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PILING UP THE FEES.

Wi drew attention s few days ago to
the nolawful doings of the Federal
officials here, who brought a pumber
of prisoners and witnesses from
American Fork to this clty, out of the
First Judicial District into the Third,
for the purpose of increasing uxpenses
und of giving business to the fee-flend
Commissioner. Qo Monday these ne-
farious proceedings were repeated
with aggravatious. A raid was made
upon l’aysou but no arrests were ef-
fected, and the chagrined deputies
brought several wituesses to this city,
o (istance of over seventy
miles, so that they might be
tuken before Comwissioner McKuy
when they could have been wken be-
tore & Commissiouer in their own judi-
cial district.

Thls not only multidplies expenses in
the shape of fees and mileage, but is
cootrary to law. I those wltnesses
were wanted before a graud jury it
raust have been the grand jury of the
First District. Why then were tliey
brought the long distance to this city,
1n the Third District, in order to be
bound gver to upf)enr before the grand
jury in the First District?

It is time that these doinps were
brought to the attention of the Nation-
al authorities, as no one hete scems to
be Inclined to interfere or do anything
to vestrain the rapacity of the fee-
gourmands,

——— A —

PROSPECTS OF THE NEW
EDMUNDS BILL.

ACOORDING to a speclal dispatch to the
Herald, wheu Mr. Chandler wos mak-
ing his argnmeut agalnst the new Ed-
munds blil before the Judiciary Com-
mittee of the Honse, on Monday, lie
was informed by the Chairman that it
was not necessary to discuss the pro-
vision for the appoiutment of *‘trus-

ty-tive wives.”

Oﬁpositiou to woman suffrage ip
Utah must be based upon something
clse than polygamy. Xven the iirstor
legul wifeof a pol{vgamlst i8 debarred
from voting. When papers tulk
like the )erid, whether attempting
to be facetious or in  sober
earnest, they only expose their ignor-
ance of the subject. They stir up
Conyress to do something desperate
against polygamy, nod what they urge

hus not the remotest bearing on the
polygamy question.’

There 1s no carthly reason why wom-
en in Utah should be disfranchised
meore §than gmen. 1f it is claimed that
they vote as directed, the sume ia said
of the men. Ifjthat is said of the **Mor-
mons, the sawe is said of the **Gen-
tiles.”! 1tisulleved that the ‘‘Mor-
mons'’ vote as ordercd by the priest-

hood. It i8 claimed on the other
bapd, with faor more reason and
backed by irrefutable evidence, that

the “gentiies” vote as dictated bva
ring of couspirators through a viie pa-
per that aiternately lnshes, threatens
and cajoles.

The truth is that if anybody fu Utah,
male or female, wanots to vote for Tom,
Dick or Harry, Murray, Dickson, Zune
or the Devil, there is vothing to pre-
vent if the voters are duly registered,
and there Is no way of finding out how
they vote unless they choose to tell it
themselves. There is more uonsense
tulked on supposed compulsory voting
in Utul in Congress and by the press
than almost any otoer public question.

As to Elt H. Murray being the “*ori-
ginator ©f the plot”’ to deprive the
women of Utah of the suffrage, that
very medlocre individnal was never
known to originate auything. *fhe plot
was devised long before Mris. Hayes
thought of him for Governor of Utak,
and was no more oOriginal with him
thau was the method he pursued of
working up fees while Marshal of Ken-
tncky. He merely stood iu the front
and = fired the Bhots that were
made for him by others, and
never performed an act or uttered
1 sentiment on the **Mormon® ques-
tion thot was not prompted by those
who used him lor their tool. It is
vastly amusing to read the nonsense
that papers publish about the map and
the measnre. ;

1f we did not know by experlence
that it !s too much to expsct, we would
respectiully ask the editors of lending
jouruala to Hiud out something about
Otab uffairs before attempting to dis-
course upon them; but that we fally
unldersumd would only be labor in
vain.

