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call;ad? Do you regard it as violative of the spirit of that understand-
ing

Mr. SMITH. I have published a statement in the paper. that I regard
it in spirit a violation of that nnderstanding. I have published that.

Senator JONES. How about the enabling act? :

Senator FAULKNER. I was going to ask about that. How do you
regard that; as a breach of faith?

. Mr. SmiTH. I regard that as a very necessary step in connection wit
this business. -

Senator FAULKNER. How do you regard it in reference to the ques-
tion asked by the chairman? You say there was an understanding be-
tween the two parties that you would not apply for statehood.

Mr. SMiTH. Well, I regarded the first one as a violation of the con-
ditions properly and rightfully, and I thought the door was open, and
'if there was any fellow who wanted to come in now was his time.

The CHAIRMAN. The understanding having been violated by the
. home-rule bill, you thought you were absolved from anything on your
part not to attempt to hasten statehood?

Mr. SMiTH. That is the view we took in regard to that proposition.

Senator FAULKNER. Let me ask you a question. This is the first I .
have heard of any agreement. The agreement was limited to the ex-
tent that you would not apply to Congress for statehood. There was
no agreement in reference to any amelioration of the conditions there
by any other bill?

Mr. SmitTH. The condition was simply this: That the matter should
not hasten statehood.

. Senator JONES. I understood the judge to say that the passage of
this bill would not hasten statehood, but would retard it. You think
it is not a violation of the agreement to press statehood ? ,

Mr. SMITH. I do not know what the judge’s view is. I took this
view of the situation, that our understanding was off.

The CHAIRMAN. Do you or do you not regard the Faulkner bill as
practically statehood ?

Mr. SmiTH. Yes, sir; practically in one sense and yet mnot practi-
cally in the other. It heaps upon the people burdens, and yet it does
not give to them the opportunities which legitmately belong to a State
in this nation.

The CHAIRMAN, Does it not give them all the rights they would be
entitled to as a State? .

Mr. SMmiTH. No, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. Why not?

Mr. SmiTH. They would have no representation in Congress.

The CHAIRMAN. Or in the Electoral College.

Mr. SmiTH. No, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. In the local affairs of the Territory it would have
the same effect as statehood ¢

Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir. ’

Senator FAULKNER. Are you in favor of still being governed by the
same laws that you have now and that the Commission should exist as it
does to-day.

Mr. SmiTH. I am in favor of statehood for Utah, Senator.

Senator FAULKNER. If you can not get that are you in favor of still
keeping the people under the laws as they exist to-day, including the
Commission ?

Mr. SmITH. That is a very direct, straight questien. I am in favor
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. of the Territorial system as it exists in preference to statehood with a
string to it. .
Senator FAULKNER. The Territoral system as it exists to-day?
Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir.
Senator FAULKNER. You prefer that to the home-rule bill?
Mr, SMITH. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. The Utah Commission is a thing simply grafted on
your Territorial laws?
Mr. SmiTH: Yes, sir; the commission was provided to run the elee-
tions of the Territory and they have done so up to the present time.
The CHAIRMAN. The people of a Territory always say that the Ter-
ritorial ‘condition is intolerable when the time has arrived when the
Territory can be properly admitted as a State. I suppose you feel that
way?
Mr. SMITH. I think so, myself. I thmk that any free people who
g T tha ~ ~f statehood should go there when the condi-
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Senator CAREY. How are you connected with it?

Mr. SMITH. I am one of the apostles. ,

The CHAIRMAN. How long have you been one?

Mr. SMiTH. Since 1880, I believe—1878 or 1880.

The CHAIRMAN. You are in a position to speak with some degree of
authority. ,

Senator CAREY. Is it once an apostle always an apostle, if you be- -
have yourself, or is there rotation?

Mr. SamiTH. If you behave yourself you remain such.

The CHAIRMAN. You are from Salt Lake?

Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir.

Th’e CHAIRMAN. You believe that polygamy is entirely a thing of the
past

Mr. Sm1TH. I believe that polygamy is a thing of the past.’

The CHAIRMAN. How is it down in the more remote sections?

Mr. SMITH. Much more 8o in'the remote sections, if it is possible for
such a thing to be, by the fact that it is not so easy to gather up people
there a8 in cities. , .

The CHAIRMAN. The church has accepted the situation, then?

Mr. SMiTH. Yes, sir; that is their design as stated in the document
that I believe was read in your hearing, signed by the presidency of the
church and the apostles.

The CHAIRMAN. Do you keep the church entirely out of politics now ¢

Mr. SmiTH. Yes, sir. As far as that is concerned, if a Mormon goes
on the stump and takes part in politics he does so on his own hook and
he takes whatever people give him, as much as anybody else.

The CHAIRMAN. Take the twelve apostles, are they all Democrats
except you?

