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-Inentioned in the officlal report, but
it ia a fack, nevertheless. And it is
also a faet that Delegate Caipe did
make a formal and respectful de-
mand in writiug upon the Commis-
sion,while in this clty,for the nnmes,
and it is another fact that they did
not respond,

This should be made known to
the Becretary,as doubtless it wlll be,
and the country ought to know on
what fliusy grounds the Utah
Commission make dnmaging state.
ments, in such n way that they
escape responsibilility for the fiction
while they necomplish the purpose
they had in vlew. They put this
insinuntion against the ‘Morimons,**
80 worded that it would pass for n
ilirect charge, in dirty hands here
that they knew would wire it to the
prees, before their report was flled,
and so the papers throughout the
Jand would repeat the accusation
until it would be generally taken as
an eslablished fact.

Those forty cases, il there had
been anything to them: but gossip,
would have been a rich windfall to
hungry oflicials gaping for fees.
Why were shey not reported to
them? Why did not the Commission
name them when called upon to do
0?7 If they did not know what
they were charging, why, when
they foun themselves wlithout the
prooi, did they pot frankly adwit
the fact and seek to correct the erroy
which they had been the niesns of
promulging? One of two things
‘they should be made to do: Either
bring forward the evideuce they
had to justify their bread necusation,
or confess they had nouwe and only
.repeated the groundless gossip of
wanti-*“Mormon?? partizans, Those
forty cases we believe to beforty
myths and need nothing more on
the part of the “Mormons? than *n
geuern! deninl.??
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THE “NEWS” VINDICATED BY
MR. COHN.

Ix Tur Ciiy Council sesslon of
December 24 the subject of amend-
fog the ordinance on cemetery was
taken in haud. It will be remem-
bered that the committee on ceme-
tery offered an nmendment to the
same ordlonnce a few weeks ngo.
Its object was to increase the maxi-

mum price of buriallots from $20to | ferent in essential points from the
%125, n lenp that probabiy has no | one which drew forth our strieturcs.
precedent in regard to this grave | It provides thus:

question in any city in the civilized
vr uncivilized world.

The amendment oftered at that|Pand @, $50; lu plat R, $25; and | city.
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ten per cent of the price—-remniu] This concedes the position of the
uuchanged. Thus that officer’s fee | NEWsS on two of the three pointa
alone on a lot at the maximum price | embodied in the former proposition
would amount te more than the to which we ook exception. (1} It
highest price charged for any lot in lowers the proposed wmaximum
the cemetery prior to 1888. price of lots from $i25 to $£100, a

We characterized the proposed in- . difference of $26. {(2) It takes away
orease of price, the scope of the sex- | the wide diseretion of the Hexton
ton's discretion ln the matter of|regarding ihe price to be placed
charges,and the fees connected witli | upon the respeclive lots.
the proposed new condition as form-| There oniy needs one more con-
ing no outrage that had every ap- | cession to cover the ground nnd es-
pearnnce of jobbery. Thal opiniou |tablish fully and completely Mr.
remaing unchanged. Those who|Cohu’s acknowledgement of the
have read the NEwS arlieles on the | correctuess of the strictures of Lhis
subject nre aware that the position | journal-—-tlint ia the apparent job-
was sustaiped by facts and figures, | bery of continuing the tcn per cent
which have not been refutcd, be-{fee to the sexton under the in-
cause they canuot be overturued. creased maximoum price for lots

Br. Louwis Cohn, a member of the|of $125 in place of $20.. Me
committes on cemetery, took ocea-| would thus have received more
sion last eveuing to perform the|thantive times the amouut of lee
“haby act.”” Pointing te our re-{on a&lot of the Lilghest price than
porter in she Couneil cham-|wasallowed under the old ordivance,
ber, as if the latter were|Thc amendment presented Inst~
the NrEws, he  said this | night by BMyr. Cohn, and which
journa! had siandered the commil- | passed the Council, provides that on
tee in treating enthe subject of the the sale of each lot up to $23 the
propozed ameudment to the ordi- | sexton shsll receive the usual ten
nance. All that we have done has|per cent. Oua all lots sold over that
been to protect the people against | price & fee of $2.50 ou esch sale.
what we regarded as an inexcusable | This covers the ground we took on
imposition. And we defy Mz, | that phase of the subject as fajrly as
Cohn to refute the facts and tig-|could be desived. We stated in
ures We bavo presented, We buri|substanee that the proposition
the insinuation back in Dhifs teeth jon the Tee questfon. in the
and stute that ha ulters a slander | amendmeny to the ordinauce
when he makes auny such assertion | first proposed, indicated n desire
a8 he did yesterdny evening, and we|{ou the part of AMr. Dunne to
will now proceed to sbhow that he | work the cemetery for all it was
himself, in the smendmeut pre- | worth, and that the committes were
seuted by him last night and which | evidently not far in the rear.
passed the council, proved the cor-! Their proposal showed bLeyoud rea-
reciness of our position threughout. | sonable doubt that they intended to

We held that the proposed increase {nsslst him in carrying out his
wos oulrageous and excessive, that|scheme. The proof of this lles in the
the discretiou regurding  prices|fact that the intention was receded
given the sexton was too wide and | from.© The amendment of laat
lax, and that his fees were made | nlght, although still, in our opiniou,
absurdly high. At the same i{ime|an impesition on the people, vindi-
that Mr. Cohn stated that this!cates, by its radical modifications on
journal hadelapdered him because | the former proposition, the position
of assuming this atlitude regarding | of the NEwS, and it is in the nature
the outrage he proposed Yo perpe-|of n confession of the most demon-
trate at the suggestion of sexton |steative character on the parf of Mr,
Dunne, he conceded ail three of | Cohn that he was in the wrong in
the points we had inslsted upon. i in the first place. He thus brands
The nrendwent presented by him | himself a slnnderer of this journal,
Inst night proves this to n demon- | for while his tongue sccused usof
steation. unjust strietures, his own uact pro-

The ndeasure presented tiy Mr. claimed the correctness of our posi-
Cohn Iast night was entirely dif-!tion.

Perhinps the gentleman was stung
by our allusion to the fact that he
had been legally declaredd in n eourt
of justice, & usurper to the position
he cocupies iuthe Council of this
Perbapa he would like to

That the price of lots be ineressed
s follows: In plat C, lo $100; plat

time ulso embodied the condition |that the price of ‘tigsidelots’’ be fu- | characterize Lhat asa NEws slan-

that thie sexton’s fee for peliing lots— ! creased to $36,

dey. 1fso (bis journal isin a simi-



