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GEXERAL ANNUAL CON-
FERENCE.

"The Anuual Conference of the Chureh

f Jesus Chrlst of Latter-day Suints
will commence &t 1¢ o'clotk, on the
morpiog of Wednesday, the 6t of
April next, at the Stzke House ino
Provo, Yizh County.

The officers and members of the
Chureh are respectiully invited to at-
tend. Joux TAYLOR,

Grorgr Q. CayXON,
Joseri F. Swuitu,
First Presidency.

OFFICE-HOLDERS TAKING THE
OATH. -

Tnis test-oath queitlon iz still the
theme of ,the L. L’3. Tge secllon,
which relates to it is the fyhole luw, or
neurly Bu, in their eyes. They did vot
think the *“*Mormons” would con-
duscend to take i, and Llberefore they
imugiued the local offices would fall
into Lexgue clutches. But eveatis have
demonsirated the (fact 1hat many
““Mormons'’ car tuke the oath, and the
probuability that enough of them will
take it to retain ‘‘tha balince of
power,” has brought thelr euemies
well nlgh't,o despalr.

But the Leagners have hatched up
atnother conspiracy. It relates to tie
present {icumbents of ¢lty, county and
preclnet oflices. The 12w Jdods ot re-
qulre them to takethe oath, it would
not stend the test of cowpeteut Jud;-
cial scruttuy If it dld 8o rpgnive. But
with courts and ofllcers ovu the spo
ready to uciin hostijity to the people
and their clected ollicers on the slightt-
est oceasjon, u gresat desl of tronble
might be made ou this quéstion, And
trouble and obstyuctiou are’ what the
detenred ottlee-liunters and tueir al-
liesintend to work for, us ‘they haye
uunoooced through thelr orsan,

Hawvinyg wmissteted and gatbled the
law, wud belty exposed 1y {ts med-
ducity, the organ of the L. Ls pow
urges 10 regard to the locul ofticers
that they “should all be brought inty
court, il they will not take the oath
othorwise, and be compeiled o take
the oach required by law, or pe de-
clared disqualitied!’ And it udds
*“We belleyve there Is a Territoria,
stutnte prescribing the method of fll-
ing such vacancles, aid thut it fs by
yupernitorigt appointmwent.’

Th!s, then, is the lutest*litile pame.? |

The method hy which tbe officers #hall
**all be brought 1nto court” is pot ex—
explained. it woujd puszzle the Leug-
ucrs to tell bow it is 10 be done. ‘[he
luw does pot provide anythisyg of thy;
kind. Nesher city, County uor pre-|
cinet ollisers ure required 1o go “into
court” tu take the oath., Wholisto
cleelare thetn dizqualitled,” aud how
cui that be expecied witliout a rewnlar
sult atlawwhich ean be contested 1o the
Jast notels? iow can gn ottlceholder
who has done all that the law requires
of liu previoud 0 eptéring upoy bis
office, and who Lolds the credeitials
which show bim to be in luwful pos-
session, be “‘declared  disqualitied’” by
regson of new yualitications whleh ure
made by Tuw coueted during: his in-
camdency?

Of conrse those who pretegd that
ihe iaw was desigaed to ldave this un-
luwiul cffect, or that it could be made |
to stick if It was 50 designed, know
better than what they asscrt. Bntuhat
they Intend to provoke trouble and
cause protracted -litigntion, and that
they huve. sowe hopes of judiciul
ahd execulive bucking to their pefari-
ous scheme, is evident from uheir
lunzudge and their disposition.

JThe Salt Loke City ard  County
officluls, it appears, have taken the
eusiedt upd cheapest way 1o avoid the
snagg prepared for their feet, and have
quielly taken the oath. Not golng
*lnto court,’’ however, bot etiending
tohe business in the munuer reyoired
by lu\‘»oi newly -lec‘[l.gd oflicitls, As
woereiharked on Monduy: *If it were
nucessury to subscrive to the outh or
allirwatlon, persons now 1o oltige would
muke .00 opposition, for polyzamists
wore prohibited from office-holdmg by
the act of 1882, s0 there 13 po barrler
ot that score.’

