remove the thistles and stones, let me
turn and water the soil, for we have
no rain here, and theu I will trans-
plaut the Western product as you
wish. Believe me, nv one would be
better pleased than I with the success
of the experiment.” Such is the Sul-
tan, saya Vambery, painted without
prejudice.”’

A FINAL ANSWER.

WE are under the necessity of re-
ferring once more to a very stale
chestout which the “Liberal”’ or-
grn, with its accustomed ‘‘enter-
prise,”’ for the lack cf ssmething
new and interesting, has raked ovut
of the cold ashes of the past. A
week nyo we replied to some ques-
tions put by that paper to the DEs-
ERET NEws. They were in refer-
ence to the Ogden Junetion and the
Ogden City Council iu the year 1876.
We were asked to affirm or deny
certain statements alleged to have
been made by ‘‘u gentleman®’ to the
Tribune. We uenied. This morn-
ing we are attacked in common
Iribune fashion, not because there
was auythiug in our reply that was
untrue, for we are tuld, “‘of course
that is in one sense true,”” but be-
* cause it did not suit the purpose in
view iDasking the questions.

Reference is made te a reproduc-
tion of the Ogden City Council
records in a previous issue of the
Tribune, ahd what the Ogden Juno-
tor drew from the city treasury.
Close examination of that report
shows that not one statement in our
reply is coutradicted, and nothing is
adduced that was not kuown to the
citizens of Ogden at the time apnd
approved by the public. And all
the financinl transactions brought
forth with a flourish were duly pub-
lished in the columns of the Ogden
Junciion, as reports of City Council
minuts and in the quarterty official
repurts of the Auditor and Treas-
urer.

The simple facts are that Qgden
City, on the building of the Utah
Central Railroad, invested in ome
of the bonds of that road; that sub-
sequently, when a paper was starfed
in that city, the bond was sold and
the proceeds invested in the
capital stock of that paper,
which became the official organ of
the city;, that in both instances it
was deemed for the public interest
to so invest these funds; that
it was endorsed by the public, that
when the capital stock of the com-
pany was Inecreased for building
purposes and enla:gement of the
paper, all the stockbolders made g
further pro rafa investment, the
olty with the rest; that connected
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with the paper was a job offlce that
did prioting for. the city and re-
ceived payment therefor as from
other customers; that these transac-
tions were done in a business way,
in open council, and the particulars
were published; that the grand jury
in 1876 investigated the whole mat-
ter znd found mnDothing against
which they could proceed except (o
mention it in their report.

One thing which the 7ribuns did
nof think it worth while to men-
tion we may as well allude to.
That is, the Junotion pald dividends
to the stockholders up to the date
mentioned, of 65 per cent. alto-
gether on the amount invested. But
of course that was a tritle that did
not come in the line of what was
wanled by that very ingenuous or-
gan. lts report says:

‘‘The News_makes & denial through
its editorial columns, though the mat-
ter in controversy does not scem to
involve that paper, but its editor.”

If that is so, why did it com-
mence the attack in this way:

‘ A gentleman brings us an jtem
which we would like to submit to the
DeSERET NEws for confirmation or
denial >’

Again it says:

“‘The Tribune doss not make a state-
ment that it does mot believe true;
when convinced that iL has made a
mistake it invariably retracts.”

This would be news to the people
of Salt Lake if any sane persous
could be found who would believe
#. That paper has been convicted
times without number of wiiful ly-
ing. It has never been known to
make a fair, square retraction, no
matter how plainly and certainly it
has been shown to be in the wrong.
Usually, when driven into a corner,
it tries to crawl out, in the most
sncaking manner, and squirts
venom and falsehood worse than ite
original calumny.

We repeat, ‘“there was no pusi-
ness connected with the junction
company’s affairs that was mnot
straightforward, square and open,
and there was no need for concesl-
ment of any of its trinsactlons;”
and the same may be sald of the acts
of the City Council during the same
period.

Now as to the Assessor and Col-
lector: It is well known that the full
amount of the year’s faxes was
charged up to him, under the oid
law, and he was required to settle at
a certain date, It was evident to
the Councii at the time that he was
unfortunate but honest, and his note
was taken for part of his dues which
we believe he paid in full. There
ws no embezzlement, no defalcation
nor any loss to the city.

It may be quite Interesting to &
certain class of minde to rake up al-
most forgotten affairs, in order to
fling mud and cast insinuations at
one who may be unable to recall
particulars, and thus secure an op-
portunity for unresisted slander.
Dut only mean and paltry souls find
pleasure in puch pastime, and we
ienve the subject as one that, it is
now evident, was intended as a
personal assault, and therefore un-
necessary to be noticed furtheir iu
the DESERET NEWS.
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STREET RAILROAD COMPLICATIONS

THE decision rendered Dec. 15th
by His Honor Judge Zane, in the
case of certain preperty owners and
residents on First Street againsl the
two railroad cowmpanpies running
eloctric cars on that thoroughfare
was emirently proper in its principal
point—that there should be only
one track operated. This coneclu-
sion i8 reagched or the grounds that
the street is not sufficiently wide to
admit of two llnes without obstruct-
ing and rendering dangerous ordin-
ary traffic, thus invading the pub-
lic easement, and seriously depre-
ciating the value oi*property inthat
locality.

Iunour opinion the learned judge
did net polnt out the remedy. Hae
seemed to think that it copsisted in
compelllng both companies to
use one track, ome set of over-
head wires and, of course, one
source of electric power. This
would only increase the danger
which he very clearly poiuted out
as now existing. The remedy lies
in the right of using the street for
railroad transit purposes being iimit-
ed to one company.

SBuppose that both companies
should use the one track and over.
head contrivances from the Eagle
(Gate north to First, and up First to
A Btreet, what would be the prob-
able situation? The answeris clear.
In order to supply the public needs
for service by the respective lines in
the locaiities east of A Btreet,it.will
be necessary to run the cars with at
least as great frequency as now.
Demuands are already  belng
made for an Inoreased service,
to diminish it.would be a source of
incounvetiience to the people. Hence
the car traffic over the single track
would be at least equal to what now
goes over both. This would involve
the daiiger of ¢ars of the respective
companies meeting on the single
track. This liability would be im-
creased by the fact that the em-

ployes would be under separate con-



