7"I‘HE DESERET WEEEKLY.

—

» pnd bls insionation that
{?1: g«i;:;?;’liaslon was not ignorant of
the fact, the Commiesion has to say,
that jmmediately upon the puhllcnu&n
of Mr, Richard’s statement maile be-
fore the House committee, the chair-
man and another member ot th Co::.
mission proceeded to Ogdon and made
RSTIOATION INTO TIE FACTS.

—_—

B d that the registration

s fould
oﬂrir,::;-} ofo the precinct (Hecond) in
which Mr. Richards lives, was one

dor. That he had no such
:Zly::g‘ogtzaol\fr. Richards attributed
:opmm was not known &8 B gambler,
a snloo'n man, or proprietor of low

hat his registration work had
z‘:li;'e::;s bzun well done, that no com-
pifaings had ever been made to Lhe
Commission in regari Lo bim, o(;
the perforinance of ble duties, an
that nonet of the Ogden people
of whom they inquired had ever

i by Mr.
{the churges until made by

?{?:L‘;‘:da hetore the Cong reestonal Com-
mittee, The preceding muu1:uipal elec-
tion in Ogden hsd 2 sCitizene’ or
Reform party”’ in the field, which wns
fuccessful in obtaiuing control of l!}])e
city government, and Mr. C. C. Rich-
aotive supporter of the

wae RO
:z:g:lldates of this party. When it got

f the clty government it bore
?:;snt::rg:);y tothe good qharncter of Mr.
Tador by appointing bim to #n respon-
sible fiduciary position under the olty
government—lhut of
DOG TAX COLLECTOR,
it ia believed, het altsiél2hglds.

has again, in August, y been
::I:l::mgly regcom’mended to the Commis-
slon for the position of registrar of hiw
precinct. It would seem, therefnre,
that Mr. Richards was mizinfornied
when he made the statement he dld
before the congressional committees.
Anpother charge of a serious nature
is contalned in the statement of one
M., W. SMITH
bofore the same commitiees, He sald:
ery commission issued toany
ogel;' g;po’;nwd in the Territory, the

which,

ats the money in the firat in-
g:a:;:taa‘ ugt who gets it afterwards I do
Dot know. The report of the Utah Com-

in shows that 744 uf these officers
::"c:r:)iggmmiaaioned in 1891, That was
the year in whioh but few officors were
alected. During the year 1892 (the gon-
tlemen who are with me and myself bave
diseyssod tho matter), it is eslimated that
1800 ndditional officors would be com-
missioned. Tuke it for the twoyears and
something liko 2,600 officars would be
cotnmissioned and the foes for Lheir com-
missions would be 12,500, a right com-
fortable Jittle sum, more than any of this
committee get. And that nionoy is
filched out of the pockota of the pcople
without authority of law.

Thisstatement refera dlrectly to re.
gistration and_election officers up-
pointed by the Utab Commisslon, and
heanys '‘that was the year when but
few officers were elected.”

‘Had Mr. Smith deeired to state the
truth, he could easily huve learned that
pot a cent had ever heen charged to
or pald by aoy officer appointed by
the Utah Commission for issuing com-
misslons to puch officers.  Further,
that there ia but one ciasrs of officers
who are by law charged a fee of §5 for
their commiselons, and they are Com:
miegioners of Deeds for Utah in other
Stater, and that the only other cflficers
to whom is charged a emall fee for
cammisafons are thoee offlcers who, by
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the Territorinl lawy, aro i'equlrad to be [ Utah, where they spend two or throe

commlesloned by the Governor. With
these officers the Utab Commission
bas nothing to do, exeept sugh me are
vlective officers, and these receive
their certificates of electivn from the;
Commissivn without charge or fee.

Much was eald {n those Congression-
al benrlnge in regard to the members|
being .

NON-RESIDENTS

of the Territory, who only went there
‘‘once n year” aboul two wesks before
the election, nnd sometimes not that
early,” and packed up and went away,
“lesving somsetitnes while the votes
were buing counted.”?

