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"United States by certain Federal ' of-

~ the courage to publish the dispatches
‘they sent for Lhe pt

 satisfy the public’ of . their, falsity.
~And  however

- Delegate Caine - brings the mat-
“ter sharply and clearly to 'the no-
tice of the President, and at the

* of those who deceive himto hold office

., the lessons of the past have had vo ef-
.+ fect upon the present, in this instance.

““expenditure of
hﬁ's.
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THE DELEGATE’S SECOND
i . LEﬂER-

Tug second letter of Hon, John'T.

-.Cawe to President Grover ﬂlﬁgtand.l

which we published on New Year’s
eve, is a manly and_pointed presenta-
tion of the ;gross imposition peéerpe-
trated - upbn the ‘President of the

ficials. Although they have uever had

pose of induci
the forwarding of troops to this city,
enough is Known of their contents to

the = friends . ‘of

those officials may attempt

t0 belittle the investigation by the City | an
- Coun¢il into the alleged

reasons for

RLES W. PENROSE, EDITOR. |

his latest anti-**Mormon’’ production |
in the Senate on Tuesday. The only

Messrs,  Hoar and Blair on general
principles, and Mr. Blair, with gzood
logic, argued that if the women were
to be deprived of the voting power .on
the ground that they supported polyg-
amy, the men ought to be ‘deprived of
it for the same reason. Mr. Edmunds
replied that the plural wives were un-

der the influence of the hierarchy of
Utah,and that théir condition went
near to a state of serfdom.

As we have proven fieretofore, Mr.
Edmunds does not understand the
Utah question at all. He ‘does not
'séem to understand even his own bill
which is now a'law. By that measure
plural wives are already deprived of
the suffrage. He is al20 under the im-
pression that theé ballo's in Utah are
numbered and marked 8o that it can

| be ascertained how ‘citizens vote, and

his new bill contain< a clause abolish-
Ing 4 system that does not exist. This
Is all wrong.' Mr. Edmnnds is fomn-
bling and floundering in the dark, and
?pears not to wish to be enlizhtened.

¢ is 80 blinded by anti-**Mormon”
prejudice that he is impervious to rea-
son onthat guestion, * (]

which ought to be uadeérstood and
urged by the friends of wowan suffrage
of the. general rights of citizens.
That is, that when the ‘elective fran-
chise has been acquired it becomes the

the call for 'troops, that inguiry dem-
onstrated -beyomf doubt that Eﬂ

- rumors to which those Federalofficials

gave support, if they did not person- | law. at sienifie
ally invent m'em, were utterly baselgss | The 133“:&135, whbic];?

and manufactured with evil intent.,

same time indicates the unworthiness

Pruperty of the holder and cannot
he taken away withoot due process of
llud cial trial.
. 8'a privilege
when conferred, becomes a right by

possession and usage, and deprivation |

y ag :
of that right without 'Iegnl trial and as
a punishment for guilt, is usurpation
and robbery

" The bill is to be further argued, but

or retain the President’s confldence, He
also repeats an &a

Government, t
lianble men be sent to:

mpetent and re-
tah to investi-

~gate and report on the real condition of

affairs here. ‘Thatis only a reasonable
request, and, we Ddelieve, would +have

een granted to any other of
the country but a body t}elum an
unpopular religious dﬂﬂ'ﬂﬂ!ﬂ-* i

Lhe blunder of sending troops to
awe into submission a peaceable peo-
ple, upon the false and uncorroborated
statement of Fed:3ral officials, has
been twice committed under a Demo-
cratic  administration. It seems that

uggestion to the|rts fate in the House has

will very likely pass the Senate intact.

determined.  Bat it will not slide
tbrough as smoothly as come people
anticipate. |

! —_— i A—— e L3
“MBRKED BALLOTS” AGAIN.

l IT is useless to expect that editors any

more than preachers will try to inform

portion of the bill that then met with |
> | serious opposition was the séction
| abolishing woman - suffrage ' in Utah.
‘This was vigorously opposed . by

- they read

Mr. Hoar springs another questiﬂn.'

yet to be

——

States, Since 1882 the elections inl

Utah have been so conducted.

