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NO LYNCH LAW IN OURS.

DurinGg the Stake Conference just
closed, Presideats John Taylor and
George Q. Caunnon ecxpressed their
views in regard to a sentiment which
has been entertained by a few persons
in the community in consequence of
the tardy administration of justice in
the case of the murderer Hopt. The
cery of “Lynch him!” which some
thoughtless individuals raised when

the prisoner was being conveyed
from the court room, Wwas not
echoed in the hearts of the
masses of the people. It was but

an ebullition of feeling without judg-
ment, indulged in by a few who have
nothing better just now to employ
their time than to hang around the
court room and tell-what they would
do if they were running things, It must
not be taken for a general sentiment.

The remarks of the Presidency on
this subject will be endorsed by all
men and women of refiection and
sound mind. It is better that many
vailty persons escape than that one
innocent individual should be depriv-
of life by violence. If courts do not
perform their duty, they should be
held responsible for their own wrong,
and an excited populace is not the pro-
per tribunal to judge a man or exe-
cute a penalty for crime. And if peo-
ple in the world give way to lawless
acts, that is no reason why the Latter-
day Saints should pattern after them.
We have no use for **Lynch law.” Mob
violence is incompatible with our faith
and the mission we have to perform.
Such were the idcas conveyed in the
teachings on this subject at the Stake
Conference.

But it is claimed by some that lynch-
ing is justifiable under certain circum-
stances. Weconsider this very danger-
ous doctrine. Once let the theory ob-
tiin that the people have the right to do
that which they have authorized the ju-
dicary or thejexecutive department of
the governinent to perform, and the
step to anarchy will be very short. It is
argued by alocal contemporary that:

“If justice declare that a man merits
death the bestlaw is that which ex-
ecutes the mandates of justice with
the greatest celerity, and which is most
consistent with humane intelligence.’’

But who is to determine what justice
declares? Are the populace to be the
;udge, the jury and the execationer?

‘he'*‘greatest celerity’ in the execu-
tion o1 a mob sentence has irequent-
ly been, haste to commit mob murder,
What part of the . community.
usually commit those deeds of vio-
lence that come junder the appelation
of lynching? The calm, dispassionate,
fair-minded, disciplined minds? No.
Quite the contpary. And if any of the
best men ever mingle with the reckless
in such lawless atfairsy it is because
their passions have
the expense of their judgment.
contemporary reinarks:

““Now,how it is possible to make mur-
der out of justice—assuming as above
that lynchidg may be just—is a ques-
tion it woualu be difiicalt satisfactorily
to explain.”’ PRI,

Murder can be ‘“mmade out of justice’.
in this way: Murder is defined in our
statutes to be, “*The unlawfual killing
of 2 human being, with malice afore-
thought. Malice mmay be express or
implied. Itis express whien there is

Qur

manifested a delibzrate intention
unlawifully to take away  the
life of a fellow creature.”

Now supposing that .the victim . of
¢ ‘Lynch law”’ is justly worthy of death.
Is it lawful for any one but the |
appointed offiters to kill him? And is
it lawful for any one but the legally
aathorized court and jury to determine
that the culprit ought to be put to
death? These questions must be
answered in the negative, II then, as
a matter of fact an accused person is
a murderer, whether he 1S 80 pro-
nounced bydaw or not, if & mob take
his life the mob are guilty, before the
law, of murder. That 1s, of manifest-
ing and carrying outa deliberate in-
wention to take the lite of a feliow
creatuare, "
Oar contemporary says further:

*‘Now, it is the cry of the shallow
ated that the people are becoming
awless, becanse of recent lynchings,
The assertion is unworthy respect.”

We may be ‘“‘shallowpated,” but we
oin in the e¢ry that the recent lynch-
jhgs show that ‘‘the people are becom-
ng lawless.””  What is lynching if it
is not lawlessness? Can it be claimed

nat lynching is lawful? Would such
a claim be entitled to respect? And
if the law, which is the public voice,
has vested the right to deiermine guilt
and execute penalties 1n certain ap=|

)

been let loose at |-

pointed oflicers, is it not an indication

of ‘“‘lawlessness’” when mobs take

those rights out of the hands appointed

and assume to exercise foree forbidden

by the law? And are not those who
attempt to justify such a course hot-

headed, if gifted with ever so much
depth or breadth or length of pate?

