter which | aiter burnings,

enters into the special Pl-oceedinzs in
the naturalization of ‘*Mormons,’ is
psurpation and wnlawful discrimina-
| tion against a elsss. The law was
i meant to bear equally upon ali, and no
wmatter what may be the special object
picked out for invidious action, it is
contrury to the spirit aud letter of the
' Act of Congress und is to be despised
and coudemoped by fuir~mminded citi-
| zeus of every class and degree.
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ASSAILING MRS. LOZIER.

TrE Chicago Tribunc essays to be very
gsevere on Mrs Lozier for her scathing

letter to Senator Edmunds, io
which she defeuded the cause
of woman suffrage, and showed

the error and incousistency of seeking

to;take Itaway from the women voters
of Utsh. The Tribune says the suf-
fruge is not “a God-given right,” but
was glven to the women of Utah by
Congress, and continues

UEven If it were & ‘God-given right,’
it could be easlly assamed that Divine
wisdom would never sanction its nse
for the upholdingof the lustiu] jnsti-
sotion of polygamy. Mrs. Dr. Lozier,
however, does not agree with Provl-
dence in this matter, and would prefer
the“‘.w’i,th the suffrage to virtue with-
outit.

TheChicago censor should be careful
that he is right before attempting to cri-
ticize others. Congress did not bestow
the suffrage upon Utah women; it was
siven to them by the Legislative As-
sembly of the Territory of Utsh, and
Congress is uow besought te take it
away, after they have exercised the
right for nearly sixtecn years. Whether
that right is God-given or man-given
it is theirs, and law and justice forbld
their being deprived of {t {n g summary
m4nner.

We would like the Chicago Iumin
to show wherein the women ot Uta
bave nsed tie bailot for the upbuilding
of the institution of polygamy. Editors
who tackle this question shonld learn
the fucts before they commence to
make comments. The polygamy ques-
tion pas never #Hgured in lbtu elec-
tions, and therefore neitber men
Hor women — VOLers  were  ever
required to use the suffrage for or
aguinst it. The women have voted,
Ilke the men, for such candldates as
their party have nominated in regular
conventions, und polygimy has cut: no
tigure on the tickets.  The statement
of the Tribune is but u miserable way
of dodging the true issue and bringing

{ina question that has no connection
with it, so as to prejudice the unin-
formed.

Itaslur on Mrs, Lozier in its closing
sentence is simply disgraceful. It is
not a dispute onthe ground of “vice!
or Yyirtne! but of vested
rights. We have no doubt that Mrs.
Lozieris just a3 much opposed tovice
as any eoditor in the virtnous(?)
city of Chicage. And we kuow that
the women of Utah are uot to be ex-
celled in any pors of the world for
every virtue that adovns their sex.
There are no more noble, pure, chaste,
self-sacrificing and estimable ladies iu
uny elrele of society in Christendom,
than these same *Mornton'’ wives.
mothers and danghters wboge vested
rights are now assuiled, sud for which
Mrs. Lozier and a1 few other non-

& | v Mormon" neroines bave the moral

courage to battle, against the prejudi-
ces of the uniuformed and the false-
hoods of the vile nnd vicions.

The Chicugo Tribune may call her
vigorous reply to the Yermont Senator
“*g cranky letter,”! but the proof that
it "woulc pozzle ts editor to
meet the . striking arguments it
containg, Jies in the fact that al] he
ecounld do wus to misrepresent the letter
and abuse the writer. Iu this he not
ouly insuited a lady, but showed Lis
own ignorance,bad manners, bad logic
and a bad cause.

| from its birth by forees tbat naturally

the history of this work buck to its
carthily beginning, and it will be found
i1 repetitition or succession of wondei-
ful manifestations of strength aud en-
dorance. It has besn warred against

seemed so powerful that they could not
be resisted. The talent of the uge and
the wealth of the world were srrayed
againgt the unlearned snd moueyless
men engaged In fts  establishment.
Tradition, prejudice, anthority, custom
and settled theory were all against
their doctrine. Ridicule, misrepresen-
tation and vile abuse were free-
ly used to oppose thewn. Mob
violence, milltary force, imprisonmeunt
and confiscation” were tried for their
destruction. Wholesale expatriation
aud the destruction of their homes and
property followed, with the martyr-
dom of “their Prophet and Patriarch,

)Elluge. the violution
of women and the wurdering of old
men und iitile children.