Will the Sacramento [flecord- Union
or any other paper, east or west, in-
form us how the **Mormon' leaders,
under these conditions, compel voters,
maje or female, to vote for or against
any one or anything contrary to their
own free will and choice? And how
many editors who have endorsed Sen-

ator Edmunds’ catapult against va.
cancy will rectify their error when
these proofs of their own
and his misinformatien?

|

- - —
ONE MORE TESTIMONIAL.

The Philadelphia News has the fol-
lowing erisp little article on a subject
that will be interesting to some crea-
tures who infest this Territory:

It is hard sometimes for fair men
who have any special knowledge of

| definition no

i SR M3 AT
The dlﬂereqce is this: In the Cannon I
case It was shown that the defendant!

had lived in the samme bouse with two
women whom he acknowledged were
his. wives. He oftered to prove
that cohabitation in its generally
accepted sense had ceased with the
suge of the EKdmunds Act, The
Jourt raled that living with and hold-
ing out two or more women as wives,
constituted unlawful cohabitation,and
that sexual intercourse need not be
proved nor disproved. The Suﬂgr&me
Court of the United States aflirmed
that ruling, taking Webster and civil
jurisprudence for authorities, and ig-
noring the established meaning of
term in criminal jurispru ncem_‘ﬁ.l-
though, according 1o Justices £r
and Field, this was the tirst time such
an interpretation was ever given to
the term *in eriminal law, that
w . stands as the Ie#al
meaning of *‘unlawfnl cohabitation,”
In the Snow case it was proven by the

-

facts to refrain from what would bel p
denounced as a defense of the Mor- | detendant had nod lived with'two or

mons, S0 many base creatures join in’
the hueand ery and go ont to Utah to
fill their pockets at the expense of the
Saints théy abhor. It is not therefore
surprising that Editor Eugene Field
:;fr]uuld write thus in the Ckicago
News:

Savs the Salt Lake Tribune: *What an in-
famous hound old  Miller, of the Omiuha
Herald must be,” We beg to inform our
rentle contemporary that Dr. George L.
‘Miller is no hound;if he were he would
probably be editing a daifly paper in Salt
Lake, lying about a certain religious sect,
and dnmg cverything in ‘his power to pro-
maote discord and bloodshed In a Territory
that as much. belongs to the Morfhons as
Plvinouth rock belongs to the Pilgrim

fathers. We think that one of the flrst steps
toward the decent suppression of polygamy
would be the suppression of the Lake

Tribune, .

It is a fact that **Morgon outrages’
are often manufactur for private
zain by adventurers who go to Utah, in
some cases a8 Federal officials,”

'Now it is in order for the Tribune to
call the Philadelphia News by some of
thepet blackguard names with which
it  welcrmed the paragraph in the
Chicago News.

L —— A s
THE DEBATE ON THE BILL.
THE dqhateiin the Senate over the new

Edmunds bill, as reported in our dis-
patches, is quite interesting. It|shows

themselves on the *‘“*Mormon’ ques-
tien before attempting to enlighten the

{ public on that subject. Theré are pa-

pers east and west endorsing the new
Edmunds monstrosity, ' because it

The troops which were sent here in
1857 at immense cost to the ry,
were forwarded without investigation
; ssity for their
gruuﬁqcailn Utah, The. stories of the
ebaucheéd Judge Drummond, which
were afterwards proven false, ‘lndﬁpﬂd
President Buchanan to authorizeé‘the
transportation.of an army to this Ter-

ritory. Subsequent official inquiry

abolishes the systew of marked ballots
by which itis asserted that “*Mormon®
leaders find out how people vote. , And
as near a neighbor as the Sacramento
Record- Union approves of the measure
for robbing the women of Utah ot the
elective franchise, although it/ favors

