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ITALL4N EPIGRAM5ilS.

[Transiated by E. Cavazza, froma an article in the Nuosta À.ntologia.]

1.

A LITTLE Love in the wide worid astray
Knocked at tise doorway of thy heart, faim maid
Another Love camne forth to him and said
"lBrother of minse, proceed opon thy way;
To seek a sheiter thon in vain art come;
Too many of us are liere,-there's no more room."

sl.
This is Love's nature, and a strange portent:
It lîves on hunger, dies of nutriment.

To live ils peace the way is understood:
To do no harm to any-and no good.

IV.
(A remilsiscence of the lbý Galantuomno.)

This is a littie th.ing,
Not .witty, neither wisc:
Huuting one day, a chevali er asked the king
To give him a cigar.
King Victor takes lis case ont, andl replies:
ICigars and decorations snrely are

Trifles which none denies."

V.
(Rare is a bitter portrait from the times of the Austrian rule in Italy.>

A powerful ruffianx, you the folk oppressed;
The tyrant hung an order on your breast;
When as a traitor rumour branded yon,
The stranger gave you order number two;
To-day a rebel to your former king,
Now fromi your buttonhole new crosses swing.
But your crosses, chevalier,
Graveyard crosses ail appear;
For every cross thtet glitters on yonr verat
Marks where a virtue died within your brest.

VI.
(A picture of the awkward Austrian police, in the States of Modona

and itomagna.)

Squads of guards and of gendarmes
Ansd varions night-patrois,
Witls the clatter of tongues, of arma,
And tramp of heels and soles,
Wamn afar the citizen:
Il XV appreisend al vagrant men."

b A brave and loyal way, in fact,
INot to catch rascals in the act.

VII.
(Another epigramnmatist makes nv idious 7distinctions àt propJos Rb

Galasîtuomno.)

Because an hoaest king the people found,
A miracle, they dry, is lie we have crowaed!1
0 royalists, your praise is ill-expreRsed;
What kind of kings, thon, muet be ail the rat 1

VIII.

A crowd of heirs about the midi man's bed
Stood silently and with uncovered head ;
Thea the sbrewd aotary in a whi9per said:
"They fear, if they should speak, 'twonld wake tbe deadl"

il.

I weat to sce your tmagedy, My son,
"lThe Downfall of the First Nipoleon."
I saw with great eajoyment, it is certain,
The Emperor f ail, and af ter him the curtain!

X.
(Two s5avage utterances of an author cf rejected addresses.>

Thougli you, the editor of the Ganetigo,
Threw in the waste-basket,
And treated with derisive
Laugliter, my first incisive
Epigrame, stili I feel no bittemness.
1'm not ashamed, except of the addremm!

Xi.

Waadering in quest to find your daily bread,
A critic by profession,
Ravage and hanrm you spread
Throughout my eimali possession.
My epigramis you nibbled,
Thea raised your nose on higli, and brayed, and scribbled.
18 it my fanît, you donkey on two feet,
If epigrams are nothing good to eat i

-The Trasatlantic.

No gentleman ouglit to remove his bat ia an elevator.
An elevator is not a parlour, but is aiways a part of the
public hall ; and to see ail of the men ini it snatcb off
their headgear whea a lady entera, is at once amusing
and preposterons. It is a siglit momeover, wbiob cannot be
seen anywheme on earth but in Anierica. No gentleman
in Paris or in London or in Berlin wonld think of doing
sucli an andacions tbing. If gentlemen take off hats in
department elevators they ougbt to remove them in streetý.
cars.- Washington Post.

MORMlONLSM AND THE 0RIMINAL LAW.

It is confidently expected tht there wvi11 besiext spring a large
numnber of AMoriiions settled here, as late ini the autiunn several of their
chief men viïiited their new settisinent at Leýe's Creek and ere
greatly pleaïied with the country. '1'ley speak confidently of the
t)oininion having no0 1aws prohibiting polygainy, concerfing which
laxvyers seeni to think there is a doiffit, .Logislation is ahsolutely
necessary on this quiestion, for the settleinent of one or two hluiidred
thousands of polygaiiists ini this fair district inighit have the efect of
retarding the progress and civilization of the country beyond present
con ception. -Globe, 1Lth Jan,, 189).

T HIE recent settiemïent of a colony of Mormons in the
ITerritory of Alberta, whiie it appears to have attracted

but ittle attention in the public press, and to have excited
no great or general interest throughout the country, is yet
an event which, taken in connection with the circumstances
attending it, would seem to be wortby of more than passing
notice. Indifference to it mnay be accounted for partly by
the fact that knowledge of the history, religious beliefs and
social customs of this peculiar people is not as yet widely
disseminated among us ; and partiy that the settiement is
sO far of a numerical importance too trifling to assume the
character of an invasion. Morcover, whatever apprehen-
sions might be aroused in the public mind at the thought
that a considerable band of polygamists had already found
a permanent abode within our territory lias been partialiy
aliayed in advance by the report, whether true or false
remains to be seen, that the settiers are of that subordinate
suct of Mormons who do not practise polygamy.

