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galleries. Never was the dignity of
What shonld ke the most Bugust hody
in the Btate so rudely converted intu
the frenzy of 8 howling, Foarlog moh,
The president of the #esemhiy gave
comntenapce to this transition hy per
mitling the ustmost fresdom of utler:
Bnoe to thoee Who spoke in denunola.
tion of the dominunt Ch ur:h il:‘Ul.ah,
#hg by restricting thore Who atiempi-
ed to lj‘reply thereto, That he did this,
0o trothjul persoD present upon tha
Occssion can deny. He never once
calleg Mr. Rideout Lo order, althgugh
bis le; gthy wddress Was Blmost eulire.
1¥ made up of & deep and bitter ur-
raigoment of the Blormou Churoh;
but the ppoment the suld Church was
Teferrea to by those whoso feulings had
thus peen outrayed, be ilmmoediately
began to call them 10 orderand to Is-
®lal that alli reference te Oburch
matters should be ellminated fIrom
thelr reraarke; jOst 80 though a reply
conld he made to ®hat ned been saj.
%ithout « xergieing the sams lutilnde
In this respect that be bud Rccordeu to
Jhose who hau precipitated the un-
Warragtaple apd wunjust Bitack. By
Permituing the seeauit upon the Churoh
to be wildly npplauded. and theee who
Yepelleq 1o be disgraceiuily bisced anu
Insulted, he exbibited & prejodice ac-
compapies by s 8pirit of uafullness
l1hat enomld forevel condemn bim in
the egrimation of all lovera of justice

and fair play. . .8

resentstives ol bo e
Tr?hsut:': u:::p the Herald belonged o
that gluss that were in Eympathy with
ibe riotous element that transformed
the peacw of tne Aseelnbly into a pan.
demopjnpm, Jt 1o but bumeun that ihey
shouly pave viewed the whole matter
ffom g partiean atend point, and there-
fore hnve trled to peiilste and excuae
those who orest=d the disgraceiut cen-
foelon, sud those whbs enovlraged and
Permittey it. TDst yol ware justifieu
It inferring Lhet the supporiers of
Thatcher had tbus Ppacked the hall
with thelr s ypapathizers, 18 botne oun
by the tact tbal to 81l sppearanuves few
but hjs jriepur were tuere; aod that
they were tuere, 100, {0 such numbers
24 1o he emboldened 10 atiempiing co-
treive metnoda towerd the members
o! the Assembly W00 peraisted in
Yotlng es ireo meo aod not as dems-
£0gues for the plasudite of a mob. I
Iy s mob—for wben respeciable ofut-
Zsna glljow themselves to he Wroughi
Op to suoh a wild frenzy as charucter.
1%ed the galleries on the odcasion re-
ferred to, the term employed Is none
00 seyere, It but BUY eXnresses the
#pectacle presented.

Anto tbe main quesiion at jssue in
the controversy just endev, but which
fome aay Je but just commefced fn
Utah, it would he mole irntbful and
conglstent to say tust Mosee Thatcher
Isft the domalin of the Okorch to seek
in the domasln of politics a viadication
of big cgurse in a Ohurch coutfoversy,
than to way that the dominant Churon
In Gigh left ite Jegitimate snbere to
portipe a depored Church official.
The gentroversy began in the Cnurecn
over s question of ditcipline that beu
dever hufolfe heen Queetioned, viz: The
right of the Oburch to require of ite
Aportles that they fifst obtsin per-
missjon of the Charch before quitting
their dutles for political and other
places that would provent them giving
thut time and attention ithat they hau
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solemnly pledged themeselves to give,
to their exalted positioas as A postles
of the Lord Jesus Obriet. Not
only the officials of the Churoh
but ths grest memhershlp thereof,
eustained by vote Iin General ana
Btake Conferences as well ae In
ward meeting the rule, and yet this
A postle relused compliance there with,
sund st the same time thougbt it
grevione and unjuet that be should vot
ve permitied to hold hisexalted place
in the Churcb. Inetesd of submitting
gracefully to the will of the mujority
in the cave, llke the eleventh jury-
man be persisie In sayinyg that svery.
nody that does not wee an he does is
wrong, and In eesking In the politica)
alena a justification lor his couree
and thet, too, st the hands of those
who, being largely outalde of the pale
of the Charch, have nv husiness what-
evel with the guestion st issue. Being
a question purely of Charch and noi
of #Hiae, none hut members of the
particular Charch in wnich it bae
ariean have amy Just right to lnter-
tere with it,

It locke to me, therefole, thst In
piace nt the Oburch interfering with
the s ff.trs of the Biate [n thla contro-
versy, Moses Thatcher hars asought to
use the machinery of the Btate to In-
tertere with an sflair that is purely s
Oburch matter; tor by the justifiontlon
thut he bhaws sought he basw tried tu
presk down and destfoy a rale ol die-
cipline thal all fair minded will eay
the Mormon Chburch has a perfect
rigbt to meke; and wheu 50 made tu
eniorce, either by disfellowshipping
the recalolirant memher from the
quoram of whioch he was a member,
vt by cotting bim oft from the Obhurch
altogsther, A DEMOORAT.

