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condnet. Btanding here, as I do, on l
his zbsolute constitutional right to the |
{ree exercisc of his religion, I ask vou
to see that his conduct consists of—

1. A decluration, in which he used
‘the word *wife,” in speaking of Har-
rict and Sarah. He could bave meant
notiing but the spirjtual and religious
relation.

2, Associstion and actsof a kind that
could not have been dietated by any-
thing bat a religious obligation ardd
duty,

Tgese acts were every one innocent
and weritorfons.

_They were not done in the assertion

of any right of cehabitation. i

“He'hutt o pertect right to do them.

They bave not the smallest tendency
toprove cohabitation.

There tas' no cohabitation with
cither Sarah or Adeline,

itis ooly by strained, distorted and
artiflclal constiuctions of this word
*‘colinbitation,’’ that these acts ean be
reached and condemned. »

What were they? .

Visiting at rare intervals.

Supporting.

Driving oGt in a carriage with one or
more of thewn.

Attention to a sick child.

A festivity on his birthday in the
pluce of their public wership, .

Now look at his religious belief—his
and theirs.

The relationship evinced by his con-
duct is purely and exclusively moral
and religlous.

Whut “‘flaunting in the face of the
world of the ostentztion and opportu-
oities of a blgamous lonseheld is
there here?

of whom is ddeline, in whose copany
he was never seem during the time
charged, und the other of whom was
Minniz, with whom he habitnally
dwelt.

Now, I must ask rour honor's atten-
tion to the lunguage of Judge Bore-
man, on page 5. This 13 what that
Judege says on the subject of polygamy
in & written judicial opinlon:

a state of atfaire which, by the facts de-
veloped in this elass of casas, 18 coming 1o
be well known to buve & €ommon existence
jn tlus Territors. The wife of n wman's
ronth, nnd all thé other women with whowm
iae hias bved a8 husband] move or lesa of the
time, and who huve renred children to him,
are, us they grow old, pushed 'offfio lead a
mayo lonely fife, and the principal uuenllbg
of the min I3 given o the youngesi an
most iavored of his wgmen.- 1t is 0 natural
result of o system founded-on sensnalisun,
and 18 the sume here a8 im evary other
coUDLry where polypamy or any otherays-
tem exist® to shtald the lust of wien.”

Qh, rare jndiclul consistency! These
unfortunate Mormons are tirst charged
with neglecting their elder wives, and
pushing them off to lexd lopely lives,
and then such kindness and attention
and care {or the elder ones as they do
show 1s used to convict them of ua-
lawful cohabitation, by the aid of &
legal presumptlon that they cobabit

«In the case under considerntion we find {

and one, or gne and two, or one aud
three.

They accept the doetrine of the res-
urrection us it Was given by St. Paul
with such vivid propheey of what is to
bappen at the lust day, when this cor-
ruptible ahall put on incorruption and
thl;morml shall put on immortality,
and we shall be changed, **There isa
vatural body,"* says the great Apostle,
‘‘and there 18 a spiritunl body”'—must-
erly exposition—in which urae unlted,in
oue brief senteuce, truths of philo-
gsophy und reason, with information
comnunieated by the Holy Spirit.
‘There it stunds in the Epistie to the
Copluthians, and there it will stznd
forever. There it stands, too,in the
belief of these Mormons; fixed and
Lmmutable in thelr faith as it is in the
faith of all mankind who aceept the
revelations of the New Tuestanent.
The Morwon fouude: and prophet may
have been an impostor—aye, & ¢onsci-
ous impostor, if we choose to call Him.
But oun the doctrine of the resurree-
tlon aud the kindred doctrine of the
atonement, ie 19 on: with the whole
Christian  Church thronghout the
world. Let us gee things a8 they are,
and give them thelir due slgniticauce.

Another partof thefr doctrioe is this:
thet amony those whose circumstances
admit of it, whose means and oOppor-

with the older ones, notwithstanding
they have pushed them off] Can judi-
cial foily go furtber than tne?

I observe that the learned connsel
who represents the Government on
this occasion hzs echoed in bis brief a
considerable partof thiscruel insnlt
to the prisoner who wuas before the
conrt. Inorder to iufliet that iusult,

What did yonr bonors menn by that
lnppuage?

Does’it apply to these acts?

What 1s a bigemous household?

Do you mean that there is u house- ; pot true, Ifany manhas lived within |

hold where the parties do not live in
the sdme house?