Mr. SmiTH. No, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. What is the division of them so far as you know!?

“Mr. SyaTH. Icould not say.

Senator CAREY. How many of them are openly affiliating with the
Democratic party, and how many with the Republican party, and how
many with the Liberal?

Mr. SmirH. There are not many of them affiliating with the Liberals;
1 guess five are affiliating with the Republican party.

Senator CAREY. Out of a total how many, twelve?

Mr. SyiTH. Yes, sir; and three or four of them are out of the country
and are not announced; I do not know what their views are. There
are at least three who have had more or less to say in. favor of De-
mocracy.

The CHAIRMAN. Suppose that all the people of Utah, without refer-
ence to whether they are Mormons or non-Mormons, should unite with

"these two parties, would there be anything whatever,in your judgment,

which ought to delay Utah being admitted as a State? You think they
onght to come in now, but aside from that, if that condition should exist,
if they should unite with these two parties, would not every objection
to statehood be removed ¢

Mr. SMiTH. It seems to me that there is no reason, Senator, why
Utah should be prevented from taking her rights in connection with
other sections of the country. I do not see any good reason myself.

Senator CAREY. How are your schools; you have got schools all over
the Territory in every precinct?

The CHAIRMAN. Mormon schools?

Mr. CAREY. No, sir,

Mr. SmiTH. The free school extends throughout the country.
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Senator CAREY. Who selects the teachers; how is that managed?

Mr. SMiTH. The trustees of the district.

The CHATRMAN. You are speaking of your district school system?

Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir.

Senator CAREY. That is supported by taxation? .

Mr. SMIT es, Sir.

‘Senator SFEWART. I have been acquainted with your country for a
good many years. Oeccasioned by the surroundings and all the circum-
stances, having the one church, taking the responsibility of looking
after the welfare of the mhabltants, they organized in the first instance
a local government for all their affairs in_connection with the church
government, and in that way, of course, the church exercised a great
deal of influence.

Mr, SmitH. The fact is that Utah was organized, and all of its laws
have been executed just exactly as in any other State or Territory.

Senator STEWART. I mean in governing its local affairs the heads of
the church, they being the leading men of the church, of course, held
office mostl’

Mr. SMITH No, sir. That has made no particular difference in re-
gard to that matter.

Senator STEWART. I know that the condition of things grew out of
the circumstances. I want to know now from you if such prejudices
have grown up, because you people thought that yon were harshly
. treated all the tlme, that when you get to be a State your people will
feel entirely free to follow and receive political views from all sources
without regard to having been bound together so long? Are ‘they

broken up so that they will separate and consider polltlcal questions

independent of church considerations?

Mr. SMiTH. Yes, sir.

Senator STEWART. Have they got far enough for that?

Mr. SMmITH. Yes, sir.

Senator STEWART. Havé they got so disintegrated from the church,
not as a church, but as a political power, that they would be receptlve
of arguments from any source upon purely political questions, and be
open to discussion, and will they establish institutions entirely analo-
gous to the institutions of other States? You think they are in that
condition now ¢

Mr. SMiTH. Yes, sir.

Senator STEWART. When it got to that condition, and without any
doubt of it, I have always been in favor of statehood. The only rea-
son why I would be opposed to statehood for Utah would be if it would
tend to build up a separate institution, and if it felt so hostile to out-
side influences and teachings from all sources that it would not listen,
but would be a close corporation.

Mr. SMITH. My nearest neighbor 18 a non-Mormon, and singularly is
of the same name. My sons and his sons are constantly together; they
are at my house and his house. Now, those boys have known each
other from childhood. Is it to be presumed that those boys are going
to inherit hatreds and animosities of the character which have seem-
ingly existed between us of olden times?

nator STEWART. I know they naturally grew up from the circum-
stances, but are they sv dissipated that the people would meet and dis-
cuss political questions as they do everywhere else, and would they
feel free to act as they chose?

Mr. SMITH. Yes,sir. If youhad gone through the country you would

appr ecla.te that.

-
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Senator FAULKNEE I agree with you.

The CHAIRMAN. If Utah were a State, do you think Mormomsm
would entirely drop out of civil and pohtlcal affairs at once?

Mr. SMiTH. As much as it would drop out in any community. As
you understand, Senator, there is everywhere in religious communities
more or less of such effect, as exemplified in regard to prohibition and
that sort of thing. But the Mormon people are as independent in
action to-day as any body of people in the United States. So far as I
or anybody else is concerned, in trying to do that or this by ordering or
persuading them to do it, oontrary to their judgment, it could not be
done.

Senator JONES. Did the church ever exercise such control?

Mr. SmiTH. It never did.

Senator JONES. Do you think it would exercise as much control in
the future as it has in the past?

Mr. SMITH. What they have done has been because of force of cir-

cumstances; they have been driven together as a matter of protection.

