ridden over by one man, exercising
arbitrary power in an unlawful man-
ner. 'That s all there is of the matter.

The Governor vetoed the approprl-
ation for the World’s Falr beecause the
Legisiature named the persons who
were to espend the money. But he
rigned the hill which contalned an
appropristion for the Agricultural Col-
lege, although the same rule wus ful-
lowed as to its expenditure, Here is
evident inconeistency. If it wae re-
“hellion?? and “disloyalty® to name
the persone who were (o spend the
people’s money for-the Worlu’s Fair,
was it not the same to mname
the persons whoare tospend the peo-
ple’s money for the Agrlcultural Col-
lege? If 2o, vhen the Governor is a
party to the “rebellion® and ‘‘disloyal-
ty® in the latter caee, or else there was
nothipg of these in the former case.
But the Governor, lo a very petulant
final message to the Legislature, says
be would have freated the latier pro-
vigion ‘‘as it degerved”? if it had bheen
went to him In a separate hill. Now
what Jifference does it make in prio-
¢iple to a measure, whether it isina
separate hitl or Incorporated with other
matters in 8 genoeral bili? If it is ‘‘trea-
gon”’ in one case it isireason iu the
other, and 0 with “‘rebellivn,” ‘dis
loyalty,’? and the other pet terms which
the ridiculous Tribune so ridlculously
utes when it fliee into m paesion.

The truth e, the Legislature did
pothing to ‘‘insuli” the Qovernor, by
naming the persons to spend the peo-
ple’s money, In either cage. But there
are a good many people who think
the Governor nsulted the great ma-
jority of the people, In his seleclion of
two persone {r m a factious and emall
minority to attend to the people’s busi-
nees at the World?s Fair. And there
was no ‘‘ipsult” to the Board of
Trustees of the Agriculturai Coliegein
the creation und naming of a Board of

Construction, for a special pur-
pose under A special appropria-
tion. It is very wessy to couatrue

anything that some people dislike into
au ineult to ibemeelves or somebody
slse.

It is unfortunatethat there is nut per-
feot hurmony usually between the
executive and legislative branches of
onr territorial government. But ihe
digcord that has prevailed has arisen
from two cause?. First, ibe un-A meri-
¢an and extraordinary power conferred
on one Federal ofMicinl and the disposi-
tion to use it in ap arbitrary maone-
without regard to the wishes of the
great body of the citlzens. Becond,
the identification of the Executive
with a faction always inimical to the
interesie of the majority and bent on
ruining if it cannot rule.

There can be no eflectual remedy for
this but the abolition of the sautocratic
and angmalous ope-man power, and
the legul establishinent of the puople’s
right to elect the oufficers who are
to manage public affatre. While any
officia] is the master instead of the
servant of the peaple, there will be
trouble In sny American community
Dot Jisposed to bow like serfs to the
dominfon of a Dictator.

Drs MoiNgs, Ia., March 22, —The
Hatch county option bill was indefi-
nitely postponed by a striot party vote,
the Republicane for, Democrate against.

AN ERROR.

IN the sketch of the administration
of Blster Zina D, H. Young ae Presi-
dent of the Bellef Boclety, prepared
for the Sisters® jubilee, it is stated that
the was appointed to preside over the
Relief Bociety April 8th, 1588, hy
Preeident John Taylor; it should read
“by President Wilford ’Wood ruff.’?

NO PRESENT DANGER WAR OF
WITH ENGLAND.

ERASTUS WIMNAN, the well-known
economiet and Anancier,s represented,
by an Agsociated Press agent, as hav-
ing expressed an opinion to the effect
that wrr between England and the
United Statez is probable. He bases
this view upon the pressure heinc
brought to bear by Canads upon the
mother ocuntry to preserve for the
former equal rights with A merica on
thehigh sens where importnnt fisheries
exist. He aiso thinks that the neces-
sity for the Conservative rovernment
Jdoing something startling in the line
of a spirited foreign policy before the
approaching crisis in British politics
may bave an influence in the diree-
tion of war with thir country.

While Erastus Wiman is doubtless a
sagacious businers man, it does not
{ollow that he is an authority on iuter-
national diplomatic affaire. Senator
Sherman hits the subject right when
be asserts that it is abrurd to presume
that two such great natione would go
to war over such a amall matter ae that
involved in the present controversy
between Great Britain and thigoountry.
For either to engage in a bloody
struggle over n subject.so eomparative-
ly insignificant would be a poor com-
mentary on the diplomatic ability and
resources of both.