Upon this latter point we may be permitted to have our
doubts. It migliht be expected that tbese colonists would
prefer that our irst impressions of them should be satis-
factory, and that they would hence maintain at least a
becoming reserve with reference to this question-naturaliy
the lirst to excite our intereat and upon which soine reas-
suring information would not fail to be looked for. The
fact, if substantiated, that their emissaries made special
enquiry as to how far the laws of Canada are opposed to
polygamy and that they subsequentiy reported (prier to
the incoming of the colouy) tîsat polygamy is not an offence
in this country, is at least pertinent. Beyond this, it
appears to be truc that these settiers are net the first
Mormons who have settled in the North-West, and that
for several years polygamy lias been practised among the
earlier arrivais without any great show of secrecy.

With the institution of polygamy, or plural inarriage,
as an absoiutely fundamental doctrine, al conceptions of
Mormnonisin are, in the public mmnd, inseparably connected.
Nor is the cosnmon impression that a Mormon is necessarily
a polygamist, in creed if not in practice, far astray. It is
truc that poiygamny is condensned by the Book of Mormon
and dates back no further titan the divine revelation to
Josephi Smith made some thlirteen years after the mir-
aculous discovery of that volume. Yet it is without doubt
this striking feature of belief or religions observance which
now successfuliy attracts attention among the ignorant
folk who are souglit as converts throughout Europe and
elsewhere. It is the chief of the many features wbich dis-
tinguish this alleged 1'Church of Christ " from ail others,
and lias been stubbornly retained and adhered to, not only
on account of the sanction aflbrded it by divine revelation,
but also for its recognized value in increasing the member-
ship of the sect, and conse quentiy the revenues of a tithe-
coiiecting hierarchy whose personal gains are net lost sight
of in spreading the liglit of the newer faith. There may
be Mormons who do not practise polygamy ; tMe teachings
of the sect of Josephites are said to condemn its observ-
ance ; nevertheiess a majorîty of the two hundred thousand
Mormons now settled in Utali and Arizona are practical
polygamists ; and what little experience we have of our
own Canadian Mormons wouid lead us to believe that they
do not differ wideiy in any respect fromn their American
brethren.

To suppress tihe practice of poiygamny, the United
States Goverament lias struggied for the past quarter of a
century against the whole power of the Mormon Church,
and net without success. It is true that polygamy is not
yet stamped ont, but there is littie now of the old-time
gratuitous offensiveness to public opinion with which
twenty years ago it was practised and preached. This in
itacîf is something. The lesson tauglit by each successive
conviction and imprisoament, the quiet maintenance of
the law of the State as against tlic iaw of the Churcli
is having its effect. Aiready the Churcli perceives that
it lias lost the' game, and this fact, however lightly
we may esteem it, is on@ not without interest for our-
selves in Canada. Owingf to causes which space will
not permit us to investigate here, it is believed that
another of those migrations which are not uncommon in
the history of this sect will be forced upon it and may soon
take place. IL is no secret that the matter has been under
advis@ment by tihe presidents of the Mormon body for
some years. Should a favourable decision be come to, it
may take shape in a general exodus deyond the Nortbern
or Southera boundary of the United States, since the
"ipersecution " to which polygamists are subjected renders
necessary the selection of a resting place over which the
jnrisdiction of the United States Government does not
extend. Viewed in the liglit of these facts it will be seen,
themefore, that it is by no means nnlikeiy that the settiers
at Lee's Creek are but the forerunners of other and larger
bands whose coming may bing us face to face witb the
Mormon Question, with ail that those words, baving in
view the experience of our Republican neiglibours, imply
-a question snmely of no littie moment to us, whether

egarded from a social or national standpoint.
The object of this paper is to enqgire whether iL be

trise, as claimed on behaIf of these immigrants, that our

laws do not prohibit polygamy. In defence of this custom,
it lias been from the irst the sffort of ail Mormons to
dlaim respect for its observance as a religious institution,
but this need confuse no one. With the religious belief
of any body of men, hom~ever coarse the texture of its
fallacies, our law does not concern itself. The law deals
with acts, and pays no attention to beliefs, save so far as
may be necessary to enable it to interpret correctly the
character of an act. No religions belief will justify an act
condemned by law.

