with such expressions us this: *'The
rotten-hearted and Jespicable liter-
ary rufflan,” and <‘this beastly
Eliis.*?

Here ‘is a special sample of the
polemic literature emitted by €. C.
Goodwin and his gang:

“He is an outcast aocially; he is a
sorry frand intellectually; he is buta
whited sepulehre morally, posing in
the form of wwanhood, while a fire
assay would develop that of real man-
hood fhere is not 1o all his compo-
sition one half of one per cent. And
our f{riends, the Saints, exulting as
they do, for the time being, over his
capacity to call np some blackgunard

latitndes which oreatures less de-

ased than he invented, will, in the
long run, as we said above, be glad to
he rid of him and be anxious tnag it
shall be forgotten that they aver recoy-
nized him.”

[t will be seen, as we havé al-
ready observed, that not the slight-
est intimation of an attempt is made
to tefute or overturn a single sen-
tence or statement that Mr. Ellis
has spoken or written. Hiscalumn-
lators cannot do it. They have not
the ability to begin wilh, tbe head
and front of the Iribune being a
total failure as a polemic wrlter,even
if his cause weure just, and it is the
reverse of that. Whenit comes to
glittering generalities, fulsome and
exaggerative encomiums and vi-
tuperative personal attacks he takes
tbe palm, but for sound invincible
logic and hard facts hie is far in the
rear of Mr. Ellis as a writer.

If the Mribune serlbe has any dam-
aging truth to exhibit In relation to
Mr. Ellis, why does he not present
it? The fact that he does not is evi-
dence that he does not possess any-

thing of that nature. If he had he
would only be too glad to hurl it at
the object of his hate.

The subject in hand has nothing
to do with the “Mormons.”” Mr.
Eilis is, 80 far as they are concerned,
following his own bent. He has
Leen driven into his present position
by the merciless attacks of a lot of
upecrupulous libellers, whose fire
has been drawnupon him because
he had the courage to speak a single
kind word for the most abused and
misrepresented people on thisor any
other coutinent. The Tribune whip

has been whirled around the head
of every man who has said anything
dlstasteful to the rule or ruin gang
of politicians infesting this fair Ter-
-ritory. Most of those whe have
been thus assaulted for telling the
truth have succumbed to the lash
and become the pliant tools of the
cligne. As to whether Mr. Ellis
will suffer himself to be thus igno-
miniously subjugated we know not.
We know this, however, that the
brutal attack made upon him
through the columns of Mr. Good-
win’s paper could not well be either
more cowardly or unwarranted.

THE DESERET WEEKLY.

THE LATEST IMPUDENT DEMAND.

THE ‘“‘Liiberal’”’ candidate (or the
offies of Delegate to Congress now
demands the disbanding of the Peo-
ple’s Party. This be regards as the
only proof that can be given that
‘the rullng priesthood’’ does not
“bugy itself more with the honots
of power and emocluments of politi-
eal oflice than it does with the
proper fuuctions of a chureh.””

This is coming a little closer to
the object he and his party have in
view than the roundabout, unde-
fined and deceptive rubbish in
which they bave been dealing
throughout the present carnpaign.

Once it was the abolishment of
polyzamy that was claimed to be
the great desiderntum, But that
pretence has been abandoned, ex-
cept occusionally, in places where
People and papers are so far behind
the times as to render it available.

Lintterly it has been claimed that
the only way to set the “Mormons”’
free from an imagioary or rather
pretended bondage, is to make
them political slaves. To enable
them to use the suffrage like
‘““Americans.”’ the proper thing to
do, these ““Liiberals’ say, is to take
the suffrage from them altogether.

All the charges made of ““priestly
dictation,”” the ‘‘Mormon?®’ people
know to be fudge. And the ““Liber-
al? candidate and his *‘Liberal’’
echoes know it just as well asany-
body else. Every young man who
is connected, either by faith or by
family, with the "Mormon’? Chureh
knows that the charge made hy the
“Liberal” eandidate, tbat he is re-
guired to vote for or against any
person or measure, jia entirely and
sharaefully untrue.

Appeals t+ young Utahb, then, to
throw off ‘‘shackles” which they do
not wear and which have never heen
placed upon them, are simply lu-
dicrous except as they are grossiy
inaulting.

Chis “*Libersl’? ery of “{reedom??
means freedom to vote the **Liberal®?
ticket. That is the text of liberty
aceording to ‘"Liberal”” doctrine.
“If you will not vote for C. C. Good-
win then you are a siave and not fit
to vote at all;” that is the present
“Liberal’’ platform and all there is
of it.

‘‘Disband the People’s Party!’’
This Is the Iatest Goodwin and
“Liberal” ultimatum, Nothing lesa
will be acceptable. If you do not dis-
band tbat party, it Ia to be held as

-proof that the Chureh rules in poli-

tica and dictates all the votea of its
members.  Zribune logic, with a
vengeance.
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Buppose the lte, daily repeated,
by the ¢:Libera}’’ candidate were
true. Buppose the Church or its
leaders ordered every voter how to
east his ballot. Would the disband-
ing of the People’s Party prove that
the Church did not use such dicta-
tion? Would it be any evideuc:
that no such coercion would be
used in the future? We think not.
But the f‘Liberal’’ candidate in-
timates it would, and the Tribune
8o argues. That is ITS peculiar
atyle of “reasoning.”

But why this sndden demand?
Why must the People’s Party be
dlssolved? Because it is.a bond of
upion between voters who are op-
posed to ‘““Liberal’” methods and
“Liberal” candidates, apd it the
potent means of the defeat of wrony
or of its exposure and denuncla-
tion

The People’s Party contains men
of different shades of political
opinion. They combine for self-
defense. They are and have been
attacked by politicians of the baser
sort, and these atiacks have sunpk
their party proelivities and bound
them together for mutual strength.
The ““Liiberals” have employed the
vilest means and the vilest men to
accomplish their purposes. They
have cajoled, and threatened, and
abused, and hlred men, to effect
polltical unity. And yet they have
proclaimed the unity of the People’s
Party to be a sign of slavery, a proof
of bondage to a Chureh. Anpd hav-
ing failed to split it up by the force
of their own evil combination, they
vow demand that the People’s
Party be disbanded.

There will come a time, no doubt,
when the people of Utah will divide
upon national lssues according to
their ditferent views of national
questions. But that timne has not
yet come, for this potent reason:
The univn of the people whose Jiber-
ties are throatened by such men as
C. C. Goodwin and his ilk, is esseu-
tial ko their self-protection. He says
they ought to beevery one deprived
of the right to hold office, to vote,
and to acquire title to public lauds,
aid that he will work for their dis-
franchisement. They combine to
resiat this monstrous proposition
and this devilish effort for their
political destruction. And now he
Jemands that they disband, and-
tells them that if they do not, it
will be construed as proof that they
are under ‘““priestly dictation.”

Well, we think we ean auy for the
People’s Party, that whlle it is s
sailed by such impudent and anti-
American demagogues as . C.



