spihle dangor wo must
to“: n‘:sn beware of it. But,
think we may say thal we
the objections proceed
two sources—(1) an very
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mm——

do point
admit, and

ie, 1
:'!h:nruﬁn’d that

pripci “}13‘::—%{;‘ what n womsaD’s life
partial 5" and (2 n low estimate of
should "ot na look at the last first.
olitics. ' 0 to political meotings—
y he,n wlltical meetings—-we lour often
me;rzgxt’odeal of what politics should nc-
;9

how that rhe eod of all politles
f the poople. Many are
% the]weﬂ;xﬁfh;%;mhesIwcp hear on tha
i oqu! yet they como home nnd tell
Sl slitics are not for women; that it
X tbat base and degrnde them—theso
wmlltli 2% hich are to raise the whole peo-
pol \So’uld contaminate us. P
tfow do we reconcilo there two sta
ow‘; o those who maka_thu speephes
Eailay jn what they are saying publicly,
hel(lieveh any it only to cateh the car ot
R e BI’; and do they really believe In
il P?]OP rtathat political life as umatter of
- c;n means & rage between man and
L on“y arties for power. and influence,
hE“l‘wle cfpand fame? With snch an oR-
oy ﬂof politlent life we can have
Limn:e to do, and wo do not wonder
g 'ho incline townrd sueh a view
T their best endeavor Lo keep

should uso | love that thero
ut we belleve
oaomt i, Bty Whieh may, v

] {nspire the government of
t“hlgigl;oa:loult:]; 1119‘:;eople, for ;hle pao;_)le;
and we bgilavc imp]ln_il?l in Lher r po“::i
when properly applied, 1o reform, &
ennoble nnd wplift.

“*Any otus \\"l::) I;‘l:‘(:,\‘\i'
:l:;’g:l;)gx;: Qu'?:?ch we discuss hnck~;'nrd
nlnd forwnard are livin, presmng(-irea;\.“;n
to them. Questions wbout eduea l?]“;
labor, the swesling system, l_le'en?{,nhg'
honni’ng of ihe poor, the Dll; - ougg
system Aro atl stornly real to (L’ tel;n' "nnm
especially s0 |0 the women, Q{: :;y‘ re
aflecting them dnl_v%r“tz :ihnl{t. i, ghl::llahmh
E’:};g:g“;;;:uﬂoasif it rmust deal with

those queuions.”

complish;

anything of the
now ihe social

THE TRICKY UTAH COMMISSION.

WEg publish today the report of the
Utah Commiesion for the prepent year,
#8 furpished to its organ in this dl:y:

i xcoption uf documents thu
‘t:'t:';'hc ;]hr:ag;cbsﬂnhpl"]inwd & d do uot

he republished.

ueletdi:oa chnrﬁcterlatlc production, dials—
honest, uptruthful, conning and I'uul
of the pettifogglﬂi.',upt‘clﬂl plesding an

trickery which ar2 usunlly found in
the later reports of that uselers and
exponsive bouy- Agniu we notlee the
conspicivus absence of the nnme of
that sturdy old warrlor, Gen. * Me-
Clernany, who has proved himself,
all Rlong, ton honorable to endorse the
subterfuges of his asslo:mte officiale. It

Jd by all the others.

. '}il%:eﬂrnl} part of the report deals
with the poiitical change which has
taken pla: e in Utab. It is spoken of
s ‘sudde ,’ aod the sincerity of the
peopie ip mentioned 1o A Jdoubtful way.
the writere helng too cowardly either
fo deny or couless their belief in i,
t.ut in a shiftlug way express the doubt

that other people are alleged to feel

The “sudden’’ change—the disorgaut-
zul:h n of the People’s party, bad been
contemplated and di: cussed fur years,
and it s well knuwn wns as gradual
us suything of the kind could pos-
#ibly be.

‘Fhe Commissioners parade their ap-
pointment of Judye Zaoe aod Hecre-
fary Bells ae registration officers, as
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proof that the Commission has not ap-
poloted irresponsible and disreputabie
persone for such places. ‘Toe election
of those gentlemen was everywhere
balled as a new departure, s ‘sud-

den ohange’” om the part of
the Commiersion. There {is no
need here 1o give a detailed list

ol persons who were not only irrespon-
sible und djereputable but whose record
since hus demonstrated their dishon-
eaty and chicapery. The appolotment
ol the two gentlemen named s viewed
up tho exceptivn which proves the
rule of improper selections, and that fa
ut torious in the Territory.

