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A TRUTH WORTHY OF CON-
SIDERATION.

Tiie Springfleld ERepublican, com-
menting on the fallure in Kansas of
enoreing the prohibitory law, says

it i the same difficulty that has oc-

curted in Maine, which Neal Dow
proposed Lo meet by increasing the

. penalties fur the law’s violation.
Lhe Republican adds:

“11 is a trouble which will always
resull regard'ng a law which has
the sentlment of any c¢onsiderable
portion of the community opposed
to it,and which neilher rewards for
conviction nor Iincreased pendities
will etfeciually or perma:d-eutiy re-
medy. 1L is necessary t'at the ar-
tifleers of the law, like the builders
of bouses, should take into accouant
the material with which they have
to work, aud if they do noft, failure
“and coliapse will overiake the most
symmetirical edifice.”

I'his is good common sense, But
the Aepublican, like some other
journal:, does not recognize its im-
portance whon applied 1w Utah, but
bDerates temperato and experienced
statesmen and puilosophical think-
ers who apply thesame principies (o
the treatment of the ‘“Mormon”
guestion. Rabid, unreasonable and
unrepublican methods are the
fashivn now, a8 they have been
al intervals during the past. Wis-
dom would  suggest other
means to accomplisa the desired
eud, and proclaim that the violation
of established principlesof law and
a departure from the essentials of
our syste.n of government, are not
likely o creale a strict for
laws in general nor add to the glory
ol our great republic. . But when
Digotry and passion rule, it cannol
be expecled that wisdom and good
j.dgwment will commmand much re-
gpcck. The thougntiful will do well

(0 pause, and refleet before allowing |

themseives to be hurcied along by
the tide of popular unreason.
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A DANGER THAT SHOULD BE
UNDERSTOOD. -

THE danger atiending the present
aystem of conducting wires for the
eleciric light i= attracting a great
deal of attention, Quite a number

of aceidents of a serious nature have
occurred in many places, from vari-
- ous causes connscted with the elec-
tric wires, and the necessity of some
further protection is becoming gene-
raily recognized. In Philadeiphis
the underground system, which is
established in some paris of Ger-
many, is the only one allowed.

An incident oceurred in this city a
few nights ago, which supports the
necessity of having the electric
wires Jaid underground, The wire
crossing near the roof of the build-
ing oecupied by N. Boukcelsky being
in close proximity to a tin gutter,
the elecirio current jumped to this

condueting material and commenc-
ed 10 gt fire to the woodwork. For-

tunately the prompt application of a
little water prevented any damage,
A, portion of the insulating material
which incased the wire was also
consumed, showing that it is not
always a sufficient rotection
against the probabilities of fire when
the current comes into near prox-
imity to any conducting material,
Another circumstance by which a
mechanie came near losing his life
occurred a few days ago. One of the
employees of Mr, David James, hari
ceasion o g0 on the roof of the
large vlodk of buildings lately erect
etl by Hovper and Kidridge to com-
piete & job connected with the cor-
uice, In the act of stooping down he
laid bold of the electric light wire,
viien 18 exlended across the soutn-
wesl corner ol the roul; a few inches
WDove the rooling malerial. ‘He was
instantly thrown Deels over head,
anding on his back barely a fool
rofn the ed e of the roof overlook-
i1y tue streel, Had be been thrown
Atle more Lo the right Le woulid
been precipitated into the
irent, and (U woul 1 have been sup-

L

1

(18 wire algo leil a mark of burn-
ing acro-s hls hand showing that
he wire sometimes getshot enough
to burn, even when ithe current ap-
pears to be going all right.

