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MINISEISIt PHELPS 1\-Icleuce, tbrongh the rise apd fall exactly consist In? Civil liberty 18|shouid be olilical parties in aefrce| upusual interess, and the fact tha:
== 10of kingdoms undd wars apd tumuits in- | simply the fenjoyment 6! the luadu=|country. There will pever fuil to be| sixteen Senators of the United State

oN TAE LAW OF TlIE LiXD—i LUCID
LECTURY ON THL INVIOLABILITY
OF KUMAN RIGILTS.

8aLy Lake CITY,
Februnry duh, 1887

Editor Deseret News:

A friend of mine banded me 2 copy
of the Shepton Maliet  Journal (an
English puper), so-that I could learn
what was mklusbplucu in and aroond
the place of my birth. Alter absorbing
everything of interest to e
about howse, I folipd sn account of 4
lecturc 0@ address dellvered by Mr.
Pheips, the Amerjcan Minister to the
Court of St. Jumes, before the Edin-
burgh Philosophical lustitutlon, ob
November 12, 1886, ou the “Law of the
Lup;" und { cun uasure you 1 was very
much interested in the clear, and beau-
tiful way he spoke on the subject, and
the plain and forcibl¢ manuner in whigh
he lays down the prineiples and rules
which should govern the making and
the admnuistrutioo ofthe law.

Thivking that the address was well
worth preserving in our records and
thati it would be fread with lnterest by
Lhousands of Amdricans und especial-
1y by the Latter-day Salnts hope
tiiat you will be able to tind room to
print it entire in the News, and £9 the
rules and priuciples laid down by Mr.
Phelps are In strikiug contrast with
the policy and conduct of this govern-
ment towards the people of Utaa, a re-
view of hjis address by you and
the "application of thé views
of Mr. Pheips by his government to-
wurds the people of Utah, would show
snch o coutrast to the Pollcg- pursued
at present sond for the last fiLy years,
thut it wonld cuuse ressonuble people
who are sognuinted with oar past his-
tory to stop, ponder and hesitate be-
{fore committing themselves Lo the con-
tinnance ol such barbaric treat:ment
and would result injsuch a revulsion of
feeling a8 to dewand thst the rights
of ihe people of Utsb shouid be re-
spected a3 much 48  an other
people. - I am  not  ipformed
a8 to the views and {feelings 'of
Mr, Phelps or his actions in public
life towurd the people of Utab, and
therefore prefer to give bim credit for
being Bincere in his stutements, and
that they were prompted by a heart
that 8 honest and that ifke the Found-
ers of this Republic, he would be will+
tng Lo cousecrate hils fife, Lis fortune

and . his sacred houwor to the
perpetustion  of  those  privel-
pled, so that all could. enjoy

them (unpopular Mormous included).
The impressiou forced itsell upou rme,
however, that he wag favoring the
scheme of the “‘Grand Old Mun” in
his gfforts for poor Ireland and was
but echoing the sentiments expressed
by Vice.Presidear Hendzicks some
I.l’me ago on the ,fame question, ai-
iboungh I muat confess that the *‘Min-
ater'’ wus fur Superior to the‘'Vice-
President” both in tine feeling and
expresston, so that it wis ndt so offen-
sive to our cousins over the water.
1 mwust close, und bn- doing 8o
1 fervently hope that the Great and
Grand Old Man, Mr. Gladstopt, way
be the meanns in the hands of Provi-
dence of success{uliy providiug the
way for the happyiviog of freland, that
ber longaletayed rights and privileges
moay beYranted vato her a8 unto the
most favored part of -the British Ew-
pire, and that the jubllee celebration
ot pood Queen® Victoria muy be
a Jjubilee 1ndeed by celebrating
the liberty and freedom of Ireland ;and
may God grant that it will nothe long
before statesmen will avise io Awerica
who, will consecrate thelr Jives to the
service of demanding aud securine Fe-
cognition tef the merits of,and the
granting of equal rights, liberties and
privileges to, the people of thiy dis-
trégsed (Ireland in the United Btates)
Terrttory ol Utab. HIsTORIOUS.