A KICKING BISHOP.

tecs for the management of the dMor-
mon Church,” aed expressed the

opluion that the **Government ought
pot to go luto partnershlp with the
Mormon Church."'’

This sounds the death kupell of
Senutor Edmunds' scheme to rob the
Church of Jesus Clirist of Latier-day
Salnts und place the State in
control of the Chorch. That may
he consideved, for the preseut ot least,
asa dead lssne. When the bill is re-
ported back to the House it is evident
that it will be conslderably amended,
and there isinojprobability that any ef-
fort to reinstate the Courch robbery
clauss wonid be successful.

Both sides are tobe heard azaln on
the snbject of the bill, the Jtal Dele-
gate and othera spenlﬂng Ero and con,
and it is vuderstood that the addresses
are to be tloished bf Saturday May 1st.
How soon the bill will be reported
after that 1s not known. It will take
some time to muke np the report, sod
when it is presented to the House
there 15 no reason to believe that
it will be advanced, but will
take its place oun the calendar. Itis
hardly likely to be reached in time to
pass in any forin during the present
session, us, if omended. in any wuy, it
will have to go buck to the Senate for
consideration of the House amend-
ments. The rabid ring and thelr sym-

athies do not draw wuch solid com-
ort trom the outlook.
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MURRAY AND WOMAN’S
SUFFRAGE.

Mn. Err H. MurRrAY's removal from
the Goveruorship of Utah 1s regardad
by the Woman®s Journal as a pralse-
worthy uct “"becausc he was the origi-
nator of the plot to deprive Lthe women
of that Territory vi the right of snfi-
rage,” but it is alleged that Murray’s
oppueition to the feminine suffruge
was because a Mormon with from dve
to twenty-five wives controlled from
fiveto twenty-1lve votes.

The sbove i3 from the New York
World. It ghows how much the lead-
inz papers of the country kuow of the
whMormon” question, about which
they discours= so often and ou which
they attempt to dictate congressional

legislation. There ur¢ other papers
besides the leu.diuﬁor of the Demo-
cratic party, which will urge the en-
forcement of the Edmunds law
und yet do not kuow auythin
of {ts provisions. The Worl
does uot seem to understand that
since 1832 no polygamist nor any
woman wartied to o polygamist can
vote ut any election in Utah, As a

SEVERAL papers have made favorable
comments on some remarks made by
Bishop Bowman of the Metuodist
Church, while :ittending a2 meeting of
ministers in Chicazo. They were dis-
cussing in lively style the cight-honr
labor movement, and Bishop Bowmaa
wag requested to express his opinion
on the subject. In the course of o few
brief remarks on the prevailing sirike
in the sonthwest be said: "If they
could get Juy Gould by the neck and
kick hiu around four or fve tlocksand
not quite kill him, I think it would be a
very pood thiug aod oae that would
tend to simplify the labor problem ma-
terially.'’

If this is a Christian method of cor-
recting an evil, we fail to see jtin that
licht. The sight of a Methodist
Bishop helding the Wall Street capi-
tulist by the scuff of the neck and kick-
ing  him slong the street,
would not be very edifylng
to  plous peogle. nor strictly
in accordauce with Christian prioci-
ples. And what effect such esteopnl
violence would bave upon the labor
question, does not appeir to the naked

eyc.

One of the essential qualilications of
a Bishop, according to the instruc-
tions of Prul to Timothy and to Titus,
fs, that e must be‘'no striker," and
“‘not & hrawler. And if Bisbop
Bowmsau was to knock out Jay Goold
in ‘*four rounds,” or *arovud four
blocks," it is not at all probable that
the hours of labor Woulc? he in any-
wise reduced, that wages would go uyp,
that cupital would come down, or thut
statking the raflroad king would pre-
vent or put down strikes on railroads
or elsewhere. A kicking Bishop would
not be a corrective example toKicking
luborers.