Senator J’ ONES. Do you think the church would exercise as much in-
fluence in the future as it has in the past?

Mr. SmiTH. It could not. v

Senator JONES. It has not exercised any influence in the past and
can not exercise much in the future.

er. SmrtH. The influence in the past was an effort to protect them-
selves.

The CHATRMAN. The Mormons practically were organized into the

People’s party?

Mr. SMITH. A great majority of the Mormons

The CHAIRMAN. That party represented theé Mormon ideas and the
Mormon aims and purposes, if there were any?

Mr. SMiTH. You might say, yes.

The CHAIRMAN. Now, you, a8 a Mormon, want that party to break up?

Mr, SmiTH. Yes, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. 1t is broken up.

The CHAIRMAN. You want the Mormons to become Republicans and
Democrats?

Mr. SmiTH. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. What is your business?

Mr. SmiTH. I am a preacher.

Senator FAULKNER. In looking at the view of Senator Stewart I
would like to ask you one question. Is it not known to you that the
young men connected with the Mormon Church in the Territory in the
last year have formed themselves into Democratic and Republican clubs
to discuss among themselves the great questions that divide the politi-
. cal parties?

My, SmaTH. I have assisted in their organization to some extent my-
self. I have been on the stump, and probably have been as humiliated,
occupying the position I do, as anybody could be.

Senator FAULKNER. And that by Mormons of opposite political views?

Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir; the judge knows that.

I trust in the consideration of these problems that you will take this '

view: Utah has the requisite population; it has an intelligent popula-
tion, a well educated population. They are a prosperous people. I
presume there is no section of the West, were it cut off from every other
section, that could so well provide for itself as Utah. It has its sugar
mills; it has 200 flour mills; it has 30 woolen factories. Those figures are
approxmately correct, and I give them as they come to my mind. They
" 475A—9 )
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have 3,000 miles of canal; they ‘have already built through this moun-

tamous section anywhere from 10,000 to 15,000 miles of wagon roads.
All of these things have been done and are there as monuments to the
industry and perseverance of the people. The Mormon and the non-
Mormon population are living together in comparative peace. I am an
owner in several business enterprises with non-Mormons. Mr. Baskin,
the present mayor of Salt Lake, made the statement a little while ago
that it would be time enough for the admission of Utah as a State ox
for home rule when Mormons employed non-Mormons. The Zion
Cobperative Mercantile Institution has in its employ 35 non-Mormons.
The Codperative Wagon and Machine Company, owned by Mormons and
non-Mormons, is managed by non-Mormons and almost all of its em-
ployés are non-Mormons.

Senator CAREY. How is it about your board of trade?

Mr. SmiTH. It is composed of all classes of men.

Senator CAREY. How is it divided?

Mr. SM1TH. I do not know the proportion.

Senator CAREY. How far south of Salt Lake does the railroad go!

Mr. SMiTH. The Denver and Rio Grande goes through Spanish Kork
Cafion about 57 miles, where it passes through the Wasatch range and
enters Utah Valley.

Senator CAREY. Has the north and south line gone down to Milford?

Mr. SMiTH. It is down to Frisco. The Denver and Rio Grande runs
up as far as Salina, and I presume it is graded —I was over it during
the fall— to whatis called and known as Marysvale.

Senator CAREY. I want to ask you one question. The Faulkner bill
proposes to put upon the people of Utah the burdens of statehood
without any of the good things of statehood. That is as I look upon
the bill. I want to ask you this: Does a majority of the people living
in the Territory of Utah want the Faulkner bill ¢

Mr. SmiTH. I can not answer-that. The instruction from the people
through the country to us was that we were to take a decided and de-
termined stand in favor of statehood. They did not want home rule.
As to how widespread is the desire for the home-rule bill I can not say.

Senator FAULKNER. What was the vote in the legislature on. the
memorial of the legislature to Congress asking the enactment -of the
home-rule bill?

Mr. SmitH. I do not remember the vote. I do not know that I saw
how it stood.

Senator CAREY. Was the legislature elected since the home-rule agita-

tion came up? -

Mr. SmiTH. It was elected before the home-rule agitation came up.

Senator CAREY. How is the legislature divided politically?

Mr. SmiTH. I could not say. It is Democratic largely.

Mr. RicHARDS. There are 24 Democrats and 12 Liberals.

Senator STEWART. Has the legislature been elected since you dis-
solved the People’s party?

Mr. SmiTH. It was elected in the midst of the dissolution. There
was this scare before the people of Utah at that time. There had been
some talk in Congress of disfranchising all the people.

Senator CAREY. Where are the Liberals found *

Mr. SmiTH. In Salt Lake County and Weber and Summit princi-
pally, but I do not suppose there is a county in the Territory that has

g Dot its proportion of Liberals.

Senator STEWART. They are opposed to both statehood and the

FFatdkner bill?
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