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THE EDITOR’S COMMENTS.

AMNESTY AND PARDON,

The overruling hand of God in the
destinies and experiences of His Baints
has been seen and realized times with-
out number in the brief but event-

ful history of this Church. Espe-
cially during the last few years
have these manifestations of His

power, compassion and mercy been
multiplied in our behalf, The manner
in which the ealm has been made to
succeed the storm has been marvelous
in our pyes; and the promptness and
completeness with which bitterness has
deen supplanted by friendship, and
animosity by charlty, hags been an evi-

dence to all who see by the eye of
faith, that divinity has shaped our
ends, and that poor, finite man is but
an agent and a means in carrying out
the pians of Ompipotence,

Quite in line with this marvelous
chapge referred to, and as another
glowing instance of the tender soligi-
tude and love of Him whon the Baints
have elected to serve, is the lale procla-
mation of the President of the United
States granting amnesly, pardon and
the restoration of civil rights to
all who may have come under
the legal ban impcsed by well-known
congressional enacimentss against the
practice of plural marriage, provided
they havecomplled with the terms of
the proclamation on the gsame
subject nearly two years ago
by the preceding President, Mr.
Cleveland takes up the matter
of pardon where Mr, Harrison laid it
down, and carries it to the utmost limit
of bis executive powers, Previouscoc-
viction and punishment under the laws
alluded to, are po longer, under the
terme of hie proclamstion, a bar
either to the suffrage or to Lhe
bolding of office. O course the
special reference in the registration
oath to the two lawa of Congress on
the subject of polygamy and unlawful

cohabitation is not expunged—
it could not be =mave by the
repeal of the laws themselves,

which is a matter entirely outside
the prerogative of the President.
While those laws are in force it is
equally evident that no proclamation
can legalize the practice of polygamy
or ““‘unlawiul gohabitation’’ even where
the prohibited relations bad beeu pre-
viouely entered into. But every-
thing elee toward removing the dis-
abllities thereby incurred, and toward
restoring and re-establishing the righta
and privileges of eitizenship, as well
a8 exemption from prosecution, is by
this proclamation decisively and unre-
servedly -‘one. The construetion
placed vpon its terma by the Utah
Commission is proof that we do not
exaggeraste the extenrt of il; that
body has ordered stricken from the
registration oath the clause which
reads: “And Il further swear that I
am not a bigamist or polygamist, and
that I have npot been convicted
of any ecrime under the act
of Congress entitled ‘an act’ ete.””
It deserves to be sald in this connec-

tion that it 1s within public memery
thatthere have been registration oathe
presented in which there wzs no
reference to convietion whatever; anu
instances might be cited where, no
longerthan ayearago,men whoaotually
bad been convicted were assured that
they could safely take the oath and
were solicited to do so. While, there-
fore, there seems in the latest oath to
have been this much doubt asto the
scope of iresident Harrison’s amnesty,
all such doubt will be removed by toe
ex plicit terms ol President Clevelanu’s
document. There of course re-
maings the clause in whiech
the applicant for registration prc mises
to support and faithiully obey the Con-
stitution and . laws of the United
States, ‘‘erpecially the laws in refer-
ence Lo bigamy and for other purposes,’’
ete.; but, as above stated, those laws
require that such an oath be taken,
and only by their repeal can it be
expunged from registrations eonducted
under them.

That this important proceeding in
the healing of recent wounds will be
hailed with joy and gratitude by the
Mormon people and by their friends,
scarcely need be reiterated, Their
thanks were due and were expressed to
President Harrison whose proclama-
tion, ata time when it required cour-
age to lseue it, has been al'uded to.
Their thanks are due now to President
Cleveland and those whose kindly
advice in this matter he has acecepted.
The presentjfavor was no doubt easy
to grant, for there could have been
found few to oppoee it. But the act
is none the less appreciated nor the less
friendly on that account, and it reflects
bigh credit upon every one who had a
partin it. Above all should the Baints
address their thanksgivinge and sup-
plieations to Him who moves and
direets men’sa minde, and controls all
things as seemeth to Him good.

The answering of two questions from
a Mill Creek correspondent is now
made easy. He writes:

Please answer through the News for
the benefit of your readers the following
two questions:

1st—The Copper act—does it save a
man’s iranchise?

2nd—For eommitting a misdemeanor
and being proven guilty, does a man lose
his franchise?

Cohabitation is a misdemeanor; many
have been sent to the penitentiary for ir;
they have behaved themselves and for
their good conduct tneir sentence has
heen shortened, condoned,—they did not
serve their full time of sentence. If there
are such who are not cohabiting with
any but their lawful wife today, can they
register and vote?

Our vorrespondent also asks concern-
ing the stutus of a man who was con-
victed of polygamy aud served three
years of his term, being pardoned
before the term expired. The auswer
to thia is that sueh pardon carried with
it the restoration of eivil rights, and
such person, provi ed he could sub-
scribe to the other portions of the oath,
was entitled to register and vote,

Asto the questions above (uoted,
the angswer to the first one s that the
copper act of itself carries with it no

restoration of rights; ite benefits are
accorded as a reward of good conduct
in prison; and a man’s legal status
upon completing a term shortened by
a few months under the provisions of
the copper #et, would be precisely the
same a8 if he had served to the very
last hour the term to which he hat
been sentenced.

As to the second question, the terms .
of the laws relating to polygamy and
unlawful coh~bitation forbade the
franchise to those gullty of those of-
lenses, and President Harrison’s
proelamation of amnesty, while in-
tended to favor those who were will-
ing to apply for it and who had not
been guilty of the offtenses named
since adate iwo years and two months
previous, was held by many to offer no
restoration to those who had been con-
v cied, though, as we have above
shown, the Utab Commission of that
time seemed to hold a contrary view.
President Cieveland’s proclamation of
yesterday express=ly includes these,and
restores all the rights they have lost by
reason of sucn conviction; and there
would seem to be room for no further
cavil about it.

HOW TO DEAL WITH THEM.

Another instance now comes to pub-
lic attention of an individual of the
male persussion who came in from the
country, made his way to a den of 1n-
famy, lost his money, and now asks
the officers to prosecute the female
companion of his revelry for having
robbed him of his cash. Just what
claim such ‘‘suckers’—as individuals
of this class are vulgarly though mnot
inappropriately termed—have to offi-
cial sympathy does not appear clear,
They come to the city to see ‘‘the ele-
phant,”” and see it in violation of
morality, decency aud law,. 1fin their
gumbling or other procedure they cou-
pider themeelves winners, they go oft
uncomplainingly, perhaps to return at
some other time. But if they get the
worst of it, they suddenly become
very virtuous, call on the officers to
help them out of their dilemma, and if
assistance 18 not given to this end,
they raise a bowl about ‘‘official
negligence.””

It may be suggested that it is the
busivess or officers to prosecute offend-
ers against the law when a complaint
is made. That is true in the sense of
vindieating publie authority and
respect. But it 18 not an officer’s busi-
nees to engage in prosecutions which
afford no hope of couviction and only
put the publie to needless expense, In
cases like that referred to, the word of
one party is as good as another, and go
far as known the public prosecutor
could foetilute proceediogs only with
the certainty of being beaten. Usually
when these are begun and the fleeced
individual gets back a share of his
money through the influence of official
threats, he disappears from the scene,
leaving the publie to pay the costs.

Persons who place themselves in
the position referred to have no
right to cfficial aid or sym-
pathy. ~ When  they start out
on their sprees, the more com-
pletely they are robbed the bet-




