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Jesus Christ, whether he believe in
polygamy or not, can have any place
among them, or any say as to who are
innocent or who are guilty. We have evi-
dence that they will do all this and hav-
ing done this much, it would be very
easy for them next winter to fix up such
laws concerning juries and testimony as
will enable them to carry out what they
have undertaken. We give them credit
for all this, and we have evidence they
will do it, from the fact that the Consti-
tution has been no limit to their former
enactment. Indeed, it has virtually been
cast overboard, and liberty taken to en-
act any such laws as might be desirable
to carry favorite measures, and it will
be just as consistent for them to do any-
thing they please in regard to polygamy;
and thus one thing after another, until
they shall have attained the object which
they have determined to accomplish.

The true issue of this question is not
exactly between us individually and the
courts, or the government. The issue is
between the two governments. If they
who make us offenders are at a loss to
know which is the higher law, they will
have plenty of time to find out. It is a
violation of both the letter and the spirit
of the Constitution, and of good and true
government of this nation, that there
should be any law made that should re-
strict our belief or practice of any reli-
gious doctrine, which does not infringe
upon the rights of others. The Constitu-
tion expressly says that, "Congress shall
make no law respecting an establish-
ment of religion, or prohibiting the free
exercise thereof." Neither is there any-
thing in the Constitution that tells Pres-
idents, Congressmen, Judges or juries,
what shall be religion, or what shall not

be religion.
In the days of Jesus, their Senate and

House of Representatives, their supreme
and lesser courts were comprehended in
the Sanhedrin, or Chief Council, which
was an institution of the Jewish govern-
ment to determine all matters, secular
or religious. In our day, although there
is no law except the law of God that de-
termines what we may accept as reli-
gion, and what we shall not, there is a
principle which I call your attention to,
that will enable us to understand our po-
sition in relation to each other and to
our fellow men. I may perhaps illus-
trate this best by stating a circumstance
which took place a few years ago, while
I was in Europe. A gentleman from one
of the European States had emigrated to
this country and had become an Amer-
ican citizen. He returned to his na-
tive country to attend to some business.
While there that government undertook
to enforce from him some act of subor-
dination, as though he were still a sub-
ject of that government. What was the
result? The government of the United
States, when appealed to, informed the
authorities of that land that his rights as
an American citizen must be respected.
We see, then, that when a difficulty arose
that abridged this man's liberties, the re-
sponsibility was upon the parent govern-
ment of asserting and maintaining the
rights of this man's citizenship. The au-
thorities of Europe as well as America
lauded the wisdom of Daniel Webster in
this case, and the man was delivered.

Now, in our case, the govern-
ment has determined that polygamy
shall be abolished, but the govern-
ment of heaven had previously deter-
mined that polygamy should be estab-
lished, and that sin and wickedness shall


