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more to him, of more binding force |but if he catries his dissent into
wo melt]m, than unes}f h;,w t_i:jat (Eog action he has to take the conse-
gress has r)a.swd 1e President ap-
proved and the Supreme Court af- | 4uences. D (SRR D v
firmed. By this we do not mean |claimed, that is all we have ever
anything that pertains to the re- | heard claimed by any ‘‘chief”’ or
lgious discipline, beliefs or prac-| member of the *“Mormon?? Churcl.

tices of Mormons, but to tem . 1 : -
matters entirely. No good Galnt| But why do all these wilful false

will dispute the correctnessof this.?”” | hoods appear just now, revamped,

“There i not a Mormon In|iB thg organ of slunder? Just to

Utal who understands and is true to | 50¥ 10 hinder the naturalization of
his faith’* who holds anything of some “Mormons™ of foreign birth,

the kind. It is pure invention, if wha havc resided here the statutory
the word “pure’? is not prestituted time and desire to swear allegiance
by association with such a vile un- to the goverument and Constitution

truth and jts author. There is not and lawes of the Unlted States,
A “Mormon’’ nor an anti-Mormon | Pt Are lkely to vote a dif-
ferent ticket from f{hat which

who can cite any ‘‘command?”’ of
President Woodrufl, either ns n
*‘sovereign,’ which he does not
assume W be, nor in auy other ca-
pacity, spiritual or temporal. There
is nu excuse for such falsehoods as
the foregoing extract contains, and
the effrontery which accompanies
their utteraunce is amazing. . Bo
with this, a further extract:

the daily libeller will dictate.
Is not this a nohle motive? To pre-
vent such men from becoming citi-
[ zens, this ‘“American’’ paper, pub-
lished by self-styled ¢ Americangen-
tlemen,’* endorses proceedings that
are utterly at varianee with Ameri-
can republicanism, that are repug-
nant to the spirit of American free-
“Weo are nware that great stress is S hrent:he - .int,olex_'-
lnid upon Mormou devotion to the | *C® and mediseval bigotory, and it

Constitutlon, but when weexamine | supplements them with bare-faced
into that closely} we find that even | falsechoods to prejudice the courts
It Is sacred to them only as it hap- land provoke further hostility to

pens to be interpreted by their chiels
and that ]awg enacted under the “‘Mormon? applieants. There Is no

Constitution are held of no.binding | }Anguage that will do justice to such
effect if these snme chlefs so decree.” | diabolical infamy.

This 1 of the same character as| Comparison migbtbe invited be-
the other quotations. Where is|tween the candidates for citizenship
there n line in the Tecoguized stand- | who are thus maligned, and ‘many
ards of ““Mormon’® doctrine which | who have been passed without much
makes any “‘ehief’ an interpreter of | examination when it was learned
constitutional law? Whereis there | they were not **Mormons.”” But we
a line which intiniates that no law | forbear. However, we think any
is binding except what the “echiefs’? | fair man will admit that one
decree? We assert that it cannot | who has kept the Inw and intends to
he found. If it cam, Jet it be pro-|Jo so, who is sober, industrious,
duced. If not, let the nuthorof the|truthful, religious and peaceabls,
falsehood ngain be branded with the | even if he has opinions en the mar-
name that is fitting, if a spot can be | riage question at variance with
found on his anatomy lenving room |orthodoxy, i8 at least of as “‘good
enough for another mnark of his|moral chamcter, attached to the
mendaeity. | principles of the Constitution of

We have claimed the right and |the United Btates and well dis-
80 have other *Morimons,”” to criti- | posed to the guowd order and happi-
cise und review some rulings of the | nesd of the same,’” a8 a profane, in-
SBupreme Court on ‘“Mormon?®’ ques- | ¢chaste and infidel inebriate, whose
tlons. But none of our friends, | chief qualification, apart from his
whether “chiefs*® or subalterns, that | five years’ residence, is that he will
we know of, have ever glaimed any | support the “Liberal’? ticket and so
such authority ns stated in the fore- will have his naturalization ex-
going extract. A deelsion of thecourt | peuses chiarged to  the *‘Liberal

. of last resort ie the end of legal con- : Comwittee.”
troversy. Any one can dissent from | We repeat what we have had oc-
ita opinion, however, and give rea- | casion to say many times before.
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within their reach. But perhaps
we are mistaken even In that. The
indieations are that the love of 1ies
is 80 ipgraiped in the nature of
some persons, they prefer falsehood
to everything else, and as their ap-

petite grows with.lts use, they “roll

it under their tongues as a sweet
morsel’”? ‘and make it their dnily
diet. They are greatly to be pitied,
while their work is to be deeply de-
pised.

A SENSIBLE COURSE.

Tue Rev. Dr. Henry Truro Bray,
of Booneville, Mo., appears in re-
treshing conirast to most of the
clergymen of the times who enter-
tain viewsand preach doctrines at
variance with those of the church
which they were sngaged to repre-
sent.

Usunlly, “ndvanced’’ wministers
who clnim to have outgrown their
creeds and expanded into broader
and more liberal theological con-
ditions, pose as martys to their con-
victions and victims of orthodox
bigotry when deposed from clerical
authority. But this gentleman,
having changed his opinions as to
the thirty-nine articles to which all
Episcopal priests have to subsecribe.
and having publisbed a book against
the deity of Christ ns nn essentis]
part of faith, denying eternal pun-
ishment nnd disputing the resurrec-
tlon of the deml, wrote to the
Bishop of Missouri,calling attention
to his book and asking to be deposed
trom the ministry.
soon  accommodated, and  his
superior in the church compli-
mented him for his iaanliness.

There was some scnse in that sort
of proceeding. Every man hasthe
right to freedom of belief, whefher
he Is a priecst or layman. But
churches have rights as well as in-
dividuals connected therewith. And
if 5 member does not endorse or wili
not comply with its doctrines or ite
discipline, he should’ go out er be
expelled if he continues in that con-
condition. And no clergyman
should attempt to retain his place &8
a representntive of a system or or-
ganization which he cannot consci-
entlously defend and support.

The right to secede belongs to both
clergy and Iaity. And when dis

sons for that dissent. 'That nugust | These attacks on the *Mormon” |sent becomes marked in mlnd‘nl_ld
tribunal has more than once re- |creed nre corrohorative evidences of | act, withdrawnl is thie only cousis-

versud its own decisions and enun- | its truth. If its enemies could find | tent course.

The preacher who

clated ntone time the very oppo-|factsand veritles wherewith to as-|struts-as an oppressed and injured
site of it rulings at another time. |sail it they would be glad to do so, | pastor hecause he s expelled fronl

It is final in law but wot infallible | because they would have some force. |

a wsociety whose tenets he opposes.

in principle. Auny one may dis-| Failing thie they resort to fa]se- | becomes a dirgustipg apectacle to

agree with 1ts interpretatiof of law, | hoods as  the

only missilealthinking « people, and his .course

He was very