demenstrated that there was no neces-

whatever for t
diers in this Terri , and thme:‘e
‘withdrawn & . the' , e88

millions "of dol-
gation before ' in-
the flasco 'would

- Investi
stead of 'after

4 bave been'worth a great deal of cash to

«...Lhe countr

o

_Af; the President ex%msed,

. 1o be had for the benefit of
of Utah., But 1%

& une—aigléd view of the situation,

“known ‘to have been appointed, the
~enemies

“sure t0 bearunfavorable to a _ and
The ' s letter is md‘ifa.ble to

" __him a8 the représentative of this Ter-

. are i?thn interests of the whole peo-
“pleo

d considerable reputa-
tion to the hanan Et!ﬁﬂn'!ﬂ‘h'&lnn.
The small body of troops sent here
in 1885 were ordered on the representa-
tions of Federal offigials as groundless
as the Drammond falsehoods. There
was no foundation for the stupid ru-
mors that occasioned that hurried dis-
to.the ed sceneof tumult. |
ror was £0 gréat, or so im-
rtant, or so expensive as the bi
lunder of 1857, but it was committe
on. the same pr'inciple.

'As Mr. Caine intimites, the people of
Utah do not object tothe location of
soldiers here if the GoOvernment con-
siders it necessary.: But they do object
to being misrepresented. ey object
to having troops sent to quell disturb-
ances that never existed except in the
minds of untrathful persons, bent on
working mischief at the people’s ex-
pense, That we have a right and a
reason for objecting to, and it wonld
be only a matter of duty and h-.:g j};ﬁtlce,

o E‘Ep"
robation of such unworthy conduct

y -promptly removing from oflice
those willm deceived him to effect their
own €vil purposes, - . : J

Inv%uﬁgatinn into Utah nﬂaiﬁ‘ﬂughﬁh -

the Gov-
ernment, if not for that of the citizens
should be thorough.
And itought to | e.ﬂntrusted'tq gentle-
men who would not be entrapped. inri:.;
it was undertaken in secret it would be
more likely to be impartial, As soon
as such a Commission was publicly

of the *“‘Mormons’ would
move earth and Hades to bring & pres-

rlt.org and while his facts are indis-
puta ie. his deductions and recom-
mendations are sound and logical, and

these mountain vallevs.

SENATE. DISOUSSION OF T
- - EDMUNDS BILL. -

FroM our Washington dispatches we |

woman suffrage on gensral priaciples,

. and bases its approval oun 1ts Oppesi-
presence of 80l-1tinn to those sa P[-.‘. “Iﬂurked buugtg." II

Weé will explain once more to our
misguided ¢ontemporaries that there
dre no such things as marked ballots in
theUtah system of voling. They mnay ask
why a man as well-informed as Senator
Edmunds is supposed to be, would in-
troduce a bill contuining & provision to
abolish the marked ballot system, if no
such system exists. The aunswer is,
Senator Edmunds is really as ignorant
of Utab affairs 48 the average editor
or preacher who has acquired g pen-
chant for pitching into the** Morinons,"”
and that his new bill coutains pro-
visions to annul several Utah laws that
are not upon our sttute BOUKs,

But to make this inattér clesr to the
dullest or most skeptical anti-**Moc-
mon,’’ we quote as follows from the
laws of Utah: . o

“The County Court shall furnish the
Judges of Elections in every precinct
with a sufficient number of plaun envel-
opes for-election purposeés. Said en-
velopes shall be uniform in' color ‘and
size, without any marks, writing, or
printing, or device upon thém ; and no
other d shall be
election.”” ' |

“Every voter
single ballot, w

|

‘%El‘?ll 'd‘ésiﬁﬁnte on a
en or printed, the

name of the person votéd for, with .
guri-,mu-ﬁ- Jdesignation of the office to]
e filled. And when any queéstion is to]

be decided, n the affirmative ér ne-
gative, he shall state the proposition
at tha'bnt,tnm of the ballot, and write
thereunder ‘yes’ or ‘no,’ as he may de-
sire to vote “ther~/m: whieh ballot
shall be neal y tolaed and placed in one
0f the envelopes -  hereinbefore pro-
vided for, and delivered to the -
siding judge of election, whﬂ*ﬂhﬂﬁ‘: ? n
the presence of the voter, op the name
of the ;;rnpused voter being found on
the registry list, and on all challenges
to such vote being decided in favor of
such voter, deposit' it in the ballot
box without any mark whatever placed
on such envelope; otherwise the bal-
lntsiha.ll be rejected.”” (Laws of 1878,
P. o, A

These provisions render the ballot
absolutely secret. What nonsense then
to  talk about “Mormon" leaders:
coercing citizens at  the polls!
There is  another thing hich
we would like our contemporaries to’
consider.- That is, the pmvﬁ’iﬂn of the
Edmunds law, now in force, which
puts the control of election gﬁaim in
the hands of persons appointed by five

| Digot would ever entertain.

