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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
GENERAL LAND OFFICE,
WASHINGTON, D, C,,
April 28th, 1881.

To the Surveyors General of the
United Staleas.

Gentlemen—The 15th section of
the Act of Congress of March 3,
1875, enacts:

“That any Indian, born in the Usited
States, who 18 the head of a famlily, or
who has arrived at the age of 21 years,and
who has abandoned, or may herealter
abandon his tribal reclations, shall, on
meaking satisfactory proof of such aban-
donmeat, under rules to be prescribed by
the Secretary of the Interior, be entitled
tothe benefits of the act enlitled ‘An act
to secure homesteads to actual settlers on
the public domain,’ approved May 20th,
1862, and the acts amendatory theresf, ex-
cept that the provisions of the eighth sec-
tion of the said act shall not be held to
apply to entries made under this act:

rovided, however, that the title to
Jands acquired by an Indian by virtue
hereof, shall not be subject to allenation
or incumbrance, either by voluntary con-
veyance, or the judgment, decree, or order
of any coult, and shall be and remain in-
alienable for a perlod of five years from
the date of the patent lssued therefor;
" Provided, That any such Indian shall be
entitled to bis distributive share of all an-
nuities, tribal funds, lands, and other
property, the same as though he had
malintained his tribal relations; and any
tranafer, alienation, or lncumbrance of
anyjinterest he may hold or clalm by rea-
son of his former tribal relations shall be

void.”

The 8d sectlon of the act of May
14, 1880, further enacts:

“‘That any settler who has settled, or
who shall hereafter settle, on any of the
public lands of the United States, whether
surveyed or unsurveyed, with fthe inten-
tion of eclalming the same, under the
homestead laws, shall be allowed the same
time to file his homestead application and

rfect his original entry in the United

tates Land Office as is now allowed to
settlers under the pre-emption liws to
put theirclaims on reeord, and his right
shall relate back to the date of settlement,
the same a8 if he settled under the pre-
emption laws,”

The enactments referred to place
it in the power of Indians living en
the public lands to acquire title
thereto in tracts not exceeding 160
acres, aceording to the_provi-ions of
the homestead laws as sef jforth in
detalil in official circular of October
1, 1880, particularly on page 23 of the
same.

It has been officially reported to
the Hon, Secretary of the Interlor
that many Indlans become settlers
on the public lands before survey
thereof, who fail to take the neces-
sary steps tosecure title to the tracts
so settled upon by them, through ig-
norance of their legal rights, and in
consequence of such failure thelr
homes and improvements are 8

priated by other
with the prescribed conditions for

acguiring titie. This report was ac-
companied with the suggestion
¢ithat it be made the duty of survey-
ors in making surveys of the public
lands to note t:l:m In?;tinn :{111’ .'lindlan
improvements, and o designate
trngts occupied by Indians; that the
plats be made to show ihe rame,
and that the lands returned as im-
proved or occupied by Indians be
withheld from entry.”

in nting the matter for
consideration, under date of the 21st
jnstant, the Secretary says: “There
is no authority to withheld lands,
returned as above mentioned
disposal; but I think that Indian
settlers found npt?en unsurveyed
Jaotis might eas advised of the
privileges extended by the 15th
seotion of the Act of March 3, 1875,
(18 Stats., 420,) and the 3d section
of the Act of May 14, 1880, entitled
¢ An act for the relief of settlers on

lic lands,” by means of a circular
lt?:ti;n‘:hlimq.’ed to them by deputy

ors &8 the surveys progress,”
‘“E;’ e in this is to communi-
cate the

persons who compl

ews above axp;eﬂsed, mtg
direct that you cause Lhe same

Ea carried intoy practice by furnish-
ing your deputies with copies’of this
circular, as also of the general circu-
lar of October 1 1880, with which

ou will be g0 piiad, and instruct-
ng them to deliver the same  to
Indian settlers found upon unsur-
veyed Jands, as the surveys progress,
You will further direct your deputies
that whenever they find Indian
settlements on the Ilands being
surveyed by them, they make
proper note thereof, 80 that the Jegal
subdivisions covered their

b
MMI?E settlements and fmprov'q-

from

|

|

Utah Territory, Salt Lake City,
May 24th, 1882,
“Officlal.” FRED, BALOMON,

U. B, Surveyor General,

DOUBLE-ACTION STATUTES.

THE assessments Yevied upon office-

holders for political purposes—a Re-
publican method of “ralsing the

wind” to fill the sails of the party |

when engaged in a struggle for place

—are certainly very improper and | polygamy, but recognizes the right

in many instances press heavily
upon the occupants of low-salaried

. s is reco ,
lr-'ﬁi];ﬂded %:;:ubllﬂm 2: well as|8nd expediency, to be left to
by the Democrats, and a statute|the choice and discretion of
by Congress expressly forbids [ the parties affected. But ad-

certain (Government officers to *‘re:
ceive from any other officer or em-
ploye of the Government, any
money or property or other thing of
value for political purposzes.”

