tears; nor was it the apirit of peace
which kept telling men nn injustioe
had been done them and that they
could be Lrought and sold like fat
oxen. He made explanatious of
how the ticket was brought about
and ceased. marks were made
by [eter Maughan and Sheriff
Cookston, nnd the assembly guietly
adjourned.

On Wednesiay afternoon the fol-
lowing ticket was seen tloating about

the toswvo. It Is but just to slate to
those of the People’s party whose
nunes are  on the ticket that

it is belug vended by persouns not at
all times responsible for what they
do. .

THE PEOPLE’S OHUIOE:

For Mayor—George Barber.

For Couucilors—F. F. Riter, L.
Q. Farr, James W. Quayle, Geo.
Cole, Hyrum Hayball, W.G. Reese,
and N. M. Hunsen.

For Justices of the Poace—Rubt.
Jenks, W. T. Qwens,

For City Recorder—E, R. Niel-

sen.

For Marshal—David Crookston.

For Assessor and Collectuor—J. M.
Wilson. .

For Treasurer—8. A. Langton.

It ia said that beenuse of the dis-
satisfuction of persunse at the ticket
the Liber:xls have revived hope an
propose to strike n number of names
off the registration list, and to aid,
as they have been doing, (with the
upwise help of membhers of the
party) iu fomenting further and
strouger dislikes und get stiil other
tickets in the fleld. They also hope
to gt MADY youlig men accounted
People’s Party men to vote their
ticket. It is also charged that a
gub-committee from the Territorial
Central Commnittee of the Liberal
Party will vislt Logan, look the
fiold over and {urnish such mooey
as may be needed to bring aliout a
Liberal victory if possible. By
quiet and effective work. and hy
taking advantage of the discontent
that has armwen, it is the hope of the
Liberals that they muy be able to
crowd in.

QUR CHICAGO LETTER.

At lJast the “Mormon® question
beging to grow interesting. The
treatment of it in the newspapers
is asguining the character of discus-
gion. But the unique feuture of
the discussion s the immense ig-
pnorance of the situntlon as it really
is which prevails. 1 eannoot do better
than submit in full & few articles
or editorinls from various journals.
First we have from Miehigan this
view!

THE WORMONS AND U. B. CITIZENSHIP.

A Yermonl member of Congress han {ntro-
duced a bill into the House of Representa.
tives to exclurle Mormons Iromn voling at
any elections and from citizenship, Such a
b][i can be pasged into law only on the te-
gul presumption  Lthat all Mormons are
po]_y%amists. But 1 appoars that some
membiers of the Mormon sect are not polyg-
amists  Would it not be botter to confine
the operations of the propessd law to such
members Of the sect a6 arelpolygumists? In
other words, exclude from the righis and
privileges of citizenabip only suek dorinons
us live |o violation of the laws regarding
marmage. The nen polygamous Mormons
might be discovered, lor the purpsee of the
act, either by conviction on trial by the or-
dinary forms of, law, or by interrogatones
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on application 1o vote or for baluralization.
The United States shonld be careful not to
appear to persecute even the Mormons for
mere religions oploion.

LEvideutly thiz Michighn man
thinks polygamists are still voling
and holding offices in Utah. The
second  is an editorial from the
Catholic 4fome of Chicago, Fubruary
Here it i

L1MITS OF LELIGIOUS LIBERTY.