OapeN, Utab, Feb, B, 1887,

[As to onr correspondent’s critlglsmes
in the first peragraph of the foregoing
commuoieation, the NEws 1s once
more compelled to esy that in jts
opinion the preelding officer of the
jolnt aeeembly was *more sinned
against than einning.” Hile ralioge
wnpon points of order in the eession
referred to appeared to ue to he fsir
ard uniform; and wiile the uproar ol
the rabhle was disgreceful, and Is de-
serving of all cepaure, the Assembly
itoeif, it peema o us, was less zealeu.
in vesiriog its soppreesion thsn wae
the preeiding officer, whe broke hie
gavel in mitempting to restofs oraer.—
Ed. Newa ]

OPINIONS RENDERED.

' Allorney Genersi Blshop repdered
an opinlon, in respouse L2 a re.
quest from Hon: Jobn R. Park, State
euperintendent of public inetractlon,
Inquiring whelher the connty Cemmis-
sloners have a lawful right to change
the ealary of connty superiniendean!
of schools three monthe prior to the
election in Novemuer, 1896, after bav-
Ing fixed his sulaly once within thirty
Auya aller the taking effect of chapler
124 of the lawr of 1898, In accordance
with section 4 thereol,

Judge Bisbop bolds that when the
county commiesloners atlempled to Ox
the eniary of the county superibtena-
#nt of schoole three monthe nrior te the
election I1n November, 1806, they diu
80 without authority of law, The
county superintendent ia a cCounly

nfficer; hia elsctlon occurs In Jnoly,
1898, snd bis enlary should be fixed
and determined at least three monthe
prior to Lhat time, and blennislly
thereafter, whilse as to ofher county
officers it wonld ba threa monthe prior
to the Novempber election in 1896, and
blenninily thereatter,

Hon., B. M. Cook, chairman of the
House committee on livs stcok, hus
suhmitted to the atiorney general
bill proviging for the payment of a
license on the ralsing, ete., of eheep,
agkiog ble opinion. M, Bishop sent
the following reply:

Dear Sir—In respense to yoor request
for an opinion ae to1he coostitytionaltry
of Houge bill No. 28, YA bill for au aot
to provide revenue for the support of the
government of the State of Utah, and to
provide for a license npon the businocss
of owning, raising, grazing, herding or
pastoring sheep in the several counties
of the Siate of Utsh, and to declare a
violation thereol » misdemeanor, and to
provide o purdshment therefor,”” I heg
leava to m{:

‘The bill in its preront form would be
uncenstitutional,as being in conflict with
chapter 6 of article 13 of the Constitu-
tion of the State, which provides as fol-
lows: *'The Legisiature shall not impose
taxes for the puorpose of any county,
city, lown, Or other municipal corpora-
tion, but may, by law, vest in the cor-
porale sothorities thereof, respeciively
the power 10 assess and collect taxees for
all purposes ol such corporation.”

Under the provisions of the bill the
license tax la (o be imposed unpon every
pPerson now engeaged in, or who may
hereafter engage in, the husiness of own-
Ing, ruteing, yraziog,jherding, or pastur-
ing sheep, ele., in any connty of the State
of IJtah.

Seotion 6 of said bill provides that all
moneya collected for such ticenses shall
be paid to the connty treasurer, and by
bhim placed to the oredit of the gencral
fund of such coonnty.

It will be observed that the ohject of
the hili is the raising of revepus for
countly porposos, and under the seotion
of the Constitution above guooted, {t
would be clearly uncons:itational,

The only power Lhe Legialstore

osseazes in respect to the sbject matter,
18 the powor 10 aninorize the corporate
authoritices of the county to sssess and
oollect taxes for ull parposes of such cor-
poration.

The question might be ruised as to
whether the revenuoe to he derived under
the provisions of the said biil could be
properly said 10 be a 1ax, 80 aa to hring
it within the puorview of tbe constito-
tional provisions ahove set ont. The
purpose of the bill wonld seem to be to
raise revenue for county purposes. as
distingnizshed from an authorization by
license o carry on the businers men-
tioned therein. In other words, the
object would seem (0 bLe 0 recors
revenne for the conaty, rather than to
license the buwness 1bherein mentioned.
Tbe one comes within 1he taXing power,
the other within the police rower of State.
The license lv iasned nnder police power,
and the exauction of a license foe Or lax
with a view to revenue wonld be an ex-
ervire of the power ot taxatiun.

I am thereforo of opinion that the fee
reqnired under the provisions of the pro-
posed bil wonld come within the pur-
viaw of the constituripnal provision
supra, and wounld therefore be unconsti-
tntional.

As ahove snggesied, the only power
possesasd by the Legislature respeotiog
the sobject matter, is o vest in Lthe cor-
porate authorities of the respective conn-
ties the power to assess and collect taxes
for ail purposes of sugch corporation