Do yon mean that there is a house-
hold when they llve cne, five, teu miles
apart?

Remember, I pray you, that here, In
ope case, Surph lives in one house and
Mionle in aopgther. Thatin anouther
case Adelitie lives In one house and
Mionle in snother; and the proof |5 in-
contravertible that he never was 8een
in company with Adeline unywhere
during the tije covered by the indict-
ment, and ;that he dwelt exclusively
with Minoniae. -

He had dfties to discharge toward
these women,

These duties arenatural
from the law of nature. -

‘They are of morul obligation,

Tney are of perpetual obllgation.
"They are of sucred dbligation.

They are duties, which, when we
consider how and when they were as-
sumed; Bnd how iney have become
woven into the texture of hls life, it
wounld be barbaric to ponish.

The law 8ays what? That he shall
Dt(l)t “cohabil’’ with inore than oue of
them.

{s that word to recelve an interpre-
tation that will require him to re-
nonnce every Jnty, to dishonor the
dead, and agonize the living, xnd bring
shame upon hmself?

Is ft to receiva an interpretation
without any reference to the obliga-
tions or restraints resting on the sov-
erelgnty which epacted the law?

“Id7it to be wade 1o mean u construc-
tive dwelling together, when there has
been nothing but the discharge of do-
ties of the highest obllzation

Thisconstrictive cohabitation makes
this sinzle tyord the most elastic that
wis ever put Into a’statate.

There 18 nothing that 1t will not
reach. Let ine enumerate.

1. Cohabitation with scxnal inter-
conrse. Tnat s, of course, within the
statute.

2, Cohabitation by dwelllng under
the same roof, without sexunal inter-
course. 1'hat was Cannon’s case. Now
we come to the dlviding line.

3, Cohabitation by dwellin,
different roofs, but occusional’f{
each other, aud without sexua
coarse.

4. Cohabitatlon by dwelling in dif-
ferent towns,but wrlting to each other,
sending supplies, deticacies, medicines,
ete., o casé of sickness.

3. Cohabitation’by living in different
countries, but corresponding, and
sr)&‘akmg ofieach othet ns husband and
wife.

; they spring

g noder
geeing

1nter-

.6, Cohabitation by acts of kindness
tind attention during a scries of years,
ough not'dwelllng together; aad
then whenthe death-bed scene comes,
and the hudband stands there for alust
tarewell, aod when all is over for this
lite, be follows her remains to the
ve, and writes on the gravestone,
arriet, wifeof ILorenzo Snow—that,

0, is ualawinl *cohabitatfon!™
lfave we enicted a law so barbarous
ds this, in the vain hope that we can
8tamp ont of the human beart a religl-
Gns bellef in 2 relation that subsists in
it'when geeans roll between the par-
ties, and when one has crossed the
lfthat separates sime from eternity?
0, we have not! Such constructions

dre Impossible.

- Tbe trial jndge had before him the
very lmpressive testizmony of Mra.
Harriet Snow, which I have gnoted,
ghowing the re]lgioua doctrine of their
churet,on the subject of plural mar-
riage, bringing ¢learly and sharply to
bis attention that In their belief there
s a spgr%ual relation, for time and
eternity, between. a husband and his
wile or wives, yet he says not one
word to the jury about this doctrine,
but be tells themm to tuke Mr, Snow’s
lanyuage, of which there was no evl-
ence whatever concerning Adeline,
uod, eoupling 1t with his coutinuing to
support her, 1o convict him Of nnlaw-
ful cohabltgilon with two, women, one

Jodge Boreman misread and misre-
presanted history; for what he states
| s the sawe result of the system of
| polygumy i every other country is

. the last two hundred yesars who uun-
| derstood India and all the Eust better
than Edmund Burke, hig uume has not
become kpownto the world. In his
apeech before the House of Lords on
the impeachment of Warren Ilastiogs,
and in his speech in the House of
Commons on Mr. Fox's Eust India
Bill, he shows with distinctness the
provision that is alwa{s made for the
great polﬂuamous families,

