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EXTRA LARGE NUMBER.

AGAIN we have occasion to add
an extra eight pages to the number
usually given in the DESERET
WEEKLY, the presgnt issue contain-
ing forty instead of thirty.-two pages.
The contents embrace a great variety
of reading matter, including muth
that will be ot future as well as pres-
ent interest and value. [herecords
of these times are fraught with great
current and future worth, and it is
the aim of the DESERET WEEKLY
fo preserve such matter as will be
likely to be useful for future refer-
ence, and to give a choicé miscel-
lany of selected articles.

-

WHY NOT BE DECENT.

OUR unesteemed “Liberal’? morn-
Ing contemporary hasixehuvedn little
better, ip some respects, singe its ap-
pearapce o a news dress. lut oc-
casionally it exhihits its old dispoai-
tion to bluster and scold, and with
low-lived language bear Mmlse wit-
ness against its neighbora. We have
refrained from poticing its bullying
blackguardism of tbe D&eSERET
News for some time, but will now
sac'ifice a small portion of space to
an allusion to oneofits Bundny para-
graphs. Referring to this paper,
after one of its characteristic flings
it mays:

‘‘Some four t.mes durlng the past
few days it has flatly assvried that the
election bill, vetoed by Goverhor
TroMAB, was favored by the Utah
Commisefon. This is entirely false.
The News can produce no testimony
to corroborate its statement.*

Then follows & acurrilous slusicn
to one member of the Utah (om-
mission, whom it is customary for
the fribune bully to assall, 1when the
gentieman 18 absend.

Now, we defy uny one t. produce
‘rom the columps of the DESERET
NEwS a single statement that ‘‘the
election bill was favored by the
Utah Commission.” We have sald
nothing of the kind. It has been
vommon for years with theintamous
sheet which we now deign to notice,
to make pretended quotations from
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the DEsEREr NuwB and, in doing
so, either manufacture sentences
that never apreared in our columuns
or 8o garble and pervert and mias
quote as to reverse their menniog.
In either case the wrong fis ugu.
ally not simple error, but wilfui and
deliberate lying.

Lo this case there ia a slight threal
on which the 7ribune falsehood has
been woven. We have twice al-
Myded to the viewsof the Giah Con-
mission on ome particular point
But In peither instance did these
relate to ‘“‘the election Lill.?? By
this phragse we mean the bill de-
signed to meet the requirements of
the acts of Congress for the regulat-
ing of electiona in Utah amd filling
the various offices which are elective
by popular vote. Exumination of
our remarks coneerning that mea-
sure, which is knewn as “the elec-
tlon bill,*? will show that we made
o referenve whatever to the views
of the Utah Commission.

There were two other billa that
the Governor vetoed, on which we
made some remarks. One was the
bill in regard to the classification of
cities. In speaking of the delay oe-
casioned by the Goveroor’s oon.
action upot the bill, we safd:

*Members of the Coungil then waited
on the Governor, und after & very
lengthy conversation learned verbally
his alleﬁed ob ections to the bill. They
were chiefly in relation Lo the bpew
registration provisions. He tonk the
ground that under the Edmund-« act
the Legislature could not change the
iaw in these respects. When informed
that the Chief Justice, the Commission
and learned counsst on the Liberal?
side, took Lhe upporile view, he had to
waive that point in argument. But as
he still ohjected to Lhe changes. every
section in relntion to thern was atricken
out.”’

This certainly is not a statement
thut the Utali Commission *“tavered
the bill.*” Their opinion on a single
point w 8 mentioned, that is all.
Our other referemce to that body
wan in regard to the bill makiog
some am3ndments t the present
registration stntute, und was as fol-
lows:

“Th+ power of the Legislature te
amend the elaction lnws, on which the
Governor casts a douht, saying wvoth-
ing positive bowever, i3 not disputed
even by the Utah Commission.”

Io oo case did we assert that the
Uiah Commission or any membtr
lof it favored any bill prescoted to
the Governor. ln both the in-
rsmnces ‘ivhen we mentioned their
views, the reference was confined
to n single legal pofnt—the sanie in
both cases—pamely, the power of
the Legislature to amend the lawe
concernlng registration and elec-
tions in this Territory.

We should think some one with
influence on the 7réHune would have
seose and munhood enough to stop
the lying and blackguardism which
80 uften make it a disgrace to jour-
nalism and render it unfit to argue
with. We mpeither expeet nor de-
sire 1ts favor, but w : think we have
the right to denrand that its hate of
the DEsERET NEWS should be re-
strained at the limit of lylng as to
what appears in our columns,

AN UNDIGESTED MEASURE.

The proposed health ordinance
prepared and drafted under the- aus-
picesof the Chamber of Commerce
is cnusing & great deal of popular
comment. Itis mostly adverse to
the measure. Its prefatory part,
conslsting of n verbose heraldic
document, is a study of itself. [t
reminds one of the exclamatlon of
the usher in a Bhakespearian trag-
edy—“Way there for his majesty,
the king.”” Lt characterizes existing
ordinances on sanitation ag “fl‘ug-‘
mentary and unsystematic.’’ The
prologue to the piece proper thus an-
ticipates what the intended ordi-
nance afready encounters:

“There will doublless bea prejudice
on the part of many against the wide-
sweeping inhovation that will invade
every Inan's premises, and pul him to
ttouble and expenss. Bai after all,
how small a thing it i~ ib the individ-
ual case; and how absolutely and yna-

voidably essential it is 10 any proper
sanitary work.” Brops

Asif to muke it wmore incompre-
hensible to the common reader it
leaves robust English and exclaims
ta wine gua non® iz a elear con-
veption of the work to e accomp-
lished. Latinio medical preserip-
tions may be tolerated, because of
the alleged necessity for physic to'
be enveloped in mystery, but no
such plen c¢an be put up in fa-
vor of the Intreduction of dead
language 10t publle documents’
presented for the consumption of the
unciassical mimsges.  ““Iodispensjhle
condition?? wouid have been better
nnderstood thap the lntin phrase If
it dovsn’t loukk gquite so learned,

[f the iotroduction was wordy,
what ean be said io that regard
about the proposed ordinance? It
ocecupivd Atty pages of foolscap and
its reading consumed overone hour,
thus reminding one of the saying
of Disraeli In reference o'
Mr. Gladstone. Beaconsfield said
that the ¢‘grand old man!* was
“iotoxicated with the exuberance
of his own verbosity.” It appears
as if the frumers of the measure
now considered must have been,
somewhat affectes] with a simijlar