This Jooks well enough and ap-
pears as though thie dominant party
wished . to discourage and put
down the infamous practice. But
there is “a cat in the meal-tub.”
The provisions of this prohibitery
lawonly apply to such officers or
employes of the Government who are
“not appoin by the President
by and with the content of the Sen-
ate.” This leaves it open for such
officers a3 are thus appointed to levy
and eollect these political assess-
ments, without let or hindrance.

The trickery of this law is made
apparent in a recent case in the
®nited States Circuit Court, in New
York., General Curtlis, a special
agent of the government, and trea-
surer of the Republican Slate Com-
mittee, is under indictment for col-
lecting assessments for polllical as-
sesaments from poor letter carrlers
and tide waitere. It is well known
that Mr. Robertson, the Collector of
the Port of New York, is as deep in
the mud as Curtisis in the mire,
and the question arose why was not
Robertson indlcted as well as Curtis,
The answer was: Roberison was ap-
pointed by the President, Curtis by
the Secretary of the Interior. There-
fore, Robertson could lawfully col-
lect - all the money squeezable out
of the poorest government em-
ploye, while Curtis, for dolog the
same thing is liable to legal pen-
allies.

Both these men are mombers of
the Republican State Commitlee
which manages {the business of
gouging the office-holders, and one
is just as morally gullty as the
other. If there is anything wrong
in the doings of Curtis in the prem-
ises, it is equally wrong in Robin-
son. Yet one be proszecuted

PPro- | while the other caunot be touehed
Y { by this lovely law, framed to appear

in the interest of ‘‘civil service re-
form,” but really a sham and a
deception.

It is all of a piece with special
laws against the “Mormons.”
They are sapposed to be in the in.
terest of public morality. Yet they
are as great a humbug as the law
under which Curtia is indicted but
Robertson is untouchable, No poly-

amist is to vote or hold offce.
%ut a prostitute or her paramour

my | can go to the polls as freely as the

most virtuous woman or spotless
man in the ocommunity. And a
defiled debauchee, as corrupt as gex-
ual infamy can make him, is eligible
to any office elective or by appoint-
ment. And in the same gpirit is the
Governor of Utah’s cath, demanded
of any one requiring a commission*
He must swear that he does not
cohabit with more thar (ns woman
““in the marriage relation.” Out-
side of that relation he may cohabit
with as moany women as he can gain
to his desires.

These are some of tne tricks of
Republican politics. We do not
know whether the Democrats would
be one whit better if they were in
the majorify. But people not wed-
ded to party, and not scaked in the
dirty pool of ‘political echica
nery, find it difficult to enter
tain any reepect whatlever for
those who prostitute the legisla-
tive power and execulive aathority,
and who, while pretending to move
in the interests of justice snd moral-
ity, really open wide thedoor for the
most damnsble corruption.
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All crop reports from Arkansas
are favorable and the weather fine,

jzed by | question of morality, but of taste

| sake of argument, he urges that it

of that city, by Hon., James W.
Stillman, and is a lucid and incon-

trovertible criticism of the KEd-
munds bill. Theauthor indulges in
no flights of oratory or at.empts at
fiowery asentence-making, bLut In
clear, terese and fo:cible language
discusses anti-po/ygamy Jegislation,
its force and probable eflects, and
demonstrates its injustice and un-|
constitutionality.

He announces himsely a believer
n monogamy, and a free thinker in
theology. He does not approve of

either of the foregoing section,” or
who ‘‘belleves it right for a man to
have more than one living and un-
divorced wife at thesame timesetc.,”
and also section 8§, which renders in-
elizible to vote or hold office any
polygamist, bigamist or person co-
habiting with more than one wo-
man, etc.,” he says: |

“Now, I maintain that a more
unconstitutional Aect was never
passed by the Congress of the Uni-
ted States; and I doubt if any Legis-
lature throughout the length and
breadth of this land has ever dared

of othere to belleve in it if they
choose, He does not consider it a

mitting it to be immoral, for the

to a statute which is in such
girect contravention to the funda-
mental lJaw of the Jand as the sta-
tute I have just read. As you will
perceive, this bill is retroactive in
its character. It- does not provide
for the punishment of offences in

does not follow for that reason the
Goveroment has the right to inter-
fere with it. ¢‘The Siate,”” he de-
clares “has no moral function.”
Government is not organized for the
purpose of promulgatiog or enfore-
ing any system of morals, theology
or philogophy. Itis for the sup-
pression of crime and to protectfrom
encroachment the rights of the in-
dividual.

