LOOK WELL

\  The ¥Bove drawise wih made
\showing the lJaminstion of Irea
iknllod and Shearing

[ This drawing Wrae made '
tuken froni l?n'e l-oof":ﬂ om mo-ﬁ
/ showa in Figs.'l and 2.

‘The Only Hot Forgoed and ITammer Point.

ed [Horae-Shoe Nl in the World that is not

car clipped, orshemed from the point and
wiill mot split in driving, is

PUTNAM

Seo that your horse l& shod
and avord ull risks.

P8 SALE &1 ML DEALERS I NOASE MuLS.

Sauples ®ent tre_e by mai, by addressing
Putnam Nail Co.,
- ‘BOSTON, ¥MASS,

P.0.Address, Neponset, Mass.

y 35, , IML. Ty sud s

with this aadl,

NOTICE TO CREDITORS.

Estate of Mary James, deceased.

EREBY GIVEN
Administrator of
James, deceased, to the
f, and all persons having claims
¢ anid deceased, to exhbibit them
voachers, within ten
rst_publication of this
said allministrator, H. ¥,
Evaus, 111. Septh Firth West Street, Salt{ officer under the govérnment of the
Lake City, in the County of Salt Lake.

© Dated st Salt Like CityFJung 19, 1830,
H. F. EVANS,

Mary Jamas,

OTIOE 15 HE
" Estaie of Mary

notice, 1o the

Adwinistrator of the Estate of
—devensed:®——— -

w0 TO e

MRS, JANE 8. SMYITH’S | for the perfod of four months, and in
Ne. 20 W First South Street,

FOR ALL KINDS OF

ANSUMPT

Aoast, - awironeta

that I wiil send T WO BEOTTLES
VALTABLETHLATISR on this

spross sl O, sddroes,

slal Prarl 5L, Jlew Yok,

NOTICE TQ CREDITORS.
Eslate of Theoplilhs Wilbams, Deceased
OTICE IS HEREHY GIVEN BY THE

ed, John I Isaac, ndminis-
state of Theophllus Williams,
dece tsed 10 the creditors of, and all persons
elaime against the =aid deceased, L0
exihnbit-them wilk the. necessary
withinfour mens
of this notice, 1o
First South and £ treet,
Lake City, in the County of Salt Take. |
JOHN P ISAAC, -
Admintstrator of the Estate of Thoophilus
WiHliams, Decensed,

Duea_i at Salt Lake City, May 5, }’

um..:z.‘
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Washing_'Made Easy

BY USING THE

FORT WAYNE

IMPROVED WESTERN WASHER

The Best Machine (n the World

To save Time, Clothes, Laboy, Soap, and
No need to boil clothes. Nothing
equal to It.for Washing., The work done in
one third the usoal time. Does its work
well; jis wonderful merits unsurpassed; a
eal household blessing. #@~ Costs nothin
Y givé one a frial.

J. B. ALMOSND & SON,
Sole Agents for Utak Territory.
Agents wonted in every Coundy. 2
Address 243 w., Second South Street, Salt

'EXCELSIOR BAKERY

No. 10 East Temple St.

FRESH BREAD,
BUNS, CAKES

— AND —

CRACKERS.
PURE CANDIES, GROCERIES,

— Ete. ———
W Buttercup Cruckers a
Specially.

EDWARD SCRACE, -

Dr.FOOTESentor,
Of 130 Lexington Avenue, New Yerl.
Horeby cauntions the public NOT &s |
Employ or Cemmunicats With »
man styling himselt-» Pr. Poot, Jr.’
als Balt Lake Ot

mastha son of Ir.
well _known

This man '

T “:m?'- York, th
ew X

. as abandantly proved by afida

§ ~ER), P:I .-.,

rof th.udl&o-ﬂo
AN, for manny years P

also Surveyor of

New W ork Ci

gave Lheir

doctors in New
or FOOTR, u'
the author o
ete., and h 8 two sona, Dr. E. B.