Following is the
9 ADDRESS

abova referred to. It was ihe first of
the session of the Philosophical-Insti-
tutlon. On the occasion Mr. J. B.
Balteur, M. P., occupied the chair:

Mr. Phelps said—The theory upon
which gur system of goveronment rests
is that napkind possesses certain
natural rights, usually described as
-those of life, liberty and property, in-
dispepsable to human freedom uod
‘happiness; that those rlghts are nou
derjved from, but are untecedent to
government, which 1s instituted for
their mmaintepunce as ita first and prin-
cipal object; the governiment can never
be allowed, therefore, to intringe or
disregard ‘'vem, nor to fail to offer
redress for their invasion, und
when it ceases to respect and uphold
ihem the gbligatton” of allegiance ter-
mioates and the right of revolution be-
gins. These constitutional principles
are of perpetnal duratiom and of per-
petnal authority becsuse the oatural
rights they 1maintain are of per-
petnal obligztion. No change
of time or circumatance, uo "new
discovery in political scionce, no
moditieation of the forms of povera-
mentcan affect jtheir validity or re-
strict their control. The principles of
Jaw which I havethus endeavored to
sate belong exclusively to the Apglo—
Saxon rice. In ao other,systemn toat
ever exisled are toey to be found.
They are the distinctive characleristics
of the common Jaw of Eugiand, which
18 likewise the common luy of the En-
glish-speaking race everywhere.p They
were the offspring of uo man's cres-
tion, the product ¢f no man’s brain.
Throueh ceaturics of vigorous Saxon
life, through much oppression and

numerable, the great ides that nnder-
livs free goverument slowly ripeved

into perfection. It founa fts first
defiaite Band  perwanent  vxpres-
sfou §n Magus  Cbarts; and be-

came tuere the foundution of Engiish
law, to distingulsl it thenpceforth from
all other law, apnd to conduch the peo-
ple to whoin it belonged and their de-
scendants to a prosperity which the
world bad pot secn before. 1 do not
weaw to say that wbder wo other sys-
temn ol povernment ure the personal
rignts malutulned. They may be upe
beid to a greater or less extent, and
possibly to the full exteut,
others, A wlse and bumune despot
wight promulgate o code of laws
| which tsbouldj sflord us complets se-
curity 10 these rights wbile it lasted &g
the law of Enpgland does, But under
uc otner theory than ours car they ba

protection. Iu gowernments based up-
on different principles, person:l rights,
50 {ar as they exist, are derived from
she governing power, und may therefore
at any time be abridged or taken away
by 1t. Human experience has shown
thay rights which are thus conierred
are sooner or later lost. It Is only
when they are conceded to be inviolu-
ble and when the obscrvabes of them by
government becomes the coudition of
its existence that they ever cun be
permunently sale, Fhere is stiil an-
other brauch of the constitutional luw
which is practieally unchungeable io jts
chargctier. In the protection ol the
cardinal rights it bas'been tound that
certain political institutionsund certsin
judicial privciples and processes are
necessary, Tue divimion of govern-
weptinto thres independent branches
—the executive, the legislative apd the
judicinl; representation in Partinment;
the wainténance of courts ol e%ual
- Justice the Wit of habeas
corpus; the triul by jury—these und
other princlpal featuresin thbe admin-
istration of clvit authority are not of
themselves essential to hbuman enjoy-
ment. They are only so any devices
sbowu by experience as well us by reu-
son to be indispensable to the just
protection of toe rigbts that are esgen-
tisl. 'Fne fundamentul law divides,
therefore, ioto  two  brunches the
priociples that defloe human rights and
the wnchinery established for their se-
curity. Upon tbls foundatidn of con-
stituttbonal principles §8 reared that
sther portion of the genersl structure
of the comnon law which | huve re-
terred to na the liw that {8 subject to
chauge, It ts deduced trom these prin-

ciples by their efadus]l applica-
tion to the 1wultiform and vari-
ous relatlons of the judividual

to his fellows and to the community.
As ¢lviiization becomes more exigeut,
society more artliteial, industry and
business more various and cormpli-
cated, apd property nore Intricate in
its forms and titles, the slmple princi-
ples in which law hes {is orig:n re-
yuired to be developed and extended.
New relations sprang up, new regula-
tions becuine necessary, (resh remedies
had to be sought tor.  To meel these
requirements the law coustantly ad-
wvunees and 18 perfectly adequate.” All
Jaw thut {8 worth alyihing eomes By
growih, not by arbitrary crestion. it
arises out of an increasing dugd ever-
vurying necessity, Its movement is
copstant, sometimes in the* wrong di-
rectiou it 18 true, butin the long run
generally in the right direction. When
[aw ceuses to grow, sliety ceases to
wdvanze. It would be au joteresiing
topic, but outside the line of iny re-
murks, to trace more particularly
the mnawure ot the growith of
the body of the common law from its
root und loundation—the luw of the
iand. Ountof it urise numberless leval