These officlals are {ally alive to the
fazt that no law” dous or can require
ihein to luke the outh, Lut they tuke it
1w avoid fitization, and to biock the
wuvol 4le flends who wre puashing

S

“discret.ioﬂ is Lﬁe better part of voior™
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fng this coursg aud othérs may be wisg’

gibile that the refusal of ollice-Lojders
to take thg oath wighit be so misrepre-
sented by their enemles as to wake
volers besitate us to takling ic us a,con-
dition 10 replstiation. A'hls would
be promotive of evil The
whole force of the ocnetny will be
used to prevent, retard aod owatruct
the reglstration of members of the
Peopic's Purty. This should be met
by an overwhelmioyg registration taast
no ‘*Liberal” tricks or dodues can re-
8ist. And no small watter like the
tuking of the oatn, by present ofllce-
holders, though the luw does nOt re-
guire it, should slupd in the way of the
yreat desideratum.

The whole oriciosl schemt of the
Leuguers was dirceted to the seizure
of tue locual ofllees. This end they
bave stillin view. For this they are
skirmlshing-to rattle ju tue half-dot-
lars. For this themvo B8 are now *on
the stump.’” They miust be et at
every step aml vapquished. Every-
thide that cun be accompiished

legally and  coons{stently, should
be done prompily to clrcum-l
vent the conspirators. Jf  tbe

waiving of their right to act oo their!
legal qualifications apd comiissions,
and the tukiug of tbe oath, wiil
strengtbhen the good cause by way of|
example to voters, by all meaus let the
objection slide,

¥Yictory is the object in view. It
must noi be. endangered by .a petty
mine sprung at this juncrure. l? the
fase can be stemped out by so swall a
step us this, no one is poing to object|
but ‘‘our friends the enciy.” They
will be just "usjanxions to stop the
present incumbents from taking the
outh when they commence to do s0, as
they were to **force them to take it
when'thty. thongit there wis a potent
reason tor refusingz., “All' the same
therae s nodaw to compel it, &nd those
office -holders *who'take the oath, do so
boi'to comply with u statote but to
syvoid trouble xnd defeat a conspirucy.

é [
VITAL D{BMOCRATIO DocC-
TRINE.

AX Oratipn delivered by Hon:John G.
Carlisle, Speaker of the House of Hep-
resentatives, ot a dinver given i Bos-
ton on the 12th inst. by the Bay: State
Club,i noted New Engiand Democratic
orgsnization, has been commented up-
ou considerably by the press. Mr.
Curlisie 18 a recognized leader of *his
pirty, an able man and an accom-
plished puarliamenturfan. His utter-
#oces are noteworily, and his speech
at *"The Hub” was grected with en-:
thusfastic plaudits, We clip a portion
of the report of his nddress from th
Boston-IHerald, becasse it sounds the
keyoote of the Dewmocratic scale and
its viprations sbould be heard
throughout theland. He #ald:

*The principle of local self-povern—
ment Is-the vital part of dewnocracy.
The amendment to the Constitution
declares that the powers not delsguted
to the United States by the Copstitu-
tioo, nor probiblited by -it to the State,
ave reserved tothe States respectively
or to the people. No power can justly
be clalmed unless it 18 pranted in ex-
press terina or by necessary impllea-
tiou. " If no such grant of power can
can be fonnd, aud if 118 exercise by the
State is not prohibited, it belongs to
the Stite and her people, aud thus thé
wholéd doctrine’ of = Ntutey' rigits
s defined §n  this urticle. It
does not sapction secession
«r nollification, but it instructs the
eeveral States and @helr people as to
tbe boundaries of sll legislutive, cx-
ecutive and jucdiciai power not dele-
yated to the Upited Stutes bya fair und
ressonable construction ¢f tht Con-
stitution. By this coostitutionsl doc-
trine of State rights thé 'Demgcratic
party of this coual’y stands ‘to-dny, oy
it alwuys fiss stood, and ax, T trast, it
will stand forever hereafter. [Loud
applause.} : ’