Whether . the Blshop meant to be
jocular or iju earpest, his remarks,
which have attracted 80 much atten-
tion, were wrong in priociple aud evil
in eﬁect. und ouiy exceeded in folly b
the commendatory comments wi‘;icg
bave been made uyon them by the
press, W0 pander to the clamors of un-
thinklug people. 1f pugllistic dignl-
tarics of ao aggressive sect can offer
no better remedies for the serious evils
that menace the conutry than the Bow-
mzn medicioe, it will certainly get
‘‘no better very fast,”’

MURRAYISMS.

A CORRESPONDENT Of the Pittsburg
Dispatch, who slgns himself *'Mur-
ray,” writes two columns of stuff
beaded ‘*The Mormon Menace,” In

most stringent character concocted by
the shrewdest lawyers and coppres-
slonal experts,’” armies sent againast it,
driving it from State to State,’ daily
newspapers working against i,
ete. e says this explanstion is
“'hard cash.” In other words,
he trles to discount Dement,
by not only charging that Congress-
men have been bought with *'Mormon
money,” which he informs a startled
world **buys as much as Christian
coln,” but by stating, without reserve,
that he, the mighty scribe for a na?ur
that not one man in o hundred outside
of Yittsburg ever henrd of, has “*been

lainly offéred various sums irom
gl.UOD to $5,000 to sbut his mouth and
stop bis mouth nguinst this unlawlul
hierarchy.!’

Protigions! What o valuable cor-
respondent be must be! What a
mighty power he must wield! All he
has to do is just to shut his wonth and
stop his pen on one forbidden suject,
and coin will roll $uto his pockets by
the thoussnd. 1ot he can't be mum,
for bis name is Murray. Qminous cog-
nomen! Who will believe a yurn like
thut with such a signature?

Oope would think that after refusing
£0 temptitg on ofier he would have
something wonderiul or novel to re-
veal that is worth more thau 5,000 to
suppress. But alas! This Murray,
like the other Murray, has nothing
original about him. Iie can only re-
ﬂau.t the old gossip about Joe Smith,

1uvoo Legion, tbe ariny sent to Utah,
Jobn D. Lee—who, Le says, is *'to-day
onoe of the most popular of all their
dead lcaders"—palggamz and women
in favor of 1t, hatred to Christian civ-
ilization, und the necessity of “*force of
arms"’ to *‘cut up the Mormon Chutch,
rootand brunch.”’ Nota newidea, not
o practical suggzestion, but only old
thiogs badly told and poorly sirung to—
gether. Any paper that would pay #5
a year for such stuff must be badly off
for “copy.” And to think that by slm-
ply not writing it,the immaculate Mur-
ray could have scooped lu varlous
sums from $1,000 to $§.,0001

Burnum should secure that Pitts-
barger with all dispatch. Apdif he
could get the other Murray he would
have a whole show in itself. If they
did not draw alone, he could advertise
after the fashion of the G. A. R. local
announcement of its recent festival, in
an Ogden paper which 18 even maore
ol;Scure than the Pittsburg Dispatck,to
wit:

“Let All Attend—Singlng, music,
recitations and tableaux, Governor
Murray, General Kimball al] at the G.
A. R. Festival’’

We knew the defunct official would
find bis true occupatiou at laust, and of

the §5,000 declined was only made an-
otber altinction be would complete the
cxhibiton, in the Barnum style, as
“the grentest of the kind on earth.”
But o still greater curiosity than the
newspaper scribe or the Congregsman
who has beeun offered cash to shug his
mouth on the *“Mormon’ qguestion,
would be the **Mormon who offered
the woney and carrled the pag. We
venture 10 suy that, with all the sto-
ries that have been told of -*‘Mormou’!
bribery and the influence of **Mormon™*
gold in Washington, no one on earth
cun produce an suthoticated case of
the kind, nor name the **Mormon
who has made such an attempt. Yarus
of that kind should iereafter be de-
nominated Murrayisms.

