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LAWLESS OBSTRUCTION AT
THE POLLS, :

THE obstructions interposed to pre-
vent a free expresslon of the popular
wi.l at the polls in Brigham City on
Monday, oudpt to be promptly treated
83-the law direcis, There can be no
question that the intent of the persons
who interropted votera on that occa-
Blon was to prevent the poilingof as
many People's votes as possible,'and
to establish a precedent as to the kind
of challenzes that might be sliowed.
And there can be no doubt that chal-
lenges were permntted that were no-
lawful, snd that inmoumed 10 & dis-
turbance of the election and an inter-
ference with the irce exerclse of the
elective franchise, i
We¢ pass by consideration of the
character of the creature who
:«d a3 teol fer the Leaguoers
igh that unlawinl work ot ob-
tlon; that will keep for a future
ocexdion. Let us look at the natnre of
the challenges. The Utah Comumis-
sjoners who sent iostructions to the
Judges of Election at Brigham City,
called thelr attention to the provisions
of the Urzh stututes sallowing chal-
lénges at the poils, snd gave us their
opinion that: .
*The judyesof elettion, on a chal-
enge being made ai tha polls, may in-
terrogate the voter.nnder oatn, t0 be

administered the presiding
udge, and mey" propound to
im, orally, such pertinent

qUestions us are reasonably calculated
to determine whether or not he is.a
yualificd voter under the laws of Utah
and the lawsy of the United States fix-
1ng the qualification ofj voters in this
Territory.” 5
This I8, as they must admit,a stretch
of unthority which cannot be justified
by the language of any Jaw either of
r the Territory or of the United States.
Thne challenges permzitted by the Terri-
torial lIaws are to be allowed to any
qualiied voter and decided by the
jutices, There is nothing in the Iaw
that authorizes oral catechization by
the election judges in that capacity or
the administration ' of any oath
ag to such challenges. ‘The ouly outh
.that 18 now lawiul. as 4 qualitication
for voters 13 that provided in the Act
of Congress just passed. We are
ware that the [tah Comimnissioners
ave tried their hands at manufactur-
ing illegal oaths for elections, and* we
are also aware, as they wnost be,though

they do uotseem te be abashed ut the|g

knowledge, that the Supreme Court of
the United States sat down upon them
with emphasis for their illegal 2nd pre-
sumptiong doings.

The Utah Statutes relied on for the
right to chullenge are these:

“Challeuges shull be sllowed at the
polls, lor cause, by any qualified veter,
and the'judge ot election shalt hear and
immediately decide upon any challenge
thvkt_muy be made.”—Compiled Laws
Pp- 87.

We will not raise the qnesiion as to
the repeal gf this provision, but treat
it as existing, The election luw of
1878, which is undoubtediy in force,

rovides in sectiou thirieen that the

ullot offered by a voter ghall be placed
in the box,

"*Onthe name of the proposed voter

belng founid on the Regisiry List, and

-0n sl challenges to such vote Deing
decided in {favor of suck voter.”

" Thercis noprovision for catechizing
the voler, nor administering any oath
in regard 10 the challenge that may be
offered by a qualified voter, and ordin~
ary secnse will see that it is improper
that the judge should be st ornce the
challenger and objector snd the ofticial
10 decile the questions in dlspute.
The Acy of Congress provides ihe puth
uo otlier can be lawfully administere
48 4 condition to voting. Any other is
an Imposition and an obstruction, un-
less 1t be Interposed for alleged
bribery.

But suppose that the jodge of elec-
tion §s authorized to challenge u voter
aswell as sit &8 judge ot his own cha)-
lenge, what must pe the ground of
challenge, pe matter by whom ipter-
posed?’ The law Bays it must be “for
¢uuse.” What cayse? Why forlegal
vause of course. What then are the
legal disqualiications that may be al-
leged asjgrounds for challenge? The
new [aw says:

“*No person shall be entitled to vote
in any electton in said Territorydor be
capable ol jury service, or hold any
oiice of trust or emolument in said
Territory who shall not have sakenthe
oath orafirmation sforesaid. Noperson
who shall bave becn convicted of any

crime vuder this act,or under the act of
Loneress sforesaid approved March
22,1882, or who shall be a polygamlist,
or who shall associate or cohabit

of

i the other gex, or who has been con-

polygamounsls with persons of the other

sex, shal} be entitled to vote in aoy

election in said Ferrltoty, or ba capa-

ble of jury service, or to'hold any office

?t trust or emolument in said Terrl-
ory.