- Our contemporary repudiates the.
idea that it favors lynching, but what

can be thought of such a sentence as

this in the same paragraph in which it
makes the repudiation?

“If a few corrupt juries were lynch-
ed and a few caviling judges nailed up
on ecither side, the wholesome effect
upon that class of humanity whose
vices and {failings make juries and
judges a necessity would be simply
miraculous.”

Its whole argument is based on the
hypothesis that *° ﬂnchiug is some-
times just.”” Now i this assumption
is correct, where is the consistency of
deprecating the practice and being un-
favorable to lynching? If lynciaing 1s
just, those who are unfavorable to it
are unfavorable to justice. Would it
be unkind to sx:jggest that the term
‘““shallow pate is not very inap-
propriate to the genius who
penned the argument from which we
have quoted, and which ls favorable
and unfavorable to lynching, all in the
same breath? ;

We trust that the people of Utah will
avoid the reckless, lawless, mobocratic
spirit which incites those deeds of hor-
ror that occasionally thrill the coun-
try. 1t is not of God. It is of that
Evil One who was a murderer from the
beginning. Letthe law take its course.
And if it 1s tg{l?, or even unjust, let
not ““Mormous’’ join in a hue and cry
to seize the reins of justice,and execute
penalties unauthorized and in the
spirit of vengeance, malice and vindic-
tiveness, which are always the accom-
paniments of lynching.

——fe i - e— - -

THURSDAY NIGHT’S KOBBERY.

IN our Saturday night’s issuc it was
stated that the butcher shop of W. P.
Rowe, a short distance east of the
Deseret Bank corner. was robbed on
Thursday night of §125. Also that the
alleged thief was the son of a promin-
ent anti-**Mormon.”

The facts of the case are in efiect,
that the younz man suspected of
the crime was on the premises o
the evening of the robbery and saw
the money put away in the safe, the
outer door of which was not locked.

The proprictor fastened up the back
door and went away. The person now
suspected went stealthily to the. back
door and unfastened it, but it was sub-
sequently refastened by Mr. Rowe's
young man wio sleeps on the premises.
Ihis young man was questioned by the
suspected Individual 1f he was going
out, he repl[\_*liu? that he purposed going
to Fuller’s Hill and would return at
abouat ten o’cloek. During his absence
the robbery was committed, an en-
Ence being gamned to the premises by

_——

e breaking of a pane in the back door.
e manner ian wiich the theft was
perpetrated showed unmistakable fa-
miliarity on the part of the robber
Wiiph the condition of the preinises and
safe.

Mr, Rowe’s suspicions at once feil
upon the young man who had been so
solicitous to find out details as to the
movements of the person whose duty
it s to sleep in the shop. After search-
ing for some time he fouud him at 1l
o’'clock on Friday morning ina house
of ill-repute.

When asked whether he intended
frusecut_mw the alleged robber, Mr.
towe said *‘No, I guess not. 1 know
where I can put my hand-upon him
when I want him.” :

Mr. Rowe found the youugz man's
father and stated the whole case to
him, he agreeing to *“*make the matter
right” with him.

- ‘I'be result of this interview was the
ublication in yesterday morning’s
erald of the following card:

Sart Lake Crry, May 3, 1884,
Editors Herald:

Dear Sirs.—I think that I have been
mistaken in the man whom I thought
robbed my safe, and think that 1 am
now oun the track of the right man.

Yours, WM., P. RowE.