. ﬁgut'%

na
only at home but wh

B. FooTE; the
jcal Common
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WHEN THEY ARRIVE -AND

DEPART.
~ 1, MAILS, | ARRIVE. | CLOSE.
Eas susanasanien L3S 805 pm.. ..7 Glam..
Californis and west ..11 00 am.. ..4 6 pm..
Montanaand north .. 800 pm.. ..7 0 am..
D. & R G. East....|.. 520 pm..{.10 0 am..
Ogden, Utah....... {--1105am....7 0am..
Ogden, Utah....... |-« BOGpm.. .4 pm..
Park d“{" Utah...|. 808 pm .{..7 am..
Tocele, Utah...... |.._4mpm.. ..7 am..
Alta, Utah...... 00|00 520 pm..|..6 30 am..
Bingham, Utah....|.. 490 pm..|..8 30 am..
Southern Utah....|.. 650 pm..|..6 20 am..

The above 15 standsrd mountsin time.
WM. U. BRUWE, Postmaster.

ARGUMENT

26th, 18886.
®

who 8
Idabo. It Is & ques
gireater importance tha

office, Thereisa

ritory that goes beyond all these con-

every principle—the most sacred

ciples for which pur fathers contended

in the establishmentof American liber-

:{ Thit is the gueéstion we are bere to
iscuss. ;

each and every county and precinctof-
ficer shall before entering upon tne
discharg® of his dutles take and sub-
scribe the following oath, to-wit,”
Now, thati is conflned to count?]r
and precinct o rs; but If the oat
can established as to thecounty and
precinct officers, ft can be established
as to any other officer in the Territory;
if it can be upheld to Territorial
officers, it can be extended by the Con-
greéss of the United States to every

Unitgg SuPbgs, except the President
and Vice-President, whose oaths are
prescrided in terms by the Constitu-
tion, it Lremember right.
1 **fdé solemnly swear that | ama
tmale citizen of the Unlted Shta_%h::tf
1Wenily-one  years.
had actua re'oiged in Idabo Territory

tﬂ:s county thirty days pext preceding
e date my election (Or appoint-
ment). That.-h-am-not a memnber of
any arder, sectior organization which
tenches, advi encourages the
practice of u or polygamy or any
other crime defined by law, as -a' duty
or privilege resulting or arising,from
the faith or practice of such order,
sect or organization; or that teaches,
counscls, -encourages or advises any
person or pu«rions to commit the crime

of bigumy, or polyza or apy other
crime de ed’by '"v},' as a ig-
fous duaty. Tha /min not a big-

not my lawiul
§ pither publicly or
y BnCOourage or
advise any person or persons to enter
nto bigamous or polygamous relations
or into the relation Enown as ‘Plural’
or ‘Celestial Marriage.’ That I regard
the constitution of the United States
and the laws thereof and of this Terri-
¥, &8 interpreted by the courts, as
I.i’ eme law of the land, and that I
il s ort and uphold the same, the
teachings of any order, sect or organi-
Z4tion to the conirary notwithstandlog,
50 Belp me God.” .
There.is no technical T:[uaon {nthis
case. The first clanse of  the atlilpnln-
ation, allowed by the gentlemes
(Mr. Smith, conasel for the plaintiff),
deprives the case of every nical
question. . We do not desire a decision
upon any such question. The stipula-
tion says, in facs, that this defendant
duly qualitied, except and save his tak-
idg this oath. That i3 the only ques.
tion—as to whetner that was necessary
to his jcasion. We say that the
Legislature of the Territory could not
require the defendant—we' say that it
cannot réquire any officir or elector to
take that oatn. | say it cannet, be-
cause I do not wish to limit m; A880~
ciate, who is perhapa more familiar
with this quesltion—but I say that it
cannot for two reasons—that the oath,
a5 published and as I bave read, im-
poses a religious test, that Congress
could not impose. I msintain that it
i an axiom, which probably will not
be denled, that tne  Legislatore of a
l'ercitory—the creature of .Congress—
cannot ga beyond the powers of Con-
gress. lf there are limitations upon
the powers of Congress, the Legisla-
turg of a Territory cannot go beyond
them.' You need ne authoiity upon
that. I say, secondly, that if Co s
could impose this oath, the -
tare of the Territory cannot impose it
under the ﬂeuenl state of congres-
slonal legislation. Orin other words
m this 1860tn section of the Revised
Statates—formerly a section of our
Organic Act—the power to defloe the
gqualificasion of voters and of ‘hoid
office. was glven to the Territoria
Le ature, ample, with only foar re-
strictions; that that power then be-
came & concarrent power—concurrent
Eatalot: Congress limited by fhe
slature; Congress by
hmitations ol the Constitation; E;:
I'erritorial Legislature limited by the
same limitations of the Coastitution
and by the four specific limitations in
the Organic Act. That -<concurrent
power was similar to the concarrent
powers of Congress and the States
upon several subjects. There are many
powers that are given to Congress that
are not given exclusively, and that may
be exerclsed by the government of the
United States and by the States, as,for
instance, the regulating of militia, the
establishment of 2 uniform system
‘bankruptcy; and other wers have
been beld from the first adoption of the
("opstitution o be concurrent. Itls a
canon of construction, a8 we contend
that when those powers are exercised
by Coagress, the concurrent wer in
the State ceases; that two wills cannot
be exercised at theb]eét“m‘:n;aeu:'e
a n the me an L
Aggl we say secondly, then, that
Congress having legislated ‘upon this
subject, and the disfranchisement and
disgbilities growing oat of that rela-
tion, the power originally granted, 4t
you please—if it were granted; Iif we
shouid concede, for the purpose ol this
argument, that it had beén granted to
the Territories—coases’'to be concur-
rent; and when Copgress legislates
expressly upon t izabilities grow-
ing out-of Lhis qdestion, it ceases to be
a concarréent wer, and the power af
thegTerx igl Begis e&aﬂl. and
they 'L a to the 1 lation of
ConereSs o mh&anyo er or addi-
tiogal | growing out of the
sa ion apon which Congress
Iq?:la d in the eigbih section of what
is commonly keown a3 the Edmunds
bill. Those are the lwo polonts to
which I shall address the court.
' "Phe section says: ‘*That each and
every county and precinct officer shall
before entering upon the diseharge of
his =duties, take and subscribe the

