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MUCH PUBLIC SPIRIT.

1T 18 stated that a ayndicate is
moving to prevail upnn the govern-
ment to estahlish the propesed pub-
lic building in the enstern part of

time sinceita establishment has been
nine, more or less.

The oppounents of the syndicnte
are distressed at the bare thought of
the Home being, by the new pro-

the city, and for the attainment of posal, placed in the lightof a fail-
that object has dispatehed an agent | yre, This would result in ‘“‘damnged

to Washington. It is nsserted that
‘n part of the schemw is to induce
Congress to wipe out the Tolustrial
Home and use the building asa
portion of the intended goveroiment
structure. By this meaos the pro-
posed upproprintion vould be materi-
ally reduced.

This proposal causes great comm.-
tion in the brenstanf g certain coterie
among the active politiciaus of this
gity. They are determined to fight
the proposal of the selfish sy ndicate
to the Litter end. This oppusition
ir nlleged to be inaugurated on sev-
eral grounds, which It may be inter
esting to make n note of.

A lasis for eontentlon against the
geheme of the syndicate is that ‘It
was known 1 advanee that 1t would
be fought with all the power that
glumbers In the Mormon Church;
it>? {the Indusirial Home) ‘‘was
puilt as  a rallrond s sometlmes
pullt into the wilderners, not for
what it would do at unmce. but for
the business which its presence
would eventually build u>** No
effort of the Chureh was ever put
forth to defent the establishment of
the ipstitution in question, even if
the scofiments of this journal be
taken on the subject as that of the
Church. The NEwS never offered
an objection to the ipauguration of
the Home, but did most deecidedly
object to the depruved nand con-
sclenceless courae tuken in the effort
to obtajn the Congressionnl appro-

priation. Blunderous  falgehoods
were. used to  decelve Congress
foto moeking i, and oumbers

of those fabrications were refuted
by officers under the United States
(jovernment and were published in
thve Congressivnal Recurd as well
as in Incal papers of this Terri-
tory. Neither wae the appropria-

tion asked for on the groumd of | tyres.

reputations.” We admit that it goes
a long way townrds proving the in-
stigntors nod promoters of the insti-
tution to he the leading prevarica-
tors of the nineteenth cemlury, n
position the NEws placed them in
at the time the appropriation was
asked for and when the disgusting
squahble sulseguently ensued over
the question of who should manipu-
late the fund.

The opposers of the lxtest scheme
are also worked up for the welfare
of the “‘many thousanis of people
yvet to be accommodated.’”” Their
philanthropic souls are ngitated into
a condition of fermentation in rela-
tion to future henefigiares, when the
nine shall be indefinitely and enor-
nously multiplied.

Snech far-sighted benevolence is
seldom met with, being sufficiently
deep to be tinged with pathos, Tt is
perhaps just a little marred with the
expressed fear of “damaged reputa-
tions,”? and that engendered by the
possibility of a public building being
located at n point distant from a
situation more ‘devoutly to be
wishied.?? ‘

Notwithstanding all this, we also
sre opposed to the proposition of the

The Home should not pe interfered
with, and ita absorption by the pro-
'posed government structure weuld

he a mistake. The appeal to
the slingy side of the gov-
ernment — che plea of reducing

the appropriation—issmall huginess.
We cannot have too many govern-
ment edifices, and instead of being
oppused to them we would liketo
se@ them ns thick in this city as
postage stamps om u letter from the
Orient. So far as relntes to us, we
would vot object If the town were

plustered all over with public struc-

future hepefits or usefulness, the, can get ahend of us in desiring to

record show ing the claiim of urgency
In every phase. [t was represented
that Iarge numbers of people of the
clags it was Intended Lo benefit— the
plural wives and their minor chil-
dren of polygamists repndered desti-
tute by the operations of the anti-
polygamy laws—existed nnd were
ready to rush luto such an asylun.
The evidence of this gigantic false-
hood existed io the fact that, if we
recuilect arlght, the hiighest number

see them plaoted here will bave to
get upearly inthe morning tv for-
mulate estimates of the number and
magnitnde of the ediflees of that
character he would like to see
erected.

Like the opponents of the scheme
of the sy ndicate, we not only object to
any reduction of the possible number
of public buildings but are somew hat
particular as to their location. Con-

pequently the NEWS must oppose the

symwlicate on a good many grounds.,

Anyhody who lmagloes he
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| of iumates of the institution at dne[establishment in the suburbs of the

one shortly to be huilt. It would
look like a scheme to increuse the
business of street car companies,
livery stables and shoe-making es-
tablislinieuts to have the gite so far
from the business centre of the city
as the syndicate desires. We pro-
pose to stand by this position, but
o not care to mix it with simu-
lated philanthropy bointed toward
future generations, nor with -‘dem-
aged reputations,” especially when
in some cases the latter operation is
a practical imjpwoesibility.

THE PROPER PROCEDURE.

THE question has been asked,
ineonnection” with our article of
Feb. 19th oo the organization of the
new City Council, what should have
been the procedure? We will en-
deavor to reply, and to incidentally
show the difference between what
-wag aod what shenld have been
dooe, and the principles of law and
justice involved. The members of
a legislative body, consisting of reps
resentatives of the peaple, elected
by the people, comprise the masa of
1he community, in & certain sense.
They are the people in a condensed
form. Now the people are pre-
srumed to know whom they have
chosen to male the laws, and they
have a rvight to dJdetermine the
claims of every man pretending te
such power. No single official, no
one mam, 0o matter what his oftice
‘may be, has a right to take from
'the people the privilege of judg-
ing whom they have chosen astheir
lawmakers. This is the philusophy
which underlies the rule that mukes
parliamentary bidies the judges of
the election nnd qualifieallon of
their own inembers. In other words,
the rule makes the people the judges
asto whomn they have elected to
legisinte for them. True, questlons
of this character are often carried
into nod determined by the courts;
but the rule must first be napplied
and exhausted without producing s
satisfactury result. Indeed the courts
merely define nnd enforce the rule.

The procedure in organizing na
newly elected legirlative body must
be of a character to conform to the
nbove doctrine; otherwise the va-
lidity. or at least the regularity, of
the organization is open to gues-
tion. Almost nany programme
which recognizes these prineiples
would be unobjectionable ro long as
| it nllowed the body to determine
who shoull be seated. Not until
this has been done can the members
properly take the onth of office.