This leads to the question what is
crime? That he answers in this

| shall be passed.”

the future only, but goes back into
the pa:t, and punishes for crimes
committed—if they are crimes—
ten, fifteen, twenty, or, it may be,
fifty yearsago, Such legislation as
that 18 ytterly repugnant toa plain
provigsion of the Constitution,
which I will now read. Article I,
Bection 9, Clause 8, says:

“No bill of attalnder, or ex post faclo law,
What is a bill of attainder? 1tis

a bill which inflicts punishment
without a judielal trial. This bill

way: *It isthe infringement of the
rights of an individual.” He quotes
the dictionary definition and shows
that it is fallacious. If it is ““the vio-
lation of public law,” crimes are
committed by thousands of people
everyday. It isa crime in Boston

does that, and is therefore, & bill of
attainder, and is necessarily, in di-
rect op tion to this provision of
the Constitution.
Again, what is an ez post facto
law? It is a law which punishes

women of Utah are not *‘eppresse
and down-trodden” as su
thatthe of Governor

in denouncing ‘‘polygamic glawv

is ““entirely false:” that the ballot j
'given to the wemnen of Utah ang
that they have petitioned Congres
against interference with thej
marital relations.

The concluding part of th

pamphlet is devoled to a
view of the Cannon-Campbell easg
showing that our Delegats
was entitled to his seat in Congress
and he  closes by predicting tha
legislation will never abolish poly.
gawy, and that the Edmunds b
will never be enforced as it ought
not to be,
Thefiecture was several times ap
plauded, and is a bcld and manly
defense of an unpopular cause, en
titling the orator to the thanksd
the people of Utah, and of all tru
believeis in constitutional liberty.
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[From our owin Corregpondent.]

THE CITY OF MAGNIFICEN]
DISTANCES.

WASHINGTON, D. C.,
* May 18th, 1882,

“Washington City,” said a friend
of mine the other day, as we sirolle
down Pennsylvania Avenue, ‘‘is)
much finer town than I had an
idea of. Its broad, concrete sireeiy
its beautiful shade trees; its ke
|full of lovely flowers mdpar ran

shrubs; its many places of public in

past oflences which were not pun-

to smoke on the public streets or

travel on BSunday for pleasure or|mitted, or increases the penalty

recreation. He argues that unless

an act isa direct infringement by |ex post jacto law; because it in-

one person upon
of another, it is not a real
and actual crime. Under
this definition he contends Utah

the rights

|4

ishable at the t!me they were com-

therefor. Therefore this biil is an
creases the punishment for poly-
gamy by dis(ranchisement and dis-
ualification to hold office; and it is,

pn]ygnm(y; is not a crime, and there-
fore the
interfere with it.

He expreases his flrm belief that
“the crusade upon the Mormons is

per 8¢, in direct antagonism to the
Constitution. Every Benator and

overnment has no right to | every Representative who voted for |

that bill had taken a solemn oath
to support the Constitution of tbe
United States; but, unmindful of

nothing more nor less than an exhi-
bition of religious bigotry and

history of the world,” an

condemnation of this outburst of
mtnrianhinigulamnaa."
exposes the inconsistency of le
who believe in the Bictﬂa npggiililg
the institution of polygamy, and
challenges anyone to produce a sin.
gle precept mm ithe Bible wherein
that institution is denounced “‘or
:;:‘en” spoken of wilh disapproba-
n.

Insupport of his proposition that

per- | religious bigoury
secution, which has disgraced the|which I have denounced, they lost
' considers | sight entirely of their obligations,
it his duty to raise his wvoice *in | and nullifled cne of the most im-

He then | instrument,

J

that oath, actuated by the spirit of
and fanaticism

portant provisions of that great

He further shows that the bill is
in violation of the Constitutional
provisions concerning the right of
{rial by an impartial jury and of pre-
vious indictment by a grand jury.
And’says:

“According to Bection five of this
bill, no polygamist is allowed to sit

the object of Government is “‘to es-
tablish justice between man and

man,”he quotes the preamble to the
Constitution as follows:

“We, the people of the
States, in order to form a more per-
fect Unlon, establish justice, insure
domestic tranquility, provide for the
common defence, promote the gen-
eral welfare, and secure the blessings
of liberty to ourselves and our
terity, do ordain and establish this
Counstitution for the United States
of America.”