The urmiecs of the natjon were sent
for their aunibilatlon, when this much-
tried peoFle had colonized the barren
wastes of the Rocky Mountain region.
Hostile legislation was the next step,
and now all the machinery of the
Courts is applied for thelr oppression
wnd sectarian preachers, scbools un
missionary influence und cash, mingled
with the power of legal penalties and
disabilities, are brought to bear ju a
still more d'etermined cffort to break
down the system and divide and sub-
jugate its supporters. Disfranehise-
ment, imprisonment, expatriation, in-
justice, oppression sud usurpution are
the lntest weapons,

But all igs been invain. Consolida-
tion is produced instead of dlvision,
devotion instead of fear, faith in place
of doubt, coniidence in the place of
hesitation, ‘“Mormopnism'’ goes for-
ward and nhot buckward. There is no
dismay in [t8 ranks, no surrnoder or
compromise in its champlons. It
majniains its integrity and is a living,
uctive, impregnable power, thut is
aided instead of impeded by the dolngs
of its foes.

The absence of their leaders makes
no impression of weakness ui)un the
Latter-day Saints. This shouid tench
a lesson to thelr enemies. Killing
every prominent man would not stop
the progress of the work in the least.
It is not dependent upon man, and the
}I:‘eople do not put their trusiin fiesh.

hey have bowed to principles, not to

ersons, they are guided bya Divine

Spirit not by mere human wisdom or
authority. This spirit is the common
heritage. It is not vested in the neads
of the Church as a speeial favor. Itlis
diffused thronghoot the body. It is a
present, poteut, inspiring force. Every
man arcd womuan, every boy and girl
who hus been baptized with repentant
fuith, is entitled to its whisperings and

gifts. Itis ‘E‘romised to all who obey
%hfﬁtfuéh' he promise tis invariably
ulfilled.

That promise and its fulfllment are
the internal strength of the system, Its
devotees know they werc promised thig
lleavenly glft as 4 personal testimony
if 8they would render obedience, in
faith to the Gospel. They obeyed;
they received the blessing. It was u
reaflt.y and not u myth. ‘That gift the
fuithful have retained. By it they know
that they have embraced the truth. It
hus brought them near to God. It has

laced themn en rapporé with the

eavens. They are the sons and
daughters of God and have recelved the
spirit of udoption. No dublety dis-
tracts them or hinders thelr progress.
They know in whom they have ba-
lieved. Courts cannot take away their
knowledge. Prisons cannot affect
their testimony. Disfranchisement
cannot rob them of the heavenly gift.
Conflscation cannot deprive them of
the inward and eternul riches.

Let the world war on, LetSatan rape
and the wicked gnash 1heir teeth.
Rcmagogues may wultiply laws, fee-
ends may extort money from helg-
less victims, chzins may bind the limbs
of the fafthinl, death with its greatest
terrors may stare theuw in the fuca,
But it will be all in vain upalnst the
Church und Kingdem of the living
God. It is established on earth to stay.
It caunot be removed.

The lessons of the past ought to
teach sane men as to the foture.
“‘Mormonism’ cannot be put down,
neither can its adherents be destroyed.
The slaughter of few will but put new
determination into the many, and
others w1l come into their places with
rencwed energy that springs from un-
shrinkipg fortitnde and unshaken
faith. The spirit 'of God is burning
like a fire in the hearts and bones of the
Latter-day Saints, and is Jighting up
their souls and brains withan unfading
lustre that manifests heavenly things,
Therein js strength and comfort, and |
a testimony of the truth against which
every humun force will prove impo-
tent. This is us sure as God lives and
a8 certain as that the sun shines.

"THE STRENGTH OF THE
SAINTS, THE FAILURE
OF THEIR FOES.

TRE Presidency of the Church, in the
comprehensive Epistle recently 1ssued,
point out the fact that no man-made
system could have successfully with-
Stood tbe combined agd determined
warfare that has been waged against
this Chuarch, and that the strength of
this system 1s the promise and its ful-
fulment of the testimony of its truth
10 every lionest and obedieént soul en-
garfed 1o it.

‘he faflure of all the varied assanlts
upon *Mormomsm,’ a8 it is called by

Hersteulers, drunkards, gamblers and

the world, must strike reflecting minds

_—— T

TWO WRONGS THAT SHOULD
BE RIGHTED.

WE would like to know whether the
attorneys for the people who are
marked out for persecution 1in the
courts of this Territery, iutend to take
any steps towards arresting the im-
proper and uuprecedented course oil
the District Attoroey, in two important |
particulars:

First, in regard to the enforced tes-

timony of legal wives in cases against
thetr lawful husbands. Ladies occu-

and compelled to testify in regard tg
the most private affaira and relations
of their hosbands. Ve have ‘ne hesl-
tatiou in saying that this is in vjpa.
lation ot the statutory as well as the
common law, and of princlples of
jurisprudence that have governed clyil-
ized communities for centuries. .