of aay order, sect
advises

:ﬂ ganization v

the practice of bi
ours ce gamyor
lygamy, Oor any other crime denfaed

p{u\ll” rom the faith or practice ol
such orde

advises any person or persons to com-
duty.”

Relll:lu‘imun with whom ey
W preswne, e some other o
]ecdo hich

these two clauses, es

e Edmunds Act as polyga
or bigamists, for by a .su
cianse of the oath the officer is

T E  mad

E————E———

1f your Honor please: The question
Involved lere 18 not as to who shall be
count{ncommmlonen of Bear Lake or
11 hold office In Lhe Territory of

n of wvastly
£, It is a
qoestion that interests me. interests
every one within the sound of my voice,
interests the whole ple of the coun-
, far more than the gnestion of any
rrlnclple involved in

this act of the Legislature of our Ter-

siderations, As weconceive, itinvolrel
pria-

The last Legislature enacted, *“That

of | was the first leading

I 10 wit: * * 1. That
g

aw, as a daty or privilege resaiting

b 3.“ me of bl y or polygamy,

d S er crime de by law, as a
o I

. e are two clauses of the oath to

which I shall address my remarks. The

rm:n associated

W consider, with hlm, | this cause
‘| are’tenable and valld objections to the s fur
oath. I shall confine wy argument to

puaﬂau .ot bigamy or Kl.
or of unlawfu: co‘ublh on;
aloge that the offizer does not
counsel, encourage, or ady

others to enter into any of these far-
bidden relations; but a test of mem- | Heved these v

e ——— i ——— mﬂt m‘y sect that teaches the |or
THE MAILS 2&7

ul b

tice te.chlnr Or encouragement
proﬁlhlted sin

to be disqualified or disfranchised.
They may be taught as & privilege and | that Commission no such po
et not be cardinal doctrines of th '

th of his sect, which he is callk

Ongress would consent or ioténded =
to consent that the belief or the mem=| o

sect that taught or bes|th D>
s should disfranch re

person, they | visidns Ay
‘ﬁuh ;Fgrr'ltory. eévil imes may

my or polygamy as'a|wou
But bow careful are they!

{lege resulting from the faith of
thuh h%d kg'o o:ée wltlﬂg bt.:a bar of i
ion there nee no - |slon they a

&rgo gual ﬂcu? on of voters; allthough

Supreme Court of the United

& by the members sought | as the
States has singe decided,

they g;u.l’e-.'d:rcctian Lust & great constitetional So they might say here:
wer, yeL in | lawyed would care to defen before bis Dot enacted that *no bigminist or po- uct wus in 8 State coustitution, the |[dabo Legisluture cannot evade, by
e |apswer to the argument of Seoator sl upod Which | \ .

