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powen!wbichiudﬁesofelection have | he proofs which you refer toas

exercised every where without ques-
tion before, and we think your oh-
jectinn to it as ‘§udicial’’ would be
unanimously regarded as puerile.
The effort to provide a “judiciary”’
in the United States, extensive
enough to take charge of the elec-
tions, ia one that we think would
strike the world as both novel and
useless.  Your opinion that the of-
Acers appointed by the Utah Com-
mission to exereise the duties pre-
scribed in the statute have not the

wer isin defiance of the Utah

ommission, of our unchallengel
pructice for eight years, and of a de-
cision of a chief justice directly upon
the question in a case instituted by
yourselves. We respectfully submit
that law-abiding citizens cught not
to place themselves in such an atti-
tude. Submisvion to the law as con-
strued by the lawlully constituted
tribunals for the time beiny is, we
submit,the duty of all loyal citizens.
This position, which is fundamental
in our system of government, your
action repudiates.

Second— We have no information
that justifies your assertion that the
regigtrars claim that they are sup-
reme and beyond control or revision.
““The statute authorizes and directs
the officers who exercise the author-
ity to perfect the list to hear the
challenge and to overrule or sustain
it. It assumes that no voter shall
be rejected except on sutisfactory

roof, and provides that although

e may ovcrrule a challenge and
retain the name, an appeal may still
be hail at the polls. If ap appeal is
not provided when the challenge is
sustained, it is the fault of the law,
not of the officer.” 'The ullegation
that these officers refuse {o be
guided by ‘Yjudicial precedent” is,
in our opinion. incorrect, and in
view of the manner with which
you defy the decisioinr in the case of
Preston, made by the ochief justice
inst week, ua to the powers of the
reglstrars, your reverence for *‘judi-
efal precedent’”’ and the ‘““decisions
of competent tribunals,” does nnt
strike ug with much force either ns
a Teason or AD excuse.

As to the imputation that these
officers are ‘‘partisans,’ we remark
that no election can be conducted
where the officers do pot belong tw
some party, and while your com-
mittee may not be able to conceive
that an officer will do justice to a

rtisan epponent as well asa party
Fflend, we are impressed that the
average Amerlcan eitizen in sueh a
position will do his duty irrespective
of such considerations, and we ean-
not share your ““want of confidence??
in the integrity of these officiala.

Bo far as we know, no one oflthem
has ever taken any oath or obliga-
tion to any party or any nuthority
except the United States, and ns
they are respectable citizens, selee-
ted with care, and commissioned by
the Utsh Commission, they are en-
titled to your confidence as fuily as
they command cur own. 5

Lixperience proves that an indi-
vidual who goes before a tribunal
with & weak case is apt to challenge
the impartial character of the judge,
and your suggestion In this regard

ingites from us the olmervat'loﬁ; at

being in your possession may have
a force on your own niiuds, which
You are conscious they would not re-
flect upon others.

Third—Your third suggestion that
service eould not he had on the por-
sons whom you would desire to
challenge, because of their non-
residence, need hardly be replied to.
I the proof which you indieate you
have in your possession exists, it
would supply the maeans of purging
the list and be equally effective as if
the persons would respond in per-
801

We may state in this connectiou
that the challenges which our com-
mittee have caused to be made
against persons registered in s sin-
gle precincet in thiscity has resulted
in developing the lact in uabout
fifty cases that the parties so chal-
lenged had given their residences
upon vacant lots, and at other times
at pelnts where such persons were
utterly unknown to the parties who
did reside there.
persons have registered who have
no residence in the city toa con-
giderable extent, who are not of the
Liberal party, and that such regis-
tration needs the attention which
we have given it and which you
8O emphntf’cally declined.

