-

bis speech? And why need he be
siagnjnst?’ all the delegation? Here
wae the anlmus. He meant to “roast??
him and he did. He wired to the
Trsbune comments, reported bim &8s
gayiug things that he diJ nofeay il the
correspondent’s own stenographic re-

rt aflerwards ig to be believed. Now,

e either did not confine himsaelf to re-
porting facts—or else ‘‘his paper?’ sup-
plied the “comments,’”’ and thus the
dispatches were t‘doctored’’ in the
Tribunc office.

The correspendent virtually admits
that he telegraphed words that were
not in the speech made by Kentucky
Bmith, for be quotes what Bmith aald
and what be wired, and ehows that in

one instance ancther word was sub-|¥

atituted for that which he telegraphed,

A correspondent who avows himeseif
ap ‘‘apatnst’’ a delegation of speakers,
reporting for a paper which was also
fiagaingt’? them and who telegraphs ex.
pressicns as comlng [rom them which
are not to be found in his own full report,
and who fills up his dispatches with
attacks on the speakers, does not carry
out his own programme of confining
himseif to the fucts, but indulges in
the common tactics of the sensational
benny-n-liner. And the Tribune cor-
respondent has done all this or eise
the Tritune doctored his dispatches
and fu any caee is responeible for the
W rong. :

We are indifferent as to which is
the culprit in this csse. We bave
proven beyond denial the essential
discrepancy between the telegraphed
and written reports purporting to com.e
from the same hand,and if the 7ribune
wants to loounder over this miserable
business any more it is welcome to say
what it pleases.

FALSE DISPATCHES AGAIN.

A BaLT Lake disputeh to the eastern
press pretende lo give un account of
the examination which has been con-
ducted in this city 1 regard to the

legal ownership of the Temple Jot In
Independence, Jackson County. It 18
an Ascociated Press telegram, aund the
responsibility fer it rests upon the
sgent here, The only point in it wecare
to potice now-—though tbe whole ac-
count is terribly mixed ag it appears in
the New York papers—is this sentence,
referring to testimony in relation to the
practice of polygamy in Nauvoo:

wERider Johu Bates Nobie swore yester-
day that the brethren were ‘playing for
women and got’em;’ that tho principle
was taught privately.”

This statement i3 a shameful false-
hoed, Itlslike many other dispatches
emansting irom the same source. Mr.
Noble is an aged man, past 83 years
old, who was badgered and browbkaten
and tormented by the ‘‘Josephite’” al-

leged lawyer, until his head ached go

that be sometimes could scarcely col-
lect his thoughts. But in this particu-
lar ipstance he was not anawering in
reference to plural marriage. The ir-
ritating o©ross-examiner was prying
into his personal history snd endeavor-
ing to tapgle him up on doctrine and
ractice in the early years of the
*hurch.
From the stenographer who took the
testimony in full we have obtained the
exuct language of the colloguy, and
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here produce as much of it as relates
directly to this point:

Q.—*"*When did you go to Caldwell
County?"

A.—*"I had (o};o back and gel & wom:n
and marry her.’

Q.—‘“Where were you married?”

A.—“I wenl back to my old place
where I resided so long, by the hill Cu-
mborab.”

Q. —'*You were
York ?"

A.__III \\'Mn"

Q.—"Who married you?"

A.—**Waell, a Presbyterian prencher, I
forget bis name.

Q.—*Now, when you wag married was
there an‘\; other minister preseni except
the P’Ees yieriab preacher ibat married
ou?

A.—'"Only the minister.”
Q.—'*Was it according to the law of ihe
Chureh ?*

A.—It was out of the Church; that
was, I stepped over the boundary and
took one that was out of the Churh.’’

Q.—“You married n woman that was
ont of the Chureh??

A.—*T did. The famlly was all out of
the Chureh.”’ :

Q—"Was it according to the law of tho
Chureh that any minister could perform
the coremony??

A—*T was only on the threshold of the
Church.”

Here the interrogator introduced
severa] questions In regard to Mr.
Noble’s ravels and doings up tothe
yenr 1838, and then came back to this
subject:

Q—**Waell, it was according to the law
of the Doctrine and Covenalite that any
minister could marry youn or perform the
ceremon)'?"

A —''Yes,call it what you’ve a mind to,"”

Q—*"That was the doctrine of the
Chureh?’