Anore of less impuartant and desirable,
not absolntely necessary,
only provisions forcurrving out, iu the
muititerm relutions of lite, liberty and
property, In the liberal wcceptation ot
those terms. The province of the
generul body of the law in Its vast
claborution of detsil is only o increase
the security, to diminish the joterrup-
tions, Lo {inprove,and the enjoyinent of
.those tundamentsd and indispensable
rights. When tbis. is accomplished
the power and province of civil au-
thority arc exhausted. Human law
capn do no more formap. All that
remaing to wake lile happy andcrros-
perons must come, nnder Providence
from personal conduct and exertion
for which the field is thus open and
protected,. I bave tlhus been elemen-
tary and, I feur, at the pame time
wusrisome in order to point out a8
clearly as [ can just what it Is that the
law of the-land secures, and to empha-
size the distinction between constitu-
tional rights and merely legal rights—
the Hirst underlying governwent and
pot to be ipfringed bv its power; the
latter derived from government, held
subject ut all times to jts action and
liable to .be modifded or witbdrawn,
‘The line which divides these two
clasgesof rights is the one which de-
lnes and limits the power of the ma-
jority. Ip respect to metely legul
rights thaty power is ultlmately su-
preme. If inconvenience, hardship, or
1njustice wsult from Its  exer-
cise they cau only be corrected
through the law - making power
itself; bnt over oonstitutional rights
the popular voice has no control, Ma-
jorities are but su-agency of ' govern-
ment, which in all its agencies is ;sub-
ject to constitutiona] limjis. It {8 the
1aflura cleatly to observe this distinc-
tion thut is sl the bottom of some
movements I shall refer to hereafter.
‘What, then, is civil liberty dnd what i8
{ree government? We know jthat we
epjoy them, but alter all what do they

noder.

assured of a complete or permauent]

rights, changeable in their eharacter,,

Tney sre all 7

mental rights 4o their full extent, apd
free government is tue government,ap-

‘propriateinlorm, that sccures toeir

permgnent protection to all men ailke,
not by-a security dependeut upon tbe
willof the government power butl by
ouc inherent io the goverunent ltsel!
and co-extensive with Iltw cxisteoce.
It ig a \'crg commo:n  mistake
10 suppoese that the freedom of
goverpiient cousists in its form und
not in its substance, {o the meaps thut
should maintaiu freedom rather thaw 10
| treedom 1tself. Forms of wovernmest
of whatever sort are only forins. The
irue test is pot fu the nuaivre of e
machinery, but {n the result that comes
ot 1t at lust. The muchivery In and of
itsclt is only a perpetual burden. We
should gladly dlspense with itif human
| nature was good ¢nourb to do without
1t, Itis but a wmeans, not an eod, that
s form of government, in which tbe
ultimate power i inithe people, 18 nec-
essary. The maiateuaoce of ireedom
is true; that such govermments are
necessartly {ree is potirue. They huve
been usuxlly free, ‘because they have
.not been perverted from tbeir purpose,

not because it is impossible that
they shounld be. The opposite to
free governmenst is arbitrary

power. 'That might be administered by
a despot or vy a clusy. Of u deshotism
there is ut this day and jn our race
uo danger; of attepnpt at estublighing
cinsy government, tlfere s duanger,
Wien ioany form of popular govein-
went equal protection of tHe tnnda-
mental rights or of any of them ceases,
that Goverument, though its form re-
malus, i8 no longer free, and becomes
an ordinary autbority unjustly exer-
clscd by one clasy over another. In-
vasion of the right of property de-
feats the equnlity of the law. Equality
of rizbts 18 ordaloed of God. Ine-

uslity vlcondition is equaily ordaiged.
The ong may be temporarily broken
down, tho other can pever he over-
come. It-has pleased Providence to
accord to but few the capacity to ac-
cimulite or to preierve properiy to

any grest cxtent. f{t 18 a benelleinl
rovision that the mass of man-
ind muss live by their

industry. it is o blessing and not a
cursre that by the sweat of the brow
we sball eat bread, It would be an
unhappy world {{ smusement were the
sole employment ‘of jta fubabizants.
Inequality of ancquisition there always
hus veen and always must be nader
whatever condition of governmeut.
The principle of law therefore which
secures to every man hia own, while
it mulntains cqual rights, canuot pre-
vent most nnequal results. It is a
gruve #rvor to believe that jnvasion of
ihe right of property is for the bepefl:
of the poor, The result i8 precisely
tbe reverse, Noproperty can be safe
when ouce the general security that
protects allelikeis lost. Itisa deln:
sion to imugine thav it cap be im-