==

used at any given|

up the good sens¢ of some members
and the ignoraunce of the Utah question
under which Mr. Edmunds labogs.
The proposal to abolish the Utah
Commission, was probably prompted
by Senator Van Wyck’s personal ani-

mosity to ex-Senator Paddock. The
motive was douutiess bad, batthe ob-
ject was good, for the Comwmission i
of no earthly benefis 1o any one but
those who draw salaries from its con-
tinuance. |
The idea that foreibly misappro-
priating property which religious peo-
ple have dompated for Church uses js
not interference with religion, is one
that no person but an anti-"hluimnu"
U re-
mained for Mr. Edmunds te advance
it, and it is certainly novel if not con-
vioocing. ' '
Mr. Teller putthe matter in a true
and forcible light before the Senate.
His testimotly to the condition of Utah
evious to the introduction of **Chris-
lafy civilization' is true. Itis also a
fact that the crusade against the Saints
hus done more to confirm the faith
of ' monogamist *Mormons” ip the
rightfulness of plaral marriage than
a thousand sermons in its favor. And
the rough handling of thé matter,
which Myr. TPeller deprecates, will
never drive out counvietion from the
‘“*Mornuon” heart, or solve the *‘prob-
l¢m’’ which troubles the natiown. It
will only tend to perpetuate and come
plicate it. .
Mr, Edmunds’ statement that his bill
is designed to ‘‘cut off the one-man
ower in Utah,,” is trulv laughabhle.
e only ‘*one-man power’ now exist-
ing here is Federal. A Governor holds
the one-man power of vete over the
acts of the people’s elected represen-
latives. The President of the United
States, in whose election the people
here bhave no voice, nominates the
Governor and all the chief officials of
 thé Territory. And now Mr. Edmunds
wants to make the Préal ent the ap-
pointing power in the Church as well
as in the State, to give
tees authority, withouat the consent of

the people whose property they handle, i

to control their Church funds and de-
vote them to other purposes than those
for which they were appropriated.
What is that but elevating a **‘one man:

ourteen trus-|believe and practice.

rosecution’s own witnesses that the

more women, either in the same house
or in separate houses, but that he had
un‘lf' lived with one, in a house that
had 00 counection with the houses in
which his other wives resided. And
further, that during the time men-
tioned in the indictment, e had not.
visited them, or either of them, except
for a very few minutes, to inquire

after the health of children, or trans=-

ach so.ne financial business, and that
in the day time. The ‘evidence was.

ositive tnat he had not lived with

hemas a husband lives with a wife.
But the Court ruled that' it was not
necessary, in order to convict, to show
that the defendant had lived under the
same roof with these women, or either
of them.

‘Now, if the Tribune cannot see the
difference between these two cases, it
must be either very dense or wilfully

blind. The differeace is essential. The |
court of last resort has ruled that to

quietly abstained from voting on either
side. The names of the heroic seven who
dared to do theirpart like mean in stein-

ing the tide of wruni, should be writ-
ten with indelible ink upon the page of
history. And the noble six who val-
liantly placed their names on the rec-
ord without qualification or excuse, as
opposed to a scheme to despoil an un-
popular religious budy, should be re-
membered by the sons and daugiters
of those who struggle for truth and
liberty through all succeeding gener-
otions. All honor to Senator Blair of
New Hampshire, Call of Florida, 'Gib-

son of isiana, Hampton of South
Carolina, Morgan of Alabama and
Vauee of North Carolina !

