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and parts of acts superseded by, or in
conflict with any of the provisions of
this act are hereby repealed.

Sec. 43, This act shall take effect
from and after its passace,

el —
VETOED.
GOVERNOR MURRAY’S OBJECTIONS TO
C. Y. NO. 83.

THE ONE MAN POWER ONCE MORE.

TERRITORY OF UTaH,
EXECUTIVE OFFICE,
Salt Lake City,
March —, 1884,

T0 the Hon. W. W. Cluf,

President of the Ceuncil:

Sir—I have the honor herein to give
to your Honorable body in which the
Bill originated, my objections to Coun-
cil File No. 33, entitled ‘*An Act pre-
scribing qualifications for electors a: d
oifice holders; providing for the regis-
tration of voters and regulating the
manner of conducting elections.”

I will file the bill with the Secretary
of the Territory. It is disapproved,

It is with profound regret that I am
constrained to do so. That the Legis-
ative Assembly of Utah would meet
lhe expectations of the country and the
requirements of Congress, [ had
earnestly hoped. The bill presented for
my approval fails to do =o.

The Act of Congress known as the
Edmunds Law, is entitled ““An Act to
amend section 5352 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States in refer-
ence to bigamy, and for other purpos-
es.” Among its provisions, polygamy,
or the belief infits lawfulness, was
made a ground of challenge in certain
cases, for jury service, and it further
provided that no polygamist should be
entitled to vote at any election or be
eligible to hold any office within the
Territory or under the United States,
and all registration and election offices
of every description were declared va-
cant, until other provisions be made by
the ﬂ%alatwe Assembly of the Terri-
tory. Every duty relating to the reg-
istration of voters and the conduct of
elections, and returning the results
thereof, was imposed upon a board of
five persons appointed by the President
of the United States. Under this jaw
of Congress and by the certificates of
election from the board created by this
law,the presentLegislature was elected.

This law of Congress, also provided,
that the resent Legislature ‘“may
make such -laws conformable to the
organic act of the Territory and not
inconsistent with other laws of the
United States as it shall deem proper,
concerning the filling of the oﬁcea in
said Territory declared vacant by this
act.”” Congress then, in 1862, by sec-
tion 5352, Revised Statutes of the
United States,proposed to uproot poly-
gamy bg_dennuucmg it a crime, and
Bresuri ing a penalty after conviction

yajury. Thisact of 1862 and other
subsequent acts having failed to cor-
rect the offense, in 1382, by what is
known as the Bdmunds law, quoted
from herein, declared that no polyga-
mist, ete., shall be entitled to hol of-
fice, thereby withholding privileges to
certain classes,which had been extend-
ed very fully under provisions of the
organic act. Does this bill tfﬂﬂﬂ-
el by the Legislature tend to
assist in wuprooting polygamy by
Emv_ldmg against those disqualified

y Congress, or does its provisions
tend to make inoperative nlf'ﬁon es-
sional acts relating to the subject?

The Act of the Legislature now in
my hands, not only is not ‘‘conform-
able to the Organic Act” of this Terri-
tory, and inconsistent with other laws
of the United States, but under its
provisiens abundant and easy means to
thwart the will of Congress are fur-
nished. I give my objections to the
graver defects only:

Section three, (3) is oObjectionable
because it is in direct conflict with the
law of Congress organizing the Terri-
tory of Utah. Township, district and
county offices may be elective, as they
now are, under Section Seven of the
Organic Act, but the same Section (7)
ir_nfuses the duty of selecting Territo-
ria
Legislative Couneil.

