geated by the press, npur discussed
among citizens, Itis this: The Ed-
munds luw authorized the Utah Legis.
iature to pass laws providing for elec-
tlons, and as scon as that bedy should
do this, the functione of the Utah Com-
miesion should cease. The Leglsiature
has passed alaw providing for school
elecilons; hence the functions of the
Utah Commission have ceased so far
a8 school elections are eoncerned.

The logical inference is that the
Utah Commission has nothing to do
with any election provided for by
Territorial legislation enacted subse-
quent to the date of the Edmunds law,
a proposition which is unquestionably
in harmony with the speclfic language
of the latter statute, and again gives
prominence to the conlingency upon
which the life of the Commission
hangs.

One result of this decision will be the

complete sevérance of the Utah Com- L

mission from local rchool elections, in- |
cluding school trustees, school boards
in cities, elections in regard to bonds,
etc. Hereafter all these will be held
under the auspices of loeal officers, as
provided in the Territorial school law.

The decision does not say whether a
school election ia or is not an election
within the meaning of the law of Con-
gress. It is, however, in harmony
with the contention of couunsel for the
appellant, Mesars. Butherland & Judd,
who urged that school elections were
never intended to be included in those
over which the Utah Commirsion were
given supervision. But if it was the
intention of the court tosustain this
doctrine, and the consequent one that
gchool elections are purely local affairs,
to be condueted under local Jaws and
regulations, it is not clear why the last
sentence was added, which reads a8
follows:

“and we further hold that the qualifi-
cations of voters must be determined by
the laws of the Uniled Siates when any
conflict ariges between them and the lawa
enacied by the Territorial Legislature.??

There is just a8 wuch reason why
the local law should govern in respect
to the qualifications of voters at a
school election, as there is for holding
that the latter 18 not a public election
within the meaning of congressional
statutes. If the decislon is intended to
maintain the latter proposition, it em-
braces an Inconsistency; for a declara-
tion that the laws of the United States
govern In respect to the qualifications
of voters brings the electlon itself
under the operation of those laws,

and hence within the jurisdic-
tion of the Utah Commission,
and it can be excluded from the

control of the latter only for Lhe reason

that the present sehool Iaw was passed
subsequent to the date of the Edmunds
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law, and its provisions relative to elee-
tions were contemplated and authorized
by the latter. The last sentence of the
decision is a contradiction of the con-
tention of counsel who won the case,
which, to say the least, ia a singular
circumstance.

We have no disposition to question
the legality of the decision, but it is to
be regretted that it fails to clear up cer-

tain vexed phases of the matter
to which It relates. It leaves
open the question whether or mnob
a taxpayer, who i not a reg-

istered voter, has a right to vote on
a tax or bond proposition, a purely
finanecial isdue, relative to which he
might, under every rule of matural
justice, be given a vuice. But if per-
sons only who are qualifled electors
under the lawes of Uongress, can vote
at such elections, great injustice will be
done to a large class of taxpaying citi-
zens. N

. — =

THE ROYAL LABOR COMMISSION.

THE American press-ia commenting
quite elaborately though injudiciously
on the “Royal Labor Commission® ap-
pointed u few daya ago by Queen Vic-
toria. Much of thia comment asrumes
the character af prejudice and ill-found-
ed criticism. The personel of the com-
mission is harshly judged. The ap-
pointments were made, it is said, from
party and persnonal motives. And all
these hasty judgments are rendered,
without giving close or serious consid-
eration so the matter. Conclusionsare
jumped at which a study of the ques-
tion does not at all justify.

First of all, it is proper to learn the
scope and duty of the Commission. Its
object is, mainly, to enquire into’ all
questions at issue between capital and
labor. It i1s also instructed (o inquire
into the methods of organized capital
ar well as organized labor. It will en-
denvor to ascertain how far legislation
can ameliorate the evils conplainea of
in labor agitatlons. It has the power
to summon labor reformers, capitalista
and industrial philosophers from every
country in the world, and pay them
expenses by the-sanction of the Eng-
lish Government. For information
pertaining to labor, this Commission ia
authorized to expend $1,000,000, and in
fact, if needed, the expenditure is un-
limitel. ’

It will be seen from this, that the
+Royal Labor Commission” of Eng-
land was instituted upon the broadest
and most compreheusive philesophic
basis, on which anything of the kina
could be built. Its ‘aim is, in reality,
an inquiry into the conditiona of e¢api-
tal and labor, all overthe world, and
it will endeavor to ascertain the opin-
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ions of the best minds in every civil-
ized country, on these conditions. The
Commigsion is composed of twenty-
seven members, fourteen capitalists
and thirteen labor representatives. The
hypercritical says it j8 composed of

twenty capitalists and seven Ilabor
men. This is not correct. Lord
Haitington is Chairman of the

Commission. It is said that he is
not fit for the place by reason of his
position nad wealth, and because he i
a seceder from Gladstone. This Ia all
nonsense. No sane man would say thab
John Burns, of London, ought to be
made chairman of such a body. Hart-
ington seceded from his leader, because
he thought the interests of Treland and
of England would be better conserved
by malntaining the existing union.
There are many statesmen and citizens
who uphold this view, and who honest-
Iy believe that puch would be the
care, yet they favor Home Rule
for Ireland. They see that mat-
ters have been so complicated and
mismanaged 1o the past, that nothing
short of autonomy for Ireland, with an
Imperial federation between both coun-
tries will effect political harmony and
real union. Hartingzton as a atatesman
has been broad and liberal and as
chairman of the Commission he will
exhibit the same characteristics.

It has been said that the labor ele-
ment in Treland was slighted because
Michael Davitt was not placed on the
Commission. This is folly. Michael
Davitt waa never identified with labor
in Ireland. He is now, and has
been for some time a citizen of London.
He is editor and proprietor of a
newspaper there. He maintains a
connection with Irish politics in a fac-
tional way. He is, it is sa’'d, an honest
though impulsive fellow, and, cer-
tainly, has always advocated the cause
of labor. He is the man, of all others
identifled with British politics, the
most unfit for a place in the Commis-
gion. AwB a witness before it, he can
glve his views, and asa jouruoalist, he
can watch its proceedings. In both
ways he can atill be of utility to labor,
if he ia 80 minded.

A nother elique is out of sor{s becausc
John Burns, the famous London agi-
tator was not placed on the Commis-
sion.. Every sensible man kuows that
such an appwintment would be a mis-
take. Burns is no doubt doing much
pervice to labor, but he is too radieal,
too narrow, too shortsighted for the
scope in view by the Commission.

There are thirteen members of
Parliament in the body. Four are
Conservatives, four Liberal-Unionists
and five Liberals and Homerulers.
This ia certainly a fair distribution of
political partisanehip.



