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A GOOD LAW SHAMEFULLY
PREVERTED.

THE registration and election law
of this Territory was enacted by the
Legislature in 1878, It was opposed
by the **Liberal” schemers, who
desired to gain by fraud advantages
they could not secure hy nnmbers.
The could find no specific fault
with it. 'They weresecnred in rep-
resentation upon the, board of
judges wherever they had oast a
vote, and at the official count of
election returns. The registration
offleers were the assesgors with their
deputies. The county eclerks re-
eeived the returos nod the county
courts canvassed them. The Jus-
tices of the peace heard objections

to the right to vote. All these
were regular officials, apd up-
der tonds for the (aithful

performance of their duties. They
were also res omnsible men, elected
by the pecple and dona fide resid-
ents and properyy owners. The
‘rights of all parties and citizens
were secured under Its provisions
and operations.

It is now e¢laimed by - certain
“Liberals” that ¢*it is nn infamous
law.”? They say *“it was designed
to make it impossible for any Gentile
to hold an oftice in this Territory.”
The answer to that ia, it was framed
with the advice, assistance and ap-
proval of some of the most promin-
ent “Liberals?’ in the Territory, in-
sluding judges, lawyers, merchants
and the Governor. The intent of
ita framers was to Becure the purity
of elections nod the rights of all the
voters. Lts operations demonstrated
this,and no legal voter that we know
of ever complalioned of anything in
regard to it except that it gave no
room for **Liberal’’ frauds. *“QGen-
tiles’’ were elocted to office under
its provisions. There was nothing
fn it to prevent their election if they
only had a majority of supporters.

We do not claim thut the law was
pecfect. But we do say it is as good
as any election law in the coumtry.
There is no better way to secure an
abisolutely secret ballot than the

rules it requirea. The precautions
it embodies against the voting of
trapsients may cause so ne hard-
ships to persons removing from one
place to apother, and to those absent
at registration times, but these are
more the result of recent improper
administratiorns of the jaw than
fault in the Iaw itself, which is
thoroughiy eguitable anda fair to all
parties. [Lts imperfections would
have been removed, and the wrongs
possible to be perpetrated prevente
but for the Governur’s veto of
measures honoestly designued  for
that purpose.

The evila that have uarisen and
that now exist have sprung out of
the provisions of the Edmunde Act,
the constrnctions that have been
placed upon by the appointed officers
acting under it, and the unlawful
and eriminal conduct’ of some of
those officials,

Under the Utah statute, an we
have shosv. o, the registration and
election officers wereelective; under
the Edmunds Act they are appoint-
ive by an appointed Commission.
These appolutees are not, usually,
responsible persons, but, chiefly, in-
dividuals without property and
some of them without character.
They are not placed under bonds.
Lf they nre sued for damages by de-
frauded citizens they have nothing
for the law to Jevy npon. The jury
lists aud the panel are so wanipu-
lated that there is no chance for
justice ngainst them if prosecnted.
S0 that frauds are perpetrated with
comparative impunity, and the
petty wfficinls defy the authority
which appoints them, while that
anthority suffers its directions to be
treated with contempt nnd preteuds
and avers that elections are fairly
conducted.

Oue thing, particularly, should be
kept in mind: Under the Utah
statute the elected justices of the
peace, having given proper bonds,
heard and determined objections to
the right to vote. From all their
decisions there was an'appeal to the
higher courts. There was never
any compiaint of Injustice, under
their administration of this law.
But the Utah Comnmission, acting
according to their own eonstruction
of the Edmunds A ct, ha ve appointed
persons koown to be active in the
interest of the ¢ Liberal” party, and
recommended to them by ‘“*Liber-
alp?’ for that very reason. They
have been chiefly such persons am
are described in the preceding para-
graph. They are oot regular ju-
digial officers, nor under bonds, and
from thelr decisions, it ia ruled,
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there is no appeal. 8o that they
ean aod do defly law, justice and the
sacred righta of citizens, rub lewal
voters of the franchise, and strike
off namen from the voting lsts as
they please, and there i no re-
dress.

This condition of affairs s ad-
mitted to be ‘‘shameful,’” even by
those who seek to profit by it.  But
they charge it to the iaw. This is
as ‘‘shameful’’ as the outrages for
which it apologizes. If the law
were administered according to ite
letter and its spirit, the troubles
complained of would not exist. [t
is the perversion and disregurd of
the iaw that are to blame. The
Edmunds Act requires “‘proper per-
sons’ fo b appointed to perform
these Juties, and that this shaii all
be done “nnder the existing laws of
the United Btatés and of the Terri-
tory.” Ouly judicial officers, from
whose decisiens appeals are aliowed
to the higher courts, are ‘‘proper
persons’® noder the laws, Those
who have been appointed are “im-
proper persons’’in every sense of the
term. :

The registration officers, strong
partizans, are made the judges 10
hear and determioe objections.
They are not ‘‘proper perscos,” be-
enuse, as we have shown, they are
oot regular judicial officers. They
are made to occupy the place filled
nnder the law by the assessors, The
elected assessors were not judges to
hear objections to votevs, therefore
the appointed registration officers
should pot act in that eapacity.
‘Mhey virtually sit injudgment upon
their own proceedings. They are
constituted, not by law, but by this
appointment, courts that are inde-
pendent of law, of the rulings of
higher courts, of the power that
appointed them, and of the peopie.
All this is conttary to the teiritori-
al statute aud canoot be charged
against it with any particle of trutii
or consistency.

While the registration and elec-
tion lnw was administered acecords
ing to ite provisions no legal voter’s
name was stricken from the regie-
tration list, nor waa his right to
vote denied at the polls. This is a
sufficient answer to the falsehood of
the “Liberal’’ organ that the law
was framed *‘to put into the hands
of the registrars the absolute power
to strike off Gentiles from the lists
whesever they pleased.?”? Let some
*“Gentile’s’? name be produced that
was improperly stricken from the
list by any officer belonging to the
People’s Party! It capoot be done.
And to clingh the falsehood. ailthat