Sections 4 and & are ubfactinnable
because they continue, in an in-
defensible form, the vicious prac-
tice of allowing the Selectmen
to perpetuate themselved in office,
and to till vacancies in other count
offices as under the old law by whie
the Countv Courts have been able to
thwart the operations of the Edmunds
Law, and to continue polygamists, as
many now hold office, in deflance of
law, and to continue others in office
after the terms for which they were
clected have expired and when their
bondsmen may not longer be liable for
wrongs done the publie. b

There is a guilu re to provide that of-.
ficers who aré appointed shall be com-
missioned as required in Settion 2, of
the Organic Act, Sections six (6) to
nine (9) inclusive are objectionable,
because while treéating of the eligibili-
ty of personsto oflice, nowhere except
in Section six (6) as to the office of
Delegate to Congress, is it reqaired
that they shall be citizens, nor in any
of the sections,"six included, is it re-
guired that they shall be registered
voters, as the law should provide. The
fact that these essential pre-requisites
are contained in some other prior
statute does not answer, because - sueh
prior statute might be eclaimed
to be repealed in favor of this the Jater
onc¢. And further, persons elected or
uﬁaminmd to office might fairly elaim
that the late statute governs and re-

The oath required to be taken under

-

the Edmunds law, which this act pro-
poses to supplant is as follows:

TERRITORY OF UTAH,
COUNTY OF ;
1 , being firet duly sworn,

(oraflirmed) depose and say, that 1 am over
twenty-one years of age, and have resided in
the Territory of Utah for six months, and in
the precinct of one month
immediately preceding the date hereof, and
(if & male) am a native born or naturalized
(as the case may be) citizen of the United
States, and a tax-payer in this Territory, (or
if a female), I am native born, or natural:
ized, or the wife, widow, or daughter, (as
the case may be) of a native born or natu-
ralized citizen of the United States; and I
do further solemnly swear (or affirm) that I
am not & bigamist nor a polygamist; that I
have not violated the laws of the United
States prohiblting bigamy er polygamy ; that
I do not live or cohabit with more than one
woman in the marriage relation nor does any
relation exist between me and any woman
which has been entered into, or continned
in violation of the said laws of the United
States prohibiting bigamy or polygamy;
(and if & woman) that I am not the ‘wife of
a polygamist,nor have I entered into any re-
lation with any man in violation of the i]-WE
of the United States concerning polygamy

and bigamy.
Subseribed and sworn to before me this
—— day of A. D., 188—

Registration Officer Precint.
The oath required by this act is as
follows:

TERRITORY OF UTAH,
COUNTY OF

84,

1 being first duly sworn depose
and say that I am a citizen of the United
States; (or,)I have declared on oath before a
competent court of record, my intention to
become a citizen of the United States, and
have taken an oath to support the Constitu-
tion and government of the United States,
(as the case may be). I am over2l vears of
age; I have resided in the Territory of Utah
81X months, and 1n the El‘ﬁﬂinﬂt of
thirty days next preceding the date hereof,
and 1 am not disqualified as a voter by any
I:;n& 1:: l;::hu United States or of the Territory
0

Subseribed and sworn to before me this
day of , 18

=

Assessor.

By
Deputy Aszsessor.

The latter oath is defective because
it leaves the applicant for registration
the right to judge of his own qualifica-
tions, thus making each one a judge in
his own case. The Edmunas law
makes the registration officer the judge
of the qualifications of the voter, and
this bill which is intended to supplant
that, reverses this practice, wgﬁe it
permits those who are anxious to ex-
peals the former if not directly, by im-
plication, and that no further tests
than those prescribed in these nectll:;nﬂ
should berequired. The Edmunds law
fixes the qualifications of electors and
officers, and makes the registration
officers in Utah the judges of the quali-
fications of officers and electors. That
fact can only be ascertained as to elec-
tors from the record of registration.
In no other way may it be definitely
known that the person is “‘entitled to
register.”” Persons to be eligible for
office should be registered voters. The

officers uypon the Governor- and |

words of the bill before me, viz: ‘“‘un-
less he 18 entitled to regisier,” is too
vague and indefinite an expression.
These provisions not only do not con-
form to the requirements of the law, of
Congress, but ou the contrary leave an
eas;i.war{ for all persons elected either
to Territorial, District and Precinct
offices so disposed to override the will
gf Congress. In fact, tempts them to

