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TEE SAORED RIGHT OF FREE
BELIEF.

The following paragraph ia elipped
from the New York Tribune:

¢The first election in Utah under
the Edmunds law Lias tormed omt
just asit was expected to,do by
those familiar with Mormon affairs.
It was shown at the time i{the law
was pasted that while it would es-
tablish the principle that no polygs-
mist could vote or hold office, or sit

leges which the government is get
up to protect,

The rlght to belleve what seems
right, to advocate it and speak and
publish facts and arguments in its
favor, belongs to all eitizens, and
thoee who wish to trample it ander
foot to favor and foster their own
eelflsh ends, are traitors to good gov-
ernment and renegade to the inatl-
tutions of our common country. It is
asacred right and is inalienable. The
very fact that certain individualas
are seeking to deprive monogamie
‘‘Mormona” of that right, should be
enough to convince all rationsl
Americane that those persone are
not working for patriotic or moral
ends, but for the accomplishment
of private &)urpoaea and from beastly
greed and hope of temporal gain.
'Keep the rascals out,”

AMERICA CANNOT AFFORD
TO PERSECUTE.
THY American, which cannot be

accosed of any sympathy with the
“Mormons,” as it has taken strong

in Congress, and o would benefit
the caoge of moralify In general, the
Mormona would still contio] the
alections a3 rurely as before.
number of Mormons who are not
polygamists, or who cannot be prov-
ed to be such, iz go large that the
Mormon Church is apparently as
strong as ever, although ita chief
men are disfranchised. The *boa-
nes” of the Ohurch cannot vote, but
they ean say who shall be voted for
by the Mormons who ¢an vote. The
dispatches say that the Gentiles felt
the contest to be a hopeless one, and
go many did not vote. It does not
follow, however, that the Mormon
problem I# as far off from a eolotion
as ever. The very existence of the
law}disfranchising polygamists must
tend in time to weaken their infin-
ence. The men who have the bal-
1ot will be consclous of a wer

The |.

ground in opposition to their sccial
system, has the annexed rational
paragraph:

#As we never loocked to imme-
diate resnlts as the fruit of the Ed-
mundsa bili, we are not disappointed,
nor can we unite with these who
call for still more stringent legisla-
tion againet the Mormons. The
Edmunds bill goes guite as farasltis
potsible for the United Btates to go,
without falling into a persecution
of religions opinions. The nation
has done {ta duty in atigmatizing
the crime of polygamy by disfran.
chisement, and in taking every step
possible for its puniskment. We
look to the gradual effect of this
legislation to produce either the
dissojution of she pect or its com-
puleory abandonment of ‘plaral
marriage.’ America cannot aftord to

which they will bardly be willlng to
uce forever at the bidding of men
who have not got ii. The fact also
that 1t will be necessary to the pre.
servation of flhe political influence
of the Church to Eave a large body
of members who are not polygamista
must also tend In time to weaken
the $peculiar institution.”’ When
the practice of polygamy is broken
up the concern of the Government
with Mormonism will be at an end,

man can believe that he has
the right to break the law, and can-
not be punished or disfranchised for
that belief; but when he breaksit,
&8 the polygamist is doing, it is time
for the Government to bring its
hand dowa hard.”

Tha foregoing la a very tempernte
discusslon of the subject, especially
for g9 strong sn anti<‘Mormon’*
journal as the New York Tribune,
‘There Is one point}on which the
fanatics on this gquestion will not
agres with that Eaper. It it were
poagible to abolish polygamy to-mor-
row, next dsy there would be just
as moch hostility to **Mormonism?*
ou thelr part as at preeent, They
will! not concede the right of the
+: Mormons* even to believe in the
righteousness of polygzmy, and are
pven now planoing and devising
schemes to procure congressions] In-
terference with thsat belief, They
wanb all ¢ Mormons” disfranchized
that political power may be wie]deti
in Utal solely by the enemies of the
¢« Mormon®’ people. They find them-
peives just as deep in the mire of
disappointment now as they werein
tha mod of defeat before practical
polygamints were deprived of the
right to vote and hold office. The
sipolygamy” ory has Jproven a fail-
ure. It is evident to everybody that
the alleged evil was greally exag-
gerated and grosely distorted for po.
litical effect. Notwithetanding the
diafranchizement of acimal polyga-
miats, and all who could be atyled
anch under ihe widest definitlon
that conld be given to the term,
st Mormon®’ votes atill stand ip the
way of those who eeek to plunder
Utan. So now they demand the
very thing that the New York Z7v:-
Bune and other leaging jonrnals ssy
cannot ke gpranted—the political
doath of every cne profeesing to be a
sMormon.”

Rat they are going to meot with
wtill moredisappointment, If afew
cranks and rash and incendlary fa.
aatios favor the demand, there are
enough ressonebleminds to perceive

-its folly with sufficient clearness to

revent {he outrage. For it would
EB notonly an outrageagainst many
thoasands of citizens who'hzve vio.
Inted o Inw, but an outrage against
)itorty and law itself, against re-

perzecute.”

The 1ast eentence in the above ia
pertinent. Persecution of the **Mor-
monga’’ will not pay, in the long run,
If that can be done by the Govern.

not only be unlawfal, it would be
inexpedlent. 1t would be the worast
kind of polley. It would form a
most mischievous precedent. It
would be a gin that wouldsoon bring
its own punishment. Disfranchise
the **Mormons” for unorthedox be-
Het and what sect wounld be safe?

And what wourld be accomplished
by such a shameful departure from
right, Justice and constitutional law?
Can error be stamped out by force?
Will firm belief give way to violence?
Does hiatory show that such a course
is likely to succeed? May we expect
that admitted wrong-doing will
bring about right resnlts? Will ac-
knowledged evil overcome alleged
evil? Can the *f Mormons ”’ mote
than any other human beings ba co-
erced into thinking to order,
or be deterred from belleving and
trusting in & oreed for which they
have already eshown they can ¢ en.
dure all thinge?’ No. Theattempt
will not only be wiong, it will be a
failore as it dererves to be,

Bince writing the atove we have
seen the following in the Albany
Argus in an editorial of August 12th,
it strikes this nall directly on the
head, and therefore we clip and in-
sert 1§ here:

¢ All Mormons belleve in poly-
gamy. Not more than two men in
ten of them practice it. The elght

everty ten, who, neverthelcas, as a
fact do mot practice it, made upa
ticket of thelr own number and tri-

believing in the abominatlon out of | P

we shall offer any more kindly ad-

vice to strange women, if woman it

ﬁ“s ‘who wrote these beautiful
neat

“If it were not for the presenceon
God’s fair earth of Justsuch libels on
his Image as you aré¢, there would
be no need of such appeals to the
‘Women of the United Btates,’ no
need of socleties for the suppression
of crime, ignorance and bestlality of
any kind.”

The females who are dragging a
very soiled and porous sponge
through the country to suck up con-
tributions from the simple, are qulte
modest in their mendicancy, 1'hey
only ask for a conple of thousand of
the “*dollars of our daddies.”” The
puor creatures, it seems; are not
aucceding very well, hence their
anger and the rough iangrage that
they hur] against the editor who
does not see thinga with their eyee.
Hels wire in his generation. He
does mot peroeive any need to give
them free advertising juss to draw
money for their private beneflt, He
isright, Those ‘strange women”
would not improve on acquaint-

the day by *mominatip
didatez.” What doss ﬁeuiflif,;'
the competence or mcompaunu'
the nominees? By what mm!d:
he find out that “noneof the
idates were allowed to slang gy,
they had been approved by lbrl
Mormon Church?” And wopy
not be fair and wise to wait !
while before making any Tomy} |
about “dummles,” aft leasf |
some of those who are elegleq u;
fuse to qualify?” ]
The election in Utah Laey
won by the Feople’s Pariy, mf
1s & political orgenization i g,
iteelf, like any other part
vimilar objecta. It iz not thy
mon Chareh.” It lg as mugh,
tluct and separate organin "
bullding soclety, an insuraps
pany, or & mexcantile mstitnthy, 1
matters not that 1t is ‘
even If it is wholly, COT gy
persons who are memben gg
“Mormon® Church. It haslly
Identity and 18 not governedj,
Church dignitaries or by eodse,
cal regnlations. !
The candidates for electionw
nominated by the regulatly mi

anee, One has only toread anom-
ber of their dirty little colleotion of
of stale scandals to learn what they
are and how much they are worthy
og the contrlbutions of decent peo-

.

The whole thing is a frand
and he or ehe who I8 deceive
thereby into giving away thelr

umphantly elected it. Mormoniem
is & religion. Polygamy is a factk.
The fact can be made a cause for dis-
franchisement. T'he religlon cannot.
Polygamf hes won withont faciual
Polygamiste voting or belng voted
for. What the next step to take
will be cannot be remarked yet.
The facts in the case are plain. Dis~
franchisement cannot be based on
the **views” of men In territories.
Their acts alone can be regarded. A
polygamist in Utah s one who has

more than one wife at & time. He
who has none or only one can not be
disfranchised, for belleving that it
ia right to have more than one at &
tiipe. Neither can voting be dis-
pensed with in territories by OCon-

ment agsinst one , religious denomi.
nation, under any plea whatever, it
will be only a matter of time till it
can be done under some fresh plea
to snother religious body. Tt will

prove the lifting of the floodgates of
intolerance and bigoiry, OUnly a
spaall etreant may be pent forth at
first, but the lever will be applied
agaln and sgain, until the torrents
of perrecution wili sweep down and
overthrow all sects and societles that
are deemed nunerthodox,

Opinlon under thie government
maust at least be free, If the *“free
aezercise® of religion guaranteed In
fhe eupreme law of the land is only
a phraze, a theory, something to be
guaged by the popular atandard
which 18 ever changing, OPINION
must be left unfettered and unaf.
tected by whim, notfon, rule or law,

When the ““Mormoens claimed the
right to freely practice their religion,
including its marriage teachings and
rites, they were told that they were
free to believe what they pleased;
that they might think what they
liked; that they might put as much
faith as they thought proper in any
profeszed rovelations, anclent or
modern, upon any subject. B0 long
as they did not carry their faith in.
to practice, it was said they were
unobjectionable.  The Supreme
Court of the United States officially
announced the same pringiple in ef-
fect. Itis only when belief breaks
out Into overt acts against peace and
good ordet that the law can inter-
fere with it, 8o that Court proglaim.
ed. The wise judges who enenci-
ated that doctrine did not attempt
to show hew or In what manner
plural marriage broke out into
sgvert acts against peace and good
order,’but they acsumed that itdid,
and therefore dscided that the law
might forbid it, but declared that
bellef in it could not be legally in-
terlered with,

And yet there are persons and pa-
pers who now advocate what the
American properly calls ¢persacn.
tion for”’religions belief. That is,they
would deprlve all “Mormons® of the
fran:chise on the ground that though
those who now have the rightto
vote are not any of them practicai
polygamisis, yet they boileve that
plural marriage is right, and there.
fore ought to be also disfranchised
and cus off from all political rights

and privileges.

This would be punighment for no
erime. It would be doing that which
the' Constitution, the Buopreme

gress. ‘The constitution guaraniees
territories the right to the election
of Jocal officers, rzbject to Congress
reatrictions, but the constitution, in
granting freedom of religion, re-
moves 5 religious beliet either in
polygamy or in idols or In apything
elee from the list of possible restric-
tions.”

That view of the case wili be en-
dorsed by a]l rational persons who
are. opposed to pioral marriage, un-
less they nre Interssted in the
acheme to rule and ruin Otah, The
plea of expedlency 8 too far fetched,
the alleged object in view could not
be reached by the means proposed,
and the scheme is tco extreme un-
American and altogether monstrons
to be adopted in the Republic of the
United Statea,
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SNUBBING “STRANGE
WOMEN.”

TuE Mayville Sentinel, published in
Chsutaugua County, New York,
has the following lively articie in iis
ferue of Augnst 15§h!

“A few days ago we recelvedsa
lengthy eircular containing matter
enough to fill two colmumne of our
paper, purporting to come from the
female publishers of the Anti-Poly-
gamy Standard, of Balt Lake City,
the burden of which seemed to be
an appeal for a few thousand dollurs
for the purchase of printing mate-
rial, eto,, and_was addressed to the
women of the [Tnited Btates. Among

made that the projectors wanted the
contenta of the circular to be
brooght fo the notice of every wo-
man in the land, and suggested that
editors should publish the same to
{he furtherance cof that end. Qur
circulation belng Mmited, and far
short of meeting the demand, and
knowing that no one elee would
pablish it, we thought of a plan for
accomplini:ing the result, and wrote
a3 follows mpon the bottom of the
circular and retotned it to the fair
publishers; Get 40,000,060 of these
circulars - printed and distribute
them judicisusly, and you will pro-
bably attain the end desired.” e
expected thanks and a request for
our phofograph, and were therefore
severely shocked st receiving the
following, which, howaver, the poor
dear creatureforgot fo date or sign,

Court cnd enlightened opinion all

other things the atatement was (PO

money, that is needed so muoh for
truly charitable and moral pur.
poses, cannot be numbered among
the pradent of the earth. The rage
of the literary scAvengera ia a oom-
pliment to the object o thelr fami-
nine and impotent wrath, The
women of the United Btates will
save In money and reputation by
giving them a wide berth,

THE “CHRISTIAN UNION” AND
THE UTAH ELECTION.