He goes on to show that the
ers of the Government are li
by the Constitntion, and that
not specified therel

United there is a trial aliowed in that Ter-

Po% | criminal; but, if

yow- | every doubt,
mited | rights are recured, uns
those | pled under foot.
D are reserved | whether a man’s liberty is taken

on a jury; no person who bvelleves
that it is right, aithough he may not
practise it himself, is allowed to be

a juror when one of his fellow-citi- | TY

terest; its fine bullaings, ete., et~
all combine to make Washingta,
D, C., avery charmin% city,” ‘Th
remarks thus made by my frien
who was visiting the Capital for th
first time, are unqualifiedly true
and it certaiuly is and has been
matter of much surprise to me tha
people who come ecaston a pleasure
trip should be content (o retum
west witheut paying a vﬁt to
Washington, I am aware, of cour:e
that the prevalent idea wiith a greal
many pecple of a tour “east,” sl
visit such towns as Chicago, 8t
Louis, Cincinnatl, New York, B
ton, Philadelphia, etc., wnd the
return home and teil their friend
what a delightful time they Lawn
had; while if the truth wen
known, the tremendous traffic o
the priucipal streets of eithe
of the above mnamed towns, th
inconvenience to be put up will
even at so-called first class hotels-
to say nothing of the price

for the privilege of putiing up wil
eaid inconvenience—has made the
sigh for the quletude of their nain
town, and inwardly a-sert that lang
cities are all a humbug. Delightfi
time, indeed! Personally, I han
been accustomed to large . itiess
life; but for all that I cannotsy

zens is with this crime. If
ritory, the jury is packed in advance
by the enemies of the accused party;
and what show for justice would
any one have, under such -circum-
stances? 1 admit that a jury should
not be packed wholly in favor of the
ed at all, it
should be rather in his favor, and not

that I am partial to them, Bros
| wey, New York, is all very welll
its way. DPeople whose businessi
| situated there become accustomd
tothe noise and confusion of
traffic on the street; but wheu #
unostentatious ecuntry strapgers
rives there, he is simply filled wit
| wonder; he stands and looks on, an
{ries (o reckon what it all mean

t him; because it is our policy
to give the criminal the benefli of
and to see that his
tead of tram-
It matters not

to the States or to the people, and | away from him by the act of a per-

that the ¢
rales and
territo
United SBtates” does not si
limited and des
because the inhabitants of the Ter-
ritories, if born or naturalized in the
United States are citizens thereo
aud no lJaw can be passed [abri
their privileges or immunities,

Taking up the common saying,
thaf slavery and polf are ‘““twin
relics of barbarism,” he showsthat
there is a decided tiiﬂemnm between
the two institutions:

“Slavery was a direct infringe.
ment on the rights of theslave, His
liberty and sometimes his life were
taken from him without his con.
sent; he was bound to labor, e was
the property of his master; but no-
thing of the kind is true of poly-
gamy. There is no such thing as

ala.*»zreu:jr in the Territory o fUtah, be-
cause this institution bas the support |

power to make needful | son

regulations respecting the | strength, or whether he is despoiled
ry or other property of the|of his rights by the act of thezGov-

having superior physical

gnlfy un- | ernment; the result is the same in
potic jurisdiction, | both cases. As the individual has

no right to do wrong by his fellow-
eltimsn y neither has the Government

f, | axight to do wrong by him while
dging | within its

protection and under its
jurisdiction.”

Hethen proceeds to dilsczss the
religious phase of the gquestion,
Proves that the ‘‘Mormons” are
sincere bellevers in their doctrines,

| plural marriage included; shows

that a religious test cannot be ap-
plied as a qualification to any office
or public trust; and that Congress
has no right to make any law re.
specting an establishment of religi-
on, and considers, therefore, that,

“The conclusion is - irresistible,
from what has already been =al

constitutiona!; acd I only hope

?lg both sexes, the women as well a8
€ men.

The Edmunds bill is then takanl

the constitutionality of this bill will

He is afraid to wventure too farh
case he Joges his way., He is almos
afraid to run across the street fo
fear of being knocked down an
trampled to death in the attempl
He watches the ¢ 8, Wagon
cmnibuses, street cars, flying
and fro,and where the hundr
and thousands of pedestrians con
from, Where they are going, ®
what causes them to rush so sl
along, is all & mystery to our ve
| an country friend. Now, fo/
business in Broadway is ¢
Iaidnrahle of a task,'more
if that busicess calls you to#
| neighborhood of Wall Street, #
between 12 and 2 o’clock of the &
Some people may tell you theye
Joy such confusion; but personall
| prefer to do - business—when I
any—without the risk of bresil
my neck., And I find there ¢
other people who think as I dol
this respect; for while recently !
New York, a gentleman of my#
quaintance, referring to the b
and confusion of New York ge
rally, and Broadway in particul
said !lll would not live in New Yo

1

d, | even if somebody were
that this legislation is {totally thE enough to give him the best hou
at | on

a test case will be made, and thatjmeans to run it Yet the s

h Avenue, furnish if sul
entleman could live contented)

be brought to the consideration of!in Washington, because of thes