The erime of Eolygumy whieh the Mor.
mons sought to shglier nnder tie ecover ol a
réhigous tanet {8 described in the late de-
ci-ion of the Sopreme 1 owl ws *ta
orim@ perplcions to the besi interesip
of Soctely,’”” “tending to destroy ihe
purity ot the marrisgo relsilon, to
digturb the peace of familics, to degrade
woman and 1o debase man To
cail such a crime “a tenei sl religion ™
says the Huprewne Court, i to olfeud the
common sense of mankind.” How could a
Ccrime” agalnst clvilization, a “clime per-
nicionn Lo the hest inteveste of society, be
mnade a lenet of religion? The pretext is,
of course, trausparent ; and ibe chief
value of the Buprcme Qourt decision
consists in *siriipiug this “crime" of s
dixguise nnd expoemﬁ s true  chargeler,
To declare that this ‘crime” descrvea
punishwment and that no cloak of so-cwlled
1gligion cau eXxempt 1t from the penulty of
the law is no inteiference with religious
Hberty, Ta see in Lhis devision of ounr
highest court a “limit of religious liberty,”
is an auil-Oatholle jonkkal of thie eity does,
is to see what hns no exsience. \Wherc no
“reiigiona rights’ are involved there can, of
couree, lte No l1mit or veafrietion of “re-
Lhgious iberty.”” Thie Is precisety whait the
Bupreme Court decides, that there is no
queation ot ‘'religious Iberty” aLall. "To
cull the advoeacy of ruch a crine a tenet ot
religion,” zays the court, * 18 to oifend ihe
common seuse of mankind.” Noi eontent
with distorting this deciston intn a “limit
of roligiona liberty,” 1he anti-Catholic
Tribune rejoices ut what it 18 pleased
t regard ks A blow at  “religious
richts,” “scruples of comscionce,’” and
“religions liberiy.”” I1 rejeices btinguuse it
sees in ihis 1ighteous decision ofF ‘the
préme Court.in condemnAation ol a *crime,”
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tenet of religion is {0 offeud the common-
sensze Of mankind.™| o
Not thiat this is untroe, but it maked “ths
common senseof mankind” the arbiter of
she soundness of o religlous dogima. No 1t
8. though 1t 18 strange to hear - Hopgian
Cutholia "oﬁfgn" aaying po,  Polygaiiy is a
partof Lbe rmon religion orimpoestare,
‘ltig & part of the religion of the prophet or
amposlor Mohaummer. Yel the Bupreme
1 Court says it cannot be toleraied because
“ihe common sense of maukind’ has con.
demned it. That same judge has decreed
Lhit soide of the tenets ol the Presbyteran
Confessiou of Faith must go. The *com-
mon suneo ot munkind” rather than lopgie
denies Lhat nou-eleat infants can suffer jn
iJnullthrough Lhe uncnding years. It also
!denies Lhal Roman Cathelica ure idoluters
or thai the Pope, whose virtues [ur oni-
iumber his faulta, 18 aptichrist,
Were there ever to come before 1the 8-
ipreme Court a case which invelved theg
jneston of papal infalhibinly i woeiid sayt
that the docirine “offended the comnmon
sense of mankind.” The Pope says in his
latest encyclioat:
! *I the laws ot the Stale are in open con-
tradiotion of the IMvine law [of whioh he'is
the judgce], it 1hey contain auyibing prejur
deeind 10 Che chyreh, or are liostlle to th
Intles imposed by religion, or violate 1
he person {of the Supreme Pontiff Lh‘u
wihority of Jeaus Christ, then, mdeéd, it
% 8 duty 10 reslst Lhem and p Critne Lo obey,
them.” i
It an Americun cilizen were 1o resiat the
epforcement of one ot the lnws of this cpun-
Ury on Lhe ground 1hat Lthe "opc bhas smd it
must nat be obeyed, and the Pope waas in-
fulhbje, the Supremc Court or any olher
court would make short work of him and:
his ressoning, even though the tefeudant
might protest that religiens liberty was
being assailed. s
It » purent under the cloak of any religion
tries fo have his child grow up in ignoraneh’
or 0 reql it so that it will bo a sianger o,
the language, laws »nd iraditions of thiws
conntry, making the boy a Lad eitizen and
# mentally erippled man, the courts wil)
ay, “To call the advocagy of such a crime
4 tenet of religion is 1v off¢nd 1he cowimen
cuse of muukind.'”
It appears w me that the main