Twepty-tive ycars ago the tendency
wig to ca¥ry this doctrine to a dan-
gerons extreme, but'sloce that time
the dupngerous extreme - has threat-
ened from quite au opposite di-
rection. Great and powerful interests,
too powerful almost to be snccessfully
resisted, are constavtly pressiuog
#ralost the barriers of the Constitn-
Lion'and demapding the extension of
theFederal power to o degree never
cootemplated by the most extreme
Federaliat in the early days. 1t is
guite common now to' hear gantlemen,
able gentlemen In Congress and else-
wihere, contending for the exercise of
powenby the general government aver

articular subjects, simply becausge the
tates refuse to do so,

that whatever the States wil 'not do,
6r can ot do, must be dooe by (lgn-
gress or the depurtments of+the Gene-
ral Government, hnd that, independ -
ently of these specitlc grants of power,
It is c;gg 1ight apd-the duty of & govern-
ncut ipexercise a generul supetyision
sud control over all the concerns of the
people. '

Me. President, this is aot Demo-
cratic doctrine 43 I nnderstand it, and
it never was.! [Trewendous cheers.]
It menns-centrzlization first, und in-
avitable dissolotion afterward. No
part of the UUnion js so vitally inte-

1helr teetn ovartheir defeat and plot-
ey wischiel by wuy of retaliation. If;

vogted in the preservatisn and|
the maintenance, . Intaet of this

(oo other, there wi

or because it Is | to'‘exclusive legislation over any more

.}hought_‘ thay 1he Stgte leg- | thun the limited space deflued by the
dalatlon* migbt pot  bc  entire-| Constitullon, was to depart from
Iy eflectlve.' ""The aignment Is|Democratic essentials an ave the

"t ere tinctured with the flavor of De-

local authority as the New

the office-holders may be right ln t2k- | England States, and in_no part of | ization,

the Unjoh bave the ucneficial resuits

in following-thicir exsmple. 1t s pos- | attending the majutenunce of this doe- | talued in the toilowing which we clip

trine been sothoroughly demonstrated.
Your town meating Isthe most demo-
cratic lnatitutiou -in  this country.
[Cheers.) It has never endangered the
liberttes of a singie human betug. The
towan, the State and the General Gov-
eroment ull bave their appropriste|
powers and” dutles, and s¢ long as
thesa ure respected and mailntained,
peither encroaching on the domailn of

be harmony and
unity in our eomplex system of gov-
‘ernment.”’

The ideas expressed in the foregoing
nre distinetly ‘Democrutic. They usre
voterinined by the majorily ot the

cople of Utab., ‘Fhis is why the
arge majority of them ure Democrats
tnpolitical faith. Bat lo the lusht of
recent history, it wonld be difllcuit to
maujntain the truth of Mr. Carlisle's
stutement tbat the Democratic party
“‘always lhas stood'' by that constitu-
tiopa]l doctrine. 8everal mcnsares
whiclh Jead to the most pronounced
Heentraljzation’ and which vest in the
Federal Government powers that be-
long exclusively to the Btates or to the
people, bave been fostered and fur-
thered by Democsatic influence in and
out 0f Congress. The Blalr educational
bill, the oleomargarine bill, the inter-
State commerce bill are sampies
only ef measures that do violence to
the principles enun¢iated by Mr. Carl-
18le, ,and fuvored by the [Democta-
tic pariy or at least & powerful por-
tion of it. The party can searcely be
viewed as 4 whole upon uny important
pubiic question. It is dwldeff upon

policy. And its vital distinction from
Republichuism remalns more os a
teory than @ practical and liviag issue.

the President and Seowats and io a
Governor of their appeintent, power
to select,every oflice 1o a Territory
with u hundred and elznty thonsand
people, was scarcely =n evideuce of
the. Jemocratic party's adherenceto
the vival Democratic principle of local
self-government. The I;_:Inssuge ot the
Tucker infamy by the House was the
most prononnced heresy that Dermo-
cra's could be guilty of: it was so
thoronghly opposed to the fundumen-
tal grluclples of American goyernmeut,
that evan the *‘centralizing’’ Republi-
caus could not stomach it, and it had
to be rejected. Whenever the Demo-
cratic party, In order to please the
mob or 10 guin the applause of relig-
lbugfanatlcs..tra_m les upon the verys
distinctive principle that distinguishes
it from 1t8 great political opponeut, it
makes a deadly thrust at 168 owu ex-
istence and taps the fountuin of its
essential vitality.