d | Brown as- to the definition of “*biza-

home of this sect—lopk at the deb;te.'(-hlchisthonxnt by mauy anti-Mor- ststute. The State held that the or= clusive upon tha Legislature as when |&re unworthy of thelr suthors: they
Congress—we must presame that i m St gt 8 — i

; . fanization the militia has at a!l found in & State comstitution &re unworlhy of a place in \he Constl.
ror 4 B : e gudranty Lines beww Ggnourvent power. But would be upon s State legisiature. Yet [tution. We ate not secaro of the -
u o  a s fclk the Supreme Court held that the con - by famillar canons of cbnstruction, if | liberties to~day that we were all
our boly viction of tuis man under the Penn- the Sth sec.of the Edmunds act was | brought up from our infancy to belleve
ng‘p?- sylvania statute was lllegal; because found In the constitution of a State, | Were Begure uunder l?;e Uenstitption of

t 1o Congress, although It had not covered, its legislature, without an express re- the United States. this leglalation
ned against the as they say expressly in tle opinlon, servation of power iu thatconstitution, 18 not In violation ofjthat Constitution,

be

Although | true followers of the meek and lowly the whole sabject of the organization could not add other disqualifications [then -we nced another Jefforson,
they did not provide that the Commis- | Nazarene, are constrained, in self-de- and ipline ot the mil tia, had lezls- to arlse out of the same subject and a wiser Jefferson  than
inted should ﬂi“b"bh, fense, If not in charity, to cry out)— lated upon that subject, and the Peun- | matter. What I state is this: that God gave us o the trying times of

even this bill, which is mlapy-sided, Sylvania statute was vold when Con- 'that act of Congress is as a cop=|the birth of Lhis countiy Wo hced
and would seem to omit little in this gress acted upon that suhject. I atitntion to the Territorial legislature. | bim now to frame us some more gouar-
“We bave Ifthe eighth section of the Edmunds {antles, that even the cunming of an

fellow o ' Ay ist or any ‘person cohabitlng State legisliture, under the familiar|this class of legislatlon. 1t Lias uever

more than ome woman shall be]'rulal of construction, couid not su-|beéa astem anywhere else; the

upon to endorse, approve or encour- |mist” or “‘polygamist’” in Webster, I - sedl pProf I to voue or hold oftice,” and our radd i hat 1 parallel of if cannot be found anywhere
f.‘:f‘f for 1t 1s evident that a sect may | Lhis proviso of the ninth section was | learn cd by s ad Jedicial law Is pot in conflict witn :he law t-.m'-’.?cuon.'.'rﬁfx‘g?cf;%?”..fn :"-‘An;?h:g .
h a practice Lo be a privilege re-|I Lo prevent even a possibliity | & vollified by & puri Congress.”” But they have, just as In|rule of construction Is, that when a f these guaranties of the Conatiin-

sultlag from the faith ot such sect,
without making this practice, teaching
or emcouragment a criterlon or re-|shall not exclude
quisite of membership. What sect
claims or can pretemd that all of its |account of any opinion su
members accept all of its dogmas, or, | WAy eatertain on
more especially, all those that are jor
rfvilege and not a duty? | count
the oath are in the dis-
unctive and he is required to negative | subject of bi
he uttermost clause—that he does not _
belong to amy sect that teaches|authorsof this bill as to the connt.ll:r
these as - & privilege lrlﬁlnﬁv from | tlonal restrictivns; as to the consthi-
e

Of R. Z. Johnaon, Esq., 1n the case|the dectrine of the sect. mbgft:r tntional lengths that they wmi

of the People ex rel. McIntosh vs,
Hunt and Matthews, before Chief Jus-
tice Hays, in the Third Judicial Dis-
trict Court, Blackfoot, Idaho, April

optional; ora r
e clauses o

defines a sect to be
denomination, especiall

lege, as

from 1ls utmos

they ne r jpractice, teac
sy -
and iu terms disgualified by othar

creature, the Territorial islature.

(See third clause, secl , article 6|8
stance of the

Senator Kdmunds, sald :
*I would Inflict
for practicin
sutiee); bat

of the Coustitution.)

stitation.)

such legislatioa. Reli

interfere nce is «_c'ﬁncemed'.’-’ n

ve.U.8.) -

Foraa epitome of the colonial his-
tory that led to thls Constitutional

guarantee, see Ibid 162, 163

164.
1 wish to read a little of the decision
of the Coart in that,as part of my

argument. I commence on page 162.