In coneclusion, and without in-
tendiug to be disrespectfui, we
must be permitted to say that the
attitude which you hnve assumed in
this immportant matter Is one that is
most remarkable. You permit the
ussertion to go before your people
daily through the organs of your
party that frauds are contemplnted
and are being manipulated in the
interest of your opponents in a most
important election. It i8 houasted
that the most ample and complete
proof exists of a consllrh'ac * to earry
the election by fraud, and yet with
these proofs in your poseesslon and
ready for exposure you decline all
the menns the luw provides for their
redemption, and, folding your hands
before the publie, declare that you
will do nothing, either in your own
party’s cause or in the public in-
tervst for the laws of vindication or
to assist those who are doing so.

We may say in ouropinion your
attitude is one that Is uujust to the
public juterestz. No good citlzen
hag a right to stand idly by and see
the laws viclated, and refuse to
make an effort to prevent it. His
doing so must suggest that his ol-
legations are a pretense and that he
is conscious that they cannot be
supported. 1f the People’s party
should be beaten at the February
election, it would be, we respectfully
urge, much more to its eredit that it
shouid have made ita grentest effort,
than that 1f should come out of the
contest declaring it could have won
the victory if it had used the proper
means. If it should be defeated hy
the means which it suggests, its
defeat will be a disgrace to itself
hardly equalled hy a triuvmph won
by its opponents because of jts dere-
liction.

We confess to extreme disappoint-
ment that we cannot have your co-
operation in our efforte to recure a
fuir election, but feeling that our
duty to our own party and to our

This proves that|

¢ity eannot be discharged except by
persevering in our efforts fo secure
it, and again regretting that this
Iabor is left to us alone, we are, my
very dear 8ir, yours respectfully,

0. W. PowsRs, Chairman.

Lovis H i ams, Becretary.

No wounder the reclpients of the
letter scrutinized the signatures to
be sure thay such a document had
emanated from the *“Liberai’ com-
mittee. [t might have passed ns A
jolie, bubt even those acguainted
with the ‘‘gall’’ of a party that
would run a special traln over the
R. G. W. to get names fraudulently
on the registration lists, were sur-
prised that it was meant in earnest.
The arrogant assumptions and dieta-
torial expressions in the paper were
intended as sober expressions. So
ordinary courtesy called for a reply,
and the People’s committee made
one that is encinently suitable to the
veeasion. Here it is:

HEADQUARTERS PROPLE’S MUNI-

CIPAL CENTRAL COMMUITEE,

SaLt Lakg CrTy,
February 4, 1890.
Hon. Orlande W. Powers, Chair-
man Salt Lake City Lijberal
Committee:

Dear Bir—We are directed by the
People’s Municipnl Central Comn-
mittf:etosay: :

We are not surprised at the regret
expresged in your compaign doeu-
ment of the 3rd inst. In fact we
rather txpeeted and even desired
that your party should be disap-
pointed by our response to Yyour
former communication. Nor ate we
surprigsed at the reasons alleged by
your committee for your regret. We
expected these rensons to be, as they
are, marked less by candor than by
cunning. Since you consume so
much space to construe our motives,
Eermit ug, with all due respect. to

riefly elucidate your own. It was
your manifest desire to learn the
nature of the proots held by us
agninst your party. That we re-
fused your modest request is suffi-
clent rearon for the melancholy
nir ussumed in your second letter.
Not are wenow to be drawn intoan
exchange of campaign secrets, dis-
covery and policy—despite the ai-
fuctation of cordial unreserve wvisi-
ble in your lengthy communication
of yesterday. BSuech an c¢xchange
would be unfair, for we have no
perjury to protect and ne fraud to
palliate. our party seeks to deny
us much; do not, we beg, deny us
our right to act as the gaardian of
outr own information, nor the right
to prociniio that information at the
houi and place in which the cause
of justice will be best served. Itisn
vaulting nmbition which seeks to
tun both sides of a political eam-
paign.

cur adrpit assumption of sulici-
tude concerning the result to us of
our refusal to ‘‘co-operate’ with
you, if it were real sympathy, would
be misplaced sympathy. Charity
beging at home; in some cases it
would better stop there. All your
anxiety sheuld be for the persons

who have committed perjury at
wholesnle and the persens who have
coupseled and permitted jt. L7 it

were all bestowed there wecouid