It hesseerned to be the policy of
the government to appoint non-resi-
dents of Utah upon the Commission,
probuhly upen the theory that such a
Board would be less imbued with the
luenl prejudices than one formed from
the bitterly warrlng factions of Utah,
and that disposes of the first position of
the complaint. Asto the time spent
by ihe Commission In the pertorm-
apce of 1ts duties, the Commieslon can
hardly conceive how gentlemen llke
ex-Guvernor West and ex-Territoriul
Judge Judd could be induoced to make
such unfonnded statements. At the
very t(ime they were making their
statements before the oongressioual
committees, and before they left Balt
Linke to go to Washingtun, this Com-
missjon was in eesslon in the Uity of
Halt Liakve—a sesslon commencing on
the 11th ot January, 1892, and ending
March 12, 1882, a perlod of sixty-obe
daye. It assembled n month before the
elegtion and continued in daily sesslon
pnotll after the votes were gounted and
certified. During the preceding year
it held four sessioneof 114days. The
aversge time eapent lu the pexformauce
of tte yuties annually since the organ-
{zation of the Commiseion in 1882, has
been nbout six and one-third months,
and some years more than eight
months. Tle sessions have never been
beid less than three times eaoh year,
and generally four times,

Here is inserted a table of the

TRAVELS AND BESSIONS
of the Commiseion showlIng:

Total number of days 2008, or 514 years,

Aveorage time each yoar. 6 1-3 months,
wilh two sessions necossury to complete
the work of this year.

This showing exhbibite a8 mugh time
spent in the performance of jts duties
&8 i8 apent by members of Congrens In
theirs, if not more; and yet the Cow-
migsion wag attacked on thls score hy
the honorable chinirman of the House
committee on Territories in a speech
delivered In the House on the 9th of
July Jast. He seems to have {alien
Into the error of taking as true, state-
ments Buch ae have been quoted above.,
The Congresstonal Resord reports him
as sayluy:

““These gentlemen who have composod
thla Commission during tho lnyt ten
years have foond their duties so con-
geDial, bave found a junketing trip to
Salt Lake Ciiy onoo a year so pleasant
thut they havo hold on with death-jike
tenacity year after year, and have on an
appropriation bill some voars aince had
their salaries inoreased from #$3000 to
23000 r annum, and their contingoent
expenditures have more than equaled
the sum paid them ns aalary, * = #

Sir, the membors of this Commission
are paid $5000 per annum and traveling

oxpenses, for golng once each venr to

months on & tour of recreation and
pleasure. The remaindor of the time
they are at liberty to spend attheir homeos
in the sevoral 8.ates whoro thoy roaide
attending to their private business affaira.

Agnin, vn the 14th Jday of July, he
said: ““We pay to five men 32000 per
year and contingent expensea amount-
ing to $10,000 per anpum to go to Utab
once in twelve months,”?

It is presnwned the honorable gentle-
man collected hie supposed facts from
the stalenients made be’ore his com-
mittee, but, unfortunately, these state-
ments confained & vast amount of mis~
Information and very little thut can be
recognized as truth,

The Commissien wns authorlzed by
agt of Congress, approved March 22,
1882, and the members’ salarles were
fixed by that act at $3000 per an-
pum. Before appointing the Com-
miselon Presldent Arthur requested
Congress lo incrense the salarles to.
#3000 on the ground that he coutd pro-
cure n betier clasa of men to serve than
at the low rate of compensation fixed.
Congrese complied with his request
before any appointments were made, -
so it is not true, as charged, that the
Commisslen, by lobbying, bhau their
«alaries increased upon an appropria-
tion bill.

It is regretited that the honorable
zentleman was misled by the misstate-
ments and perverslons of fact con-
tatned in the statements made hefore
his commitiee.

That he had opportunity to hear tho
other eide of tbe question, aud especial-
ly te learn that the ‘funketing trip
once n yenr’ was n myth of the imag-

inatlon, 18 evidenced by the following

letter gent to him Jduring the time the
statements were belng made nnd before
the hearings were concluded,

A letter from Commissioner Rohert-
s0n is annexed to tiie above:

THE DELEGATE FROM UTAH,

in n speech dellveréd in Congress July
14th, also attacked the Comrmission,
and, in support of hilsatatements, gives
what purporis to be letters from two
prominent ‘‘Gentlles,’” “gpe of whom
was formerly n member on this floor,
and who has llved In Utah over
twenty years,’” aud ‘‘the other went
there some years age as a Federal
Judge.” He neither gives their
pames, n.or does he atate which of the
two 18 the nuthor of the slate:
ment in regard to the Wtah Com-
misston:

This commuication has sppeared In
the Delegate’s speech.

The statements contained 1n thias
anonymous leiter Are without sem-
blance of truth, and it is difficult to
belleve that the speaker who presented
1L was unaware of their untruthful
und venomous character.

It s not true that the Commission
“*has ineisted upon exerclsing leginla-
tive, judicis), and exeoutlve powern,»

Oun the contrary, nearly every mn-
pual report of the Commission has

inted out the want of jpLower to
enforco its rulinge, and has suggeste d
the propristy of haviug conferred upon
it the powers it was expeoted and con-
stantly asked to exercise,

It is nut true that ‘*hy the false and
sgan !aJous representation and lobbying
of il members, they have indnced
(Congress to fusten the Commiwion
upon tbe Tefritory.”