We consider. this matter of g0

great imporiance that we surrender |

much of our editorial space to-day
o a communication from the May-
of of Detroit to "the Common Coun-
cil of that eolty, The Council had

hastily, as has occurred in other

posed he merely slipped ofl tue roof, |

places, pasced an ordinance giving
an electric Jight company the rigut
to put up poles and wires as in tais

city. The Mayor raw fit to decline

|nigning the ordinance giving his
reasons as follows:

To the Honorable the Common
Council:

Gentlemen.—Imbued with a deep
sense of my official responsibility,
and after careful consideration, hav-
ing reache? the conclu~ion that the
terial system of transmitting the
powerful current of eleciri'ity re-
quired for lighting purposes by.
wires trained on poles through the
city, which is contemplated Ly the
Brush Elecirie Light Company, is
extremely dangerous to life and to
property from fire, | am constrained
to return, without my approval, the
ordinance ‘entitled *“An ordinance
| authorizing and regulating for the
purpose of supplying light, the erec-
tion, laying and operating of poles,
| wires, pipes, lamps and conductors
| in the public streets,alleys and other
Lpubllu places of the city of Detroit,
by the Bru:h Electric Light Com-

ny of said city,” adopted at the
ast meeting of your honorable
pody.

L fully appreciate the advantages
of theelectric light; I am very re-
luctant to offer any opposition to any

|

progressive enterprise whatever,and |

nothing but & realization of my du-
ties in the premises has impel.ed me
{ to this action. My original impres-
sions were adverse to the srial sys-
tem of transmitting electricity for
lighting purpo:es; these were subse-
quently partially modified by my
desire to avold ' occasioning loss to
our enterprising eitizens who have
embarked their capital in the works
of the Brush Electric Light Com-
pany and erected poles and trained
wires through the streets on what
was at least a color of authority
from the clty government, but the
recent accidents that have occnrred
{in Philadelphia, Cincinnati, and
elsewhere, and the profound con-
sternation created thereby, have
finally compelled the regretful con-
viction that the necessity of pro-
tection to 1the city from fire must
he paramount (o every other con-
sideration. A conflagration might
 gpeedlly destroy meny timas the
amount of property invested in the
Electric Works.

A few days ago, in Philadelphia,
owing to the Brush “wire having
come in contaet with a telephone
wire, both ends of the circuit and
two telephone boxes in ‘different

rts of the city were instantaeous.
y burned, and if this had occurred
at night the danger of a general
con tion would have been im-
minent. I am informed by the
Fire Marshal that two or three in
ciplent fires have been already oc
casioned by the same cause In this
city; notably this was the case with
the fire in Dingeman & Smith’s
factory. There is no longer any
doubt that the dangers arising from
transmitting powerful currents of
electricity E m;d-air and in close
proximity telegraph and tele-
phone wires ecan E{':l:il“ﬁﬂ]} be ex-
aggerated, and no business house or
private residence in which a tele-
graphic or telephonie wire termi-
nates 18 secure from the danger of
fire at any hour of ihe day or night,
when the Brush Electric works are
in operation. A magazine of nitro-
glycerine in the centre of the city
would in my opinion, be a less pro-
lific source of danger than the serial
system of transmitting poweriul
currents of electricity in use by the
Brush Company.

The only remedy is'to lay the
Brush wires under ground; this
systemy, Mr: A. J. DeCamp, who
has charge of the “Brush orksin
Philadelphia,-says, “Will do away
with accidents from the meeting of
electric wires and télephone and
telegraph wiresin the open alr,

As [ am notan expert I may be
pardoned for calling your: attention
to the opinfen of Mr. David Brooks,
the eminent electrician of Philadel-
phia, who recenlly’ made a profes-
sional tour of Europe. afler attend-
ing the Paris eleciric exposition;
in commenting on the recent electrie
accideats in that city says: ]
have yet to find a single ease
where a fire was caused by under-
ground wires. The only. correct
way of runnfng the wires is by’ the
{ underground method, It is theeasi-
est thing in the world to do. In
Iiondon the wires are coated with
guita percha and laid simply under
the giound. It is a mistake to sup-
pose they are laid in the sewers. In
Nhueiground wires, prope:ly laid,
there can be no fires or accidents,” A
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The system of running the wires
on poles is extremely dangerous, In
many cases along Chestnut Street,
Philadel phia, the telephone aud tel

that a siretching or sagging ol afew
inches would cause the wires to
meet and rub against each other.
In a short time the insulating ma-
terial wears ofl and the electric wire
sends its powerful current along the
smaller wires both ways, thus creat-
ing a fire at each end of the cireuit.
Or supposing that an electric wire
#hould break avd the two ends thus
furmed should fall (o the ground as
they naturally would. f a man
should thoughtlessly pick up both
ends he would be'instantly killed,or
if the current were weak he would
be very badly shocked. Should, how-
ever, one portion of the wire touch
the ground in any place, especially
where it is wet, then his feet might
be connected through the damp
ground with another part of the eir-
cuit, and two paths thus be opened
to the current, with the chances of
a daugerous portion of it gin

throu h his body. P

“The accident on' Friday,” con-
tinued Professor Brooks, ‘“‘gives peo-
ple an idea of the danger of permit.
ting the electric wires to run along
the streetls on poles, It is fortunate
that no more serious accidents oc-
curred,” _

“Every telephone in the city is in
danger,” and if those electric wires
are not run under ground it is hard
to tell what wouldn’t happen. It
would hardly surprise me tbhat, in
addition to fires and similar aeci-
dents, we should =oon hear of a per-
son being shocked to death. It is
easy enough to do a thing rightin
tha firat ylace, when the way is
plain and easy, and it’s easy enough
to run the electric wires under
gmund; The way is r‘eady."'

Here we have the opinion of an-

dangers of the aerial system, and
upon the practicability of the under-
ground system as exemplified in
London. In sup

fused permission to the Brush elec-

{ tric company to ojperate in that city
v underground eables, and
that it had accepted his mnditl;na

Nor
nt | which we make the following ex-

except

and agreed to congfruct them,
do 1 believe there is an intellige
person in this community uninter-
rested in the Brush com

undergrouna system.

pany should be permitted to opera
it in Detroit. If

compelled to adopt it, and to sus.
pend operations until they ha e re-
cunstructed their system. They
should forthwith be
move the umnsightly poles with
which they have disfigured the
principai avenues of the ity
without le.1:l authority, or the
Board of Public Works should be
directed to remove them. I have
reached my conclusions on this sub-

ject, not ouly fromm a consideration

of the dangers of fire arising from
also because |

the aerial system, bu
of its danger to life.
The London 7Times, of Dee. 15th
says & workman was instantly k
at Hatfleld House by coming in
conlact with tne Brush wires, con-
veying the electric current which

lights the mansion. A number of

similar accidents have been reported
in the newspapers. BSuppose a fire-
man was to break a connection on

the Woodward Avenue cable as he
strove to reach a high building, and
received the full force of the cur.
It would be certain death to
liim or to anyone elée who might
come into contact, direct or through
a eonnecting medium, with a wire
in whieh the passage of 8o powerfu)
a current was broken. The brave
men who compose ‘our fire depart.
to so
I think all

rent,

ment, should not be ex
imminent a danger.
wires shoulu 'be laid wunderground,

but the safety of the whole city de-

electrie
wires, above all others, shoul" be so

mands that the Brush

arranged as {0 be not only insulated

but isolated from all pessible contact

with wires used for other purposes,
The expense would be considerable,

but the profits of the companies

warrant their com pulsiou toconduet
their basiness in a way that willnot

endanger the safely of the commu- |

‘nity.  The real truth of the whole

fire will not burn without air, and
in the underground system no air

| can get to thﬂ wires,

|

ma'ter L apprehend to be i# Lhat, in

undartaking to utilize electricity as |

a means of lighting, they are as yet

egraph wires are so sluse together

eminent electrician pointing out the

rt of this I will
add that I was informed by thé
Mayor of Chicago that he had re-

pany, who
has given any attention to the sub-
jeet, who entertains any doubt as to
the feasibility and desirability of the

vEither the underground system is
practicable or it is not, if impracti-
cable, 8o great are the dangers aris-
ing from the aerial system, no ﬁut:l-
e
practicable the
Brush company should be at once

required to re-

illed

dealing with.a faction of unknown
quality; the question is still largely
expeérimental in its nature, and I
should prefer the experiment o be
carried on elsewhere than wit. jeop-
ardy to the lives and property of the
citizens of Detroit. The ordinance I
return you is, in my opinion, fatally
defective in several other minor re
spects, but authorizing as it does the
aerial systemm even temporarily, I
simply base my objection on that
feature alone. ' Gentlemez, if you
shall differ frcmm me and be moved
by any considerations whatever to
adopt this ordinanee, notwithstand-
ing my objection, you will assume
the responsibility for any ccnflagra-
tions or accidents that may be occa-
sioned and I will be abeolved by the
community,

Wu, G. THOMPSON, Mayor.

The Council was 8o impress-
ed with the justice of the
Mayor’s decision that the vote for
the passage of the ordinance was
unanimously reconsidered and the
ordinance was laid on the table.

As further evidence of the im:
portance of this matter, the fire
underwriters of San Franci:co and
| al2o of some places in the East have
adopted special and stringent rules
concerning the conducting, etc., of
wires for the eleclric light, and in
surances companies are requirinﬁ
the observance of these rules in al

on which policies are

1'

|

buildings
granted.
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ANOTHER PLAN TO SMITE
THE “MORMONS.”

O ————

Tue Christian Unicn commences
the new year with A new and ar-
tistic heading and other improve:
ments in the mechanical arrange-
| ment of the paper with its issue for
Janaary 19th will appear an illu-
strated supplement on Palestine,

The enterprise of this religious
magazine is commendable and’ a
great deal of its reading matter is
ingtructive and well written. On
Ic!uaﬂﬁnnn relating to Utah and the
“Mormons,” however, it is like
most other eastern publications,
considerably “mixed.”

In the latest number thereis an
editorial on the Utah problem from

tract:

“The real and almost fatal defect
of our treatment of the IJtah prob-
lem lies in the fact that in our
Angio Saxon legislation adultery is
not treated as a crime. If a man
marries two wives he can be sent
to the State prison; if he marries
one wife and maintains 20 mistress-
es, he cannot be called to accounl
at all. 1t would be an easy matter
to prove the offense of adaltery
against the polygamous Mor-
mons; but the marriage cere-
monial which is necessary to
constitute the technical offense
of bigamy, it is al ost impossible to
prove. The United States govern-
ment could,with advantage,borrow a

rinciple from the ancient Mosaic
legislation, and make adultery a
nal offense in all its Territories, 1f
individual States followed the ex-
ample thus set them, so much the
better. Adultery is a crime against
God, man, and the family; the re-
cognition of this fact would strike at

| the root of the nrsnnlzed vice which
in Utah brings disgrace upon the
whnt]:dpople and government of the
| United States.” |

We fully agree with the Christian
Union in its denunciation of the
crime of adultery. It is considered
by the Latter-day Saints a capital
offence. Their sacred bookd teach

erime of muruer, Under certain
circamstances 1;: mn;ldgt %nt its
proper penalty is death, Our Church
counts it in the same degree of
wickedness as it was in the Mosaic
law. Viewing it-apart from Chu ch
regulations we think that the State
should provide adequate . punish.
ment for the crime. And seeing
that in New York and other States
of the Union it is no oflence “against
the law and that, as the ChAristian
Union admits, a man in thoee States
whether married or not can keep any
number of mistresses without vio-
lating ‘the Jaw, would it not be
quite a® well for the preachers and
editors in those States to turn their
attention to the needs of their own
localities instead of making so much
fuss abvut Utah, and with which
they have no intimate relations?
The immorality of mistress.keep-
ing is acknowledged in word by the
acitators againet plural marriage,
They also aumit the prevalence of
| the sin. It is well known that it is

PG"Ii

thatit is next in enormity to the

indulged in by a large number of
publie men many of them married,
and also that it is no bar to their ob-
taining any office in the State or
Nation, and, in many instances, if
they can only keep the thing subd
rosa it does not stand in the way of
preferinent in circles where a moral
influence iz considered absolutely
ne.essa .