Senator Hoar of Massachusetts voted
against the bill because it proposes to
rob thé women of Utah of a vested
right, So far, so good. But with that
provision expunged, he would have
voted to rob the whole people of the
“*Mormon’ Church of their vested
rights in the property they have put to-
gether by their own voluntary dona-
tions for religious uses. He argued
that thé suffrage when it becomes a
vested right is property, and theie-
fore could not be lawfully taken away
by legislation. By what system of
luiin could he nTprure of the forcible
taking away by legislation from a body
of people that which nobody disputes
is property? Senator Hoar isan advo-
cate of woman suffrage, therefore he
was consistent in his uptusitluu 0 4
measure abolishing it in Utah; but he
was most sadly inconsistent in that
| little spurt of consistency.

Senator Morgan, though desirous of
tearing up the **Mormon’ Church, root
and branch, did uot want to endorsean
attempt to lootit, nor tesanction such
loose legislation as'provided for cer-
tain officers without fixing  their com-
pensation., Edmunds promised to an-
swer his question as to the salaries of
the trustees, but failed to doso. Nei-

constitute the offanse of unlawful co-
habitation & man must live with, as
well as hold out as wives, two or more
women. Judge Powers has ruled that
a manis guilty of that offense if he holds
out more than ope woman as wives
if he does not live with them at all,
Mr. Cannon lived with two women {o
the same house, Mr. Snow oulylived
with one woman, If living with two
or more women as wives 18 Lhe es-
sential ingredient of the offense, how
can 4 man be gailty who only lives
with one womaan us a wife? |

The Tribune adds the folloewing to
the question we have agnswered :

‘*Both were known to be polygamists;
neither had givén any public notice
that he had dissolved nis polygamous
relations; both held out 1o “the
world that they were polygamists and
taught their flocks 1o live up teo
theiwr religion, but ' both declared
that in point of tact they had not
violated tne Edmunds’law, 8uat Angas
Cannou went W the Pen, and the Su-
prewe Court atfirined the ruling which
~e¢nt him there. When we cite taat fact
the NEws says ““Fadyge!”™ ‘“Tbat is, the
legaltalent o1 the NEws cries **Fudge!”
to whe Supreme Court of the United
States. " Still, the Court éprvtvps,"

The Tribune here comes down to its
uﬂu:‘l: level. It was uever koown to
quote correctly the argument of an ad-
versary or to state his positioo fairly.
We did not say ‘‘Fuadge,” to the Su-
preme Court of the Uniwed States, but

to the nounsense of the ZTrbune, And
we did not say it to_aay ‘‘fact” that
I;h::d&‘h'bww cited, Here is what we
said: "

“The Tribune asks: ‘Had any Mor-
mon heard that he had given up those
relations?’ 1t does not mawter whether
any *‘Mormon’ or any one else has
heard anything about ic, Isa man to
be tried for what somebody has heard
or has not heard? Fudge!”

What is there'in this about the Su-
gr&mu Court, or abuuat any fact cited

y the Tribune? 1t is ‘beeause that
paper continuatly falsifies bota facts
and arguments that it 8o often places
itself beneath cunt.emgt.. |

But tothe pointin dispute. It may
be]t.rue that p{fll:m?e are kn;wn-l 10 be
polygamists, that they teach ygamy
as 4 reli Eiuns dectriné, that fﬁay hold
out tot
s wives,

nd yet they ‘may be, “‘in
pont of fact,’” not '-t'f of violating
the Edmunds 'law. ' For that law
does not forbtd men to acknowledge:
theéir wives, nor punish them, except
by disfranchisemént, for béing in't

status of poi nor for preachi
or teachiul:; _th which t.hgﬁ
polygamistdand not subject to prosecn~
?i?:n under the Edmunds law, if he

‘0ot married a plt 1 wuﬁmwed wtﬁﬁ,
more than oné woman i marriage
relation since the passage of that law.

And any pretense to the countrary is so

power,”’ and depriving the le of
their votes u R heir o er

cal affairs?

upon their own ecclesiasti- | pressive word

much nousense, J met with the ex-
aag

inl

If the Tribune would use a little

The more the bill is canvassed, the | more reason and a little less misrepre-
greater the folly and villainy of its pro- senmtiuul with some decent language

jectors are made manifest to God and
and the world.

. THE DIFFERENCE.