The only Iawful challenge, then,must
be in reference to theforegolng. A
voter may be chullenged who bas not
taken the oath provided, or who is &
golygamlst or who associates or co-
#4biLs polysamously with persons ef

victed of any crlme under the Edmunds
actor the latest amendwment to it, or
who is gujlty of giving or teking a
bribe affeciing the election. But here
are some of the chellenges presented
aud allowed bly the judges of election
at Brigham City, for retusing to an-
swer which, nader outh, voiers who
bad subscribed to the oath prescribed
bf- luw were denled the exercise of the
elective franchise; ‘

1—Yon have just taken an oath to|
support the Constitution of the United
States and obey the Jaws thereof.
2—You mean 10 suy you will obey
tke Constitution and laws us interpre-
ted by the legally constituted courts of
the goverrment? Or, in other words,
where the decisions of the courts come
in conflict as xegards these crimes,
with the instructions or lawe-of vour
organization, whigh would you obey?
d—Are you a member of any organizy-
tion whose Iaws, revelations, or in-
structions you would obey before you
would the laws of the United Stated as
againet the ‘crimes of bigamy aud
polni;my? .

4—Ido you now regard as binding
upon your honor or conscience aoy
outh that vou have formerly taken that
is 1o conflict with the one to which you
have just sworn and subscribed?

O0—Are you a4 member of ony society
or orzanization whose pretended reve-
lations from God would influence yon
40 commit the crimes of bigamy or
%ol{gamy 28 againsy the laws ol the

nited Etates?

Tie whole of this catechization, with
the oath required to be taken lu rela-
tiouto it, was unlawful and desizoed
to disturb the election. Members of
the People’s Party had as much right
to challenge the chlef distarber on
that occasion asto his violatlons of
law and decency in Davis Gounty, or to
bis membership iu the Half-dollar
League, or to bis connectlon with se-
cret socleties pledged to work for the
destruction of & relizious orgaulzation.
‘The law has provisions for the protec-
tion of thelegal voters and they shonld
be enforced inthis instance. Section
23 of the election law of 1878 provides:

“Any person who shall disturd or be
gullty ot any rjotous conduct zt any
election in this Territory, or who shafl
disturb or Interfere with the canvass-
ing of the votes, or interfere with the
making of the returns, or who shball
interfere with any voter in the free exer-
cise of the elective frinchise, aball be
degmed gulity of & misdemeanor.”

The words we have put in italics em-
phasize the breach-of the law codmmit-
ted by those who interposed and per-
mitted the unlawful challenging on
Monday. Thejudges of election are
rcquired to take an oath:

“*That they will studiously endeavor
1o prevent any frand, deceit or abnse
at any election over which they may
preside.’’—Election|law of 1878,8ectlon

The seme law provides in section 26,
that

| **Anyperson ® ¢ whohavingen.
1 tered upon any of the offices or duties
provided for in this act, shell wilfully
&1l or neglect to perform any of the
dutieés required of such officer or per-
son, shall be deemcd guilty of & fclony
ard on conviction thereof shall be
punished by a tine vot exceeding the
sum.of one thousand dollars, or be im-
prisoned in the penitentiary not ex-
ceeding two years.'’

That the Judges of election at Brig-
ham City who permitted the **abuse’’
in that disturbance ‘and interfercnce
with the free exercise of the elective
franchise on Monday, rendercd them--
selvcs lizble to the pcnalties of the
Jaw, must be evident to every impar-
tt,c‘:“ person who considers the' mat-

r. ‘

We now ask the Utab Commission-
ers who went to Brighamn Clty, us)s
stated ‘‘to supervise the electis

OD,"
which they had no more right. to do
than a couple of strangers, whether
they think it Is proper and prudent for
them fo contive at such proceedings
ug obstructed 1 tull and free vete on
Monday? I8 not the law severe
enough to swit tiem? If Congress
would not permit in the test oath for
voters such provisions as would
trench on a voter’s belief or member-
ship in a Church, why should the Utah
Commission afd and countenance the
interposition of such tests, in addition
to fnd outside of the law?