We do not assert that the young
man accused of the serious crime is
galilty, although the circumstantial
evidence against him was so strong in
the first ** think’' of Mr. Rowe that he
broadiy stated that he knew who took
his money. . His card does not appear
to be of a character to cause anybody
to believe that he ** thinks» mug:gu
otherwise than he did before. e
*“ thinks ”” he was mistaken in the first
place and ** thinks ”’ he has struck it
right now. And people will be apt to
think of some reasons for the pub-
lication of the card in a paper
that  mnever even published the
fact of the robbery having been
committed, while the"paper really in-
terested in the matter has also been as
dumb asan oyster on the subject. And
even we, in stating that the erime had
been committed, did not give the name
of the ﬂu_sl:-e_cted young man, aithough
hisﬂden_tlty is pretty well established.
Even if the young man is guilty, we
do not hold that his father is in any
way responsible for the act. We wouald
detest ourselves were we to flaunt be-
fore the public the ungenerous and
brutal sentiment that it was the result |
of parental hing.

He |

i tion in

How different would have been the
manipulation by a corrupt sheet in
this city had the alleged thief been the
son of **Mormon’’ parents, Not only
the name of the alleged perpeirator ol
the robbery would have been held up
beéfore the commaunity, but his family
would have been degnounced as respon-
sible; and the qrh;q? would have been
proclaimed *“‘the natural outgrowth of
their teachings.” ...

“In the meantime it will be interest-
ing to know. who the person is that
Mr. Rowe now ‘‘thinks’’ robbed bLis
safe, in view of the fact thal he
“thinks’ he was mistaken in, the first
place. We think that the card is a trifle
thin, and doubtless the publie colucide
with our opinion. |

We have no desire to make any
special trouble out of this affair to the
gentieman who was so willing to make
this matter “‘right,”” but we have a few
things **salted down’’ in reference to
him and others which they may possi-
bly compel us t0 use at some time
when it would be appropriate.

Since the foregoing was written Mr.
Rowe has beea applied  to by the oflic-
ers for information as to who the other
person whom he *‘thinks” committed
the robbery is, and he positively re-
fuses to state. The fact of the matter
is that he cannot do this. The second
individual put forward by him is sim-
ply & dummy erected to shield the
young man whom he asseried in the
first place had committed the crime.
The matter is all perfectly plain, our
information on the subject being com-
plete as need be.

—— —— O A
MORE LEGISLATION FOR UTAH.

WE publish in another columan the new
amendments to the latest Edmunds
bill, offered by Sc¢nator Hoar on the
29th of April. It will be remembered
that Senator Edmunds® new bill, de-
gigned as a supplement to the Act
which popularly bears hLis name, was

| referred to the Committee on the Judi-

ciary, and that Committee,
through Senator IHoar, réport-
ed the bill back with several

additional sectlions, providing for the
compulsory attendance of wives as
witnesses against their husbands, the
management of “Mormon® Church
funds by trustees appointed by the

President and Senate of the United
States, the disposition of P. E. Fund
assets, ete. ‘I'he present bill offers
additional scctions and a substitute
section for dSection Eighteen of the
former amendments, so that this
ma!ifs a complicated picce of patch-
WOrK.

We do not intend to make any com-
ments on the latest amendments, uniess
it be a few remarks in relation to the
section providing for ihe appointinent
of the Territorial Superintendent of

instead of his election by thie people,
his payment out of the Territoriil
Treasury, and his authority to regu-
late the text boOKS " in the District
Schools.

mendation bave evidently been img-
posed upon by the falsehoods of Gov-
ernor Murray and others conceri-
ing the District Schools of this
Territory. Senator Hoar was deceived
in a simiar manaer when hie introduce-
ed that price of egregious folly known
as the Hoar amendment, providing
that certain oflicers in Utah were to be
appointed by the Governor. Neiter he
nor the very great majority of the
Senate understood anything about the
real status of Utah affairs at the time
of its passage, as is demonstrated be-
youd doubt by the debate that then oc-
cured Ia the pressat instance he and
i1is colleagues on the Judiciary Coms-
wittee are just as much at sea.

1t has becen represented that **Mor-
mon” Church books arce used ia the
District Schools of Utah, and: that
“*Mormon' tenets are mms:ht‘.. therein
Governor Murray bas endorsed this
untruth officially, knowing that there
was ne foundation for it, and his otlici-
al statement has been relied upon with-
out farther investi - Tel
this supposed state of affairs, it is now
grﬂﬁusmi to put the control of the text

ooks, used in the schools of the
people,to some extent in the handsofa
person entirely irresponsible to thlie
people, whichis a high-handed piece of
antocratic assumption, and soiwnething
beyond the constitutional purview of
the Congress of the United States.

