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fair will agree is parallel with law, . A man may believe that a law of | may appear to other persons. Courts
with oo | common sense, and with | the United States ot of a Btate or | have nothing to do with creeds.
Territory is wrong orimpolitic, and | Congress has no control over reli-
““The law of the land requires that a he hus a perfect right to his opinion | gion. Actsin viclation of statutes

sound political economy.

man sha!l be of good moral character
and attached to the principles of the
Constitution. The fact of a man’s re-
ligious belief or that lie is a member of
the Church in good slanding is nota
ground for exclugion.”

Judge Anderson, in reply to some
foolish questions and ohjectivns by a
“1.iberal?? hircling, whose impu-
dence is out of all proportions with

bhis iutellect, referred to the
prohibition law of lowa, which
he, with many olhers, be

lieved to be wrong, aud siid he
had worked with them for its re-
peal. But he had never heard of a
proposition to excluwie a nan from
any political right or privilege be-
canse he wasopposed to the law, so
long a8 he did not violate it. The
Judge also showed that a man
migzht be a member of a Church and
¥et not conform to allof its teach-
ings.

These are fuir and common sense
propositions. And the point reached
by their judicial enunciation is this:
The bare belief of any alien whoisa
mermbetr of the Church of Jesus
Christ of Latter-day Baints should
cut no figure in admitting him to
citizenship, no matter what may e
the doetrine of that Church in re-
ference to the polygamy ruestion.
If the man is of good moral charac-
ter and attached to the principles of
tlie Coustitution and has complied
with the laws relating to naturali-
zation, he should be admitted to
citizenship.

A practical polygemist would not be
admitted, because under the 1ulings
of the Courts here, he would not Le
consaidered a man of good mioral
character. Courts may bhe justi-
fied in this view of the case,
underthe circumstances. As Judge
A nderson remarked: “The Court
is not liere to say what the law
should be but what it js.>> And if
a man should declare in Court that
he counsidered it right and proper to
vielate the laws of Congress in
any particular, very few persons
would blame the Court for consider-
ing thatafttitude, in using the dis-
cretion which le is authorized toex-
ercise in casesof uaturalization. But
a man’s abstract belicf, or his mere
membership ina Church, whatever
may be its tenets, ought not to enter
into the gquestion of Liis moral char-
acter or his admission to eitizenship.
The Bupreme Court of the United
Btates has ruled that actions, not be-
liefs, are proper subjects of legisla-
tion.

i and to the expression thereof,
is also at liberty to strive in all law-
| ful wagys for its repeal, and to obtain
judicial decisions as to its walidity.
But if he breaks the law he is liable
to its penalties. Thisis as true in
regard to laws in relation to pulyga-
niy as to those in regard to prohibi-
tion. There is no law of the United
States which makes it criminal to
believe in plural marriage or in
celibacy. He may believe either to
be right and the other wroug and
may advocate his views by rtongue
and pen, and therc is nothing in the
spirit or the letter of the law to for-
Lid this freedom of faith and of
specch.

The “Liberal” quibbler referred
to had the impertinence to inform
the Court that the heads of the
Church ought to be sum moned, and
be required to testify as to the re-
quirements for admission to Church
membership and asto whether poly-
gamy was compulsory or not. The
courts have nothing to do with the
mere teuels of achureh or its con-
ditions of membership. Ignorance
and impudence generally o to-
gether, and (he latter is often the
gure sign of the former.

For the informativn ot persons
not of our faith, we take the oppor-
tunity of stating that the conditions
of admission inte the Chureh of
Jesus UChrist of Latter-day Saints
are:  Faith in Jesus Christ, and
repentance of sins. Persons who
truly believe and repent are bap-
lized for the remission of sins and
confirmed members of the Church
by the Iaying on of hands for the
gift of the Holy Ghost. The
fact of submission to these or-
dinances in  in  itselfl a recog-
nition of the clnims of the ofliciat-
ing miunister to Divine authority,
which has been received by modern
revelation, and of the position of the
Churchito which he belongs as the
trie Churche of Christ. But no
other requirement is made of the
candidate. Repeutance, liowever,
includes a golly life for the future
as well as regret for and forsaking
the wrong-doings of the past.

Members of the Chureh are iree
a8 to their opiuions. There is no
bondage in its creed or discipline.
The Cliurch has the right unJer the
institutions of this land of liberty
to promulgate doctrines and defend
principles pertaining to religious
faith, no matter how unorthodox

they may be or how erroneous they,

He | are within the purview of the civi

power, bnt tenets, principles, opinl
ions and organizations for their law-
fut promulgation are protected by
the SBupreme Law of the land in
full apd perfect libervy.

It is the policy of this country,
everywhere else but in Utah, to en-
courage alfens in their efforts to be-
come citizens of the United States.
Nowhere else are obstructions
placed in thelr way in any respect
like those interposed in this Terri-
tory. We admil that Courts are,
perhaps, justified in making speeial
interrogations here in view of the
situation and the past prevalence of
a practice made an otfense by law.
But there should be a limit to this,
and that limit should, in our opin-
ion, be the private helief of an ap-
plicant, which Gol and the Consti-
tution have made free. With that
neither courts, nor lawyers, nor by-
standers have any right to interfere

-or to call in guestion.

A man’s character is exhibited by
liig acts. If hia deeds are iinmoral
irisz character is immoral. And it
ahould he remembered that the law

whieh miakes it criminal for a
man to cohabit with nwore than
one woman, by later additions

which should be epnstrued with the
original statute, reaches out and
covers geveral immoral acts and is
nolconfined to polyganous associa-
tions. Yet the courts do not seem
to Le anxious to learn of the moral
or immoral character or doings of
any applicants for naturalization
but ‘““Mormons,’”’ and most notori-
ously itmmoral persons have heen
admitted to citizenship quite re-
cently, without a gulp from a judge
or an ohjection from pretended
champions of a pure morality.

We hope the courts at least will
lkeep clear from party bias, It
would be a disgrace to the ermine if
the stamp of the <Liberal”” party
were affixed to it and exhibited in
Judicial  diserimination. When
every People’s Party applicant is
vbstrueted, and the path of
every ‘*Liberal” applleant s
smoothed, and the difference is so
obvious and marked, people with
eyues and brains canuoot refrain from
opinions, which will some time be
expressed, and perhaps in a way
amd in places where they will re-
ceive due amd effective consider-
atior,

We feel pleased to be able to com-
mend Judge Andersoin’s ruling on