This watter can soon be 8ettled by
their influence without 4 resort to 1111-
gation that may not reflect any great
credit ou their course. Although they
beve no legal anthorlty to sit in judg-
ment on such matters, Iw;et they have
assumed to instruct”the judges of
election whom they are authorized to
appoint, in relatdon to their duties.
And 8 word {from them will be received
by their appointees and prevent o rep-
etition of the improper and unlawinl
proceedings whaich obstrocted the
Bricham City eleclion. Will they speak
that word, or must the whole matter
be ventilated and complajnts be for-|
warded to the highest executive an-
thority, as well as suits be planted in
defence of thd rights of citizens, who
are williug to comply with the law

B

bnt not to submit to lawless interfer-
ence with their legal rizhts?

Wa think the leading men ol the
People’s Party should takc immediate
steps to determiue this question. The
rights of voters must bi maintained.
Il the Utah Commissioners intend to
stand up for fair and free and lawful
elections and throw their influcuce ‘on
the side of law and order, aud agaivst
obstruction apd undye jnterference, iz
should be kuown. Lf they purpose
aiding and abetting such proceedipys
ag those of Monday that occurred
under their own notice, It is time that
this should be understood und neces-
sary measures be taken at once to cor-
rect the evll. Anyhow, it is the doty
and should be the purpose of every
true and active member of the People's
Party to unite for the vindication of
the rights ol citizens, against the (iaw-
less and impudent obstruction which
is part of-the programine of their
enemies. Tuske tlme by the iorelock,
and move in the right direction with-
out delay.

HENRY WARD BEECHER AT
REST.

A¥TER 3 long life, in which jrivmpphs
and tempests, tempmtigns'and trizls,
4opes and disappointments, calms and
storms bhave alternated, but rounded
at last with the full fruition of an ex-
perience given oup to study, research,
calculation and investigation, Henry
Ward Beecher bas surrendered back to
Earti the body which she gave him,
while his superior and more glowing
part har gooe to the intinite beyond.
Henry Ward Beecher . was born at
Litchfield, Conuecticut, iu the year
1813, und was therefore about 74 years
of age. He graduated at Amherst
College,Massachusetts, und at an early
4ge wus promoted to fu pastorshlp in
Iudisva; his brilliapt rhetoric and
1Bagnetlc presence soon earned for hlm
wide distinction, and aiter two years’
service be was called to the puolpit of
Plymonth Church, Brookivn, a posi-
tion which e held witheut preter-
mission to this, the day of his death.
A3 u divine, he was goted .for a
greater breadth of view and liberanty
of seutiment than a strict construction
of the codg of his church (Presbyter-
lsn Congregationulist) would permit;
in fact, is is pretty well understood
that but for the fact that through his
iouate yenius and bis great «ttainments
be led iris Hock instead-of their lead-
ing him, he would have heen sun-
'jected. to &t leust examinstions
ob the charge of heresy. Of late years
be became su extremely lid#ral that It
wus u serjious question whether or not
bhe had ripened iuto sctual hetoro-
ddxy; certainly be became an openand
avowed universalist, some of tis infi-
del adwirers even claiming him a5 one
of theirown aud showingwhat they

considered proof of muteriai-
Istic  views as wgell. He ' was
very acquisitive, ite  combuat-
ive, aud not by [any means s an-

chorite; he loved soclety, particularly
the temule portion of it, and his free-
dom of conduct and unrestrained ex-
pressions and acts in the presvnce of
his lady parishioners and others often
led bim inte troublous- controversies,
once into . a serlous difficulty, whicn
required the powerfn! influsnce of Ply-
mouth Church and the stronvest array
of legal talent obtainable in the United
States to extricate him from,

When4he war of the reoeilion’broke
out, he placud bimself unequivocally
un the side of the Uuion and remained
there throughout. ]n politics he was
a devout Republican until! the candf-
dacy of Grover Cleveland, when he
shuftlcd off the poliilcstcoil that bound
him and became a Democrat, at least
be' took the most advanced **Mug-
wump” or middle ground, #nd died a
staupch sapporier of the lsresldem uhd
his party.