The Commlsslonura deny thot they
fypproved?? of changes that were
made by the Leglslature In the slec.
tiomw Jaws but which were vetoed by
the Governor. They resort to the
pettifogging method of playing upon
the word ‘‘approved,’? apd SRE they
had oo authority to appruve, very-
hody knows they had no official au-
thority in the premlsesn, but every sane
person also knowe that the Commis-
sioners could express thelr approval of
the changes. And as s matter ol
fact, they did so, knd It was largely
t seause they did sothat the Legislature
pussed the mensure maklug the
changes. As to the Governor’s part
in the matter we have pothing to say.
We nre dealing now with the tricky
Ut .h Commiselon. a

But it i3 on the polygamy ques-
tion that thess officiale dlaplay
thelr maliclous wsnd paltry un-
truthfulmes fun f{ta vilest formn.
Referring to the resolutions adopt-
¢ed ai the General Conference of
Octoler, 189}, they enter ap evnsive
and contemptible anzwer. The Cou-
jerence denjed emphatloally a former
pintement by the Commission to the
vflect that the Church dominates jte
members in political mattera, and that
s number ot persons in Utah had
e tered into polygamous marriages
since the issuance of the manifesto
against them.® The Commissioners
now try 1o make it appenr that
the Hfrst denlal amounts to a
confession that Church domination in
politicedid exist {n the past. Apd as
to the legal polygamous marringes, say
the raports on which their informatlon
wae founded nre on file, and that the
officers who turnished it }lvein and
are famillar with the precinots, They
fuslher "!;‘plend thut meliher they oor
theee officers enn have apything to
guin by perverting the truth.

The language used by the Confer-
ence slgnified, as plnin as worda could
muke it, that no such domination as
cbarged by the Commission
hsd been exercised'by the Church.
The case of excommunication
referred  to dn a  gnrbled way
by the Commirston dnes not affect the
matter one fotn, but on!; shows to
what miserable means those officlale
resort to try and make a point and di-
vert atlention from the main issue.
The reference by the Conference to
the nppearance of a union of Church
and Htate in coneequence of men hold-
ing both ecclegiagtical and civil offices,
was not auy adnulesion of the charge
of the Commiseion, but was cited iu
explauation of an appearance that was
nol areality. The quirk by which the
Commiesion atiempt to take advantage
of this exposes their petttfoggiong pro.
clivities. .
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What they charged and wbat the
Conference Jeuled was, that a certain
number of persons duting the year
then Iast past had entered Inte
polygamous marriages.
denied by the Presjdent of the Uhurch
who should know of the tacts. The
Commissioners now say *‘Denials
aud Jeouncistions prove nothing.'’
Perhinps not, Neither do upsupporied
asperiions, parliculnrly when after be-
ing ohallenyed, not a scentilla of evi-
dence to pubstantiate them 1a offered,
Thin ie the situatiou. Denlals nnd de-
nunciztions de prove something under
these circumntances. They prove that
the Utah Commikeloners either dare
not bring forward their alleged proofs
of information or that they have none
to produce. Denials and denuncia-
tlous, in the face of thelr failure after a
yeul's challenge, are worth more than
thejr trumped-up uesertions for which
they offer no proof,

But they dodge agaln from the
question as to the fact of new polyga-

mour marriages belng  contraot-
ed, to the questlon of bellef
in the rightfulness of such

marringes in the absence of olvil Inw
against it. They quote Dr. Talmage
and the stalementa of the Presidency
before the Master in Ohancery which
related to the Lelief of thy Latter-day
Baints, to bolsier up thelr own (alee
charges about recent plaral marriages.
Pettifogging agaln in its most despic-
able shapel What certain personsmay
possibly believe 18 one thing, what they
are churged with deing is another and
different thing. ‘Fhe stlack upon Preal-
dent Joreph F. Bmith is of the same
sort. He denied the truth of the Com-
missloners’ echarges. His seclusion and
bis religlous belief had nothing to do
with the lssue,

The cuiminating point in the das-
tard)y attempt of the Commiesion to
make it appear thut the manifesto was
a prelense and that “‘polygamy still
exints;?? js the assertlon that: *The
commission bas reports of fifteen mnle
persuns who are believed to have su-
tered into polygemous murriages during
the Jast year and of more thian three
bundred perrons who are known, or
belleved to be living in polygamous
relations.??

Obstrve the cunning way in which
these ohliarges are put, so as to do-
a8 much damuage as possihle
and creep out of the reeponsibility of
preferring them. They have “‘reports.’’
The reports wpeuk of male persens ¢fbe-
lieved? to have entered into these mar-
ringes, or who are “helieved to be now
living 1o polygasmous relations.””
BLame on the cowardly officials who
make thece statements in this Done
committal, timorous aud mislendiog
manner! If we were to tell all the tal &
we bave hud by wiy of “repurts’ tous
of the doinge of some of thesc same
Commissioners here and elsewhere,
they would be planting suits for Hbed
of hiding their heades ou the ‘‘under-
ground.*’

“It is believad,??
whom? No apewer. We chnllenge
the Commiseloners to produce the
nameg of the accused and the names of.
tbeir accurers, They have been thus
challenged when they bore rimilar
false wWitness before. But they have
heen an silent ap the grave on this
question of prapf. They dnre nol give
the names lest their craven nnd

they nay. By

Thir was al-o _
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