Now what was true, and always has

tunittes allow of it, and eonsent is
giveu by ull the parties, because the
relutlon cannot be eatered intQ other-
wise—h¢ who presents In the other
world the greatest number of beings
brought lnto existence here will re-
ceive a higher considerstion thero.
But theu here comes » difference In
their views. There is a portlon of them
—znd oh! if the people of the United
States would only see it, here is the 1s-
Isue of ths terrible busiaess—there
{ are Mormons, hundreds and toousands,
n that Terrltory, who hold the religion
in all its integrity, znd 1in ali its
lepgth und bresdin just as all the
others do, but who have only one wife,
\What ia the difference betweea them?
Why it is almply a difference of inter-
pretution of their religlous law. Upe
poition of them accept polygumy us
maudatory ; the other poriion tecept it
a9 permissive; and it the povernment
and peopie of the United Stetes would
only see what is their duty, this is the
aveuue, and the jssue out of this whole

been true, of the greater harems of the
East, is true of the lesser households,
and has been true in all ages. A mod-
ern Turk, of whatever condition of
life, who has more than one wife,
would no more think of treating bis
eldest wife, or his elder wives, as this
Territorial judge lmpuntes to eil men in
all countries where polygamy prevalls,
tban be wonld think of killing bLia
grandmother. “*Where polygamy or
any otber system exists to shield the
Lust of man,'” Itis because this is the
publie ery, because this is the imputa-
tion—thut this system exists to shield
the Inst of men—that we postpone, we
put aside, we forego all efforts to un-
dergtand it, and to see whether it is or
is not something clse.

Justice Muler: 1£ido not interrupt
thig portionof yourargnment, I would
like you to explain this spirltyal as-
pect. You have referred saveril times
to the spiritual aspect of this Mormon
muarriage, these plural marriages as
distinguished from the ordinary relu-
tions of husband and wife, and you

there wus something of a di
lation.

Mr. Cortis: In their beliet.

Justice Miller: Well, in thelr belief.
Now, the extract which you read from
thut l)ook, us I caught the idea, was to
the effect thut the puyrpose ol these
plural marriages was td  multiply
children and to increase the race. 18
that different from any other mar-
ringe?

"Mr. Curtis: I am coming to ihat
presently.

Jastice Miller: As that Is the fonn-
dation for your saying that there isa
distinction, atleast in their belief, and
that their belief 1s somethivg that has
not anything to do with this carna! re-
sult of un ordinary muarriage, I would
like to know what it is,

Mr. Curtis: Perhaps, sir, I cannot
suswer iD your way, bat I ceptaiuly
see My own way abour it clesar enongh.
Waat are we to do with the great posi-
tive fuct that polvgamy exlsied In the
Semitic ruce from the origin of that
race? 1t was sanctioned by God Al-
mighty, was regulated by, the law of
Moses, was practised by all the patri-
archs; and what are weid do with the
mg;:ativc fact that our Savior never
prohtbited 1t? Are we to couclude
that it is a At condition for modern go-
ciety? No. Are we to conclude that
It {5 a state of things that yovernments
may uot prohibit? Cenainly not.
What then ia the conclusion? There
muyask be some conclusion to be derjved
{from it. The conclusion is plainlyand
tottubitably this: That from the first
origin of the human race, the marriage
relation, the murriage condition, has
comprehended u cargal relation, asex-
uul union, which exists for us as it
does for ull the other apimals, in or-
der that there may be & conilnuation of
species; but "beyond and bebind all
that i3 the central Hebrew ides of mur-
riage, that §tis a religious relation, a
spiritnal relation, whether it be mouog-
amoud or polyganrous—that it 15 a rela-
tlon bétween soul and soul. Now,what
have these Mormons doneon thaf sub-
jeet? They have added to the ceatral
iden ot the Hebrews this faribher idea—
they carry uheir ides forward fnto
cternity, and they believeft, aud cer-
talnly we have no right to question the
I slocerity whatever we way think of the
religion as un imposture—they carry
the relation loto the epdless futurity,
and they say that it exists forever,
whether it 15 a relation between one

ferent re-

have reud from that book to show that

difficult problem, as time shall go on,
und 48 the providence of God shatl
bleas our efforis. But of enc thing
there i8 a tixed moral certainty. The
mogogamous wives will suffer gny ex-
tremity before they will be driven from
the side of their polygamous sisters.