As a professed Christian, Bcccher
was gne of the most tolerant of men,
findiug ne fault with anyone beenuse of
differences of opinjon and willing to
give to every doctrine and every prin-
ciple the most indulgent consideration,
making due allowance for the weakness
of others, becanse fully conscious of
thie fact that be bad some of his own.
Exceptas 10 some poiats of discip-
ltne apd routlne, his doctrine might
be brieflyt summed up as **the uni-
versal fatherhood of God 2nd the uni-
verssl brotherhood of man.? Still, he
was hot 8o indulgent in relztion to the
practical und meterial affzirs of men
a8 {n the mere matter of abstract
faith; bis Idea wuas that we occupy
grades and conditions by natnre, jus
us all anhmnals do; thut some were bor
to be hewers of wood and draw-

ers of .water, while it was the
destiny of others -to roam In
the verdunt pastures of plenty

and{luxury with authorityin their mien
apd power in thelr action; that this
was an unending state of thiogs while
iife lasted, ‘uud that the laborer, whilc
worthy of his hire, sbould be satisited
with it and make no compiaint.

1t was as an orator that Beecher was

re-eminent. He was as vivid as

ratlan, a8 logica}l as Burke, as patr|-
otic 43 Emmett, as emotional as Pai-
rick Heory, as scathing as Walpole,

and a8 methodical 85 onur great
Webster. He conld depict a
circnmstance or an incident

with the life-like impressiveness of an
artist, and, after presentlog its varied
phases, would sclect some especially
beantiful or particularly. obnoxious
feature in it to apostrophize in order
that the fights and shades of the re-

malnder might bedarker gr lighter as
the occasion demanded; for example,
be would picture the ntter depravity of

the sedocer, the man who tramples
uPou the ‘most sacred jnstincts
of our nz2ture to gratify the

most Gepraved appetite, and after im-
paling bim npon the lance of his in-
imitable denuonciation axnd bojding him
forth for the execration of mankind,
would conctude }Jikea veritable judge
pronoencing judgment: ‘“*When I read
of such things, I thauk God that there
js 4 judgment and that there is a hellt'
Beecher made use of this very lunguaafe
mapy years ago, but as so evi-
dence that he elither progressed
or retrograded ip the scale of ortho-
doxy, it1s only necessary to refer to his
more recedt convictions, or at least
utterances, 1n which he discards the
idea of a physical bell altogether, sub-
stituting therefor a state of temporary
mental anxfety, .

For the year followiog the Tilton
episode, Beecher received obe of the
largest, if not the largest, salaries ever
palid to any clergyimab for his ser-
vices 48 such alone in Mmodern times,
belng §100,000, with a lopg summer
vacation. He lately paid a visit to
Englund und was everywhere received
with the grcatest distinction; while
bis presence was not the canse of such
grand ovutions s characterlzed the
visit of “his sister (Mrs. Harriet
Beecher Stowe) & quarter of a century
agd,he was fully as profoundly greeted
and by greater and more thinking peo-
ple, nis reception belog 4 great com-
pliment to bimseif and the conntry he
represented. .

e bas gone at last with his weizht,
of honots and his ;pnn of yearsac-
compllshed. Let ud hope that after
life's fitful fever he sleeps well,

— e e

A NORTHERN LIGHT,

THE case of P, N. Peterson, examined
before C. C. Goodwin, a United States
Commissioner for the First Judicial
District lgeated in Coache County, ex-
hibits a delectable piece of judicia]
wisdom on the part of thatfunctionary.
It wiil be ohserved by the statement of
the proceedings, as reproduced from