——— —  ——

THE MILKX IN THE COCOANUT.

A LawYED of this city named Bennetft
has prepared a pamphlet on the Utal
question for use in Congress. Hels
workiog in the interest of the minority
who want to rule in place of the ma-
jority. Itis an effort with thatobject
in view. All the speeches and writings
aud misrepresentatlons gnd exaggera-
tions of the various anti-*“Mormon'’
advisers of Congress, tend In that di-
rection. They meanrevolution. With
whatever specious pretensions they
are put forth, and with whatever
language tneg may he clothed, thatis
the end to be achieved. Strip them
of their verblage, Special pleadiug,
pretended remedies lor alleged evlls,
sham ]iat.riotism and catch sentences,
and this bold and shameless scheme
stands forth in {ts puked imprudence
to shock the senses of every just and
falr-minded belbolder. It suys in ef-
fect, **We, the few, cannot gain politi-
cal pre-eminence 1n Utah, becanse our
opponents,the many ar banded against
us. Therefore we claim tbat the many
gshould be disfranchiscd that the jfew
may govern. The ‘**Mormons’ will
not vote for Gentiles, therefore they
must uot be allowed to vote at all.”
A page of comueut would not make
the matter clearer. This‘is the snb-
stance of the pamphlet that C. W.
Bennopett has prepared for private cir-
culztion where it is expected to do the
most good. Wedo not think the con-
spirators for whose benefit it is writ-
ten will reap much profit from its com-
pilation.

—_— T

THE TRIUMPH OF UNBRIDLED
LUST.

Tax proceediogs in the Third District
Court during the past few days conpled
with the ruling of the Supreme Court

matter of {acy no womanin this Ter-

which he tries to explain the reason

of the Territory in the Yearan caso,

give additlonal cause to the peopic of
Utah for saylog that the officials who
are 50 eager to punish the **Mormona’™
for faithfulness to thelr famlilics, are
equally anxious to protect lecherous
“‘Gentiles’ who practice the vilest kind
of acxnal bestiality.

1u the Davenport case, witnesses
were called to testify, whose evi-
dence was rejectzd when male re-
sorters to houses of ill-fame—some
of themm former or present attaches
06 the court, were placed in jeopardy.
Why the change? How isit that thelr
testimony was considered good in ouc
cuse and bad in others? Why could
thelr statements be believed agniost a
femule prostitute but not ugninst male
prostitutes? Was It not because io
boti instances the effcct was to shield
the fllthy resorters and leave them un-
ponished for theirerimes? Isit not a
putent fuct that the Davenport woman
was prosecuted, not because she kept
1 vile house, but becanse she intormed
against the frequenters of her den? No
otber fullen woman has been tried in
the Third District Court for this of-

fense, and this ope has long
since left the city. The other
poor creature who was lmplicated

at the same timc, was nearly acared to
death by the Federal oflicers because
she had plven glmilar information, and
theo when she was induced to turn and
testify so a8 to help the debaunchees,
she was let loose withont prosecutlon.
The ssme prasecuting attorney—C. 8.
Variau, who in a butst of fury refused
to believe the witnesses who saw the
lechers in the performance of their
crimiou] acts, trled to compel the
same witnesses to testify, and did re-
ceive their testimony, in the case
azainst the woman who helped to ex-

ose the guilty creatures whou he re-

used to prosecute. Lut it be
widely known that this Vari-
an, who wauld not  belleve

these witnesses noder oath when they

raen do whom heopenly refused topros-
ecute, demanded that these same wit-
nesses should testify against the woman
who was a partner in their gnilt. Also
that the reasoun he assigued for public-
H refusipg to prosecute the wretches

etected in their vileness, was his dis-
[ trellef 1o the veracity of the men obn
whom he now depends for evidence
sgainst the womau, and whose testl-
mony, secure<l ler conviction ln her
ahgebve! Varian wouldn't believe
their testimony against men in his own
circle, but depends on it to prosecute
the woman with whom the detected
debauchees were seen to commlt
crime.

