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8 Bishop of that denomina-
tion, apd pleading with the
Presbytery of that body for the
aloption of religio-political anti-
“Mormon? resolutions. This week
he figures us ¢ Duke of Utah,” and,
43 a burlesque actor of no MeAD pre-
tensions, Jdoing homage te the ear-
Nival Rex. [tis diffieult to tell in
What new role Governor-Bishop-
Duke Thomns will next appear,and
an anxious public will only have to
Wait in patient expeetation.
Doubtless the latest title of “Ar-
thur Dulke of Utah’’ tickles the
Buvernor all over for he has aspira-
tions to grasp prerogatives that be-
lﬂng only to autocrats, being such /s
bsolute monarehs, princes; and feu-
dal uules wield where the massesare
el in gemi-slavery. To prove the
eXistenee of this proclivity one has
only to point to his recommendn-
tion contained in his last officia) re-
Lort to the Becretary of the Interior
~that the power to elect al! connty
officers in Utah be taken from the
People and they be made appointive
by fsome Federal authority.”” The
“Federal authority?’ referred to was
of course Arthur, Duke of Utah.
This has been demnonstrated by the
bill tor an net mow pending in the
Benate—of which hedisingenuously
tlimed {0 have heard nothing

Wwhile in Washingtun—Uo create him |-

8 more than feudal
Territory.

Reverting again to the scene
at Qgden, it may be well for our
feaders to take a teaspoonful of
ta} soda before perusing the account
of it, to prevent nausea, otherwise
Buch conditions may arise from the
Cotitemplation of the picture as may
Dugessitate the administration of
Copipus doses of Sun 'cholera mix-
ture. It wus to be expected that
Many ordinary aod some extra-
ordinary people would catch the
farmival spirit and fali prone at the
feet of the ‘‘counterfeit present-
ment’? of royaity, but to behold
the chief executive of the
Territory in that prostrate coo-
dition was almost beyond intel-
ligent conception. But, of course,as
There are wide diversities of indi-
Yiduals there will always be a wide
disparity of views in relation to
What constitutes troe digoity, and
'egarding the eternal fitness of
thipgs,

Taken as a whole, the entire ex-
hibit shows & temiency toyard the
frivolous and unsubstantial that is
Dot promising. Bueh manifestations
Of pwpnlar Lent will draw the line
Birongly between the light-minded
80d the seolid. We tiust that

Duke of this
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the wisitors, us visitors, will re-
ceive a kindly and cordial wel-
come, but so far as participating
iu the (rivolous burlesgue now being
enacted 1s eoncerned, the propriety
of it does not appear to us to be a
matter ot questioin  Had the invita-
tion tendered to the strangers been
of the usual vharacter, devoid of the
grotesque absurditles assoeiated with
it, no dignity would have been lost,
and the vigitors could have been as
kindly and hospitably enbertained.
As it is, let them be treated with all
Jue cowsideration and all needful
steps be laken for their comfort dur-
ing their sojourn in our beautiful
city. All this could have been bet-
ter done, however, apart from the
conditions of a gigantic joke.

—-—

THE TWO GREAT PARTIES OF
THE DAY.

THE Republiesn party has given
to the country many proofs that it
is a purty of force, determination
and poficy. Whatever It resolves
to do it emdeavors to accomplish,
irrespective of present ohstacies® or
of ferer views or attitudes. As
Senator Inealls would say, “'to get
there,” is its object, and it permits
pothing that it ¢in remove or sup-
press to'stand in ite way.

Of late years it has adopted many
principles and ideas th.t were ohece
supposed to be the particular and
peculiar property of the Demoerats.
If necessary to Buccess it would
adopt many others. [t is thus
progressive and, if apparently io-
consistent in principle, this line of
polioy is consistent with its genera)
course,

The luoe of deraarcation between
the two great political parties of the
pation, so far as politienl dectrine
poes, is quite thin and rather io-
definite. Thetwo organizations are
as hostile as ever. But each bas
absorbed theuries that were held by
the other, and there are few essen-
tial differences of opinion between
them.

There are [lepublicaun free traders
and Democratic protectioni-ts. And
neither party wouid “now advocate
a gomplete policy on either princi
ple. A modified tariff s the end
sought to be reached by both Re-
publicans and Democtrats in Con-
gress, and the difference between
them is rather one of details than of
principte. Of conrse each party
misrepresents and exaggerates the
views and acts of the other. But
tariff reform, not {ree trade, was at-
tempted when the Democrats were
in power, and tariff reform, not

generul protection, I8 now _advo-
cated by the Republicans. Mills
and MeKinley both work for n re-
|duction of iluties, wot for their
abolitivn or their impositi o upon
|allimports.  What they fight about
[is the munmer in which the com-
mon end shall he reached, and the
articles that should Le relieved or
protected.

Bo io regard to the doctrine of lo-
cal self-gnvernment—an essentially
Democratic ductrine. The party
that has preached it for a century
bas gone back on it as it relates to
the Territories, adopting the ex.
treme Republican notion of the su-
preme power of Congress and other
anti-Demoeratic ideas,

Oan the other hand many Republi-
cans have beconie advocates of the
| rights et individual Btates, as
{againsi the encruachments of Fed-
eral authority in certain directions,
while maintaining generally the
principle of centralization and the
power of the Nation, as a strong
Goverument in the full sense of the
word, and bot A mere aggregation
of independent Btates.

But whatever the Republiean
party adopts as a poliey it perse-
veres o earryiog out, and hence ils
advantage in a conflict with its old-
time political opponent. The Demo-
critiv party lacke the courage, the
will, the unity and the determina-
tion of its- well organized enemy.
Aond while it embedies the fun-
damental prineiples  of repub-
lican government, it fails of iis
purposes and becomes an ensy prey
to its more vigorous if less prineipled
foe.

The passage of the feleral elec-
tions bill, and aiso of the Wyoming
and Tidaho admiseion hills, affords
illustrations of the ways and meth-
ods of the two parties. The Repub-
llean party resolved on these mens-
ures. It went to work, straightway,
determined to ‘‘get there” jn spite
of everything. The right or wrong
of the matter, the constitutionality
of the power conferred upon elec-
tion officials, or the question as lo
whether the Territories named hau
sufficient population und other
gualifications under existiog rules,
{ were not counted at zll when the
| purpnse was eonclnded and the
| policy was decided upou.

Let what may be aald about in-
| dividuais of the two parties eombin-
ing to make Btates of [dzho and
W yomipg, the fact is apparentthat
their admission is & Republican
measure for party ends. [dahogoes
in with its restricted suffrage con-
stitution and its infamous test ocath