It is provided that this oilicer, who
would be & United States and not a
Territorial official—being appointed by
United States Judges, who are ap-
pointed by the President and Senate of

the Treasury of the Territory. Con-
gress has as much right to appropriate
money out of the Treasury of the feﬂ-
of Utah as out of the vaults of the Des-
eret Bank or the Utah Central Railroad
Company. We think a Superintendent,

s0 appointed, would experience a
tough time in getting his salary,

We do not auticipate the passage of
these Hoar amendments, attached to
the previous amendments, joined on to
the Edmunds amendments, during the
present session of Congress. he
uzay in some modified form get throu
the Senate, which is doubtiul, but we
think it quite improbable that they
wiil succeed in the House. And when
they are brought forward for consider- |
ation — they have beeu merely
ordered to_ be printed, without any
other action _ at . the  present—
it is to be hoped that correct informa- |

rega.rg to our District Schools,

District Schools by the Supremie Court

The Senators who make this recom-4

gation. To remedy.

the United States—shall be paid out of

and their.entirelj[' non-sectarian fhsr-
acter, will be impressed sauflicienity
upon the miads of some outspoken
Senators to cause the presentation of
the truth, in the Upper House, and to
remove the influence of the falsehoods
that have been told officially and otlier-
wise 0 prejudice Congress and the
country against Utah. |

- gl e P— -
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Tue verdict in the Hopt murder case,
the third given to the same effect, re-
ceives the universal endorsement of
the commaunity, by whom it was antiec-
ipated. The murder was one of the
most brutal and cold blooded crimes of
its class, and the evidence against the

all doubt. His own statement which

instead of showingany probability of
innocence tended to strengthen, if
possible, the testimony for the prose-
cution.

It is a matter for congratulation that
the feeling of intense animosity exhib-

ing the progress of  the ' trial,
di not culminate in a  violent
attempt to wreak summary ven-
geancé upon him..  If there ever
was any iinminent danger of such an
occurréuce we, believe it is now past.
The murderer has been triply convicted
of his horrible crime, and will soon be
pudeér seéntence of death. Notwith-
standin
technicalities, of the cxecution of

there is reason for anticipating that the

mation, which is “*devoutly to be wish-
ed,”” Sarely the fatal errors committed
by the courts on the two previous trials
have not been repeated this time, and
we¢ belleve that great care has been
taken aZainst any new oues of a vitiat-
ing character entering into the pro-

not be the shadow of an i exs
cuse for any attempt: at
violent hands upon Hopt. Even if the
prospect of his ultimately meeting the
just reward of his crime were much
more remote than it appears to be
there would be no sufficient excuse for
such -an‘unlawful action.
the law to wreak vengeance on a lJaw-
breaker, places the executioners ona
par, in the eyes of the: law, with the
ubfuut of popular wrath.

t is to be hoped that the culmination
of the action of the law in Hopt's case
will come soon. It is only aiter that
and not till then that it can be expect-
ed that the fearful strain under which
Sheriff Tuaruer, the father of the mur-
dered man who was cat down by his
assassin in the flower of his youth, can
be expected to slacken its tension of
several years duration. Yortunately
there are but few, men that are
in a Jifetime subjected to such 4 terri-
ble ordeal as that through which he
has been passing, and the end is not

ct.
ortitude that 1is heroic, the mnatare
of his position béing only sensed to
any degree by those who have given
close attention to the details of the re-
markabie case. The sympathy which
tile commnuity have felt for Sheriff
Turner has been re-awakened by the
third trial of the cruel murderer of his

racter has been increased by the noble
stand he bas taken in favor of law and
order, exhibited when, last iit,. he
briefly adviscd au  excited crowd,
whose hearts were animated with a
desire for vengeance upon Hopt, ito
*#4let the Jaw take its course.”

