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provides for chosing what are popular-
ly known as the congressional electors
for President by coagressional districts
created for that purpose, The legisla-
tlon was, ol course, accompanied by a
new congressional apportionment and
the two statutes bring the electoral vote
of the State under the Influence of the
gerrymander,??

Theseare the words of the President.
He (ears the
probable development from the Michi-
gan metbod, and recommends a con-
stltutional swendment requiring the
cholce of electors on & general ticket.
He went 20 (ar in his message asto
give a general historical synopsis of
the mothod of electing presidents in
the past. "Previcus to 1832 there waa
no unlform system, In some Btates
the cholce was made by-the L.egisla-
tures, in others by districts, but more
generaily by the voters of the whole
State upon a general ticket. The i1ast
method fnally prevailed in every
Btate in the Unlon except Bouth Caro-
lina, which d1d not adopt it until after
the war. This method Président Har-
rison desires to be retained by Consti-
tutiopnal nmendment, maklog itn striot-
Iy nationnl system, but limiting the
territorial districta to the Btates as
already constituted.

Jror several years past this question
of Presidential electors has been a
good deal talked about. Debnting
clube, reform societies, and politicinos
are ip general more or less inclined to
the system of electing n Fresident by
ditect vole ef the people at lurge as the
pearest to thespirit of pure Democracy.
In fact it was this publlc sentiment
which impelled the present Democratio-
Granger legislature: of Michigan to
adopt the Congressional district ays-
tem. BSo far as the dlistrict goes, the

- people, under thatsystem bave a direct
volce in electing that President. The
elegtor chosen may be a Demoocrat, a
Republican, or 8 Farmers’ Alliance
man, just as the majority or plurality
determines.

Hut the President sees ln this sys-
tem, a probable abuge of ii, in the way
of “gerrymandering.” If such is
likely to prevall ipthe election of a
President, why not In the election of
members of Congress? Under any
system, boodlers and spoil-seskers will
do everything to help themselves into
power, nnd perhaps the Michigan
method i8 more susceptible to crooked
trading between bossed than the pre-
vajling Btate general election syatem.
A boss muay be able to control a dis-
trict when he cannot control a Btate.
However the suggestione of President

Harrison on this fssue are worthy of
consiveration. -

“gerrymander” as a

“A PROPOSED MORMON STATE.”

THE New York Fress has a long edi-
torial on the subject of the mdmission
of Arizona into the Union. We give
it more than passing attention, because
the *Mormon’’ queation ts made a lend-
ing feature of the article, and it is
beaded “A Proposed Mormon Btate.”

On the general question of the ad-
misslon of Territories the FPress is
sound. Itsays:

*The Territorial condition is not in-
tended to be intended to be permanent in
the case of any American community
and the Territory should become » State
whenever it in proved that a standard ex-
ists hiph enough and Amerioan enough
to justify a State organization.”

This is cerrect American doctrine
but, unfortunately, in its application
other ideas are permitted to take a
more prominent pluce than-this theory,
and party politics often interfere and
overbalance the f‘high standard”’
whioh a Territory has reached in all
really essential respects.

As to the position which Arizona has
acquired, the Pressin willing to walve
the objection that might be ufized us to
its Mexican population, because by
treaty pledge they must be *‘treated as
American citizens.”? But, we are
told, “the population of Arizona is
about 60,000 and of them more than
12,000 are Mormons,*

Wel, must not they alee be “treated
as American citizens??”’ If the Press
willl take the trouble to inqutre, it will
find that these *“Mormon?’ settiers in
Arizona are among the very beat
peaple of the Territory. To their in-

dustry, order and genern] good
qualitles as  progreseive  citizenp
ja due mnot only the present

prosperity of the prospective Htate, but
the very conditions which render
feasible and proper its admission into
the Union. What is there against
them? Who can tell with any degree
of directness and truth? The [Preas
RAYE:

“In Arizona the polygamous sect, with
ita despotic hiernrchy and its dark secrets
and methods,is flourishing and politically
formidable, With the buttress of state-
hood raised to protect it from federal in-
terference, Mormonism might well aban-
don Utah for a new dominion in Arizona,
and ‘there bid defiance to any interfer-
ence.”

What a pity it is that New York
editors wiil try to write. about aflnits in
the fat West when they know nothing

about them., Thelr talk puts one in
foind of newly arrived eprigs of
English aristocracy, who expect
o pee swm_:gerlng cowboys with

big revolvers in the atreets of Gothain.
and to go ovitside of town a )ittle way
to hunt bear and buffalo. These ‘‘dark
secrete, *? the “despotic hierarghy,?’ the
S‘polygamous pect” and all the rest o,
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the atufl that the Press apsociates with
¢ Mormonism,” are only bugaboos lo
soare eastern tenderfeet with. .

Ask the prominent and best ““Gen-
tile’* residents of Arizorna a8 to the
$*Mormon?”’ citizens of the Territory,
and.the answers received will be suf-
ficient to dissipate all the alarms that
disquliet people in the East, who have
po reasen for terror seeing they are
thousands of miles (rom the imaginary
danger. The FPresssays further:

*The convention which recently framed
n State constitution for Arizona deliber-
ately concluded to place no obstruction
in the way of these Mormonsa gaining
control of the State, The ‘lest oath’ ap-
piied in Idaho to Mormons exercising
the franchise was refjected in Arizona.”

Woell, ought not that to be suffigient
to show the Presa the foliy -of ite owD
fears? Jf the people of Arizona, in
convention assembled, declded to place
no obstruction in the way of the “Mor-
mons’’ whom they have amonyg them,
why ehould 8 New York editor, so fur
away, who has no part in the matter,
want to ralse an obatruction?

But, Arizona would npot copy the
i1daho teat oath? Of course not. The
convention showed its zood senge, und
ita anppreciation of the “Mormon?’ citi-.
zens of the Territory. There is no
peed of it. And it i8 a disgrace to Ida-
ho, 88 ita beat vitizens of both parties
already concede. Arizona once tried
it to please -certain cheap and
paltry politicians, but soon found out
fts error and swept the  anomalous
proviston from ite statutes. The ab-
gence of the blotch upon its constitu-
tion is one uf the many claims that
instrument has upon the admliration of
true Americaus of both parties.

The Press quotes the objection urged
by an Arizona official who, by the by,
bae gained the execration of both Re-
publicans and Democrats:

“Owingto the junotion of Arizona with*
Utah it would be easy to 30 colonize the
Territory with Mormons by either pollt-
ical party (which Lhey might be inclined
to tavor) as to absolutely conmtrel the
affairs of the State for a long time, and it
is true that they do now hoFd the l;alanoe
of political power in Arizona.’®

Now, will the Fress just think long
enough to grasp these simple faots:
Wyoming jolus Utah on the east,
ay Arizons does on the south, Wyo-
ming Je olose to the populated portions
of Utah, Arizona is rernote from them. -
Wyoming contalns a large proportion'
of *“Mormonsa” in lm~popula|;|on_‘ It
was ¢claimed that they held ‘‘the bal-
anceol political power? there W yo.
ming would have no test oath jn her
constitution. Bhe is now a Siate in
the Union. There is no attempf to
“eolonize’” it with “*“Mormons,”” There
is no chapge ln its affairs o that re-
spect. Everything goes on in Wyo.
ming, so far as the ‘‘Mormons’ are



