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that pame, the gquestion of expense
would not have been sprung, But
under fte previsions the Territory
would be still a Territory, with
“all ite dieabilities, except the power to
elect the Territerial offieials. It would
atili be the creature of the national
Qovernment, its vassal and subject,
with no more independent legislative
power than now, and liable to the direct
iegislation of Congress.

Whether thir modicum of home
rule is worth what the citizens would
have to pay tn psupport it, ls an
open question. It canpot be dls-
posed - of by calling thoee ‘‘sordid’’

who think the game l8 not worth |

the powder. That the power to elect
the officers who are now appolnted, to
make pur own choice instedd of being
compelled te submit to the choice of

others, would be astep in the direction:

of that liberty which Utah ought to en-
Joy, Is beyond debate. But there is
ground for fear that this would be re-
garded as epuch a pettlement of our
political guestion ap would pestpone
instead of hastening that full ifberty.
And aa it would be nearty as costly as
the realthing, the question of expense
is a proper subject of consideration, and
not open o the etigma of stinglneas.
People who would say nothing about
the cost of statehood, do object lo the
price that would have to be paid for
the smaller measure of freedom, and
in thie they are not inconsistent. That
which 1s called ““home rule’’ in this
instance is not, as claimed, statehood
wlith all lte advantages except repre-
sentation in Congress and in the Elec-
toral College. It falis far short of
that, and therefore the question of
cost is pertinent, nnd {t}develvea upon
ils advocates to show that the good to
be gained is really worth all that the
people would have to pay for it. I

THE NEWSPAPER? OF TOMORROW.

FosTRR COATES, managing edltor of
the New York Mail and hxpress, In an
address before the Press Ciubs at Ban
Francisco a few days ago, made enme
startiing statemeuts with regard to
“The Newspaper of Tomorrow.?’ First,
it will be higger in point of slze, and in
paying this, ho Dever uttered one word
of sympathy for the reader of tonior-
row. The day is Dot far distant when
a forty-page paper of the same size as
the 8an Francisco Ohronigle can be
printed on onc press. In the making
of presres the advance has been greater
than even that made in newegather-
ing. The modern perfecting printing
preea is one of the marvels of the age.

Mr, Coales entertajns little hope for
the editorial of Lhe future, KEitber it
must gojaltogether,or else be written by

a ppecialist. Already he thinks the
editorial is becoming & bore, and that
the average reader knows more about
the mutter than the scribe who penned
it. Work of this kind is consclentioue-
ly performed, but in most cases it is
perfunctory. A man cannot write on
a half- dozen different topics and give
new light on all.

Tue comiug great man on the news-
paper is the reporter, and even in this
line speciality will be the rule. The
police court reporter will not do for
the theoiogical conference, por wiil
the dramatic editor be suited for the
prlitical convention, - *

IDustration will be the marked fea-
ture of the coming newspaper, and in
that departmen{ great rewards are
awaiting the futurescribe. Mr.Oopates,
however, Jid not! mention that the
founder of illustrated A merican jour-
naliem, Mr. Gleeson, is either in a
workhouse at present, or died in 6ne a
few weeks ago.

The most important part in the
make-up of the ‘“‘coming newspaper,”’
is the advertisement. Genius of the
highest kind will be required to write
for this department. Already the
work of composing acceptable adver-
tisements ia the most difficult braoch
‘of journalistic literature, Mr. Coates
thinks that the richest rewarda of the
future will lie in writlng advertise-
me.uts,

CONSUMPTION OF SUGAR.

THE following article, from the San
I Fraucisco C/ironicle ought to have a
local interest:

“The roview of the suogar ‘lrads of
1891, published by Jamos Dunn, of Glas-
gow, an acknowledged authority on the
subject, contains some suggestions very
pertinent o the topio of sugar making in
the United States. The paper in question
says, among other things, that the busi-
ness of importing and refining in the At-
lantic States continues to show a rapid
dovelopment and progress which throw
all other countries into 1he shade. For
the eleven months ending Novembor
20th there passed through the four ports
of New York, Boston, Phlladelphia and
Baltimore 1,431,195 tons of sugar, which,
with the stock of £3,749 tons left ovor
from last year,givea 1,484 944 tons as theto-
tal for manipulation up to that date. Tak-
ing out ihe exports of refined and crude
sugars, it appears that thé American de-
mand, us met through the Atlantic sea-
board, was 1,403,383 tons for the period of
aleven momhs, and that the toial ocon-
sumption of the United Siates was 1,745,~
000 wnps, againat 1,400,000 tons in’ 18%), or
an increaso of 345,000 tons im oleven
months,

“TFrom these figures cortain logical de-
ductions ure drawn which will not oocar
10 the casual reader, The Dunn circular
saIys that a quaniity equal to more than
all the crops of marketabla sugars of
Demerara, Trinidad, Barbadoes, Jamaica
and Britieh India gut together was ab-
sorbed by this addition tothe require-
monta of eleven months, and, says tho
wrlter, it may mean, in cobjunotion with
simyilar if less important strides else-
where,the beginning of n common danger

io the European markets by upsetting
the equilibrium of values and perhaps
turning the scale against produoetton.

“The conclusion from this is easy to
draw. Itisthat unless the United States
wanats to pay through the nose for her
enormour consumption of sugar she
must aid and encourage her home produop-
tion, not only as & moans for keaping
prices down, but to avoid the danger of
an actual shortage in smgar. To re 1
the bounty olause of the McKinley bill,
thereby discouraging the American sugar
producer, would be to offer a premium to
the foreign producer to put his own price
on hie sugar, and even that might not
avail to prevent the turning of the scale
against production. If we pay a bounty
of two cents a pound for American sugar
wo pay it to ourselves, we produco an
abundance of sugar and we keep & check
on the prices obarged by the foroign pro-
ducer, 3]l of avhich is oxtremely desirabie
in the economic sspeot of the pugar
quostion.”

—_—  —

UNITED STATES SENATE REFORM.

REFORM in the method of electing
United Btates Senators is assuming
ibe proportions of a national demand.
Already in the preseut Cougress seve-
ral joint resolutions have been offered
in both houses urging the election o
Benators by direct popular vote, Both
parties seem equally desirous of adopt-
ing the new scheme. Palmer of Ilii-
nole, A Democrat, is no more earnest In
the movement tban Johnston of North
Dakota, & Republican,

Section 8 of the Coustitution of the
United Btates says:

“Tho Senate of the Uniled States shall
bo composed of two Senators from each
Siate, chosen by the Legisluture thoreof,
for six years; aud each Senator shal
have one vote.”

This provision governs the method
now in practice, The proposed aménd-
ment would take from the State legin-
lature the power of electing United
Btates Senators and confer it on the
people directly.

Even at the time of the adoption of
the Federal Constitution thie question
wap earnestly, and, In truth, hitterly
diecuseed. However, the present
me*hod was agreed on as a sort of com-
promive. James Madison, writing in
the Federalist, away back In 1788,
said;

‘It is cqually unnocessary to dilate on
theappointmant of Senators by tho Stale
Legislatures, Among the varlous modosy
which might have been devised for con-
stituting thls braneoh of the government,
that whioh has been proposed by the oon-
vention is probably the most congenial
with publio opinion. It is recommendecd
by the doubie advantage of favoring a
select appoiniment, and of giving to the
State governments such ab agency in the
formation of the Federal Governmont as
must secure the authority of the former,
and may form a convenient link between
the two systems.”

At ibat time the opinion prevailed
amwong some prominent men that a
pure Jemocracy would be the best form
of government. Therefore they de.
sired all appointments and elections to
come {rom the direct voteof the people.