I now come, if {our honor please, to
the lauguuge of this Court in the case
of Cannon. Inthe second "case tried,
Judge Powers, in his charge te the
jury, garoled o sentence irom the opin-
ion of this Court in tke Cunnon cuse,
and did pot point out to the jory the
difference between the tucts of thut
case and the fucts of the ¢use he was
then trying, and the jury mast have
been misied. The language of this
Court in Cennon’s case in reference to
the gratute wus this:

L ]

11t secks not only to ponish bigamy nod

olygamy when direol proof ui tho ex-
Estem:e of those relations ¢nn be made, but
t0 prevent & man {row fluonting inthe fuce
of thic worldthe ostentaiion atd opportuni.
tiea of & bighmons household, with all the
outward appearances of the same reiation
which existed before the act was passed,
and without gefarence to whiat may ovcur in
the privacy of those relations.””

perspus diwvelling In one house, or if
dwelling in more than one thati the
head of the house sbould be going back
and forth, and liviag alternately with
one and alternately with the other
wife.

The opinion of this Court was deliv-
ered December 14, 18385, It did wot
reach Utah until just before the 2d
of these cases were tried." Onthe trial
of the Ist case, Judge Powers wuas
guided by his own upassisted wisdom
apd his zeal to procure conviction. On
the tria! of the 2d and 3d cases
he hsd the opinivn of this Court in
Cannon's case before him in its full
text.

It wnust have been manifest to him that
the sentence which he qooted was an
illnatration only of the fucts of the case
that were covered by the opinion; that
it could have no application to a case
which this Court could not have fore-
sesn.

1f we analyze the lapguuge of this
Court, we tind that it speaks of—

1. A bigamous househoid. )

2. The vatentation and opportunities
of 4 bigamous household

3. The flaunting in the face of the
world that ostentution and those op-
portunities.

4. A continuaace of the same rela-
tions wiich cxisted before the sct was
passed. . )

‘5. The non-inquiry into the privacy
of those relations.

Taking all these ideas together, just
a8 they were expressed, it was appar-
ent that they applicd only to the case
of a mon who flwelt under the same roof
with two women, ate habitu:lly at the
separate table of each about one-third
of the tupe, and had no pther dome or
dwelliug-place. This state of things
constituted the ostentation and oppor-
tunlties of u bigamous househola, and
the flaunting of them in the face of the
world, Thes¢ were the relations
which were continued after the pas-
sage of the act, as they existed before
its passage.

Moreover, in Cannon’s case, therg
was oo langnage that had been used
by himjun reference to the two Women
18 his “wives ;" nothing but his con-,
duct was in evideoce; andit was that
conduct alane hy which be held them
out 1o the world 25 his “wives.”” No
elewment, therefore, of the religious
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sense in which these people rezard
cach other us husbnng and wife or
wives, and are zecustomed so to speak
of each other, appeared of record in
Capnow’s case. This Judge Powers
must bave known I he read the opin-
ion of this Court.

He read to the jory the sen-
teoce above gquoted; made them
believe that It applied to Mr.

Buow's gase; opever told them to in-
quire in whiut sense he poke of Harriet
and Sarah as kis wives; left them to
apply the language ot this Court to his
relations with Adeline,and, admouisn-
ing them sharply of the ohligations of
iheir oath as jurors to take the law
from the court, he procured a eonvic-
tion, &

(See that portion of his charge which
li%u)thc top of page 32 of Record, No.

I must now, as rapidly as I cau, czll
your attention to the references which
show historically the intent nod mean-
qu of the Alrst umeudment of the Con-
stitution, which forbids Congress mak-
ing apy law ‘prohibiting the free
exercise of rehigion.**

When the Constitation was before
the Stites for adoption, while nouns of
them tnade its smendinent a condition
precedent to their ratifleation of the
instrument, six of thewn positively in-
gisted ou having various amendments
made in the mode provided for, and
three of them gave great emphasis to
their demand for an amendinent on the
subject of relizlon. These were New
.]Hn.mpshlre, Virgioiz, and North Caro-

ina.

New Hampshire couched her de-
mand {n these words:

“The Congress shall make no lawa touch-
ing religion, or to inlringe the rights of con-
science.”

Virginie and North Caroling used a
greater amplitnde of expreusion. Both
of lhem said:

“That religion, or the duty which wa owo
to gur Qreater, and the manner ot discharg-
ingit, cuu be direcled only by reason aud
couscleaca, not by force and vielence; and
therefore all men have nn equal, natoral,
und malierablo right to the {ree exercise of
religion according to the dletates of con-
science, and ihat ne pacticnlar religious
sect or Soulely ought to be favored or estub-
lished in proference to others.” (Journuls
af tho old Comgress, vol. wv.; Appeundix,
pages, 52, 33—59.)