I'be case ¢u wbich Judges Borewan
and Powers declded the Justices of the
Peace had uo jorisdiction, was of a
persen in the form of a man who was

posed ,to the wiles of this wicked
world, and a **Gentlle” who, married
or single, visits vile houses, wallows
in shameless vice and disports him-
gelf o rampant lust, can laogh at Jaw
and defy restraint; the *'Mormon”
courts canoot Fuulsh him, the **Gen-
tile” courts will not, and between the
two be can freely revel in the orgles of
u civilized and **Christian!’ **necessary
evil!” Barely the plons preachers
pugnacious editors and moral states-
men who have cootributed to this
highly satisfactorycondition of affairs
in Utab ought to rejolce in the suc-
cess of the:r work.

DAMAGES BY STOCK.

WE are in receipt of the following
commuuication:

PaysoN, April 26th, 1886,

Kditor Deseret News:

I have o few questions to ask as to
what farmers may do in regard to
stock depredatlons, as there are so
many different opinions bere on the
poiots I will nvame. It §susuul with us
where a number of men own land in
field, to appoint a) committee to try
and keep the fleld clear of stock. They
are supposed to get their pay for this
{rom the partics whose stock they drive
out of the fiela, Now, the questions
are these:

Can apyone ownlog land fn the feld
nssess damages sustained by another
man in the tleld, or weuld he he con-
sidered an interested party?

Second: Could the committee assess
damages, or would they be debarred
for the same reason?

Now there are points to be consid-
ered in this. lf the committee can’t
assess domages und there is no one at
work in the field, they mnst come to
town acd bunt some pne to do this,
und if any of the field owners can't,
then they must come to town to ge
some one to assess dumages, no mat-
ter how many men are at work In the

were ready to testify to what they saw | 5.4

cld.

1f this is the case it puts the matten.
in rather an awkward position. First,
if they drive the stock to town, how
shall those who go to uppralse know
that the stock held have breen therc
? whether the damuge has been

one by some other stock, vxcept o1
the word of this committee? And I
they shonld lenve the stock in the fleld
they wonld do more damaze and likely
get bloated on lueern.

By answering these qnestions you,
will confer a great fuvor. Perhaps i
would be a beneiit to others abou
these points if you could answer
through the Nrws. I will state thatl
um a regular subscrlber, and have been
a4 great many 'earshaud do not know

geen 1o commit the offense with which
he was cbarged, and who, in the first
place, did not deny bis gulit. That de-
cisiou screcned him and the other
lechers on the st from the legal cou-
sequences of their ipfawy. The Jus-
tices are prevented from puuishing
them, and the Prosecutlng Attorm;ly of
the Court which is acknowledged to
have jurisdiction, openly proclaimed
that he would net prosecute them.
What does tliis mean but a frec license
to meale debauchees 1o commit all
kinds of lechery so long us it is gutside
of **the marringe relation?"

Mark the change, too, as to the ad-
missibllity of testimobny in different
cases. Yhen the resorters to houses
of ill-fame were in danger, the prosg-
cuting officer was blazingly iudiguant
at the idea of allowing men to testify
who looked throuth holes in a door
and detected the depraved creatures in
their guilt. He wouldn't believe the
oath of such men, though they were
policemen engaged in detective busi-
ness. But when a ‘““Mormon' was
charged with cohabltiuiwith 1 woman
alleged to be bis wife, the testimony of
a fellow who sald bhe climbed

up and looked over a tran-
lsom Into Y room  at 11

‘clock at nightand saw two er-
sons—uo ofé knows whom—in a bed,
was the sole, direct evidence to con-
demn the accused. Knot-hole es-
plonage and windowipeeping is deemed
u virtue against & “*Mormon’’ and a
damniug vice against a *'Gentile.”” It
is proper in a deputy marshal, but vil-
loinous in a policeman. It is to be en-
cournged when the spying is to discov-
er parties who are married, and utter-
ly condemued when the o\)ject is to
suppress prostitution.