lajned for the residue, that it may ve
mude the subject of # discriminat-
ing protection oo fthe limits of
moral  justlce at the will of
the governiug power. There ¢an be no
niddle grouud. Either the title to
luwiul property must be universully
protected, or it ceases tothe protected
atall, Thatitis not the few, but tue
maay, who are most largely benetited
by the protection of the right’ol prop-
erty has peen sirikiogly demmonsirated
n the nistory of the United States.
Under the American Constitation, as L
sh:ll point out hereafter, extraordio-
aty safeguards have been devised
which bave thus far rendered the pro-
tection absolule and certain. The re-
sult bas been the most Peneryl distri-
butjon of properly und the lurgest in-
dividusl prosperity that hive ever
been konown in _civilized life. The:
lory of Awerica has been well said to
ﬁe in the homes of its people. Mil-
lions of those homes, the property of
their occuplers held in @ security of
tenure hitherto unquestionable,stretch
wcross the cootinent from  sea
1o sea. It is true that under the same
equul protectioa the miilionaire enjoys
und increzses his accuwulations,some-
tes ili-gotien, sometines tllaspent.
But to assail uim by lmpairing the
general security to property tbat .the
Constitution sifords would be like
trying to stay the rulm.from heaven
becuanse it falis upon the just a3 yell as
upon the unjust, or like impugnlng the
beéneficence of ihe Almighty because
under its Jmpartinl rule the wicked man
still flourishes in bis time, No dema-
gogue, no setf-seeker, no man who
‘{pllows for a reward,*has everstruck
an effectual bldw for liberty or has ad-
vanced the canse of human :freedom o

wuys in the mouths of such men, but
|they are its" epemies, mnot its
triends. 'I‘ne{) bave retarded and
disgraced it, but they: have never
done it apy good; they are only camp
followers, not soldiers, in the great
mar¢h destined, we hope, to overcome
the world. Liberty everywherealways
bas been reaintained by the best class
of ity subjects—I use the term im no
conventional senae. ] understend the
best class to be that which 18 com-
posed of the best people. They may
be found in the peerage; they may rise
{from humble life—their distinction is
in quality, not in ranpk. It was the
best class of Americans who took up
the great quarre] on the far side of the
Atlagtie, carried through the Americaa
revolution, ordained and set fust the
Consiliution of the Uniced Siutes, and
Lhave upheid It ever since. It is in
that clasd everywhere in all coun-
tries, under all Iree systems of
government that the lawof the land,
which is liberty, must tlad its defenders,

puired to & certain extent and main- |-

sipglester. TInC uame O I Jdaals IPB the reason why tne correspondent of,

Tn“ere :.always will be and there always !
- 1 1y T » 1§

found room enougbh for s wide and
sincere difference of opinlon oa the
guéstions arisiug between them. ' But
the law of the land 18 not the property
of alparty nor the just subject of parLy
dispute. All purtles goeet ou it and
start from it &8 a_comiou ground, und
ull are equully interddted 1o tis preser-
vation. Whet tree government should
doin ber muliliorin exigencles and
emergencles of the nutional life |8
of*en a grave questivn. Whether irce
Kovernments shonld continue-to exist
cap pever be o question in the British
or American mind. Notliog Iikely o
occurattblis day in any such pgovern-
inent 1s 8¢ much to Be dreanded and 80
necessary to be resisted as move-
ments like tnose I hive referred to to-
wards the orgaiization of partles up-
on class lipes, and the marshaling of
opne cliss to mueke war upon apother.
Polities]l parties hitherto, bave been
composed of all classes; divisions
bave been npon the hoes of opiuion
and not upon thése of conditiont It
is only recently that these movewments
haye been serionsly set on oot in vari-
ous directions, upd especiglly la
America. Tt started in oné free coun-
try they endanger all. I heve tried to
poluat ont how danprerous to free goy-
ermmnent Nuch & warfare taust be ¥ al-
lowed to go on toits legitimate conelu-
sion. It i3 not merely the fortuue of
the eonflict that i8 to be feared, it iy
the conflict iteelf. It- is the shortest
and moskt dlrect road to the
resum ption of the m‘fn of artitrary
power. Theman who inavguratey or
encoyrages such 4 warfare is & greater
because 8 more elficient enemy to lib-
erty thao If he attempted to set up the
worst forn of despotismn with which
humanity was ever-efilicted. It is ldle
to expect Utoplan results, Tbe vary-
ing lotof humanity can never be equul-
jzed. The poor will be always with
uy. But perhaps in the ripening fruits
of the larve philantbropy, that droacer
and roore generous brotherhood which
taking scconn: of human fraility and
human rorrow, shalltry to lessen the
inequalities of life by raisieg from be-
low not by pulling down froin ubove,
to obllterate Jo some ' Measure
those distlnetions that do mot muark
a differeuce, and to strength-
en the security of rlelits by dintinishing
the temptation to attuck thew, may yet
be secn—1 canpoot believe it visiooary
to think so--not the least bepeflceat of
the ;:fru:cio‘ns harvests that have becn
genefated upen the Jand by the law of
the land. g(Loud cheers.)

Qu the motion of the Lord Provost, &
cordlal vote of thunks was awarded to
bis Excellency forhis address.

— =

WASHINGTON.

But Little News of Nuterest — The
Cooteronce Commitice — Tucker's
Bpeoch Not in Active Demamd—The
Women's Conveution - 'The FYres-
ident Askoed to Veto the BilL Ete.

Nuws' Bpecial Qorrespondent.

WasUINGTON, Jau, 28, 1887,
8o far as Utah is concerned there lsa
dearth 0f newa this week. There
seems to be u good deal of anxiety and
interest over ‘the fuilufe of the con-
ference cominittee th take action oh
the Tucker-Kdmuads bill. Menator
Edmunds, chairmaa of the Sendte con-
ference vommittee, hos, it is under-
8tood, been almost too busy to take ug

the matter. Untll a vote wus reache
a few days ago, his time bad kecn
largely occupivd with the vexed and
important subject of Amerlcan apd
Enpglish fisheries and that is no scouer

‘disposed of than the Bell telephone

case comes up ‘before the Supreme
Court; in thls, it i3 understood, he is
engaped as counsel. His time has,
thercfore, been pretty well occupted.

L Two meetlings of the conferente com-

mittee have been had but nothing wus
accolnplished' at either, from which
it {s presumecd 2 difference exists.
A further meeting may take place soy
day. The whole affair is in & very’
UNCERTAIN CONULITION,

and outslde of those Immedlutcl{'
cerped, there doxs pot seem to
slightest interest in the matter,
Livery day develops more ciearlytbe
fact that dr. Tockerhas made no capi-
tal out of his new venture. Nota'sln-
ite paper of auy hinportance cau be
found which endorses the proposed
legislation, and while some few huve
made l'elgurks of a personslly complir
mentury nature, his conduct in crowd-
jng through tne leglslation against
Uiub bas certalnty failed to call tor the
laudits of the country. Perhaps this

con -
@ the

the Tribuneoffers the diseraced veleran
s0 much disgustiug flattery. It is
generally recognized by the American
people, snd by men in political power,
who are vehelnent in the opposition to
polygamy, sznd determined upon its
destruction, that meh with the vape-
veering quaht.tes which Tucker has dis-
played can not be trusted. Suwmer-
sault statesinen do not nake rellable
judges, and for a judgesbip it is that
the soul of J. R. Tucker doth ardently
yearn. b

The subscription Itst for the speech
has been worked tor all it was wortb,
but it J1d not amount to wuch. I am
informed that Delegnte Cajpe has ap-
plications pouring in from all parts of
the couutry tor copies of his speech. It
has attracted the widest attention, and

|18 simply unanswerable,

THE wWOMAN'E CONVENTION,

The Womarn’s Nationa] Suffrage Cofi-
vention ‘concluded a three days’ svs-
.Fh):,l bere this week. It was a time of

voted tor u sixteenth amendment to
the United States Constitution con-
ferring the franchise oo wownan, de- -
manstrates the growing sentiment in
favor of the movemnent. The only op-
position offered 1o the bill which
pussed the Houle Jap. 32, save that
made by Mr.Caine and Mr, l;enuctt,wuu
that v avolished woman suffruge 1n
Utuh; yet these oppouents all swale
lowed It thatthey wight glut their ap-
petite for. more vicious HEieusure
agalosat the Mormons. Mr. Tuckers
bus no friend io the women, for they
Lbave put themselves on record agaiust
the bill, because of this anti-suffraye
:uit.ure. Amopg the resolutions
Adopted durisg ihe session wus the
{ollowiug, which met with unanimous
Approval:

Whereas, On the voit in the United
States Senaty to wdmit Washington
Territory ay 4 State, thirteen Senstors
‘voted to deprlve tbe women of the
proposed Htate of the clectdve firan-
chise and,

““Whereas, The antl-polygamy bllls
framed by both Houses of Congress
provide for the disfranchisement of
non-polyzamous women of Utab, and

i* Whereas, The women thua
songht to be disfranchised have besn
for yearsin the pesceable exercise of
the "builot, snd uno charge is made
apuinst them of any crime by reaseu
of which they should lose their vested
rights; tierefore,

" Resoived, That this assoclation rec-
ognizus in these megsares a- disrezurd
of tndividuua! rights whien is danger-
ony to the libertidn of all, ‘upnd while
rejoicing io 1be majority vote by wilch
the wowen af Washington Territory
were protected, we would urge npon
Congress thut the rights of women of
Utat should be eqgually :sacred; since
to establish the {precedent -tunt the
ballot may be tuken away threatens the
permanency of our republican form of
rovernment.'

. A commitiee was also appoiuted to
csll ou the President and request blm
to

VETO THE BILL

In,the event of lts beluﬂﬁresented to
him. Miss Lillie D. Blake, «+f New
York, wus mudg the chuirman, with
suthority to appoint her gwn commit-
tee. They visited the President on
Friday, 4t 2 o'clock, just prior to the
general reception, and were received
1n one of the small privute parlors.

Miss Bluke preseuted the memorial
witn a few resnarks, and was followsd
by Mrse. May Wright Sewell, of Indi-
gna: Mrs, Clara B. Colby, of Ne-

I bragkys, nod Mrs. Mary Seywour How-

cll, of New York. Jlresident Cleve-
Jand sald he would cive the memorlal
careful consideration, and reesinded it
ad & serions routter to disfratichise any
clags. The following is

THE MEMORIAL:

To the President of theUnited States:
The National Womau Suffrage Associ-
ation,through this committee, respect-
fully present to-you o proigst agalust
that cluuse of the uml-polgg&my megy-
ure passed by Congress which,whether
in the Edmunds bill of the Sendte, or
the Tucker substitute of ;the Houvse,
disfranchises tbe pon-polygemoud
wowmen of Jtah.

Tue clause relatlng to the disfras-
chisement of women has no bearing on
the yeneral merits of the end sought
to be atltuined by the mensure, since
Mormon Inen are the majority of the
voters in the Territory,

The nen-polyyumous womeb ju Utah
bave committed no crime. Dislrsn-
chisement ig reserved by the United
States government for arch traitors,

Justice forbids thut such & penalty
shouid be 1nflicted on)

INNOCENT WOMEN.
)

Now, polyzamous Mormon womemand
the Christian-wom=n ¢f Utah being thus
disfranchised — the former for their
opinions, and tbe lutter for the opin-
ions of the former—a precedent is es-
tabiished subsersive of the fundamen-
tal principles of goverament and
threatening the security of ‘akl citizens,

If Congress deems it neceasary to
disfranchlse citizens because of injuri-
ous bellefs, discriminatior between
sexes is manifestly unjust. .

it has been held by the foremost
statesinen of the natlonrthat the right
of suflruge once vxercised becomes a
vested right wkhich cannot be taken
AWHY; a .

Gralz Brown once said in.the Senate
of the United States that if an jdes that
suffrage could De taken away at pleas-
ure ouce crystalized in the minds of
tie Beop]e, it would *‘ring the death-
knell of American liberty.?

Mr. Vest, of Missouri” on the 23th
day of this month, said, on the floor ot
the Senate; ‘‘Soffrage once glven
can

a

NEVER BE TAKEX AWAY.

Legislatures and conventicns may do
everything else, they never can do that,
When any partfcu!a.r class or portion
of the communit{ is once invested
with this privilege it 1s fixed, accom-
plished, and eternal.’? 2

Thus eyery argument jor™ justice,+
equal legislution, and the satety of our
republicun form of government calls
for the defpat of this clause. ¥

We, theretore, respectinily urge yoa,
u3 guardians of the rights of all Amer-

jican citizens, to veto apy measure

coming before you which disfrapchises
the women of Utah.’!

This has Ifen a blg social week.
ThejKerines, br dance of the natlons,
for three nights at"the New Nuationai
drew out ali the fushionable people and
wus & magnificent spectacle, Jobhn T.