1n this comprebens)ve summary of
the whole doctrine, philosophy, and
rizht of religious liberty we may trace
uomistakably the haod of Jeffersou,
seconded by the hand of Mudison. We
kpnow whut Jefferson did for the estab-
.ishment of relizious liberty In Vir-
gluiz by the bill which he druw und
promoted uotll 1t became a law.
Speaking of this bill in his antobi-
ography e says he **meant to compre-
hend within the wantle of its protec-
tion the Jew and the Geottle, the
Chbristion and the Mohaminedan, the
Hindoo and Infidel ‘of every descrip-
tion.”* .

Madison and Patrick Henry, by thelr
cburse in the Virginin assembiy, wlhen
they were framing their bill ot rights
in 1776, left no doubt possible concern-
ingthe broad scope of relizious frec-
dom. Whenthe subject of amendments
of the Copstitntion of the Utited
States came before the House of Rep-
resentatives of the First Congress,Mr,
Muslison tiok the lead 1n formulaticde
and carryfug them through., What oc-
curred on thre subject of religion is to
be found in the Appals of Congress.

st Coogress, 1789, pages o9, 757-

8o that there is no diflicuity what-
evel 10 tonderstanding the constitu-
tiona! wesning of the “'irce exercise
of religion. " ' .

1t does not comprehend solely modes
of public worship or external zets, ]t
compyprehends also the holding of rehg-
fous beliefs and their avowal, whatever
they may be, and the ouvly possible Hmn-
itation ugou religions bellef is that it
ghall not be pleaded In excuse for con-
duct which tbe legislative power sees
1t to prohibit becanse It is injurious to
the wallare of society.

11, therefore, the Kdmapds act is to
be so construed, and so admioistered
and applied a3 to make it egeroach in
the smaliest degree upon the rizht to
hold and the rigit to avow a religloas
belief, it is 8o far noperative and void.
EWe cannot legislate apainst an idea.
We cannot Jegislute apainst a thought
or 40 expression of it. We cannot{orce
anrv bellef out of the human’soul.:

f the expression of a reltzious belief
counects itself with conduct, with ex-
teroal acts, we must discriminate be-
tween that conduct and those acts
which are plalnly dietated by the be-

nfurlous, oy ure declared to be so, al-
thouyh dictated by a sincere religions
belief.

For example,
the conrt, it 1s

in the cases uow before
roved in evigence that

subject of marriage which makes it to
those who bold the belief a religious
and spiritnal relgtion for fhis world
and the next.

unever scé each other, and although 1o
cohubitation of any kind 18 possible.
We may legislate to break up the car-
nal relation aud to preventlcontinued
cohubitation of & certain kind if it can
be judicially defined, ' But u]l the
while, and when the carnal relatiop and
the cohabitation are broken up, or are
voluntarily discontipued, there re-
mains in the sounl the religions and
spiritual tie which we caonot resch
and must not touch in punishing the
econduct. Again, if the conduct of the
parties towurds each other cootinues
| to be that, and that odly, which the re-
Nigions beltef dictates as a duty~—which
the common seéntiments of humanity
dictate—as vlslts‘o sjy_::n‘gnt.hy, con-

That relation continues (T
to subsist for them, although they|¥edrsln that Territory, that wowmen

i of nuderstanding it

T 2 .
ributing to support,” providing the
mezos of snbsistence tor women and
children, in slekness or in health, in
BEOTTOW or in joy, acts which are not
per sé injuriens to the pyblic good, we
cunnot define them as aulawiul eshab-
itation without violating the rights "of
consciepce. By so doing we punish
nets dictated by  relipious belief in a-
religlous and moral daty, the discharge
of which is in 1teelf perfectly lunocent
jand harms mo ene. 'On the other hand,
{ if the conduet is snch that when pat to
8 jory uunder proper imstructions, it
svarrants the coneluston that the par-
ties were living in deflance of thoe law
under a pretext of rel{glous and moral
duty, and that is of itself the kind of
conduet which the law, rationaily in-
terpreted, meant to denounce, it may -

be punished,

here ean he no pretense that this
has een Mr.Snow's condunct in 18583,0r
in 1884, or in 1883,

I buve now to ask yonr honors’ in-
dulgzence to permit me to read some-
thiog 1 baye set down In writing in re-

rd to the Mormou rellglon, because

meunut to welgh every word that I suy
here on that part of the subject. This
Mormon religion s the most reniarka-
ble plienomenon of its kind that has
oceurred for centuries. Itis iounded
onan alleged new revelation. That ig
peither here nor there, I% is beheved
EF hundreds of thousands of people

| over Christendom, and whether we
call it ana imposture or call it what we
will,there {s the fact that it I3 exten-
sively believed.