A—"0h! doctrine of theChurch; it waa
practice, just slmgle practice, no doctrine
about it. Iwas aller a wife.”’

P

That §s all the foundatjon there
was In the examination of Mr.
Nobles for - the falsehoodg that
have been publisbed in this ¢city about
“the bréthren in Nauvoo’’ being “‘after
women’? and ‘‘playing for women”
with ‘‘no doctrine about it,? Mr.
Nobles was unswering guestions about
hig first miarriage, which tock place
long before the doctrine of plural mar-
riage was introduced and with wbich
it had no connectlon, snd the object
of the interrogator was to mnake ii ap-
pear that, In marrying out of the
Church, the wilness wap viulating
his religlon and golug contrary
to the docfrine of the Choreh, so as
toconfuse himand make him a8 unecow-
fortable as possible and damage his
evidence in chief.

This was contemptible enongh, But
it was not 8o despivable an the distort-
ing of the testimony, and the [alse
impresslon eonveyed Ly the diepateh
flend, wito reeme to take delight in
gprending abroad misleading items of
pretended information about ““Mor-
mon®? affairs. The press of the country
should be warned against all his ecm-
munications. They are entirely un-
reliable.

married in New

A SYNONYM FOR FALSEHOOD.

ONCE more the dodging, serpentine
and altogether dishonest Z¥idune re
turns to the charge that John T.

Caine brought home from Washington
the Constitution of 1887, and ali that
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the convention had to do wae to ratify
it. Wegave the facts in the case on
Saturyay, and now the Tribune pre-
tends that we merely stated that he
did not bring it *in hie coat tall pock-
et,”” und therefore infers that he might
have brought it “io his gripsack,’? and
concludes with: ¢That kind o7 de-
nia} does mot count.” It then goes
on to invent a number of fatciful
things that exist only in its perverted
imagination, and draws Inferences
from them that are as false as the
original charge,

It is generally very easy to prove the
wilful mendacity ot the 7ribune when
it goes Into detalls or specitications.
All we have todo in this instance 18

to reproduce what we eald, and leave .

the public to decldo whether the
Tribune haes not wilfully Hed in limit-
ing our denlal to Jokin T, Caine’s
f‘opat tall pocket’~—nn expression of its
own mapufagture, This is what we
sald:

“We happen to know thatihere ia Dot
the faintestshred of truth in the state-
ment., It would not matter much if there
was. But the folly and nonsensc of the
Tribune's continual statement  Aare

atent to all the members of that

onvention as well as many others.
Hon. John T. Caine did not bring it, or
any gart. of it, or any reference to it from
Whashington or elsewhere., He bad Do
more to do with it than any other mem-
ber of (he convention, and not 80 much
ns spme of them, for, being president of
the convention, he was not even ono of
he commitiee that preparod it."”

The Tribure bas mnot the slightest
particle of honor In » ¢ontroversy, nor
any scruple about erediting an oppon-
ent with words he never used and
sentiments be nDever entertained,
Argument is lost upon it; and ite tac-
tics are so snake-like and despicable
that its name has begcpme & synonym
for everytbing unreliable and un-
worthy of credence or respect.

THE CHIHUAHUA “ MORMQNS."

IN reference to the ‘“Mormon?’ col-
onies In Chibuaahua, the Anglo. Ameri-
ean, published in the City of Mexico,

gives pome interesting particulars with
invorable comments, The number of
our people in Chikuahua i8 placed at
5000, any the fact s emphasgized that
they uywn their own land in severalty,
tigntirely Indepundent of the Mormon
Church.’”? The Anglo American adde:

“The colonies have recently purchased
100,000 aeres ot land near the head of
the Coneho and Sau Pedro rivers. The
company organizing the sottlements is
incdorpora ed with a capital of 31,000,000
and is » purely business enterprise. No

-class or religions distinetions are made,

and peopie of all faiths aro free to locate
among the colonista and may worship in
any manner that their consviences dic-
tate. The toain principle of the Chureh
is obedience to the laws ofthe land which
they inhabit and reapect to the rulersand
governors of the country, The Mormon
Colonies are not aceustomed to interfere
in the politics of Mexlco, and will only
devote themselves to cultivating their
lands and improving the portion of the
republic where they are Hving.

*The beneficent influence exerclsed by
snch a elass of people on the common-
wealth may be seen at a glance, and the
government may be assured that such a
class of emigration will tend in inorease
tbe wealth and prosperity of the coun-

try.”