I'he litest case in demonstration of
thevirtuous proclivities of the Prosccu-
ting Attorueys who are waring the war-
fare ngainst ““Mormon’'’ tamily uffairs,
i3 that of the guilty Griffiths. After he
tad acknowledged his crime in the
lower coart, because the penilty was
more than he anticipated he appealed
to the District Court, and those im-
maculate assallants of plural marriage
refused to procecd with his case, and
he was set at liberty, without o trial,
although he had plead guilty before the
justice to the chnrﬁe of resorting to &
nouse ot ill-fame, in order to supprcss
the disgusting and shameciul details of
his bestiality which would have becea
sworn to by an eye-witness.

Are not these facts most ;:lowing
testimounials to the siveet-scente
virtue and high-toned morality
of the courts and officers that are car-
rying on the persecution against the
‘iMormons?’’ How sinccre they are
when they proclaim as their object the
malntenznce of the home and the sanc-
tity of the family relation Blow the
trompet, sound the gong, proclaim the
trinmph of the **Christian™ crosnde!
A “*Mormon’ who has two homes goes
to jail, while his families are left cx-

tow I could do withontt.
Yours, etc., J.D.
The whole gonestipn tarns op thein-
terest which the field comutiitee .om

any land owner may have in the proE-
erty damaged, or the damages to be
appraised and paid. The luw requires,
48 an appraiser, a ‘‘disinterested malc:
citizen over twenty-one ycars of uge.'¥
The fact that a farmer owns land io &
comnon enclosure, or tleld not en-
closed, does not constitute hlm an in-,
terested party when damage is done tg.
a crop or portion of land in which he

Las no ownership. If he has no part-.
nership in the land. or the crop
damaged, bLe §a Dot an inoters
ested purty, although he may-ownland
land, or & ¢rop, or have u partnership
therein, in the sane field. He might,
therefore, lawfully appraise damageg
done by stock to hisneighbor'sproper?
ty. And if the owner of the stock was
notsatisfied with the appraiseinent the
latter could, ouder the law of 1880

choose another apprualser who,with the
first, might make another appraisal,

and if unable to agree call in a third;

the appralsal of the three to be final,

Bot if we understand our corres:
poudent correctly, the fleld committee
expect to be pald for their labor out of
the amount recevered from the ownera
of stock committing the depredations
1o that case neither of the committee
conld be considered *‘disinterested®’
within the meaning of the law. For
though tbe appraiser might have noin:
terest in the property damaged, yet he
would have un interest in the amount,
to be recovered, and therefore would
not be a lawful appraiser.

We do not see that the dificuities
ralsed by our correspondent are insur:
moeuntable. One member of the com-~
mittee is cnough to o for o disin®
terested person to appraise the dam
ages, it no one is on the spot but the
committee. Then it does not follo
becanse they cannot assess the dam:
ages, that they cannou testily te thi
fdentity of the stock that commlitted
the trespuss. The appraiser can de-:
termine the damage done, th&¥commity:
tee can prove what stock did the:
damagc; this cnds the difficulty as-
sumed.

So long as the appraiser has no own-
ershl&) or part ownership of the prop-

erty damaged,or interest in thcamount
to be recovered, he 1s a lawful ap-

pralser, {f o male citizen over twenty-
oue years of age. The law is jnst, and
we think its provisions are pluin ang
Its full text wii! be found irn
ESERET EVENING NEWS of March

simple.
the

WHAT SHALL BE DONE WITH '
PLURAL WIVES?

TRE following specinl dispatch ap-
pears in the Salt Lake Heraig: X

WASEINGTON, D. C., April 2.
F. 8, Richards closed the arsnment

to-day in the ;Snow ceses. His reply:



