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parents or guardians of a child may | them.

devm the latter
yet the cause of his refractoriness
may be largely the fuult of thosein
chargeof him by thelrapplying the
wrong ecorrective. It may bae the
course that aggravales instend of
curing the untoward disposition of
the child. This is, in all cases of
applieation to havea youth sent to
thie Reform Behool, & necessary sub.
Ject of inquiry on Lhe part of the
couris, who may, as occaslon re-
quires, give commensuiate advice
to the parties making the request.®

The ectnblishment of reformator-
ies i3 not to relieve persons of a
private charge, cxcept in cases of
inability, from some rensonable
¢ause, of lbe individuals to countrol
the stibject they desire to have rele-
gated to the care of the publie.
Oue of the leading oljects of the cor-
rective imstitulion is to protect the
publie from the contamination of
ihe bad examples of youthful incor-
rigibles. It is thus operated to pre-
vent the multiplication of criminals
as well as to reform those who ex-
hibit & depraved disposition. Itdoes
ndt appear to be aceording to the
genius of the reformalory to take
withinits care very young children,
beeause at an early age it not is
competent to tell whether they
will ehange from vicious to proper
habits. Sutllcient time should be
given to demonstrate this point to

such a degree a8 to place
it  beyond reasouable doubt.
Otherwise  there s graat risk

in rendering them more morally
depraved thau before their entry.
When they enter the ijnpstitution
they go nmong black sheep, and it
is almost impossible lo claesify and
separate the inniates to such an ex-
tent as lo eutirely prevent “evil
communnicationa” which feorrupt
good manners.’?

The position taken by Judge Znne
in the case of the application for
admission to the reformatory, con-
silered by lim yesterday, appears to
us lo be the only consistent one that
conld have been taken under the
cireumsiances. There are many
mintters in whieh he exbibitsunm:s:
takable good sense and clear judg.
nient.
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THE TWO POLITICAL PARTIES
AGAIN.

WE give place to-day to an article
by Professor Paul iu relation to the
two great parties of the country.

However, we do not per.
difference from our position in the
facts he cites.

The revenue guestion turns, just
as we said, on the point of how the
necessary reform shall be eflected.
Both parties claim they want to re-
duce the revenue. One may taltk
about tariff for revenue,and the other
about tariff for protection, but the
truth is, both parties want lo raise
revenue by a tariff, and both want
to protect certain industries, direct-
or indirectly. The Democrats do
not want free trade in its full seuse,
the Republicans do uot want every-
thing protected by duties.

We do uot wish to defend or at-
tack either the Mills bill or the Me-
Kinley bill. That is not the ques-
tion. Both have defectz as well as
differences. But a3 Professor Paul
has admitted, the McKinley bill,
like the Mills bill, was framed as a
measure *‘to reduce the revenue.”’
This is evidence that what we
stated ns correct, and has virtnally
the effect of sustaining the point he
attacks.

8o with many other remarks iu
the article. Most of them seem to
show the thinness of the line .be-
tween the two parties. Of course,
there are measures devised by elther
party which the other unitedly op-
poses. They are party schemes and
known to be such. If the palance of
power were shifted, the Democratic
members wonld be just as likely as
not to tnke up and advocate mea-
surcs almost identical with those
they now obstruct, and their adver-
saries would be found on the opposi
tion.

Ground has been shifted by both
parties during the past half eentury,
and many essential dlfferences le:
tween them have been watered or
washed out. That is what we have
claimed, and the articie we print in
anuther column, in the main helps to
establish our claim.

As lo State Righits we said noth-
ing. What we stated was In rela-
tion to the Terrltories, The su-
preme power of (longress over the
Territories—a Republican notion,
has been imbibed by the Deniocrat-
ic party, and its Congressmen and
Judges have reccded from the old
pusition of the party advecated by
such stalwart champions as Judge
Jere Blaglk.

Thie old Demoerntic doctrine de-
elared the powers of Congress to be
limited by the Coustitution strictly

We do this that he may have the | construed. There i8 not a lineIn ft,

desired opportunily to Jraw the|strietly

coustrued, which gives

distinction which he sees between | Congress the alsolute sovereignty
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jover the Territories which Dent-
incorrigible, and | ceive that he hasshowu auy greal | ocrats have conceded as belonging

to it. 'That power lias to be imptied-

Itisnot given in terms, and when

a Democratic Supreme Judyge sald:

It iz too late in the day to dispute

this power,”” he paved the way to

the near destruction of the Demo:,
cratic defense of the right of local

sell-government in the Territories.

\Ve said the Democratic party has.
gone back on its doctrine of local
self government so far as 1t relates-
to the Territuries, and we repeat the
statement. It lias gone over to the
Republican notion on this subject
and that is another evidence of the.
thinness of the line which actually
divides the twnlu.

We have not sald there was any
“identity between the two parties,”
nor that “-there is no difference be-
tween the two parties.”” It is well
tobe exact wben one attempts t0
criticize. We only claim that phe
line of demarcation between theml,
has become, in some respects
rather indefinite, and that each ha?
abeorbed theories held (ormerly bY -
tbe other.

We do not want to ralse any pnarty .
issues in onr colummns at present:
When Ttab obtains some politicsl
influence and cuts some figure i
nationnl Jssues, it will be time
enough to divide, and then every
party will, no doubt, have its adve:
cates, and political opposition will
move into legitimate and defin
chaunels.

Our remarks should not be con-’
strued as eitber for or against Re
publieanism or Democracy. We
merely called attention tu n fach
and that fact, if disputed, has uob
been disproved. [
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THE HISTORY OF UTAH.

Tie mass of the people of thid
Territory will be gratifted to leatt °
that the history of Utah. is about t0
be written. This gratification will
be increased when it Is stated that
this important work is to be per-
formed by Orson F. Whitney, ?
native of the Territory, and a gifted
writer whose ability Is well estal”
lished by psoducts of his facile pel
already it the hands of the public.

No part of the United States has -
manufactured materials for a narrs®
tiveof deep aud in numerous feature?
thrilling interest with the snmé
rapidity as Utah, In many respegl
the thiemee to be related Ly M€
historian are unigue in the fﬂ“.
gense of the term. They will D¢
vividly yet truthfully portrayed by -
the gentleman who has under