poinut 1n this Idnho case has besp

2 weapon which in the hunds of 1liogieal| entirely lost sight of both by the Bu-

and unscrupulous partisans ke isci muy
be turnen agalnst the ‘‘parentsl rights,”
“the sernples of conacence”’ and (he “yve-
ligious rights® of the Lutherans and wndeed
of all those who send thewr childreu w
parochinl or private scheols, Inat- blind
hatred of religious equalily and the claim
of parents to give thelr children A “relig-
ious” cdueation, it would hall any law, no
tmatier how unjust and Eyrannical. tbat
wonld declare snch  “*puarental righta*
a erime against the Stute. Hupnly lor
tha eivil and rehigions righls of Lie com-
munity, the Tvibune sophist musl wail a
Jong time hefore the American public will
see in the declaion nf the Supreme Uourt o
Hmit of religious liberty,” or admit that
the “vight” of Ohristlan parents to give
thelr chiidren a Uhristian eduocation 13, a
crime pornicious te the best lolerests of
sociery.”

The Tribuae wants w know whal expla.
nntion the editor of the Calhslic Home
will make “when he appesrs balore Peler,
to answer for hkis Jies and Tulee accus:-
tlons.”! Neither the editor of the Home
bro'her Tribune, nor any other Oailole,
expects that itis Bt Peter who wlil be lia
judge. Beciarian 8abbath school ooke are
4 poor guide in regard to the Lencts of
Qatholiciam. [ j

‘Che third chippiug s an editorial
from the Chicago Iribuneof Feb. 17,
1890, in reply partly to the above
and to similarother editorinle which
appeared in the Catholic Home in
recent issues. The ffome and the
Tribune nre mortal foes, nod the
Tribure has come oulopenly as an
anti-Roman organ. Here istheedi-
torfzxl reforred to:

A DARGEROUS OONCHRBION,

""The Catholic Home of Liis oity. a paper
which claims to be an exponent «f sound
Roman Qatholio doctrines, npproves of the
decismion of the Supreme Court sustaining
the Mormon teet ¢ath. In thia there is
nothlug sarprising, for no retigions journal
could even indireclly array ils€lt on Lhe
slde of polygamy. But it goes turther {han
might ba expested. furthor perbiaps than
its apiritnal teacliers, pastors, and musters
muy upprove ot when it henrtily endoreecs
Lhe rentiment of the court that “To call the
adyocuey of suclt & crime 48 polygamy A

{;reme Court and by the newspapers,
have an idea that this ldaho man
was anex-member of the ¢ Mormon?®?
Chureh, but that sinecerity was;
iquestioned by the [daho judges, The
DesgEreT NEWS should give a clear

synopsis of this cape ag it first ap-
P

peared- in the Idaho courts, and
gend a marked copy of the puper to
these newspapers here mentionasd.

If polygamy is the odious erime
that the Supreme Court specifies it
is, surely that august body cught
not o dignify it iuto a religious
tenet by disfranchising o man who
enterlnins only o hazy religious
opinion about tt. Polygamy as it
did exist in Utah was no more the
polygamy that is interpreted by the
courts aud the pewspapers than is
the trapsubstantintion of the Catho-
lio cannibalism.

As to common sense leing made
an arbiter,it is rather upsafe in scme
CaseH. lgrohihi!ion i# not a bad,
thing, yet the Tribune maintains that
the common sense of mankind ia
against it. ‘There has not been an
improvemont in mechanics or in art
or in scivoce that the common senso
of the perlod did not pronounce
absurd and criminal.  Properly
spenking polygamy shouwid have no
place o the ¢ Mormon*’question of to-
dey. There are laws enacted agninst
wactical  polygamists, und these
aws are rigorously enforced, ‘If it
i8 a crime,apply the legitimute crim-
fusl prucedure to it; this is common
i sense; but to hunt me and brand me
as ¢rimioal bevause I entertain be-
liofs or opinions not fn harmony
with my neighbors, or parl of them,
is common diabolism. JuN1Us,