In a war with this country Great

Britain  would have everything
to lose apd. nothing te gain.
The United Biates would pro-

bably be taken at a Jisadvantage to
begin with, but the extent of our
pation. the enerzy, ingenuity and
patriotism of the great bullk of the peo-
ple, combined with the inexaustable
resources of the country, would, douht-
fesr, in due time, settie the point in
gur fuvor. The only thing that this
nation would have to fear in theevent
of such a war, would be internal dissen-
sion that might arise through the ex-
istence of so large a proportion of a
Iawless and disturbing element in the
population which har been immens<ly
re¢ruiterd from ahroad.

We do not believe that there is any
idea in Great Britain — among her
atatesmen at least—of going t7 war with
the United States, Eveu if the desire
existed, the danger to her of guch an
undertaking would prevent the step,
except on the ground of great ageravi-
tion, which this country does notin-
tend to give. Not only would Eng-
land hold back from engaging in &
conflict with this country oo acccunt of
doubt as to the reeult, so far as would
immediately relate to the operationa ot
the combatants in chief, but also be-
cause should she enpage in such a
atrug&le her European rivale would
doubtless take advantsge of her situa-
tion to bumiliaté if not destroy her,
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We do not believe that Mr, Wiman’s
views on the subject in question are
sound, There is bo present prospect
of war between this nation and the
mother ¢ountry,

B

BETTER KEEP TO THE TRUTH.

*

THE directors of the so-called *In-
dustrial Home?*’ do not coinclde with
the views of the {Jtab Commission and
others, as to the conversion of the
building tosome legitimate and useful
Thie i not to be won-
dered at, It is quite natural that they
should wish tu hang on to the concern
as Jong as posslhle, and persuade Con
gress to keep up the appropriations tha
have been made for ite support.

Butallthe same, it is a fact patent to
everybody that the ipstitution wasa
fizzle from the beginning, that it never
answere: the end desired, that Con-
grees wae inducee to spend the publio
tunde for eomething that was never
needed, and that the continuance of
the concern is 8 fraud upon the pation
and a conspicugus matk of national
folly and failure. Everyboly here
who is candid and truthful must ae-
knowledge this, and it is useless to
deny it.

If the direclore of the alleged
“Home>’ want to keep it up in epite of
all the proofs of it uselersners, they
had better not seek to do ro by misrep-

resentation, becnsuse this provokes
¢xplanations apd the gresentallun
of disugrieahle facta in rebuttal. It ia

not true, as they allege about the
“Fome,*’ that ‘It bas been strenuously
and persistently opposed by the Mor-
wmon Church as & refleotion upon the
teachinge of yearsthat polygamy was
right.>> This assertion is all of a piece
with the falsehoods by which money '
was cozened out of Congress for the
bullding and it support,

The “Mormon?** Church has done
nothing and said nothing agalost the
concern at any time. 'Those who con-
tinue to state the contrary should cite
something to prove their allegations,
if they expect auybody who thinka to
believe thewn. This, however, they
have nbtver donme, and canngt do.
There‘ore they content themselve with
a repetition of the gratuitous untruth,
forgetful, apparently, of the command®
‘““Thou shalt pnot bear false witness
against thy neighbor.>

The DESERET NEWS hae, on several
octasicns, exposed the falsehoods used
by the promoters of the scheme for
this pretended “Home”—a burlesque
upon he racred name, and in that way
this paper may be said to have opposed
it. And this was necessary, because of
the vile and filthy etories, told to Con-
gressional committeer, which were ut-
terly devoid of truth. They were pub-
lished in the Congressicnal Record, they
were refuted by affidavits from Lhe
persong — all non-“Mormons,” who
-were alleged to have furnished the pur-
ported information,and they werendth-
ing but scandalous and likidinous fabri-
cations told with profeseedly pious
lips, for the “Christian?® purpose of
defnming the ““Mormone? and draw-
ipg money out of the npatfonal treas-
ury. -
Butibhe ‘*Mormon*’ Churoh has been
silent on the sulject from the begin-
ning. And the assertlion of the di-