The Democratle party wept back on
jts basic dogma when it puve as-
sent to the error of Terrltoria
vussaluge. ‘The doctrine of the su-
prewe power of Congress over the
Territories was us great a concession
to'centralization a8 it wag possible to
make. ft was us undemocratic a8 it
jcould be, for itis a despotismm of the
rankest character. And it is directly
in opposition to the doctrine laid down
by Mr. Curlisle ug the essence of Dewn-
ocracy, thut by Congress *‘uo power
ceh 'De justly claiumed nnless it 1s
grantad lu cxpress terms or by neces-
saly implication.*

The authority now claimed to gov-
ern the Territories, cumposed of Citj-
Zens who are a part of '‘tue people,”’
without any regard to their will
‘or wishes, to lax tbhem withont
representufion. to appoint ofllcers
‘to rexulate their affaira without thejr
copsent,to iinpose arbitrary conditions
as to the elective frauchise and 10 ke
it away altogether, to futeriere at wiil
with their purely dowestic coocerns
and exercigse, soveigigkn pbwer over
them in every sensc of the word, can-
not be found eithier by expression or
{mplicatlou in the greut lnstrument ot
freedom which it {8 the professed mis-
sion of the Democracy te uphold.
“That power is uot El\'en to Conyress,
it hus been assutmed. And when the
Demwocratic party recognized tbaot
power, it receded from Its specjul
grouud, vielded up so- much to its
political enemy apd weakened its own
cause essentially, It rave un advaun-
tage to the foe *which has been fol-
lowed np grzdually sod effectually.

If It became necessatry, in the course
of events and the acquisitton of Terri-
tory, for the X¥ederal Government to
exercise powers nol expressly con-
ferred in the Constitution, it should
have been the aim and work of the
Democratlc party to have ?l'ev‘bnted
the exercise of monarchial powers
and preserved the vital principlesof
local self-rovernment jntact. Bot to
yield up the rizht of “*supreme power’”
ta Congress and to recognize its right

way to the centralization thu?hns fol-
lowed.

The Democratic party is gradnally
lostng Its Democracy. [t is ditficultto
draw the lines between it and its nomj-
nal opposite. Many sv-called Demo-
crats are jmbued with the heresies of
Republicanism, and many Republizing

mocracy. Aud altopcther the clear
cut aud detinite doetrines of the Con-
stitution are being left asa memory,
while cxpediency and popclarity and
selflsh and grasping epds sway the
major porlion of both political parties,
leading the country towards that dis-

wany topics on which it shonjd be | the very worts] .t was alleged to have
vojted if it preserved fits traditionul |

| break, snd being czught in 4 plain and

The passaxe by & Demooratic House| it spntters and foima apd urges the
of ameasure prepared by 8 Democra-~ | League to muke the present incutm-
tic ledder, which propossd to vestin | benus take tne oaih snyhow. . Well, no

_—ry

the ipevitable consequence of centril-

We endorse tie sentlmenls con-
from an articie in the Boston Herqld,
and whicn wecommend to Lhe thought-
ful notice of every Democrat who
reatds lt. Unless the advice it offers iy
taken, to be u troe Democrat in prin-
cliple, one witl hauve o keep from con-
unection with the Dewocratic party:

“1f the Democratic purty believes in
miiiog the extent and power of the
iederal government by 2 strict con-
struction of the Coostitution, let it
forthwith set the bonds beyoud which
ceutral power shull potgo; letitin-
stuntly set itsell to the work of lop-
ping off unq corteiljug those exten- |
sions and usurpatinns of jederal|
power which a quurfer of o ceotury of
abuse has occasion 1o this way, a8
Mr. Carlisle says, its leaders can bulld
up 2 party that will cutlive all others,
But to tamely submit, out of mistuken
notions of expediency, to stulilicalion
of {principles, is to prove itself un-
worthy of triumph, and therefore de-
serving of defeat.”’