This relizilon has been made the
foundatlon of a verv rewnarkable soct-
ety. Like other religions, good and
bad, it {has its martyrs. Its prophet
and founder was for hls teachlng put
10 desgh by u mob. Joscph Smith was
murderedin lail, June 27, 1844, by zn
armed mob, disgulised as negreea, and
no one of his{assajlants was ever
brought to justice. Several of his ad-
herenis lost thefr lives by Ilawless
popular violence. The whole body of
them were expelled from the country
where they liret gathered; where they
built the city of Nauvoo, around
which they made the region blossom
like the rose. They were driven into a
foreign country; that country became
the property of the United States.
They grew and increased, their reliznon
all the while maintaining its hold upon
them, and exercifing a cs;:rcal: power
over their lives. They made a commu-
nity more orderly, more moral, moro
thriving, than any equal number
of people anywhere. The blots
aud scars and sores and scabs
that are on our clvillzation
in ull our ereat cities and larger towns
are not on theirs. Inexclusively Mor-
mon towns, there are no drinking
shops, no gg.mbumé houaes, no houses
of prostitut:on, and ocone of that -
morality which 8o shocks us in
all our grest centres of popu-
ulation. Thereis no profunity; no-
where i3 Sunday more reliziously ob-
gerved—not even the Presbyterian
Scotland or rigid Connecticut. Ninety

ercent. of them own thelr housea and
ands. Their farms average less than
twenty acred each. This ts a state of
things unparalieled in any other parg
of the world. A

Their religion, as 1 said betore,is one
thuat exercises great power over thei
lives. They necept ull the cardinai
doctrinesf of Curistianity,and both the
greater sacraments, That feature of
thelr religion which sanctions polyg-
amy is what makes them obnoxious,
and it i3 the grand provocative of the
autipathy that breaks throngh the or-
dipary restrulnts of religious toler-
L utce.

The popular mode in which they are
attacked I8 by representing the women
as glaves tothe lust of men. This is
the nniversal cry, and it is false. The
-relation of piural wives tn one hns-
band is just a8 voluntary ou the part of
the Mormon women, who are alleged
to be thesufferers by it, 4519 the case
witn aoy other form of the mar-
riage relation. Thlsaffords an explu-
pation of the fact that there cuan be, as
there are, purity, innocence, and wom-
anly virtues among these women. If
we seck a further explanatiou, it is to
be found in the fact that the common
ldeas and customs of the world teach
women to regard marriage a8 the one
thing needful, and tbis expluins why
many women should prefer belng one
of several wives to not being a wife at
all. But we mustadd to this the re-
ligious belief which theyhave embraced,
and muost have clbraced before they
can enter into the relation, beczuse ne
Mormon priest or olllcial of any kind

l

lief, und arc not per se injnrions tp the [anywhere ever has performed ¢r can
nblic welfare, and those which are so(Ppeérform winarrisge ceremony for any

one who does not accept the bellef,
nor ¢an 4 marriage be solemmzed un-
less the drst wife, If it is the marriange
of a second, plves her consent, In this
very ¢ase of Ssow it Is in evidence

there is a certafn relizions belief on the | thut be was married (0 two wormebk on

the sume day, a thing that could not
happen withont 2 mutnal consent;
and it i3 3 well known faet, 289 occur-
ing frequently within the past forty

ask their busbands to mlarry one ot
their friends, Now you have the
whole explanation of whatit isso dif-
flenjt to understand. ‘That difficulty
‘ , and the added
unwillingness to understand it, or to
Jeflect upoft it with apy kind of falr-
ness, affords to thelr-perseentors the
opportanities and atimulus for bresk-
inzoverad the bounds of religious
-toleratlon‘forinvokini; and using the
machinery oficriminal law und puasbing
it up to aud beyoad the bartiers which
have been erccted for the seeurity of
the rights of conscience,
It is the function of this high tribg-
nal, raised above all prejudice, free
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