Outr of two-thirds of a column of
balderdash, pettifogging and abuse in
this morning’s ‘Tribune, we extract one
question which is decent, relevant to
the subject and worthy of a reply. It
is this in reference to the Suow case:

instead of such torrents of abuse, it
would not be so much of a degradation
for respectable journals to notice its
effusions. |
——————— A —————
THE EDMUNDS BILL PASSES
THE SENATE.,

e —

Tue new Edmunds bill has passed the
Senate by a vote of thirty-eightto sev-
en. Several Senators who could not
swallow sach a monstrous and dishon-

““We beg to ask the NEws what dif-.
ference there was dccording to his own

learn that Mr.Edmunds brought up

Commissioners who are appointed b
the President and Senate of the United |

y | showing betwecn his,case and that of | 10 face the popular

Angus Cannon."

‘est measure, bat had.not the courage
feeling that might
haye followed their vote against it,

¢ world more thanone woman .

ther could he show that the funds of
the “Mormon® Chuarch are used 1lle-
lly, when requested 1o do 8o by Sena-

r Teller. & sald he ‘*‘believed”’
they were, but when pressed to ex-
! plain, remarked they were used for the
purpose of *'inducing and securing in-
migration.”” What there is illegal in
the use of funds for inducing and
securing immigration, he' did not pre-
tend to snow. His -rEplf proved the
weakness of his position. 1f the Church
chooses to use a portion of its funds
for emigration purposes it hasa per-
| fect right to do 80, but how Senator
Edmunds acquired his belief that its
funds had been so appropriated he did
nﬁepretend to explain.

nator Call made the most ‘sensible
| gpe in the closing debate, and
| touched the marrow of the question
when he aregaed that the bill assailed
[ that freedom of spéech and worship to
which the nation owes (ts liperties,
and that a *‘‘Mormion” has as wmuch
right to proclaim his faith as an infidel
has to proclaim his unbelief. Senator
Morgun exposed the cdetermination of
the promoters of the measure to rush
it through without giving its oppo-
nents & proper chance to study it. That
was the method by which the first Ed-
munds act of oppréssion was hustled
through Coneress, and the same tactics
will be resorted to, no doubt, when the
bill comes up in the House. And con-
sidering the rash and. unreasoning
mood of the pubiic on the ““Mormon”
question, it will not be surpris-
ing if a_ measure to take pri-
vate property for public uses in
direct hostility to a constitutional
restriction, with a number @f provis-
ions in the pature of wholesale rob-
bery and a lot of sections repealing laws
that have no existence, will be huar-
riedly passed without deliberation in
the spirit of passionate haste to ljuiu in
the sectarian hue and cry against an
unorthodox religious system.

But mark this: *“*Mormonism’’ will
live on, all the same, and the shamefal
measures adopted for its suppression
will rekindle and keep alive the fires of
zeal and faith io the hearts of its ad-
hérents, and win for it suchsympathy
and influence among thinking people,
everywhere, as will aid in its spread
and hasten the day of its triumph over
bigotry, oppression and the false tra-
ditions of many ceunturies.

el A A —ee

SUPREME COURT DE-
CISION. |

Wg publish to-day the full text of the
decision of the Supreme Court of the

| THE

A man may be ..",‘Unlted States in the case of President

Angus M. Cannon, omitting only the
documents to which reference is made,
which have already been published in
this paper and which are not hecessary
to a correct upderstanding of the rul-
ings of the Coprt.

The most important portion of the
| Opinion 18 that which defines the of-

fense of unlawful cohabitation under
the Edmuads law, The Court adopts
the dictionary definition of the word
“‘cohabit,’’ that is, ‘‘to dwell or live
together as husband a nd wife.”’ The
question naturally arises, how do per-
sons live together as hasband and
wife? The answer that will come to
every person’s mind wio does not
wish to put a speclal construction up-
on it, will be similar to that ex-
ressed by Justices Miller and
¢ in their dissenting ogpinion.
ose intimate relations which are
sanctioned only by the marriage state
have ceased, cobabitation, or living to-
gether as man and wifé, may be reu-
sonably stated to have ceased. If a
man and woman live in the same house