0 S0.

Section ten (10) is objectionable for
the following reasons:

First—It re-enacts woman suffrage.
Without expredsing any opinion on the
merits of woman suffrage elsewhere,
the existing law conferring it in Utah
I regard as of doubtful validity %d
must deciine to approve any act giy
it vitality. sk d g

Second—In view of the recent legis-
lation by Congress restricting the suf-
frage in Utah and limiting it to a cer-
tain class, I cannot approve any bill
itended to extend and strengthen the
former system,

Third—This bill .grants the suffrage
to those not citizens of the United
States. This provision might not un-
der other circumstances be objectiona-
ble, but it is well known that a system
of furmgu immigration exists in this

Territory, which so isolates the immi-

grant from republican influences that I
cannot consent to the enactment. My
predecessors have regea.t.edly refused
Lo uslppmva thﬁ. provision, and I en-
tirely concur if their action.

Section twelve (12) . makes assessors
the registration officers and requires
them to appoint deputies in each pre-
cinet, It is objectionable because

there is no requirement that local de-
puties should be continued as ap-

' pointed, The old law had a provision

like this, but after the first year the
local deputies in many places were
discontinued, and many who desired to
register were necessitated to go to the
county seats. Under thejold law many
aints were made of difficulties
rigidly imposed upon members of one
party and which members of another
party found means to evade.

ercise the right, through ignorance,
prejudice,  or zeal, to take an oath
which they ought not to take, and in
such form that no penalty co ald be at-
tached to it and as it contains an oath
to a couclusion of law only, no perjury
could be assigned upon it.
The oath Iitse marvelous in its
omissions and composition, for a reg-
istration oath and noticably so in view
of the laws of Congress, and would
permit if they chose to do so, every
olygamist who had not been convicted
n court to register and vote. |

A registration oath should clearly
state the affirmative qualifications and

—r

facts to be sworn to, so that the most
ignorant voter may know what is re-
quired, and specific facts should be =o
stated as not to leave the voter to find
out what the law is and what facts he
is swearing to. .
For these reasons the oath prescrib-
ed under the Edmunds law is to be

preferred to the less definite oath pre- | P

scribed in this act. 1 deem it essential
that a more specific oath be required in
order that the requirements of Con-
gress and the demands of the country,
may be in fact, in this respect at least,
fairly met by this Legislature, and that
a mere dependency should no longer
ithvgm and null the laws of the
and.

This section is objectionable further
because the time for the closing of the
Registration and Revision is too re-
mote from election day, and as shown

under the old law to have worked in- |
justice to many persons ‘‘qualified to |

register.”’

he last clfuse of this seetton inju-
diciously forbids the erasure of any
name from the registration list b'[y reg-
istration officers after the revision is
closed, as herein provided. Even if
the registration officer personally knew
or it was authoritativaly brought to his
attention, that the person registered
by him is disqualifled, he by this act is
required to git helplessly dowhn in the
presence of (and himself the instru-
ment by which it is effected) illegal
registration and subsequent voting,
taking the chance that some other per-
son may perhaps ascertain the facts,
assume the burthen and challenge the
registration before or the vote on elec-
tion day,

Sec. 16 is objectionable, because it
leaves to the opinion of the county
clerk, perhaps with the conecurrence of
the assessor, to say whether the lists
need revision or not. The law should
be plain and deflnite, and not
leave 80 important a = matter
to the opinion of one or two officers
gi)erhﬂ.pa personally interested as can-

dates) and perhaps invalidatin
other sections of this act in whic
stated revision is contemplated.

Sections 17 and 19 are objectionable
becanse independent precinct regis-
tration would obviate the difficulties
in time and money, in going to county
seats, and because it would be more
applicable if in section 19 the justice
were made the registration oflicer af-
ter the deputy assessor had returned
his list to the county court. Itis dif-
ficult to see under the proposed law
where the justices have any logical
functions in the registration. Regis-
tration officers are the proper persons
to attend to the duties prescribed in
this section, especially as the final
clause leaves it to the justice to strike
off names, but provides no penalties in
case they refuse; and involves a cum-
bersome and expensive law suit to
have one name stricken off.