—

‘e “Mormon' men,3pd why all of*.
them usually voted oné way, wis be. ¥
cause they were in bondage to the.
Priesthood. =znd by the system of
marked billots their votes could bey
discovered and dissenters intimidated,.
That system wus adopted from sowe
of the States becanse it was ihe besy
and ‘most direct way of preventiog:
frauds at tbe polls. But In coose-
quence of the' ontcry aguainst it, thes
marked ballot system wes abolished,
root and *branch, and a registrationl
law wus enacted providing for
strictly secret bhallot encloked
in  an envelope unmarked' apd
inposeible of identification. But the.
obﬁactors did not want & regisiration
law that efiectually prevented eclection’
corruptions, and so that soon becaing
as much an object of denuncistion &y’
the marked ballot. ; =

Then the womsn vote of Utah ap-
feared to be just the saume as before
f the women were in bondage they
seemed to glory in their chaius. They
appeared to prefer the supposeds
thraldom of peiygamy to the monos,
amic *‘liberty’” of the world with ity
lcense and corruptions, Still the, cry,
wus raised, by those who knew of its
Impossinbility, thut the women were;
cocerced into voling &s they werd
commanded, DBut this becoming
too transparent and absurd, the
women were declaredto be worse than
the men, and some means, 1t was!
clatmed, must be adopted to save the,
‘‘Mormon'’ women irom thelr self=)
inflicted degradation, And this salvaz
tion was to be the deprivation of theirj
right to vote! To give them liberty:
tbeir liberties were 1o he taken away;
ifrom them. ‘To cicvate them in secis
ety they were to be placed on a polit!-;
cal level with paupers, jdiots and
felons. To advance tiem as citizens
they were to be thrust back into pohtie’
z4] nonentity, They were to be helped:
2y robbing them, ‘Fomake them ruag
ize their alleged bonduape, they werej
.0 be summarily disfranchised withouty
4 trial and relegated to the position off
political serfdom. 1
This bas been done to the women of’,
Utuh by the pbilanthropists an
stutesmen of this republic, who nadn’
4Dy more sense than to mfake a set of,
fools of thewselves, and to vindicatel
the cause of freedom for “*Mormou'ls

the Uiah Journal, that the only wit-
pncsses examined were the defendant
himself and his legal wife, The evi-
dence showed that the accnsed &nd
his plural wife bad »not asso-
clated in - the marriage relation
for elght. years. . The {lustrious
magistrate, however, asserted that
the district gourt8 bad held that the
roere acknowledgment of the existence
of the relutionsbip, indepeudent of
conduct, wus suflicient to constitute
1he ofense of unlawinl cobabitation.
W hile those courts have sailed as close
as possible to that theory, they have
not quite adopted it. This leaves nsto
the choice of two cenclusions—that
United Siates Commissioner Good-
win’s skull {s oi such unuosual thick-
ness as to render 1t impossible for what
little preain he may poszsess to be
reached by 4 correct comprehension of
the practice of the courts, or he is de-

not infrequently the case with men who

testimony to the truth of “Mormon-
18m,” to latterly seek to tesr down

selves to build up.

A8 a writer of Latter-day Saint
bymns to such titjes as *Qnr Prophet
Brighsm Young,” Goodwin was not
withont some element of success, but
aga . 8§, Comimissioner he t8 a very
notorious and conspicuons failure.

TO THE “DOWN TRODDEN
WOMEN OF UTAH.”

TRE ‘‘down trodden women ¢f Utah”.
shonld duly appreciate the efforts of
their pretended redeemers from an
“‘gppression’ which they did not feel,
and from a bondzge of whick they were
unaware. The first active measure in
their bebalf was tiic endeavor, nearly
twenty years.ago, to induce Congress
to give them the eleclive franchise. It
wasg agreed that this wounld be the
most effectual means of rescaing them
irom the thraldom in which it ywas al-
leged they were bound. It would be a

weapon placed in fheir own hands by
which they could sever the bonds of

polygamy and escape ffom the tolls of
**Mormonism."