The word polygamy, though not unknown to English
law in former times, is somewhat a stranger to our more
modern legal nomenclature. The only synonymous termn
known to our law at present is bigntmy, which of course
includes polygamy, using tihe latter word somewhat in the
extended sense appiied to it under the later statute law of
the United States, but restricting it in the scope given to
the tarin in that law. In England, bigamy, until the time
of James I., was known as an offence of ecclesiastical cog-
nizance only. The Statute 1 Jac. 1, cap. 11, passed in
1604, cÔnstituted it a felony punishable with death and
this statute forms the basis of ail subsequent legislation
upon the subject. This enactmnent was repealed by 9 Geo.
4 cap. 31., which, witb a few verbal changes only, is our
R. S. Canada cap. 161. The Statute of James was gener-
aliy adopted, by recognition or re-enactment, in most of
tihe United States, but formed nso portion of the law of
their Western Territories. Thus at the time of the arrival
of Brigham Young and his band of Saints from Nauvoo in
Utahi, in 1847, no sucli ofience as bigamy or polygamy was
known in Utahi; and this continued until 1862, when
Congress made bigamy a crime in the Territories. There
can be littie doubt that Young was influericed in Mis choice
of Deseret by this consideration, and that as early as that
date polygamy had aiready come to be considered that
doctrine of the Church necessary above ail others to be
preserved.

This enactment of 1862, known as the Poland Act,
was the baginning of the struggle for the suppression
of polygamy, and it was after the experionce gained
through constant, though not a]ways successful, endeavour
to enforce this statute, that the fuller statute of 1882,
known as the Edmunds Act, was passed. This latter
Act is a well conceived piece of legisiation of the mont
effective character. It may be useful, in order to show the
difference in the two statutes, to print them ia pairallel
columas ; the amondments dictated by experience of the
working of the earlier statute are thus more easily shewn:

POLAND ACT.
(Jîsly 1, 1862.)

Every pýerson lîaving a hugband
or wife living, who mtarries au-
other, wlîether married or single,
in a Territory or other place over
which the United States have ex-
clusive jurisdiction, is gîilty tof
bigamy, and shall he pnniehed by
a fine of not more titan Five liais-
dred Dollars, and hy iiii5risoîî-
muent for a tera cf not more titan
Five yeams, (excepticuas omitted).

ED)muNtIs ACT.
(Marci 22, 1882.)

Every peretmn wlîo lias a husbamsd
or wife living, wlio, in a 'c,-ritory
or ot/cplace cicr îeh ich ftie United
States have exrlusive jteri.çdictiun,
hereafter imarrisanother, whcther
inarrieui or single, and any man
w/tu, herca/t<r sttttitvisyor on
t/te sa icdap iniari,'s more short one
ivoea,î, in a Territory o(r other
place over whiliîtise Uniîted States
liave exclusive jurisdictioii, ù,

giilty cf psl ' gaory, and shali ho
punislied by a fise cf nist more
than iî ve 1-uîsdrc-d Dollara and
by iniprigonîîieîît for a terni cf nt
more thui Pive years.

(3) If any male pcrssn in a Terri-
tory or other place, over w/tick thte
United States /bave exclusive ju,*is-
diction, hereafter co-/lubitd ivilli more
thon one wcmnau, lie s/talt te deemad
guilty o a snjsqdcibeanor; and on
con victionî therrof s/tait be pussis/ed
km, a fine of not mtore t/tan l'Threc
Hundrcd Dollars or /ty ionprisoss.
mient for nt smcte t/tan Six inost/s,
or by bot/t said punis/rosents usnf/he
dixcret mn oft/te Court.

(,,-» Inatmproectton for bigasny
polyautry or- tnituwfmtl co-/abitation
untder atiu statîîtv of thte United
Stttes, it s/tait be suticient cause o

challenge to înay pet'son drawa or
sutsïtstoned as et jîrymust or fats,-
mnan, t/tf tvis or /tus teesetliving in
t/te pt-actice of tige mm, or yolygamy
otr snlctwfist co-/tabiftttiosawift more
t/tan one wonan ; or that hie is or
has been gtilty offtsn ofence punu/n.
aile ty eit/tet of t/te /'regoing Jsec-
fionts or by section 5352 of t/te B. S.
U. S. or-t/te Act of July 1sf, 18t62.

The necessary facts to be proved upon indictments for
bigamy under nearly ail statutes framed on the lines of 1
Jac. 1. cap, 11, are few and simple; tliey are (1) the
prisoaer's first marriage; (2) has second marriage ; (3)
that hie firat wife was alive at the tinse of lis second
marriage and (4) that the second marriage took place with-
in the jnrisdictioa of the court trying- the offence. We
need not at present consider the trifling dîffcrences in the
statuts law of different English speaking conatries nom the
exeeptions. The above are practically what wonld be
called for in a prosecîstion under Dom. Stat. cap. 161.
They are aiso practically what was cailed for under the
Poland Act.

A brief examination only of the American cases de-
cided under the Poland Act is sufficient to indicate to us
that, while no doubt ample in ordinary cases, that statute
was rendered practically inoperative as against Mormons
by reason of the peculiar difficulties attending prosecutions
in territories where these people constituteel the large
majority of the citizens.

The first practicai difficulty met by the public prose-
cntor among a community of n4ormons was that a grand
jury composed o! men o! tbis sect could neyer be trnsted
to etnmn a true bill in any case, no matter how flagrant;
indeed, it was found, conversely, that a Mormon jury-
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