We sre aware of the rullng of Judee
Zaue on this matter in a certain ease,
But the question 1s one of suchim.
portauee that it ought to be thoroughly
wested. It was & hasty investigation
that resulted in the decision requiriag
the legal wifelto testify, the courtas
nanal actiug as the Atiorney pulled thy
string. A carcful examinztion of the
Utah statutes, taking one with anotber,
giving each existing provision bedriog
on the subject its due weleht, estab-
lishes clearly the conviction that .
legal wife connot be permitted, much
less compelled to give evidence agalust:
her husband,execept with the consent of
both parties, or in & civil or criming]
action by one sgainst the other, or fory
4 erime committed by one against the
other (neolving criminal violence. The.
law of 1878, ralating to Lhis matter, fs,
as valid as the Juw of 1884, beeanse itis
not repealed by the latter. The two
must be viewed together. One ex.
plains the other. And when so0 e’
celved, they are in accord with estan-:
lished principles and with the rulings:
of the gtlpr(:me Court of the United
states.

We wonld Jike to see this important;
point competently decided. We con.
sider that mere snap judgment has been
tuken uponit. The barshave been in thay
wuy let down, and now the Districty
Attorney browbeats legal wives witl’
the sume insolence and  per-
tinacity with which he is wont @'
insglt the plural wives who are oo-
fortunate enough to fall vlietims to bis
legal nssaults. Such proceedings s
1 disgrace 1o any court in this boasted
land of freedom and equal rights.

The proposition to make lawful th
which is mow beinz done under pr- .
tense of low has been more futal to iy
new Edmunds bill than anything elseg
contains. Itraised & storm of oppos: .
tion from all quarters and is e |

arded as infamous. If it 18 oo

amous a8 a leglslative proposi.
tlon, bow much more jnfsmous isiti,
practice without the passage of the
measure to legallze it? it were.
not nsed in the prosecution of ‘‘Mor-
mons™ in the class of cases now specd
ially prosceuted fu the Utah courts, it
‘would cost the official head of every
person engaged in the shameful busf?
ness.

Second, in regard to compelling wit-;
nesses to give Lheir opinions and idess
and guesses as to matters and
cases under trizl. The law oply e«
quires witnesses to testlfy of thiugs
which they know. Opinion, hearsay,
imaginings, ideas, are not evidence,
But when witnesses answer questions;
often persoual, impudent and uncalled-
for,with®I do not know,"they are plied
with querles asto whatthey think,what
they supposae, and hearsay testimonoy-
is taken for evidence against defend.
ants placed in jeopardy. We denonnce'.
this as unlawful and exha-]uﬂicinl.ﬂt{g
court that has any respect for law or
decency would permit it. And no wit-*
uess is under legal obligation toex-
pregs opinions, repeat rumors, or state!
anything nuder oath but what the wit-
ness knows of his or her own kpowls
edpe,

This is so clearly right that it seems,
superfinous to state it. Yet wituesses:
are badgered, and threatened, and
compelled to answer questions abook
thelr belief and opinion in tregard to-
facts, when they have no knowledeein
relatlon thereto, We view this also a5
an outrage perpetrated under legd
pretense, o lawless exerclse of migh,
over right.

We hope to see some flrm and o
dannted leeal wlife stand up for b
rights und the rights of her sex, inf®
courts that germlt these outraves. let
us see how long a lawful wife canbe
imprisoped for refusing to testiy
against her husband! Let us see how
long a witness who has lawfully as
swered a question by saying **Ido ot
koow,” can be incarcerated for -
fosing to testify” as to her opinios o
idea conecerning a fact of which sheais
oo knowledge! Itis quite probabie
that an attempt would be made |
lo commit to the penitentiery
both o lawful wife and avother
witness who declined to answer
these unlawful questions. Bat 'th{ 1
could not be kept there for any lengt!
of time. There are [awful mesns,
thank God, of testing such questlons,
and of rousing the country aod the
Administration to the inigquities ch-
tised upon, the peaceable people of
Utah under the namnes pf law aod the
pretense of morality.

These two points.ought to be tested
without delay. Witnesses are Deldg
imposed upon and coerced almost

every day. Itisall wrong acpd, &5 We
firmiy belleve, nnlawfol, aud we -«

think that witnesses should be properly
Instructed as to their rights, s that
gsome one who has the courage of
couviction, and the physteal and moral
stamina to endure the threats and dan-
gers of imprisonment for a brlef sea-
son, may stand frmly for those rights
which are dear to every citizep and
which it should be the aim of all just
mett and women to siruggle for nud
maintain inviglate.

1THE DEFUNCT GRAND JURY.

Tur grand jury for the Febraary term
i8 discharged. They wound up with & )
report, which appears elsewhere 10

pying that position are arrested by im-
pudent and brutai deputies, forced be=

this paper, The labors of that body