All this is wrong. If is an evil of
far groater magnitude than the
Utah difficulty is ever claimed to
be. If polygamy were as prevalent,
groas and vile as it is thought w0 be
in Ulah, ils proportions are very
diminative com with the
evils in and out of the
crime ailud to by the Chris-
tian Union. And yet while the
whole country is aroused against the
former, the latter is passed by with
closed Jips, or slyly winked at by the
knowing and pretendedly sanctimo-
nious, |

It the would-be reforrners who
want to “regenerate” Utah, were
sincere in their homilies about
morality, and their professed abhor-
rence of the marriage relations of
the ““Mormons,” they would tiy to
cleanse the inside of lheir own so-
cial platters before meddling with
their neighbors. But while they
cry out so much about polygamy a'ar
off, they c¢an put up with adultery
snd kindred sins right at home,
without a murmur of disapprobation
or a sniff of avereion,

The Union seems to think that if
Congress we e to borrow a leaf out
of the Mosaic book, plural marriage
could be reached effectually; that a
lJaw against adullery would be a
fatal blow agapst polygamy. Let
us examine this a little. The Mo-
saic code forbade adultery, but per-
mitted, and in some casec required
plaral marriage; therefore polygamy
is not adultery, and the Union’s idea
is futile. In proof of this, one of the
ten commandments of that code,

says:

“Thou shalf not commit adul-
tery.” |

But in the same law it is or-
dained: -

“If &a man have two wives, one
belo ed and another hated, and they
have borne him children, both the
beloved and the hated, and if the
E‘Eﬂtbﬂrn son be her’s that was hat-

“Then it shall be, when he mak-
eth his sons to inherit that which
he hath, that he may not make the
son of the beloved firstborn before
the son of the hated which is indeed
the firstborn,

“Buat he shall acknowledge the
son of the hated for the firstborn by
giving him a double pcrtion of all
that he hath; for he is the beginning
of his atmn%t.h' the right of the first-
born is his.” Deut, xxi, 15-17.

Also it Is written:

- “When a man hath taken a new
wife he shall not go out to war, ete.”
xxiv, 5.

In the twenty-fifth chapter of
Deuteron my will be found la-
tions concerning the course to be
| taken by a man whose brother has
died childless, lerving a widow., He
s required, under. penalties there
precented, to marry the widow and
| ralse up children to the decessed,
the firstborn to bear the latter’s
name go that it shall be continued

wing

{

|

in Israel. A very little re-
flection will suffice to show
that thie¢ is binding wupon a

married man as well as asingle man,
in Htlilch case :ig; n::xga of the tllllvin
brother requiring perpetuat
just as much as the deau brother’s,
Now, the law against adultery
provides that the oflender shall be
put to death. (See Leviticus xx, 10,)
But in the case of a married man,
whose brother dies childless, leaving
a widow, the married man was com-
‘manded to have a plurality of wives
and was to be under continual dis.
grace if he would not comply.
lherefore the law against adultery
is not a law againet a plurality of

wives,
This is clearly illustrated in the
case of David, King of .srael, who,

while he kept the law, was & man
after God’s own heart, but when he
trans it; was severely pun-
ished and rejected. While he kept
the law, God gave him ““wives into
his bosom,” and intimated that he
would have increased his gifts if
‘David so desired. But, when he
took another man’s wife, and so
broke the Jaw, God denounced and
punished bim. In David’s case. God
blessed a man by giving him a
plurality of wives and tocok them
away from him a8 & curse for
committing adultery. Ergo, plural
marriage is not adultery, and a law
againsi the latter has no bearing
upon the former. '