(See Reynolds vs. U. 8., 98'U. 8.,
counnéncing on biye 163, st."Oungress

cannot pass a law,” et ,, dm:&m 'n_qd_
-J

what to the State,'’ on page

I will refer a _llg:, fa r, ' your
honor please, to preamble of this
act that they quote from, they -only
g&vinﬁ an extract from it. Your honor

%low me to read Ia foll the pre-
am of this act drawn by Mr. Jeffer-
500 #¥nd sowe of his remarks upon it in
his autobiography.
(Bee & mentioned preamble,
12 Hening’s Btat., 84.) ;
There was an amendment Mr. Jef-

ferson speaks of proposed to one

clause of this preamble. It was meved
to lnsert afiér *‘plan of’’ the 'words

**Jesus Christ,”” .and it would then

read, ‘‘a de ure from the plan of
.the holy suthor of our

changed the

religion." It wo
the act and the

whele purpeor

have llmited tiis religion to the Christ-
ian religion. We will see what Mr,
Jeéfferson says abount that amendment.

. As to thisact, Mr. Jefferson in his
autobl 1 Jefferson’s Works,
5 43 3 eh“:hmkmlmqi

e- prn e 0

certain been

L haa drawn in all the
latitude of o and t. Itstill
met with itign; ut  wi

wias finally passed: and a singular pro:

position proved that ita protection of

opinion was universal. Where the

prezsmble declares that eocercion jsali
departure from the plan of the boly
Aunthor of our religion, an amendment
was p by inserting the words

‘Jesus Cnrist,’ so that it should read,

‘a departure from the plan of Jesus
Chri the holy Author of our re-
ligion ;' the insertion wds rejected by
a great majority, In proof that they

meant to comprehend within the shan-

tle of lu‘gmuoa the Jew-amnd the

Gentile, the Christiau and the Mohame-
dan, the Hindoo and the inddel of
every denomination.””

That is what Mr. Jeferson siys up-
on that subject. The Sapreme Court

of the United States, quoting bim here

for the deflnition of rellgious liberty,
say that he s worthy to be quoted au-
thoritatively as to the proper inter-
pretation of this amendment.

Mr.Jefferson did n tdraw aouy such
filue distinction as that prohibiting ox
disqualifying a man from being a wen_ | Fig
ber of any particular sect was not a¥
interferenee with his religion, if he]
was a conscientions believer of that
sect, becanse he speaksof the Moham-
medan (& Mohammedan is a member of
the sect that follows Mohametl) and
the Hindoo. He does.not speak there

of the man that believes in the docs

trines ol Mohamet, bat s not a mem-
ber of the organization or connected

ith it in any way; he does not spezk
o \he mas who toa Rev-

of the man bstractly a be

nected with that organization;
spesks of the **Mobammed

amendment. Theg
altheugh he was a

the Constitntion upon the absence

this and other provisions in the nature

of a bill of rights. |

Op page 164, in the same case, the
Sopreme Court quote further from My,
Je n, in bls reply to the Dapbary

Baptist Association.

this . 164, 98 U. 8.)
"i'?lpi:ll m': of Chngruulonal

WEr. ¥
Ai-:tn, on page 166, the Court say:
i

ws are made for the governwent
of actions, and while they cannot jn-
terfere with mere religious belief and
opinions, they may with practices.!’
And lostaociog the religious belief in
human sacritices and the Satiee, the
most the Court clalm is that the’ Legis-
lature has the-right to prevent m

practice,-and the whole tenor of

suc ief, either by
(lis!mnchluu{ent or otherwise.

Statutes—conferred apon the Ter

torial Legisiature the w x

to certalm enumerated

o
fixing the qualifications of voters and
er to fix

he
these qualifications remsl::a' for years
a concarrent m Co ) /
the Territorial tdf

of holding offlce. T

are, except
the power of the latter was'
e power of

Congress ande

this whole sabject 2i and
and !3

Bsect or organization; IL.|the Territ
That teaches, counsels, encourages or

of a disiranchisement for the belief,
“"Provided said board of five persons

wise eligible to vote {rom the polls, on | the
_person
e subject of bigamy
gamy; nor shall they refuse to
such vote on account of the
opinion of the person casting it on Lhe
y or polygamy.”’ :

