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from the different Btatea will soon be
held, with a view of considering the
best means for promoting trade and
commerce. The President spoke en-
couragiogly of this project. [t is
thought that something will be done to
establish closer relations bet ween Mex-
oo and the United Btates, and that In
the pear future a reciprocity treaty
embracing almost complete freedom of
trade between both couptries will be
entered into. Mexico, it is said, would
gain particularly by such an arrange-
ment.
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THE UTAH COMMISSION AGAIN.

WE publish today the m-jority and
wminority reporta of the Utah Commis-
slon, dated September 1st, 1891. Geun.
McClernand alone dissents from the
majority report. He sels forth his
views of the chief questions Involved,
in bls own style and independent
manper. No eligue or combination
controls him.

The majority of the Commission
puretie tho course on which that body
entered In the beginning, and assume
that ite functions are muclf greater and
more varied than nre warrauted by the
law which gave it existence, lefer-
€nce to the niuth section of the Iid-
munds act will show what sre ite legal
powers. They ure simply to appoint
proper persous to fill the reglstratious?
and eiection offices bLefore occupied by

sofTicers elected by the people, and to
give certificates of election to persous
duly elected to the Utah Logisiature,

The various reports of this body ex-
blblt the impression that it was speci-
ally charged with the Juty of foster-
ing a political faction which s ln the
minoority, of putting down the ma.
jority, and of suppressing polygamy in
Utah. The present report forms no ex .
ception to this rule.

The boastiul manner io which the
Commission speaks of its placing two
4“Lilberals’’ agalnst one of the ‘vople’s
party on the boards of election judges,
thus gliviog one-fourth of the voling
population double the representa-

- tion accorded to the other three-fourths,
1te exultatlon over the euccess of the
“Liberal?’ factlon in Ogden, S8alt Lakc
and SBummit, and the spreading on its
report of tho whole “Liberal” platform
and resolutione, are positive evidences
of this. No wonder that blunt people’
bave described the Commission as an
*‘adjunct of ihe ‘l.iberal’ faction.”?

The chief purposc of the present
majorlty report s to impress the gov-
erumerit with the uoptruth ihat the
‘‘Mormon® prople are pot sincere in
their resolution to cease coutracting
further plural marriasges and to Jdivide

oo nutiooal party lines. This is the

position assumed by the ¢‘Liberal”’
riugleaders, and their charges are thus
adopted and given official voice. The
report in this rexpect is but an echo ot
well-known ‘‘Liberal” perversious.

The report charges that “the Mor-
mon Church has invariably in the past
dictated the political movements of its
adherents?’ This is nothing more nor
less than a#*Liveral’’ falsebood with-
out any busie for it sup, ort. The only
attempt st proof of the slatement is
given {urtiier on in the report, and is
simply the publication of correspoud-
ence between an npostate and the
Bishop of the ward where he resided,
and » note of the action of the High
Council of the Stuke in his case, Frowm
this it appears that the man joined an
anti-“Mormon?’ lengueund his Bishop
did oot think this compatible with bis
standiog a8 a “Mormon.’”? His excom-
munication does Dot appear Lo
solely . huve resulted Jrom that
one fact. But supposiog it
diJ, the ejection of a member for
uniting with an antagonistio body was
an act that any church or association
would be justified in taking. Itaffords
vot the slightest particle of proot that
“the Mormon Church has invariably
dictated the political moveaients of jis
adberents.’” The preduction of this
correspondence as the o Iy thing the
Commieslon could ofler in evideuce
atfords striking proof thatthe assertion
which it was designed Lo support is ut-
terly without foundation.

The report states that the *Mormon’”
Church jiaa ““denounced the Commis-
sion through allthe years it has boen
ndmiotstering the lnws against polyg-
amy.” Ip this instance the Commls
sion cunuingly refraina from offering
anything to substantiate the assertion.
The Churoh npever said osoything
againatthe Commirsion uutilthe Octo-
ber Conference of 1890, when it voted to
sustain the manpifesto. In that there
was no denunciation of the Commis-
sion, but only a fiat denlal of the state-
ment to which the Commission gave
publicity, that forty-one maie persous
had recently contracted polygamic
marriages.

This utterly groundless untruth is
repeated In the present report and the
equally false slatement is made that
during the past year eighteen rnale
persone with the same number of
female persons have entered into poly-
gamous marringe, 1f it is denuncia-
tion Lo deny these baseless rumors the
“Mormon* Church has dencunced the
Commiesion on two occasions, namely
at the October Conferences of 1894 and
189i. On oo other occasion has. the
Chureh taken issue with the (‘om-
iission.

The DrskRET NEWS has occasionally
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peioted out the partizan course of the
majority of the Commission, apg has
sleo defended it when it actey impar-
tinlly nod wae assailed by the Liber.
ale” who now seem to own the greater
part of it. But we challenge the Qom-
mix«8on or any of ils members tg point
outone thing we have said aboyt it that
was not true.

Since when was the Commis.
sion  charged with ¢ phe admin-
istration of ‘the lawe agnipgg poly-
gamy?? There is nothiug of lh-is
in the law. We have exXplained
Its powera 38 defined by atapyte, I
bas mo others. And when the Com-
mission takes to itself the credil of
what hrs beets done towards the sup-
pression of polygamy. and the nctipn
of the Church in relation tq it, ne-
sumption and absurdity bear about-
equal preportions o the claip,

It should be understowml that these
harges of receul polygamous mar-
ringens are not made ip soy Jeiinite
manper, Unsupported rumors, ¢of po
more legal value than street corner
scandals, are cunpolugly repeated by
the Commlssion io sugh a wny as to
give them officinl support without- as-
suming responsibility for thejr offiglal
publication. [f we wished to depgunce
the members of the Commiesign whao
bave made this Cowardly ang ineﬂ‘ubly
mean aod paitry attuck on the “Mgr.
mon’’ Chureh. this would be the time
and place for such denunciation, We
will not denounce them, we merely
|state the facts. The public can do the
resf,

They give no names of fnformants.
They give 00 names of persopg AcCus-
ed. They are o0 cunoing for that.
The etatements nre totally false.
Names nttsohed to them would mnke
thewm libellous and they would afford a
means of proving their falsity. But
lenving the sneaking charges in this
vague nod unjerronal manner, aceom-
piishen the purpose of prejudicing the
government aud the public, and afords
oo means of demonstrating the villainy
that prompted the slander,

The Prealdenoy of the Church pub-
licly and officially deny the charges.
*The Church in Conference endorses
the denlal. The DiSERET NEews re-
peats it, and defies the Utah Commise
sion to prove what it hns published, If
it can offer wo proof p sup-
port of its statements, surely we
wili not be required to provea nega\-
tive. Neither need we say what men
ure who publish falsehoods officially»
and decline either to add any evidence
in support of their statements pr glive
us the names of thelr alleged In®
formants. i

They iutimate that it is fear of *‘per-
secution’’ of the informers that causes




