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rights of a “Mormon’ when we pre-
scribe the teat that he shall not hold
office if he belleves in the lawful-
ness of polygamy. What is a reli-
gious tesi? To ascertain that it is
necessary to inquireé what is religion?
Webster defines it thus:

““1. The recognition of God as an
object of worshlp, love and obedi-
ence; right feelings towards God
rightly apprehended; piety.

““2, Any system of faith and wor-
ship; as the religion of the Turks,
Hindoos,or Christiansgtrue and false
religion.”?

That is the definition of Webater
and I still think he is pretty good
auth _rity. I repeat it: |

““Any system of faith and wor-
ship; as the religion of the Turks
of Hindoos, of Christians, true an
false religion.”

That is Websler’s definition of re-
ligion. Then, a religious test would
be a fest jertaining to religion as
defined, or & lJaw prescribing that a
person should nﬂtll)mld office because
he professed or practiced a particular
religion, no matter whether we be-
lieve it to be a true or f{alse religion.
According to Webster, it would be a
violation of the Constitution if you
say that a man shall not hold office
because he belleves and practices the
Turkish religion, or the Hindoo reli-
gion, (for he mentions both) or ithe
Christian religion.’

Mr. Edmunds.—Would the Bena-
tor really object to a law, suppogin
- 1t were not unconstitutional, (whic

is another question, which said that
no man should be entitled to parti-
cipate in the government of the
Btate of Georgia that was in the
practice of having all his father’s
wives, one or more, burned, Hindoo
fashion, when his, father died?
There is some difference between
facts and faith in the minds of most
people, Isubmit to my friend, and it
comes down (tostate the point) to this
essen tial distinetion,that all political
eociely has recognized between reg-
ulating political rights—and I may
Bay, for t matter, civil rights in a
large degree, but I need not go into
that now—depending upon in
conditions of fact, as the SBupreme
Court of the United States decided
in the Reynolds case en this tEt&-
tense of its beiug a religious faith to
have four or flve wives, and there-
fore you could not interfere with it.
It comes down to a fact. There are
many men in the Btate of Vermont
who believe that they have an in-
herent right to sell liguor althou
it is prohibited, that it is a natural
right that belongs to every man.
The Btate eaye: ©If you do that
thing, you cannot do certain other
‘things.” Is it Jpoaa.ihln that my
friend from Georgia really mieans to
‘maintain the propoeition that in a
republican country, a government
of the people, it does not belong toa
majo: ity of the people to say that
certaln acts, certain conditions of
bodily existence, shall not be made
the test of ;ﬂrtﬁ:ﬂmﬂng in the gov-
-ernment of that Btate? That is the
point. You may eall it religion or
what you will

Mr. Brown, The Benator might
have saved himself a discourse of
some length, which must be printed
in my speech, If he had noticed a
little more carefnlly what I was
saying, or if he had waited till I was

through on that point, I do not
deny the right of a State to punish
. any sort of immorality. :
Mr. Edmunds, [ am not = .

ing of punishment; I am ing
about political rights. ;
Mr. Brown. will answer th

question if you will keep quiet only
a short time, :
Mr. Edmunda. 1 will keep qulet
Ellﬂl'ﬂ]j’; <
Mr. Browa, I do not ask that;but
when [ am rup]f'ing to the Benator’s
long questions I prefer to be heard
mysell, I donotdeny the power of
the State to inflict punishment for
immoralliy. I am willing to vote
fur a law to punish persons, not for
what they have done in the o
when there was no law lgmm!:ﬁlru!;11115;;
such acts, but for what they may do
in the future that i& eriminal, in the
Territory of Utah or any other Ter-
ritory. I believe that bigamy, or
the double.wife system, if I may so
term it, is immoral; and Iam there-
fore will ing to inflict penalties, or
to vote for a law that does inflict
upon them those who are legally
convicted of that offense committed
-after the passage of a law prohibit-
ing it. Bat I 2m not willing to put
itin the hands of retnrning boards,
to drive from the polls in Utah eve-
ry man Who believes that he or any
other man has a right to practite
lygamy, if be does not practise it.
would only consenf to punish him
for hia eriminal eonduct, not for his
belief or his faith or his religious

opinions. '

| establis
gh | qualified religious freedom.

Again, as to the instance put by
the Benator fromi Vermont in my
State, if it were possible for there to
be such an instance there; if any
man there believed it was right to
burn his father’s wives—we do not
allow them to have but one wife
there—upon the funeral pile, I
would inflict penalties upon him for
practising it; but if he really believes
it isright, I have no right to exclude
him from holding office because he
says he believes it.
anm' Edmunds. Bo I say; so say we

Mr. Brown. Then it tums out
that there would have been but lit
tle reason for the interruption by
the BSenator had he heard me
through.

Mr. Edmunds., I think it turns
out that there was.

Mr, Brown. That is a difference
of opinion.
Mr. Edmunds. That is liberal.

Mr. Brown. Then I hope you are
content. I say you have a right to
punish a “Mormon?® for adultery or
fornication or bigamy. I make no
issue with you there. Buat you have
no right to punish him for it till you
have legally convicted him of the
crime; the Court having a right to
inflict the famnlt by. the proper
officers, and [ shall always approve
it when 80 done; but I 8m not ready
to place a whole community under
the ban because a few persons there

tice this immoral habit. And

am informed that there are com-

paratively very few “Mormons’ who

have more than one wife, yet al-

most the entire “Mormon” popula-

tion believe it is legal for a man to
bave a plurality of wives,

When we come down to this
matter of persecution or prosccution
for opinion’s sske and go beyond
punishment for crime commitied,
we tread upon very dangerous
ground, If we look back over the
history of the past we have abun-
dant evidence to justify this asser-
tion. The time was when the Cath-
olic Church tolerated no dissenters
and punizhed in an exemplary man-
ner those -who denfed the infalli-
bility of the Pope and the aulhority
of the Church., That day’ has pass-
ed, at least it ls so in this country,
and to their honor be it said, to the
Catholics and Baptists of the United
Btates the glory is due of having
been the firet two denominations—
the Baptists a little in the lead—to
on this eontinent full, un-
Buat
even then difference of opinion
could net be telerated by those in

wer and the early settlers of New
Enghnd, who held another faith,
Pemcul;oﬂ both Baptista and Catho-

ica alike for dissenting from their

view. Buch ja the weakness of
human natare; such is the danger
of persecution for opinion’s sake.

E‘ Edmunds, I wish youn would
leave out the Btate of
when you speak of New England,
becausge it is not true as to it, but
the reverse.

Mr. Brown. 1 sald New Eng-
land,and I was right; but I am
very willing fo except the State of
Vermont, as requested by the Sena-
tor. No instance at this time oe-
curs to me in relation to that Sta'e.
1 believe the Senator s right In ask-
ing that she be exempted. I wish 1
could say 23 much for all the other
States of New England,” and for all
the States of the world. 1 am not men-
tioning this to be offensive fo New
England, but I mention it to warn
Senators of the dangers of a spirit of
religious persecution and to ask them
also to reflect on the danger of po-
litical persecution for opinion’s rake,
I said {hat the dominant Chureh in
New England at the early settle-
ngent persecuted ' the Catholics and
the Baptists, The historlan rays
they made acquiescencein theirown
church practices and beliefs a test of
citizenship. (2 Elliott’s History of
New KEngland, page 208.) The
Quakers were whipped at the cart
tail from town to town,becaunse they
practised their own religious opin-
iong,. Men and women were hung
because the{mwerﬂ convicted by New
England tribunals of being witches.
The Baptists were taxed for a long
perlod to support the clergy of the
eptabliched denomination there, and
Roger Willlams, their great leader,
was banished from Massacusetts en
account of his religioua opinicns.
The Quakers were driven out of
New England under a severe penal-
ty if they returned. And one un-
fortunate mian was banished under

nalty of death for aseerting that
Eﬁ was free from original #in, and
had not committed a rin In six
months, This was the intolerance

in a past century.
I have referred to the Catholics.
Coming down still later within the

present century, within the precent

Vermont |

half century, it has not been tift
years ago that the Catholic Chure
eastablished at Charlesiown, in Mas-
sachusetts, an Ursuline convent or
college, and it was so oflensive to the
good people of that State that a mob
was raised Lo burn it,and it was burnt
under eircumstances of the utmost
ageravation, Helpless women were
driven out of if. They fled to save
their lives, and the death of one or
two and the insanity of another re-
sulted. The At orney-General, in
summing up the enormity of the
crime to the jury, uses the following
language: *A murder thus crowned
the perpetration of burglary, incen-
diarisma, sacrilege, and plunder.”
(For full account of this great out-
rage see flfth volume of Bishop Eng-
land’®s Works.,) Bo sirong was reli-
gions intolerance then, that that
good ol 1- Btate, which usually pun-
ishes crime exemplarily, was unable
to punish the perpetrators of this of-
fense. A former jpenitentiary con-
viet was the leader of the mob, and
he was put upon trial for .it. The
jury acquitted him under ecircum-
stances the most extraordinary, and
the verdiet was loudly applauded by
the ﬁnpulace. Handbills had been
stuck upon the bridge crossing the
river, threatening the assassination
of any one who gave information in
relerence to the deed,

That was 48 years ago, If religl-
ous intolerance in this most enlight-
ened Btate was so great 48 years ago
as to incite men to burn and dese-
crate the convents pf the Catholie
church, and the riot was permitted
with impunity, how c¢an we trust
ourselves 48 years later to make in-
diseriminate warfare upon the
ple of any Territory of these United
States on account of any opinion of
theire, religious or otherwise? Itis
a dangerous experiment. Enact
your laws to punish crime; I will
vole with you. Make your penal-
ties as severe a8 you will; when the
culprit has been convicted I will say
let him saffer; but do not proscrive
a whole community becaure they
differ with us in opinion,

Even in the old State of Connecti-
cut, in the year 1834, in Windham
County, & Miss Crandall opened a
gchool for young colored girls, and
the indignation of the people prew
so high that they determined to
break it up. They went to the
Legislature and got an act passed
on the subject; they carried it to
the judiciary; they resorted to every
means possible to suppress it legally;
but failing, they took thelr irun
crowbars, after it had heen once
set on fire, and went and broke out
the windows and drove the teacher
away, as they could not bear the
oputrage of a school there to teach
young colored girls. (See Larned’s
History of Windbham County,)

Mr. Hoar. How was it in Geor-

ia? :

? Mr. Brown. Qeorgia did wrong
it eome instanees, but I am not de.
fending her wrongs; I am speaking
of the danger of yielding to these
popular ¢lamors and proseribing or
putting down people because we
difler from them in any way. Con-
necticut would not now do this. She
now stands by the rightsa of colored
people, and to their honor be it said,
I believe both her Benators favor ap-
propriations to e lucate the colored
people everywhere in the Uniled
Mtates. 1 thank them for it; it is
right; but I. mention the instance
not to reflect on the people oif Con-
necticut, but to show the danger of
yielding to popular clamor, where
any institution does not meet with
popular favor.

n 1855 this country was convulsed
with one of the bitterest political
campaigns we have ever had, the
corner-stone of the platform of one
of the political parties being that
Catholies should not hold office, and
proscribing them for opinion’s sake
It was sald that the Catholic be-
lieved in the infallibility of the
Pope, and believing this he coull
not be & true citizen of any civil
government: that his primary alle-
giance was due to the Pope, and
therefore he could not be trusted
with office. This erronegus opinion
found followers by the thousands
and hundreds of thousands In the
States at that time,

Let me give another illustration,
It is only within the last few years
if I am correetly iInformed, that the
constitution of New Hampshire per-
mits & Catholic to be a member of
the Legislature of that State.

Mr. Biair. ‘I should like to cor-
rect the Benator to a eerlain extent
in regard to a popular impression
that Catholics have not been per-
mitted to hold office in the State of
New Hampshire until & very recent
alteration in the constitution. The
matter of the religious test did sur-
| vive nominally in our constitution
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until its Iast change, some three
years since; but as a matier of fact
the provigion was obsolete. 1 think
it must have been obsoclete for the
last half century. Nearly twenty
years ago I myself sal side by &side
in the Legislature of New Hamp-
shire with an Irish Catholic who
reprerented the city of Manchester.
It was an obsglete provision; and
our péople, who have been very con-
gervative in regard to holding con-
ventions for the purpose of alterin
their fundame:ital law, allowed it to
remain, Enowing that it was pot
ac¢ted upon, until at last it becom-
ing necessary to modily the constis
tution In other particu'ars, this pro-
virion was changed wilh the rest,

Mr. ‘Brown, The Senator was
right when he asked to correet me
to a “cerlaln exfent’only. Accord-
ing to his own siatement he sat in
the l.egisiature of his own Stale by
the side of a Catholic, who sat there
in open viclation of the constitution
of New Hampshire. :

1 have no disposition to misrepre-
gent New Hampshire, but the Hen-
ator’s statement does not 1nuch bet.
ter the case. Ile admits that until
three yearsago if a Catholie occu-
pied ‘a seat in the Legislature of
New Hampshire he had o do it in
violalioh of the Constitutien of New
Hamypshire, which I presume each
member was sworn to support.
Popular opinion did not enforce the
Constitution, the Benator says, but
still the Ccnstitution forbade {hat
the Catholic be a member. I am
glad it does not now forbid it.

While [ think we are becomin
more liberal 58 member: ¢f the dif

peo- | ferent churches, and as citizens of

Stales, I fear yet {0 trust. too much
to excited legislation under the lash
of popular elamor,

A few vears ago in my own Stlate
we all stood by slavery. Noone
then gquestioned that it was right.
That the institution may in some
cases have been abused, as every in-
stitution is abused cannot be denied;
but it was as little abused as any
other could be. Blavery has been
wiped out; none of us desire to re-
store it. We stand now by ihe li-
berty and the right# of the former
alave. - Still there is an incident that
I cannot help remembering during
that tranmsition stage. After the
end of the war the reconstruction
mensures were yasged, 1had then a
little taste of the rule that we now
propose toapply to Utah, T stood
by the polls disfranchised and not
permitted to vote, while my former
slaves, emancipated, walked up ami
deposited their ballots, I made no
issue. I accepted it. Why? Be-
c¢.use [ had no power to dosnything;
and I held that (Georgia had seceded
from the Union, and having seced-
ed, and having been conquered, the
conguering power had the right to
dictate the terms. But the **Mor-
mons’ have not seceded from the
Union, The Federal authorities
might in my ease possibly have
made a religious teat, and snid that
I shoald not hold any office because
of the teat. If my theory was right
they could, because I relleved we
were out of the Union when we pas-
sed the ordinance of secession. But
if their theory was correct, they had
noright to prescribe such a religious
test. I did not, however, make any
point about the polilical teat,because
[ belleved we were obliged to ace
quiesce in the dictates of the con-
queror. I mention these matters not
to stir up unkind feelings, but be-
cause they are a part of the history,
and point the danger of legislation
of the character we are now propos-
ing to apply to Utah.

%hﬂ bill pro to apply a reli-
gious test tothe “Mormons.”” I do
not mean that part of it that would
punish them for immorality, but in
so far as it punishes the “Mormon”
for his opinions, it is a religious test
applied. He believes that Joseph
Smith was a prophet as much as [

‘believe that Jeremiah was a pro-

phet; and while I think he is in an
egregious error, I have no right to
proscribe him because of his belief as
iong as he dees not practice immo-
rality. And I have no right to do
more as & legislator than to prescribe
rules to punish him for his immo-
ralities and leave him to his full en-

joyment of his religious opinions,
y |just as I claim the right to enjoy

my own opinions, If we commence
giriking down any eect, however de-
gpired or however unpopular, on
aceount of opinion’s eake, we do not
know how goom the fires of Bmith-

fleld may bere kindledorthegaliows

of NewEngland for witches again be
erected, or when another Catholic
convent will be burned down.

Mr. Edmunds, Or ano.ber
ored school burned down.

col-

Mr. Brown. Yes, 1 accept the
amendment, As the senator from

e —— e

—

Vermont says, “or another colored
echool burned down,” I trust it may
not be. We do not know how lon

it will be befere the clamor woul

be raised by the religious institu-
tions of this country, that no mems-
ber of a church who holds the infal-
Iibility of the Pope or the doctrine
of trans-subslantiation®should hold
office or vote in this country. We
do not know how logpg i#would be
before it weuid be said that no mem-

g | ber of & chureh who believed in

close communion and baptism by
immersion as the only mode should
vole or hold oftice in this country.
You are treading on dangerous
ground when you open this flood-
gale'anew. We have passed the
period where there jg for the present
any ¢lamor on this subiéet except as
against the “Mormons}” but it
reems there must be. some periodi=-
cal outery against some denominae
tion. Iopular vengeance is now
turned against the *‘Mormons.”
When we are done with them, I
know not who will next be consid~
ered the proper subject of it.

Mr, FPresident, believe I have
made about all the remarks that 1
care to make cn this subject. In

concluzion, I have to state that I
cannot vote for thie bill in its pre-
zent shape, I cannot vote for any
biil that will leave it with any re-
turning board in Utah, with the
pretext that they wiil have in this
cace to prescribe any elass of people
there on account of thelr political
ar religlous opinions, 1 am ready
to vole for any bill that is neces

& | to punish the people of that Terri-

tory or any other for the practice of
immorality, leaving it to the courts
to decide whether they are guilty or
not.

I therefore insist ppon the amend-
ment that I have already intro-
duced. I was not in at the moment
when the Benator from Missouri
[Mr, Vest] offered his amendment,
[ wish lo offer two amendments
more. Before I take my geat I will
read them for information. In sec-
tion 7—

Mr. Idmundsa,
tion 7 a3 it is in

Mr. Hrown., Yes, gir, as it ia in
print.

Mr. Edmunds. That would be
now sgection 8.

Mr. Brown. In gection 7 [8] linel
after the word *‘nbigamist,” | sha
myve lo ingert the words ““who has
been legally convicted of practicing
the same;” and after the word ““wo-
man” in line 2 to insert “*and legal-
ly convicted of the same;” and after
Lhe word *zection™ in line 4 to in-
sert ““who has been legally convicte
ed;” g0 that that part of the section
would read:

That no polygamist, bigamist, who has
been legaily convicted of practicing the earne,
or any person cobabitlpg with more than one
woman, Aod legaliy couvicted of the same,
gnd no woman cohabliing with any of the
persons desgribed as aforesald in this esction,
who has been legally convieted, in any Ter=

ritory, &o.

With those amendments, much of
the objection I have to the bill
would be removed, (hough L think
there are other very serious objee-
tions to it.

You mean Eecs
rint?

-
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WIHAT A CLERGYMAN SAYXS A-
BOUT THE WVITALITZING POW.
EROFCOMPOUND OXYGEN,

A clergyman, Rev. W. B. Hines,
of Waynesboio’. Miss., writing to
the New Orleansa Christian Advo-
cate, says, reterring to an advertise-
ment of COMPOUN): OXYGEN in that
papei:  “I’lease ullow me a few
words of commendation. My wife
being in feelle heallh, and having
been #o for many years, I persuaded
her to use if, which she did. Bhe
began ve:y g£oon to improve in
st eugih, and continued to improve,
auill passed through the unusually
hot summer of 1878 and the fall, at-
tending to all her domestic duties
wi h more streng h and less fatigue
tham she had dooe for ten years
preceding: then during the winter
nursed the sick day and night, with
more than the usual loss of glee
and exposure and efforr, and ali
without breaking down, which _she
could not have done al any period
during ten years past up to that
time., In order to have r:ome ex-
perimental kiiowledge of the eflect
of this Treatment, L used it several
times my:elf, In sil my Jife I never
used anything that produced go soon
such & pleasant, healthful natural-
ness of condition, Gave a glow of

youthful buoyancy by increasing

the vital forces of mind and body.
It givea a compass and power to
my voice that it never had before.”
Drs, BTARKEY & PALEN, 1109 and
1111 Girard Bireet, Philadelphia, Pa.

gend their Treatize on Compound.
Oxygen free to all who write for it,