LET THEM BARK,

QOuUR exposure of thej shameless] men«
dacity of the chief rvgan of the L.L's
makes jts squirm and gqneak jna man-
ner trely diverting. lts positive as-
sertion that the new Jlaw *‘carctully
avoided” making the test oath
‘*a condition precedent™ to offlce-
holding, while the law uctually uses

‘‘carefolly avoided,’’ was a very bad

‘wilful falsehood, the scribe who wrote

one necd pay apy atteption to such
nonsense, f course if it were ueces-
sary to subscribe to the outh or attir-
mulion, persors pow fu ofllce would
{ make DO oppousition, for polygnmists
were prohibited from office-holding by
the Act of 1882, and so tnere i3 no Bar—
Tier on that score. Batauy sttempt to
lorce this issue now, soould be 1e-
sisted, bectuse it is not reqnired by the
new law,and if it were,the requirement
would not stand, as 18§ well known
that after anoflice-holder hus complied
with all lepal requirements apnd is pos-
sessed of ull the legul quatifications
prescribed at the time of eutering npon
nisduties, be canpot be required to
to comply with auy new qualitications
while his term of oilice remains. It is
only by picking out u few words of the
new law and throwing aside the lan-
guuge which tpakes its intent obyious,
that it can be s0 wrested und con-
strued in the sense desired by the
phrepzied obtructionists. Let them
rave sud rant; thelr bark is noisy but
their bite is gone.

**NO CAPITULATION.”

The action of the City and Connpty
ofliclals in quictly spbscribing to the
oath, required in the new law of oflice~
holders before entering upon théir
duties, has taken the wind out of - the
saily of the Leagne free-booters. They
were going to **forde themn all to take
the oath.” If the officers wouldn't be
forced, then their ollices were to be,
“declared vneant.” The next move
was to get the Governor to *ill the
| oflices by appolutment, ¢ I Murray.
The effect of which wus to be the pos-
sible imstallation of sowme hubngry
Lesguers by aid from the courts, or at

|

least protragted litization  caus~
ing copsiderable trouble and
eypense. The plot was  wor-

thy of the class of minds that con-
ceivesl it, and indieates the “‘rule or
roin juclipations ot. the defeated L.
L's. 'Yhe course pursued by the in-
cumbents of the oftices koocks the bot-
tomn ont of the conspiracy.

Tt was to head off this shallow plecc
of trickery thut the local officers sub-
scribed o the oath. Nefither theymor
their legal advisers had the slightest
doubt aboui the requirements ot the
law. They understood periectly well
thet the new law does Dot require
those who are in jJawful possessiou of
the offices, to take the oath Eprescribed
a8 '‘a coudition precedent’ to enter-
ipg  upon their duties, and
tbut such 4 requireloept cannot
be wade of any already qtalified
officiyl. But they saw that it would
efiectually block the snidefgame of the
people’s enemies, and so they took the
osth to stop toe squabble und chcck-
mate the tricksters.

This proceeding i8 now gqeered at
as **capitulation.’” But it 1ins pot been
shown that any of the officers who
heve taken the outh for the purpose
named, ever objected to snbscribing to
it~ Tae éDeseier Nrws teolk ithe
ground thut the law doed not.reqnired
the oath to bYe taken by incumbents,
and still maintalns tnat position. The
oflice-tolders said nothing officially
sbout it. They have, pot ‘‘capit-
lated’’ to anythiog or anybody.
They have sitmpiy tuken the oatb asa
matter of policy, and bave not con
cluded thal they were required to doso
by law.

In the discussion that has taken

takep any part.
{ comtlted L. L's
that the jaw was imperative on this

point, but could only

avoided

The orgzan of the dis-
tried to make it sppear
do sy by omit-
ting easentiul clauses of tbe Jaw, and
dag ariog that she law had *“‘carefully

! using words which are in the
very section oi the law that it garbled
apd perverted. It was during the dis-
pute thut followed gur exposure
of the Tribune’s shameless mendacity,
thut the local officials saw throngh the
scheme tbat was on foot und so deter-
mined to aveid the suare set for their
feet. But they ueitner resisted the luw
nor “‘capitulsted” to any interpreta-
vion of 1t, por appedred in any way io.
tbe dispute.

