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do not believe his paper, with all its
virulence and success in intimidating
“Liberal*’ citizens, can whip into line
the three Judges whom it insults with
its vuigar and false insinuations and
charges. The indications are that the
digfranehirement fanatic is becoming a
hopeless monomaninc.

-

A “DODGER” WHO 1S NOT EVEN
“ARTFUL." -

A FEW days ago we replied to a
statement in the editorial columns of
the Salt Lake Tribune that, “'Since the
passage of the Edmunds law, at a pub-
lic assemblage of the Saints in a little
town a litfle way out in the country,
President Taylor declared that theirs
was the only legal Glovernment on
earth;’’ and that he also asserted that
‘‘the pure women who came here from
the Fast as teachers were all of bad
character.”> We denied both asser-
tions and. challenged the 7ribune fo
give the name of the little town, with
other particulars, and the name of the
personf who heard the alleged declara-
tions.

We ptated, then, and we repeat the
statement now, that the assertions were
not mere mistakes but LIES, fabricated
by the Fribune for malicious and decep-
tive purposee. Inanabortiveattempt to
meet this charge and pretend tosub-
stantinte its falseboods, the Tribune
brnzenly ecalls our denial ‘‘bluff,”
wnd with its accustoaed logie quotes,
as *‘a sufficient answer to the ranting
of the NEWS,” a couple of paragraphs
from a pamphlet containing copies of
the correapondence between John Tay-
lor and Schuyler Coifax, which the
Tribune ways took place in 1870, and it
triumphantly points to the fact that
this pamphlet was published by the
DegERET NEwS Publishing Company.

There’s argument for you'! John
Taylor, “since the passage of the Fd-
mubds law,** said so and so in a public
assembly, and the proof that he did is
that he wrote a letter to Schuyler Col-
fax. The Edmundsact was not passed
in 1882, and the letter cited was writ.
ten in 1870. What could be more con-
vineing?

The two paragraphs quoted contain
no statement that ‘“theirs (the ““Mor-
moneg’ >’} is the ouly legal government
on earth,”> nor anything like it,
and no reference whatever to “‘the
pure women who come here as
teachers.”> And yet they are cited as
“p sufficient anawer’’ toour challenge
to produce the name of the little town
where those alleged declarations were
made, and the names of the persons
who heard them!

This is the best answer the TFridune
can make, and is as good evidence as

could e desired that its statements
were willfully false and it is unahle to
meet the issue. It stretches out this
thin effurt to nearly a full column, and
after repeating our chalienge says,
““The best way to anawer it all will be
to go back and answer it with a tract
which the DESERET NEWS sells out of
its office.”” It then relatesthe fact of
the correeprntence, and guotes the two
paragraphs from that old Utah history.

To prove that John Tayler made a
certain declaration since 15882, it gquotes
from a letter written in 1870. To prove
that he said something in a public as-
sembly in a little town iv the country,
it points to this letter. To prove that
he abused pure women t{eachers, it
atill refers to that old letter which con-
tanins not a syilable about those feach-
ers. To clinch this kind of proof that
John Taylor did 8o and so, it declares
that a certain tract was published by
the DESERET NEWs Company. A od
thiz is ‘““the best way to answer? a
chellenge for the name of the little
town where the public declaration was
made sinee 1882, and the names of the
persone who heard it. 7rdune logic
again, with a vengeance!

We noticed these two wilful lies of
the 7ribune, simply that ifs scribes
might not say, with any appearance
of  truth, fhat its statements
had “never been denied? and there-
fore they must be accepted as facts,
For, one of its common tricks is, to
say “The Mormons admit”’ so and so,
when ‘“the Mormons admit’> nothing
of the kind, but simply let the lies of
the 7ribune alone as unworthy of
notice. - :

Now if the Tribune can offer any
evidence that President Taylor “‘since
the passasge of the Edmunds* act made
the publie declarations named io ‘a
little town” ot a big town, let it be pro-
duced. If not, it will be of no use to
dodge behind an old tract or an old
letter, eyen if either contains any-
thing- like the alleged declarations.
And when the tract or the lelfer con-
tains nothing resembling such declara-
tions, quotations only serve to show
still further the mendacity of the
dodger, who demonstrates that he is
not even artful, but simply idiotie.

MORE ABOUT THE ALLEN CASE.

Aprrry 9th we offered a few com-
ments Upon the verdici of acquittal in
the case of AMn, the alleged ballot
box stuffer. We were in hopes that
our obser vations wonlyd, be excepted to
by ‘*Liberal” journalistic advocates of
political rottenness, There i8, how-
ever, this morning, a disereetsilence
on the subject. Yesterday the morning
and chief apologist for ¢‘Liberal’”
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“flim-Aammery’’ remarked, in rela-
tion to Allen, that he now stood ‘‘legal-
ly innocent.’”> This assertion will pros
voke no dispute. The journal in which
this mouldly nothingism appeared was
caleful to make no statement to the
effect that the bar-tending ex-foot-rac-
ing alias-appropriating “Liberal’’ ex-
judge of election was innocent in fact.

Just now it seems appropriate to re-
vive a scrap of history of the recent
past, in connection with this ecase,
In Beptember Ilast the conduct of
Allen in his capacity of elec-
tion judge at poll number 2,
Fourth Precinct, resulted in a contest
on the basis of fraud, The Clontestee—
Mr. R. W. Young— contonded that he
waa entitled to the office which was
given, on the evidence appearing on
the face of the refurne, to Mr. F. L,
Williamg. He held that Allen had
changed votes east for him to the num-
ber of about twenty and placed Lib-
eral ballots in the box in their stead,
the Iatter being counted for Mr.
Williams. Mr. Thoroberg and Mr.Blair
both testified toc having seen Allen
make the fraudulent changes. The case
was tried before Judge C. 8. Zane, who
decided that the fraud had been per-
petrated and econsequently that Mr.
Young was entitled to the seat on the
board of school trustees for Balt Lake
City-

The reasoning of Chief Justice Zane
when he rendered the decision, makes
—in view of the acquittal of Allen, on
Wednesday April 8, bya jury com-
posed entirely of “Liberals’’—interest-
ing reading. We quote:

‘“The evidence further shows beyond
any controversy that there was a package
of tickets noar the ballot box, and that
they were within reach of Mr. Allen, the
judge; and it sbows quite conclusively
that tbhere were tickets folded and
in some of the envelopes, at lenst. A
namber of persons testify that dar-
ing tbe day, at different times, Al-
lenm was Seen  with one of ‘these
tickets in bis band, or tickets that he bad
not received from voters. It also appears
that he was seated on & high =seat nocar
the window; that the voters came to the
window angd dsilvered to him their bal-
lots, and that be took them, and it was
bis duty to put them in the box. One of
tbe other judpes, Mr. Ball, states that
be was checker, and that he held
a list of volers, and cbeocked off as
tbhey voted, and Mr. Woolley wrote the
namo down on a shoet. Their atiention,
of course, was occu{)l;ed. Mr. Blair tos-
Lifies tbat some of those ballots on the
table that were near the box got on the
floor. He opencd one and found it was a
Liberal ticket, and Mr. Williams’ name
was on it.

- * * *

1t appecars from tho evidence in this
case that about a week orten days before
the election occurred—itis shown from
the testimony of Mr. Kesler, the regis-
trar—Mr. McCallum, who was the cbair-
man of the Liberal committee, camo to
bim (Kesler)and told him tbat Mr.Green-
map was not going to serve as s judge of
election. He scems to have beon consid-
ered presiding judge, to.taks the votes.