Section twenty-two is objectionable
because it fails to provide that all bal-
lots at any election should be of uni-
form and color, and also fails to
provide that no marks be made against
the voters name, on the registry or poll
list, save only the numerals designat-
ing the number of his a%pemnce. and
the fact that he has voted.

Section twenty-nine is objectionable
because it prescribes provisious relat-
inﬁ to Territorial o conflict
with the Organic Act.

Section thirty-one is objectionable
because it does not allow a sufficient
time before the destruction of the bal-
lots, inasmuch as candidates are allow-
ed more than the ten days to flle notice
of contest. Ballots should be pre-
served the tull time candidates are
given in which to flle notice of contest.

Sections twenty-two and twenty-
three are objectionable because they
provide for the abstract of the
election being posted by the county
clerk,  and orwarded to the
Secretary of the Territory, who ‘‘shall”
in presence of the Governor unseal and
canvass the same and make an abstract
thereof, etc. He is here required to
make an abstract of an abstract and to
canvass an abstract. This is meaning-
less. If it is desired that he shall accept
the canvass as certifled to him by the
county clerk - and record the same
without any discretion, the law should
say so, but if it means that he shall in
fact ‘‘canvass’’ the vote and cast up
the returns for himself, it should then
provide for no determination of the
result by the county clerk, for in that
case there could be nothing determin-
ed until the Sec * had made his
canvass, and to this the ballots
and all pagers pertaining to the elec-
tion would have to be forwarded to
him, nlunﬁ‘with the county clerk’s ab-
stract. he canvass for votes for
Territorial  officers is  wreng,
as they are not elective.
Certificates to delegates should be left
as contemplated in section 13 of the
organic Act, in the hands of the go-
Vernor. -

In conclnsion, I be _
your serious and thoughtful attention
to that part 6f the ninth section of the
Edmunds law that imposes upon the
present legislature of Utah the impor-
tent duty of enacting laws, that will
aid theg government in its efforts to
mreaa what it regards as organized

e, as a condition precedent, to
relegating to the local authorities the
power to re%ulate the registration of
voters and the conduct of elections,
which has '‘been withdmawn by the
National Legislature.

There remain but four days of time
to which your session is limited by law,
and no act has yct been placed in the
hands of the Governor for approval,
which in the remotest degreeé meets the
re?uu'e‘?anta of the acts of Cun%reas
referred to, and the aroused and in-
lightened sentiment of the country. On

cers in

to again call

the contrary, in the acts, which have
been considered by your honorable
bodies, relating to the mode of proce-
dure, in civil and criminal cases, I
regret to say that every sentence which
might in the shghtest degree affect
polygamy or its kindred evils h¥& been
stricken out. And so closely has this
olicy been adhered to that provisions
in the code of civil procedure, presented
for your consideration, giving an un-
married female or her father or mother
a right of action for damages against
her seducer, was stricken out by the
unanimous vote of both houses.

I am, very respectfully,

EL1 H. MURRAY,
Governor.

PREE vour it ot sedering it
thout o ng it.
e, e, S
lirections for 1 ege an ower
yeeds, Plants, :tc.nﬁgnvnluahle to all.

D.M. FERRY & CO."5xicx.

NOTICE OF FORFEITURE.

TERRITORY OF UTAH,
County of Salt Lake.