‘What the assumption and maintain-
ance of such a position cost a_man, . of
Saerii Tuarner’s east of mind will
#iever be known by anybody but him-
sélf. " He is known to be one of the
most feariess, courageous men i the
West, and that is sayving all that could
wel be said in that counection, he
having many times faced deatiin vari-
ous forms. Consequently it was not

{caunsed him to réfrain’ from encourag-
img antd to deprecate the visiting of
unlawfuol vengeance upon the head of
the-assassin_ of his son.  But he felt
that not only as an oflicer of the law
but as a worthy citizen it was his
duty to stand as an advocate and ex-

emflar of good order.
ére. was an example of fore-

u ons
worthy of imitation. His heart has
been torn with grief by the murder of
his son: he has been at great expense
in prosecuting the assassin; has spent
'not only money but a large period of
timme _Exer{:ishéﬁ'hlmself mentally and
Dh}!ﬁic;:udy with most remarkable eh-
ergy, and if hecan cast his weight in
favor of peace and law, what excuse
can be formulated for those who have
no immediate or personal interest in
the matter involved in being carried
away by sudden whirls and gusts of
Elaasiunto the commission of acts of

wlessness? R AR T
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THE NEWMAN CHURCH
SQUABBLE.

Wk have informed the pablic in regard
te the disgraceful quarrel that oc-
curred in the Congregational Church
of which Dr.J. P. Newman was the
alleged parson. It will be remembered
perhaps that the Church Society acted
in‘opposition to and defiance of the
Congregational principles, and in that

was one of the mest flimsy imaginable,

i

convict Hopt placed his” gnilt. beyond |

|

I

ited by some people against Hopt dur-.

‘ﬂ

the failure, through Ilegal
¢ither of the two previous judgzments,

third will be carried to a final consum-

ceedings. Ia this view there would

laying |

Breaking

IIe has endared it thus far with

boy, and publi¢ admiration for his cha-

the fearof any results to himself that |

1

bearance; of the supremacy of sound
{judgment over the lower passi

:

C————

1a
hear

L

{corroborating aflidavits, and. asking: |

|

way excommunicated nur%y ona, half
the members of the churcli. Deacon
Ranney, who heads the anti-Newman
division of the fight, stated that he and
his supporters—after thgir expulsion
and the declaration of the other faction
that Dr. Newian was pastor by refus-

ing to accept of ;) hisg ;politically,
tendered resiguation — syould  re~
sort to .the civil A& courts for ..

redress. This step has been taken. The
Ranney party have flled. their com-
plaiot, reciting the history of the case
and supporting their statementg with

for judgment of the court that br..
Newman is not pastor of the church ..
nor entitled to salary since the vote of
the church meeting discontinuing his.
services, qiﬁl restra him l%mm
acting ' as iis pastor, and xre¢straining
the trustees {rom recognizing himas.
such, or payiog him any _saﬁari{. A
temporary injunction. has been grant-
ed by the court incompliance with the.
petition of the complainants. a8
}.; Iﬂr ﬂltﬂ

By the suggestion of couuse
mmglainuntﬁ! pending the litigation,
Dr. Newmnan is permitted te hold the-
usual Sunday Services and the trustees.
to hold mectings, but not to take any
action-therein, (being only allowed twos
come to order and uﬁmurn. s 42 e,
At the time of the expulsion of the-
body of members opposcd to him and.
the refusal of his adbherents to accept
of his resiguation, Dr.. Newman tri-- . |
uamphantly exclaimed, ‘I am pastor
raow.’ DBut, doubtless mpeh to his
discomfort, that still remains an wn~
settled question. “The issuace ‘of- a ' |
temporary itjunction’ shows “that the
civil courts’ take jurisdiction of th>»
case, and there is no kuowing which
way they will jump. e o A

i
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. THE HOPT CaASE, |
;

/ ' | - _ ¥
MOTION TO SET ASIDE VERDICT AND '
] FOR,A NEW TRIAL, |, a3 &

Yesterday, in the District Court, ten - ¥
days time from the date of the verdict.
in the Hopt case was allowed. ghe de~
fendant to propose a bill of exceptions .
to orders e by the Court during e ..
‘trial. To-day, the following motion
was flled by the attorneys-for the. de=
fendunt:. ol :

in the District Court
Third Judicial District

tory, County of Salt Lake.

