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THE UTA COMMISSION.
Representatives,
ouse of
Jullr;’ i?:h,gle report of the co(:lnmiuee
on appropriations being unherd colrl,_
sideration, Mr. Forney who had the
report in charge, yielded teu minules
to the delegate rrom Utab lu_agaaé on
the appropriation for, the Uta om-
mission. A s reported in the Congresgion-
al Kecord he eaid: . ~
.- aiar, ] have tazen Do pa n
thgldis%f:slon’upo:: t.hiu_propoaltlon to
ubolish the Utah Commisslon; but now
that it is proposed to restore this body
I feel, in justice to myself and t.g mﬁ
couetifuents, that 1 should be hear
for & few moments.

Theebo::d known a8 the Ulah Com-
mission, to which the paragraph uud-
der consideration refers, was oreate
by the nct of Congress of“Mnrch 22,
1882, commionly called the Bdmu nue
ant{-polygamy low-”’ The eigt.n.h Aee-
tivn of that act reads as fgllows:

That no polygamist, bignmist or any
person cuhgglgtng with more than one
woman, and no woman cohabitng with
any of t:he persons described as aforesnid.
in this section, In any Tetritory or othe:
place over which the United States have
exclusive jurisdiction, shall be entitled
t0 vote at auy eloction held in any -such
Territory or other placo or be eligivle li‘m
slaction or ap ointment to or bﬁ enttled
to hold any office or place of pu L trust,
bonor, or 6uelument 1n,under,or for any
such Territory or plice, of under the
United Statos. )

The object aimed ot by this provision
tn olearly wxpressed in Lhe lungunge of
the section; it was to disfranchise all
polygamists and prohibit them Tfrom
voting and holding office in the Terri-
tory of Utah. ’

It was asserled at that time, and gen-
eral]ly believed, that many of the
ofces in Utah were held by polygam-
fats, and in order that the taw m._lght.
be put into immediate effect the ninth
pectiou vacated all the election offices

iuv the Territory, and provided how,

they should be filled. _

Thie i» the language of the aection:

(Mr..Caine tend the section# of the
Edmunds act relating to the Com-
mission.) ; o

The board of flve persons referred to
in thls section roon hecnme known as
the **Utab Commlssion.”? Their dutles
were clearly defined by law. They
were empowered to appoint all regis-
tration and electlon oflicers, canvass
the returne, and conttol the entire
elvotion machinery of the Territory.

All elections, municipal, ,county, and
Territorial), were. placed ™inder thelr
directlon, Whatever power in these.
regarde the Jlew failed to give them
they assumed, untll by a decleion of
the Bupreme Court of . the United
Hiates the assumed powers were de-
clared {llegsl. -

The whole purpose of the Edmunds
act, so far as it relates tu elections,
was to prevent poly gamists from voting
or holding office; to put the entire gov-
ernment of the lerritory io the hands
of the monogamlists, temporarily, un-
til the first ecegion of the Legislative
Aspembly of the Territory, to author-
ize o, nou-refident comm!issjion to ap-
point the registration offiers and
tlection judges. ‘The language of the
law which I have read makes It very
clear that this board was not Intended
to be a permanent one, but was merely
an expedient to accowmplish a certain
object, to oust al) polygawmlsts from the
offiuns they hald and il thelr plaecs
with uvon-polygamists, ad an encourge.
ment and inducement to the latter to
continue to live within the law—in
sbort, to humiliate and debase the
polvgamiate and 10 hinor and exali
the raonogamists. It was pever Io-
tended that thie Commission should
ve coutinued for any lengih of time,
much lesa to become n permsanent in-
stitution.

The Iaw clearly contemplated that
the Commission should be superseded
in the near future, They were only to
“igontinue in office until the ILegis-
lative Assembly of 8aid Territory shall
miake provislon for filling sald offlges.”
It s o matter of history tbat at every
sereion of the Legislature except oue,
since the creation of the Commisslon,
provision has been mAde for supursed-
ing this expensive, unneceseary, and
un-American board. The assembly of
1884, comoposed entirely of mouogam-
ists, passed an act In every way suit-
able and proper, providing for confer-
ring the powers exercised by the Com-
mission, in the appointment of
registration and election oificers, upon
vlectors of the Territory, who could
only be monogamists, but the governor
refused to appreve the bill, and as the
yovernor of Utah has the powerof an
atiolute veto, the blll couid not becomw
s law. In 1888 and 1850 stmilar bjils
were passed s&nd met with like
treatment from the governor.

The ecerion of the Liegislature which
adjnurped in Mateh last passed & very
compreheusi ve elevtion law embracing
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the best features of the more recently
enacted lawas of the reveral States, in-
cluding what s known ns ihe Austral-
inn ballot eystem. This bill made pro-
virion for euper.eding the Commission
by a Territoria) eanvassing board, to ba
appointed by the Governor, by ant
with the advice and consent of the
legislative councii. The board was to.
congist of five members, not more than
three of whom wete to be of the same
politlcal party. The bill, like aome of
the otbers baving the pame object In
view, was honored with a pocket veto.
His excellency the governor did not
even favor the representatives of the
people with a statement of his objec-
tiope to the meusure. He probably
could find no feasible objection to the
bill and thought it imprudent to place
himseif upon record.

Now, Mr. Bpeaker, I submit that as
the I imunds act was solely aimed at
polygamy; that as Congress did not at-
tempt thereby to leglalate sgainst but
rather In favor of and to enconrage the
monogamists; that a3 no polygamist
has been able to take the oath reguired
by Congress, and consequently haa
not been permitted {0 register, vote, or
hold office since 1882, that ever since
that time the law-abidiog citizens of
Utah, of s)i classes and creeds, have
been unjuatly deprived, by the abso-
luie and arbitrary power of the gover-
nor, of their right of local self-
governtment in the couduct of their
elections.

A greal deal of credit has been
elaimed for the Utah Commission for
the wonderful service it has rendered
the country by the suppression of
polygasmy in Utah. Let me ask what
these commisstonera have done in this
regard. The polygamiets in Utah,after
the passage of the Edmunde law,
neither attemptedito register nor vote,
4nd there has not been & singie convie-
tion of one of that class for illegal regle-
tration or lllegal voting from that dgay
to thls.™ As the Commission hstf no
duties to perform respecting polygsamy,
outside of registration and election
dutiea, pnd a8 no polygamist ever
claimey or attempted ty exerciee the
right to register or vots, I fail to see
wherein the Commiscion canclaimany
credit fur the suppression of poiygamy.
W hatever external forees huve brought
about the disgontinuance of that prac-
tice, the Utah Commlesion played a
very small part in ite accomplishment.

As n falr, unprejudiced presentution
of the existipng etatue of aftuirs in Utah,