SALT LARKE CITY, February Tth, 1884,

TD James Campbell, John F, Kinney, jr.,
Eli B. Kelsey, jr, James Dire, J'. F.
Webb, Thomas Morris,Patrick Lynch, Eliza-
beth L. Kinney, their and each of their Exe-
cutors, Administrators, Heirs or Assigns,
you are hereby notified that I have end-
ed One Hundred and Twenty Dollars($120,00)
in labor and improvements upon the Dial
Lode, sitnated in Main Bingham Cafion,
West Mountain Mining District, Salt Lake
County, Territory of Utah, Jocated on Feb-
ruary 3rd, 1872, and commencing at the
Southwesterly end of the North Star Lode
(patented)and running on its course Twelve
Hundred, (1200) Feet. A more particular
deseription of said Dial Lode may be had
by reference to Book F, of Claims and Lo-
cations, page 447, in the District Record
Books of said Mining Distriet, as will ap-
pear by my certificate filed for record Janu-
ary 27th, 1ss4..in the office of the Recorder
of said West Mountain Mining Digtrict and
recorded inBook N of Notices, pages 387-8,
Records of said District, in order to hold
gaid premiges under the provisions of Sec-
tion 2324, Nevised Statutes of the United
States, and the amendments thereto, being
the amount required to hold the same for the
yvear ending 1833 ; and if within ninety (90)
:1.-1%-;* after the notice of this publication vou
tail or refuse to contribute vour proportion
of such expenditure, as a co-owner, your
interest in said claim will become the prop

erty of the subseriber, under said gection
2324, and the amendments thereto.

w4 3m CHARLES F. BLANDIN.

zustomers of last
[t contains ill

NOTICE TO CREDITORS.
Estate of Charles Binnall, deceased.

OTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN BY THE

undersigned, Executors of the Estate
of Charles Binnn]f‘ deceased, to the credi.
tors of, and all persons having claimg against
the said deceased, to exhibit them with the
necessary vouchers, within ten months after
the first publication of this notice, to the
said Executors at either of their residences
in the Tth Ward., Nos. 342 and 3448 First
West Street, Salt Lake City, in the County

of Salt Lake.
ISAAC M. WADDELL,
CHARLES J. LAMBERT,

Executors of Charles Binnall, decease .

Dated at Salt Lake City, Feb. 13, 1854,
wiiw

SUMMONS.

In the District Court in and for the Third
Judicial Distriet of Utah Territory,
County of Salt Lake.

F

AxXxA VoN Trorr, Plaiutiff,

va.
OrTOo VON TROTT, Defendant.

The People of the United States in the
Territory of Utah seund Greeting:

To Otto Van Trott, Defendant.

OU ARE HEREBY REQUIRED TO
appear in an action brought against
ou by the above named plaintiff in the Dis-
riet Court, of the Third Judicial District of
the Territory of Utah,and to answer fhe
complaint filed therein within ten days (ex-
clusive of the day of service) after the ser.
vice on you of this sammons—if cerved with-
in this county; or, if served out of ths
county, but in this district, within twenty
davs; otherwise within forty days—or judg-
ment hy defanlt will be taken against you,
according to the praver of said complamt,

The said action is brought to have a jude-
ment and decree of this Conrt dissolving the
bonds of matrimony existing between plain-
tiff and defendant, and restoring each to the
rights of nnmarried persons, and awarding
to plaintiff the care and enstody of their
danghter Fayv. the isene of said marriage,
and for general relief, and for costs of saif.
The above relief is asked upon the grounds
of adultery, committed by defendant with
one Kittie Meyer, in the year 1882, at Salt
Lake City, and his adulterous  interconrse
with said Kittie Mever since, and the failnre
of defendant tnrrrnﬁde plaintiff with the
common necessaries of life, since June 16th,
1882, and abandonment.

And you are herehy notified that if you
fail to appear and answer the said cem-
plaint as above required, the said plaintiff
will an:_u‘.ltﬁtn the Court for the relief de-
mande erein.

¥

Hunter, j’uﬂp:e. and the =eal
of the District Court, of the
Third Judicial District, In
and for the Territnr% of
Utah, this 19th day of Feb

ruary. 1n the year of onr
Lord one thonsand, eight
hundred and eighty-four,

J. AVERILL, Clerk,

[REAL.]

0,
By H,

G. MOMILLAN, uty Clerk.
w6 4t s oo

WITNESS, the Hon, John A. |
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