&
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in and fﬂr t:hé- 1
ol Utali Tercis

Tie péople of the Territory of Umfa
vs. Frederick llﬂ'pt'mdicfcd!_.{l p~the. o
name of Fred Welcomne,. impleaded

: ! ] ¥
with another—Motion for new trial, .-

Now comes the said defendant anpd.
respectiully moyes the Court to vacate. . .
and set aside the verdict hergtofore,
rendered in the above entitled cause
on the 5th day of Mu&', 1834, apd to- &
rant a new trial of said cause ypon the.
ollowing grouuds, to wit: =~ 1

- First—The Court erred in overraling - &
the motion for a continuance of saict::
cause to theimext terin of said court,, 7 i
made by defendant, on the ground of. | |
absence of materiak witnesses for the:
defendant,  as, more particularly was. .
set forth in the atfidavas tiled with said, .
mnﬁﬂn and on which the same. wass .
Second—The Court: erred in disal—

lowing defendant’s challenge to Juror-
John Willoughby, forimplied biasun--
der subdivision cight of soction 242 of. ~
the code of criminal. procedure of.
Utah Territory. Said juror stated in: 1o
answer to the counsel for the Peo

amd  defendant’s counsel, that he had

from newspaper actgqu%]tigmggh ‘her 1 |
Fat

‘'Y

-

i A

had - o reason’

from. 310 other source, formeéd.
a fixed opinion’  sx Delier " "8
a8 - to . the guilt “or intindénce off =
| defendant, and that it woald reqhires!
stropg evidence 't Temene or changer "
that opiniom. - . apotl iy of
o Third—The Court ezred in disaliow- .
ing defendant’s challenge to jurepJdohn -
Willoughby, uuder the secoud, sabdi- .
vislonof Section 242 of the Criyninal t
Procedure act of Utah Territory.. The =
juror stated that he then had a fixed. . &
opinion as to the guilt or imnogence of
detendant, and that it would reguire . 0
strong. evidence 1o, change his epin--.'+ 0

i, .

]
"Jlj 1

sk
- g

i o8
"1$ T

Jowing defendant’s gen:

Ol . 3 gayr vy 57 50w 14]
Fourth—The Court -e_r'ms
for cause to jurorJohn Gill

espie, un-, |

der subdivision second of Section 240, .
of the Criminal Procedure Act of Utah =
Tmimrﬁifﬁﬁe {:hA:{‘IE e was basedon. .
be provisions of ‘“The Edmunds Act,”’ = |
Sectiony 8,  *An . Act  to amend |
gection 2 ;;.ﬂ%, ‘the Re : 18
Statutes' of the United States

u . . I Stat o
reference to'bigamy and for othetr'pur="""*
SO S LT e
e wa or and s
refused to answer, on tﬁmﬁ*&hb Ml
it ‘would tend to criminate himself.
Defendant. l,iﬁglenged-him for Jack - of

general | tion, as aforesaid, and . .
the Cou "ﬁmn&mweug;.m 2
- Fifth—The Court erred in ovenruling: -~ |
defendant’s motion to. strike -0ut the .
testimony of J. M, Benedict as incom~: '
petent, irrelevant and immaterjal.- . . 0
T S. H., SNIDER, T ER

TSR Atsorneys o detehdunt: 24l
v rneys for defendant.”
.Télﬁ'.&“ﬂmuﬂl uﬂt}ﬁﬂ ;“Pw“lf - bs&a the < /i
. 5, Attorney, for the ‘and the
v B htal}}mﬁ““ will ' take place U

- ow atia.m., orassoon there-
after as can be, ko s

s dg j o
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THE Logan Journal, on Saturday =
next, will issue a large supplﬂmen{ %
which will contain a large engraving of 1
the Temple and’ grounds and a histori- =~
cal sketeh of the building, ‘giving
stutistics of material, etc., used inits.
construction. The edition includin w.’-:ﬁ'
the | supplement will number 2,600° ..
cupfm,x of which will be distribut=... .
ed gratis among visitors to the Temple.
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