t show the sense of theln

| in Utah, there never should
y & religious |such a claim under the
denominstion.” only presump- | ¥islons of the act. New,
tion, if any, that can arise from mem-
bership of a sect that teaches the prac-
tice of bigamy or polygamy as a privi-
t the member who prac-
tices neither, is a strained presumption
of a religious belief in the moral right-
fulness of the practice.[ state fearlessly,
ifyou analyze the oath you will see that
that is the only presumption that arises
{ clause—that he is a
member of a sect that teaches it as a
privilege. The oath, taken altogether,
showd tha%, however it is attempted to
be disguised, the intent and purpose of | D
the clause under consideration Is to
reach those who belleve that bigamy
and pol{&aémy are morally rlght. though
s DOr en-
coun%e either. All others—all who
have, 1'., any act, or by entering Into
tion, rendered thémselves
amenable te the law’s anlmadversion
or toa human tribunal are expressly

eneral pro-
ebater de-
gamist or polygamist, o=e Legisiature has gone. ~And
believes In plural marr or
O Lhat effect, as Senator Bro
out to Sensator Edmundllﬂ
te,and it was to guard against | putti
construction that the prmﬂau the C
th section was Inserted, Shall
ure of Coungress
than Congreaé itaclf?
ongress never
that distranchisement or disqualifics
Ltion for this cause should go further.| *‘I beg your pardon. We only put In | more disfranchisement was necessary, | are familiar to your honor.
That ‘intent is cqnclusively shown | the trustees to exec
¢ the nioth se¢- | may exist; bot we
presume¢ Lhat | concern and we

€0, Or
islation | Congress had no powerto grant them, | cient, 1t they
e .dr‘j L will read from that debate, Mr. Ed-

the provise
for we ™ mast
Congress  would
& luriher disfranchisement or disquall- | sets and
fication in any Territor
within tn; il:,:cl
Are wo the Territory of
fhe debate in the Senate of the United
Stales when this bill waB under con-
sideratiop shows that she friends of |of th
that measure never supposed that dis- ch
disqualification | the
nder the guaraoty of the Con-
n, g0 further. Ia that
in answer tg the i
ndoo rite of suttee,

clauses of the oath. This test 1s be- |Iranchisement

yoad the power of Co s and its

That I3 one of the sections that I re-
ly upon—one of the clauses of the Con-
stitution. Islsorely upon the first
amendment.

(See the first amendment to the Con-

pon . :
o rulat la‘; tllile rlta“ { :vbt:ct) Jses measured terms. He says
eally belleves upon ; : - ben
haveé no right %o exclude hi rinciple E d Bot" . ) L e B o IR A Rt aks, Al more oppas
i;omcu because he says he

finds immediately | this oath

Jfrom holdin
_The Supreme Court of the United |beleves It :
Statessay: ‘*‘Cengress cannot.pass a 0 which Mr. Edm
law for the government of the Territo- lied : . :
ries which shall prohibit the free exer-
cise of religion. The first améndment
to the Constitution exgplressl forbids

ous freedom 1s
guaranteed everywhere throughout the

United States, so far as Gonf lrt?sion.du.l
: yoolds

S0 [:4ay; so say weasll."

That question vcame up in answer
the gquestion p
whether he would object to & law in tite | long to a sect, it mast certainly inter-Jadd it in their supp
unishing the som |fere with his worship. Most worships | Why did the great coastitutional au- | ihey areapt to think that the guaran- | portant queition,) and Ree where It
ws of his faghey]| eond in sects-and communi-

Mr. Edmun

State of Georgia
‘Who burnéd-the wido
‘apon; the fuperal
(See s:;eeuh 0

And po wise Senator intimated
he could be il
for being a H

Brownjon Edmu‘n’:ﬁ‘ n‘evgr figve read of a sect—I am not|Senwiors and disavow any suc!;_mw_er? ot strile

unished or disqualified
ndoo or for belongigéew
or practiced
r
gested the miserable subterfuge
religions test, within the meaning of | Thé worship of any sect ‘that
the Constitution
a part of his rel
sect o which he belopes. |
wretched guaranty of re-
while it pro-
vidoal opiaiond,
withdraws that protection the moment
we assoclate oursélves with our co-re-
liglonists and Join a sect that teaches
] Thal is the only disting-
tion that can be attempted to be drawh | of the act of the of Deseret, as it
between this legislation and that ex-|called itself, andl the Territorial As- | Wheat. p. 1983
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