The franchise was bestowed upon
thew; not by Congress, however, but
by the Leglslative Asgsembly of Utakh,
many of the members of which were
practical supportcrs of plural marriage
and among those who were said to
have kept the women In subjection.
Almost as s00n a3 the women began Lo
vote, & howl was reised againsy thelr
holding the ballot from the very people
who at frst advised It. For it was
discovered that the wyomen voters of
Utah ususally cast their ballots on the
same side 88 their husbsnds and fath-
ers and brothers. Nothihg wis galped
by the enemies of .**Mormonism’’ and
nothing Jost by its friends, through
woman suffrage in this Territory.
Then it was clajimed that the reason

termined to keep upsthe-industry of

as much aunoyance as possible, as Is

formeriy bore strong and vehement

what they had been exerting them-

women by smiting from their hands &,
free and secret "hallot, the very sign
und token of liberty the world over)
Tne qdisfranchised: women of Utal
ought to be yery proud of their dex
diverers, and should teturn & vote o§
]thanks to every doughbeaded "Con+
gressman who has been fooled (by the.
{adventurers in this Territory, whoj
hated woman suffrage because thé:
l‘i;'omen would not vote them into off
ce.

The restoration of the dower, too;,
which ostensibly looks in the directios.
of woman’s benetl, was designed tai
work 1ejury and degracation to s larg
numher of the women ot this Terrtsd
tory. Its object i8 to prevent that pro-x
vision for plursal wives and their chils
dren which every true man would des
sire to 1pake who had incurred thos¢
responsibilities. To raise the **downy
trodden’ plurel wives of Uwb, a law:
is enacted by wkich their hosbands
will be bampered and hindered in thej
just division of property for the beneflt
of all, and the plural wives and chils

L

fec manufacture, . @therwise he{dren, at .his  decease, be teft,
may «be ipspired™ with & - de-|gpt in the cgid, ‘fhm. wit
sire te give bis former brethren|the gection in the new law J&

relation to illegititnate children, 15 de.”
'zsigned to rescuc plural wives and the
fanilies by making paopera of themf
What admiration and esteem all plurk
al wives and their off8pring must feel
or their benevolent *‘regenerators!”
Another prool of the tender regard=
that the highly polished and **Chris-2
tian’* deliverers of **Mormon’ women
feel forthe objects of their charity,is the’
ultimatum offered 1o thelr busbands
by the courts und others as a condi-
tion of treedom from ,prison and spolis
ation. No “‘Mormon’’ convicted undef
the Edmunds lJaw beed go to jail, org
be mulcted in money for lines and
fees, it he will cast off the plural,
families that are bound to him:
by as sacred lies as can be madg
by mortals. Shon the plural wives
that bave been faithfnl under every:
circumstance of trisi and bardship;
through adversity and in prosperity;
avold them as it they were vipers;®
never recuenize them in publlc or lu
private; keep away from them in sick- -
ness and in sOrrow; treat them worss
than the most loathsome strancer and
outcast; or pains and penalties will be?
inflicted upon you whiie life shall last,
as often as you can be'canght in’ acts’
that bave even the appearsnce of the
slightest casual association, Such,in
eficct, ‘is the ruling of the courls
Plora] wives, and all ladies who have :
human symwpathy, get down on your '
knees and worship these douguly
deliverers of the down trodden women
of Utah!
' To torce u8 into their narrow, con-
tracted and ungodly social customs,
with all the corruptions and vices that
are their concomitanis, 1ie astonndiog
bypocrites in otficial and religious clr-
cies would disrupt peaceful- homes
ruin quiet families, plant discord ap
strife where harmony prewails, rend
fond hearts asnader, dishonor 85 no-
ble women a8 ever God made and gsve -
to becompanions to man, ¢ast lonely
children into destitution, create sel-
tishness in bearts that now desire fair-
ness and justice toward sisters of the
same household, tempt weak med -

- -

e

E

to escape personal affliction by,
practislog the most devillsh cru-
elty to dependent women, sod,

to crown ali, rob all women ef &
whole Territory of a vested right, in

|

why the “Mormon?’ women voted with

order to establish freedom, and foree *