But the disgruntied scribe who:
twisted the law for a purpose, atill
tviitters away 1 a vain attempt to talk
round his rash and original false-
hood. It will not do. In the start,
wiien we sbowed that the oath pre-
scribed for effice holders was to be a
condition precedent ta holding bfiice,
he stated emph:tically concerning the
law thut,

“It dgstinctly mvolds makiog the

ogth ‘a condition precedent’ to enter-
ing upon office but says nobe ‘shall
bold uny office’ without taking the
oath.”
This is the gist of the whole argu=
ment. If the foregoing lanpguage ol
acribe aforesald is true, our position
was wroag. ff itisuntrue, bis ground
is taken from upder bim uand he goes
down to his general level 23 the wilful
falsifior he 18 understood o be, Here
is the law as it stapds in Section
Twenty-fonr. First comes the re-
quirement that the cath shail be taken
‘by voters. Then the law says:

A5 n condition precedent to the
right to hold office in or nnder said
Territory, the officer before entering
upon the dnties of uils officeishall take
apd subscribe an oath or affirmation.”

Then follows the* oath required
which need not be repeated, znd after
come toe words bere aprexed:

#All grand and petit Jurors sbell tzke
the same oath or affirmation, to be
admitistered In writing or oruﬁy in the
proper court.’*

This makes the provision cover the
ground gi‘“ voters, officeholders: and
jurors, The opthis to be taken by
-voturs 1before regisfration. or votln[f.
by officeholders a8 & condl-
tion precedent before entering
upon thelr dutles, -and .. by
urors before they act in their posi-
tions. ‘r'hisis all clear and explicit.
Next comes the provision that none of
these persons, either voters, ofllce-
holders or jurors shall be competent
nnless they have taken ithe oath pre-
scribed us “*acondltion precedent.” It
Bays:

“No person sball be entttled to vote
at avy election iu said Territory, or be
capable of jury service, or bold any
office . of trust or emolument in sald
Territory who shall not have taken the
oath or afiirrhation aforesald.”

This is the usual provision to
clinch the requirements that vprecede
it., It coniains nothing new, except
that unless the persons previously re-
quired sbal] have taken the ozth inthe
manner and formn provided, they shall
not be cowpetent. It makes no re-
quifemen? whatever of persons already
in office, qnalified and holding com-
missions under laws in force. when
they entered upon their duties., The
lawyers who drufted 1t knew better
than to atterwopt soch a thing. It
would bave been o violatlon of recog-
nized legal principles. It nowhere
says that persons 1n office rhall take
the oath. ““The oath or aflirmation
aforesaid,” so fatr as it Telutes to
office-hdlders, 15 prescribed as **a con-
ditton precedent,”’ ‘‘before entering
upon the doties of thelr oflice' and ne
other is mentioned or hinted at, or
implied.

The last clanse we have quoted
plainly refers back to the three classes
previously mentioned in the section
and no others. They are first, voters
before exercislog the franchise; sec-
ond, office holders beiore entenng
upon the ducles of their offices; third,
llgmrs before sitting in that capuxcity.

here is no other class referred to.
Present jncumbents would form s
fourth class, and if it had been intend-
ed that the law shouid upply to them—
pmanifestly iinproper thing—the pro-
vislon would have been made in terws.

The intentiona] distorter of the law
who persists in bis perversions has not
ipany ipstance cited the law as it
stands, bat, oo the contrary; has open-
ly denied that it includes the words
which ang reader can see it coutains
and which convey its true sigunifica-
tion. No lawyer, noless sillicted with
"Teague’’ lupucy or blinded by “Lib-
eral’’ locic, would ?lrenend that suoch
peftifocuing as the Zribuns has resort-
ed to §8 o fair constructior of the law

or cousistent with the “rules of
legal interpretation, There 18 Do
need ifor, further discugsion on

this point, unless, some incurmbents
chioose to decline taking the oath apd
have the matter contested judicially.
And even then, 1f it were not carried
turther than a court which adds to the
law for thepurpose of 1ufligting penal-
ties greater than the law provides, the
test would be about as valuable as e
Utah decis‘on on the subject of segie-
eation,

The present situatjon is quite satis-
{actery—excaept to the plotters. The
law does net anf cannot require per-
sons holding office nnder the qualitice
tions required when they entered upon
iheir duties, to comply with new quuli-
flcations mwude - during their terms.
But to spoil a-dirty conspirscy’ they

solution which Mr, Carlisle declares

placedipn this questio, we are pot
aware#thal; the oﬂice-‘hojdera have

take the oath prescribed for newly



