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NEEDLESS FOREBODINGS.
A RESPECTED contemporary an-|
lounced that on Monday iast Judge
Zane would takea seat on thebench
88 Chief Justice of Utah, and at the
Bime time the people of Utah will
o into mourning. Wedo not think
the prediction will be verifled. We
% no_renson for the grief antici-
Pated and no signs of its coming.
There have heen several decisions
of the Supreme Court of tlie United
Btates in relation to Utah affairs
Slnce tle time when this Terrilory
Was subject to the reign of terror
that paralyzed business nnd filled
thousnnds of hemes with sorrow and
Buspenge, These have settled some
Questions which were then unde-

The disposition of the public out-
side of this Territory, too, i3 modi-
fied. At the time of the excessea

complained of, public feeling was|

wrought up to (ever heatonthe Utah
question, and almest any extremein
the execution of the law would have
been justified thereby. But publie
men, the lenders of the nation, have
recelved muceh information since
then. And while there is a fixed
determination that the prevailing
marringesystem shall be maintaived,
and innovations shall not be per-

| mitted in this country, the persecu-

tion of people endeavoring to live
without clashing with the laws is not
approved, cither by Congressinen
or the people whom they represent.
And many things which were form-
erly done in Utah without rebuke,
would now raise a storm of indigna-
tion in circles where influcnce s
powerfully exercised.

We see no reason to suppose that
Judge Zane desires to oppress or in-
Jjure the people of this Territory or
any class among them. The course
that will Le pursued in the admin-
istration of the criminal laws will
depend largely upon the Prosceut-
ing Attorney. Judges have sworn
duties to perferm and so0 have the

¢ided and were the cause of much |ofticers of the court. Laws are
of the trouble and unensiness of the | made to be enforced. But their ¢n-
times, Experience aleo has taught | forcement does not imply malice,
any lessons which cannot vurely | invidious zeal, the concentration of
Jost to the judiciary, but must be | effort in one special direetion, nor

ot value both to the officials nnd the | the accumulation of profits by way
People. of fees. it docs not require the
The class of our eitizens exposed | packiugof juries, the badgering nnd
to the severity of that stringent and insulting of witnesses, mor the
Chaggeable application of special |cowardly berating and verbal as-
h.l“'a which was formerly the prin- sault of helpless defendants. Neither
tipal difficulty, can now understand | does it demand, In every case, the
much hetter than then what those | full penaities prescribed, partieular-
eDactments require, and therefore |ly when mitignting elrcumsatances
fre in n rauch better position to con- | appear and the purpose of the law
form ¢, them intelligently. And can be attained by mildness nnd the

the history of the past four or five
Years has demonstrated that n falr,
Consistent and humane judicial pol-
iey 1s muen more potent “‘in the di-
fection sought,” than hnrshneas,]
terrorism and vindietiveness.
rIn the period alluded to, no de-
*Bdant under the Edmunds act
knew when arrafgned whuat would |
be the construction ofthat act as Ap-
Plied to his case. Each new trial
LI0\?elopcd some new ruling, and
What wns considered a proper ren-
°ring fn one cnme was changed
3uit the peculinritics of an-
ou.]'e"s and so there wns no eelr-
::I“':ty .hutn great deal of positive
remurdlty. Circumstances nre dif-[
deﬂnt to-dny, and there is o more
: Oite understanding of the Inw
od its application.

exercise of Judieinl discretion.

All these considerations will, we
believe, have some weight in the
future administration of the Iaws e’
this Territory. And as a great
many people who nf one time were
in such o condition that they could
not fully comply with the laws, as
then coustrued, are now liviog in
harmeny with a fair amd rational
interpretation thereof, it is rensonuble
to conclude that the disruption of
social order and the tumult that
then disturbed the community will
not be revived,because the supposed
occasion for it does wvot now exist,
or, at any rate, to anything like the
same extent.

We would rather look forward for
pence, for progress, and for such an

THY
and justice demand, than expect a
refurn to the methods which be-
longed to a past which we hope
has gone forever. In this instance
we think the words of the song-
maker are applicable,and we suggeat
them to those who can only fore-
bode trouble:
“Let tomorrow Lake care of tomorrow,
Leave Lhings ot the falure to fate.
Whal's the nse Lo anticipale sorrow?

Life's (roubles comoe never too Iate.”
-

“WIDOWS-BY-LAW.”

THE Uticn, N. Y. Press informs
its readers that, ‘us a result of
the Iaw  against polygamy, ‘A
Home for Divorced Wives’® has
been  established at  Salt Lake
City.” Tt goes on to say that there
is thrown “a surplus of *“widows-
by-lnw npon the mntrinonial mar-
ket’* here, and hence the establish-
ment of this “place of refuge’’ for
themn, as ‘the stock of husbands
is below the sudden abmormal de-
mand.?’

We do not know of any sudden
abnormal demand for husbands in
Otah nor of apy “*Home for Di-
vorced Wives.?”” Both of these hnve
been formed by the vivid imagina-
tion of the Utica [Fress wditer, or
some other seribe from whom he
has drawn his “information.’” But
there 1s a perpetual demand grenater
than the supply In the State where
the Press is _published, and a

still larger discrepancy in the de- -

mand and thesupply in severnl New
England 8tates. A Home for Di-
vorced Wives, too, would be of far
grepter service in ecach of, those
Jtates than in Utah, for widows-by-
law are comparatively scarce here,
while there they swarm at every
public place of resort and not a
hotel of any note i8 free from them.

11 the plural wives of Utah,whom
the plotters against her peace desire
to see cast adrift, were utterly for-
saken, they would not be “widows-
in-law,’”” and when the men of
Utah treat them as their traducers
are wont to act townrd depen-
deut women who have no legal
claim upon them, it will be time
for fire from heaven to (all upon and
consume them. If WNew Yeork
would take care of its own widows-
by-law and other vietims of conse-
cutive polygamy, it would have its
hands Ml and no time Ieft to trou-
ble over 111s that do not exist in this
much nu}llgned Territory.

——

The rule that great men have
small fmilies Is exemplified in Bie-

lmlmluistmtiou of the laws as reason | mark and QGladstone.