THE QChristian Union, under the
head of “The Outloek,” publizhes
weekly comments on the chief top-
ez of the times, designed to glve it
meany readers a general idea of car.
rent events, and help them to form
conclusions in relation to them and
thelr bearing upon public affairs,
The articles are usually well writ.
ten and thelr ressoning i3 generally
logical and fair. The t of these

¥agraphs in the Union of Auvgusé
f:th, is as follows:

@« tah held her first general clec-
tion under the new Edmunds law
on Monday of last week. By the

rovisions of that act polygamists of
gath sexedare debarxred from voting
or holding office; but Mormons who
do not practice polygamy sre per.
mitted both to vote and fo hold
office. The provigsions of the law
were carried out by a registration
of voters under the direction
of duly authorized commission-
ers; but the ;polygamists succeeded
in carrylng the fight = step back of
the ballot box, and have won the
day by nominsting their candidstes.
Many of the nominees for the Leg-
islature were 80 absurdly Incompe-
tent that the Gentiles seam to have

regarded the election as a farce, and

o have atayed away from ihe polls
in great nymbers. The Mormons
cast a solid votefor thelr candidates,
and have won a complete victory,
None of the candidates were allow-
ed to stand wunless they had been
approved by the Aormon Church,
and some of the persons eleoted are
believed to be dummies, who will
refose to qualify, and thus enable
the present oifice-holders to hold
over. By this skillful manipula-
tion the Terrliory remains under the
ltieal control of the Mormens;the
commission having the power only
to pass opon the regnlatity of the
certificates of the members of the
Legislature, The Edmunds act was
a etep In advance, but only astep,
and a very short one at that.

The name of the paper from
which the above paragraph s clip.
ped ought to be a guaranty of its
truth. Yet thers are several state-
ments in it that are very erroneous,
If they had been made as copied
from other sources the Union would
not haps have besn blamable.
BEut they arg given editorially with-

but the envelope bore the “Stand.
ard” card, and was post-marked

out reserve or referpnce tp other au-
thority. And yet that editor of the
Uniom who prepared the article
conld not have any Enowledge of
gome things that he positively as.
spris, for two reasons. First, they
are not true. Becond, if they were
tie, there is no way by.which he
eould have obtained infotrimation o

conventions of the People’s P
There were no polygamists, iy
We ars aware, among the delm
to those conventions, who wers
lected at the primaries., Thern
uot a ‘"dummy’’ name that welbm

a9t vot upon the ticket of anyos

ty. The men were celected for e
szpposed fithess for office, Itwm
remem bered nat g
ground, % & Very grest p
tent, had %o ‘be exploref f
selectlona, Very many of flie mer ‘
of experience in theee posiy posif-
tions were rendered ‘mligible by |
the Edmunds law, B ey
that in every case the beseigie |
individuals were not ploked w‘..‘
Bot it 18 sure that the represents
tives of the Party used their gren
est wisdom and judgment in
ing the nominations, and the peypx
eh:;dorlod thelr oLojos at the bals|
xl
The Christian Union says, ¥
of the nomlbl;eaa !ol"“ﬁw o
were s0 aorurdly incom
the Gentiles stayed s.wnm mﬂ:
polls.”? Now what does that edlix
know of the {qualifications o any
nominee for oar lomw! Legisiatars’
All the candidates amstmngers
him. He singply repes st he
hes heard. Why did bentnyw:
And will he Just Jook at the s
disy of his remark abont thsGe.
tiles stsying awsy from the pl
becanse the “Mormon” candiam*
were  “abaurdly  incompete®
Why, they would not have vos!
for those candidates if thep ks
been singularly cempetent. T
hed their own ticket which they s
ed **Liberal,”’ If their candidstes wei
80 much more competentthan the |
of the People’s Pariy, why shook
they stay away from ithe pols on
that account? Does theedifor mesn
to say that the F(anilles” wonk
have made a stronger Yot for the
own ticket if the **Mormony" had’
nt up weak candidates? Fawt
he folly of the remark is@

rash asserfjons about matters &'
he can have no knowledge of,

All the "skilfal manipnhkis
there was about the elegtion ®
sisted of complying with the ierl
every respect, snd watching b
enemy at every vulnerable poi
ree that they played no
tricks to advantage, The
remains in }ts present politialx
trol simply becanse the Pag
Party outnumbers the st
‘‘Liberal” party overw
What would the Christi
have? Ts it not satisfled/®®

lygamist can vote or hold @2

oes it want to disfranchise™ |
naons’ for their bes®
it happens to be different ;rom ﬁ‘|
of the Christian Uniont It
what 12 the movement it woukl
vise, of which the severe and ¥
traordinary messure known -a¢ ¥
Edmunds act was but s sfrery 80
sfep” in advance?

We think that & paper like &
Christian Union should be »'
careful in its assertions and a Jitk
closer In its Joglc on questions
may affect the Iiberties of Amet-
can citizens, and that in ts desiing
with the “Mormon” question It ¥ |
haye tg be s'little more charitabk
of the first half of its tille will havt
to be dropped from the head of
paper,
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No matter wlst your allment b |
Brown’s Iron Bitters will sarell
b’neﬂt Fou.
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