of a man whose forefathers forseven
generatione have their birthplace
within the boundarieg of the thir-
teen original Btates.

Mr. McCallom—Waell, no.
objection to you is overruled.

Jogr. Christiansen; default entered.

George N. Coombs; challeuged for
oot being a bona-fide resident. Had
lived in the precinct 16 years. Chal-
lenge denied.

Moses Cardwell; default,

Joseph B, Robbins; not bona-fide
resldent, had lived in preciuct 3
years. Chnllenge uenied.

Chas. R. Robbing; not bona-fide
resident; had lived iu Balt Lake 8
years. Challenge deniexl.

Btephen J. Starley; not a bona
fide citizen; had lived in precinct 8
years. Challenge denied.

Robert Patrick, polygamist. Wit-
ness said he had been unable to se-
cure a material wituess, which he
thought he could find. Mr. Me-
Callum reguired Mr. Patrick to take
an oath that he was not a polygam-
{5t and the challenge to hin was
deuled.

Thomas Horne, polygamist. Ob-
jection overtuled.

James Tregeagle; not a bona-fide
citizen; lived o precinct seven
monthe, Challenge denied.

Peter M. Robinson; nota bona-fide
resident; lived in preciuct seven
yenrs. Challunge denied.

1. W. Fletcher, against whom de-
fault was entered yesterday,appeared
on Saturday, and the ubjection to
him wasoverruled.

At 3 o’clock this afternoon brief
arguments were made za to what
constituted a polygamist, and the
decision of the Uuited Btutes Su-
preme Court in the Murghy coso
was cited as authority of the meau-
ing under the law.

The

The following instructions are is-
sued by the Utah Commisslon:

OFriCE OF THE UTAH CoMMI8BI0ON,
faLT LAKE CQrTy, Fub. 3, 1880,

do the Oficers of Election and Qualified
Voters qf Salt Loake Oy

The Utah Commission being charged wilh
regtatration nnd elecliona n the Tlerritory,
which 1necludes all municipal eleclions, and
of courae that of Lhe approaching clection
in Salt Lake City, after due consideration
hayve thonght it sdvisable to make a8 public
appeal is the regisiration oflicors, the judges
o} cleclion, and the qualifled voters of Balt
Lake Of

The gmmlssion fe desirous of having,
und as far a8 it has nuthority of Jaw or in-
fuence, is determincd to have a fair and
frpartial election; that everything like
fruud aball be put down, that every law-
rully registered voter in the city shall have
the priviiege of deposiling s ballot freely
8& he wishes, and withou$ intimidation,and
that none who are not legally registered
shall be permitied to vole, no malier what
the erenmstances may 1ro.

The Commission respect{ully suggeats
that judges of election ai the different pol.-
ing places, in_passing upon chalienges nt
the polls, ehall do ac speedily, impartially
and fairly, relecung none who are legaliy

nalifled, admitling none who are not,
ieeping in mind that the presumptions of
law are to e construcd in favor of tha elec-
tor untll the counirary appears by compe-
tent proof.

It is suggested that prompt arreets be
madce for any violation of this statute.

Inthe interests of a fair electlon the
Commission further suggests that no per-
son oxcept the registrar or his depnty,
judges of eleclion, or major of the city and

olicemen on duty, the sheriff or his depu-
jen, tho Umted Btates marshal and his
deputics and such challengers (not more
than two at each poil} 48 may be
elected by each Is:rty shall be permit-
ted to remain wil one hundred feet of
the polla, except as in the liee to be formed

THE DESERET WEEKLY.

and as far as practicable have it 80 ar-
ranged that o line in single dle extending
one hundred feot or more from the polls
may be formed, and thatwhen an cleetor
shall have deposited his ballot hie shall pass
be; ]ond the limit fixed for approach to the
holls.

K Attention is respectfully called to the fol-
lowing section of the clection laws:

“Any persons who shall disturk er be
gullty of any riotous conduct atany election
in 1his Territory, or who shall disturb or ln
teifere with the making ot the returas. or
who shall interfere wilh any voter in the
free cxercise of the elective franchise, shall
be deemed guilty of u misdemeanor.’”
(Compued laws of U.ah 1838, volome J,
page 330, section 260.)

The commission moet enrnesily invokes
nll good citizens, irrespeclive of parues or
parly fecang, to lend their influence
to the aid of a fair and honest aleclion, and
+he preservation of the public peace upon
which so mueh of the future of thecity de-
penda; that they frown and stamp upon all
frauds and attempted (rauds whetlher tend-
ing to unfajrness at the polls or in the re-
turue of thoe elections, keeping in mind the
great truth that the continaed ircedom of 1he
American people depends upon the purity
of the ballot box.

The commission taken; great
bearing witness to the fawrnoss
tions heretofore held under aulhority given
it by law, and with great confidence louks
Lo the same result inthe approaching eleo-
tion. |

The manhood of Sult Lake City cannot
affurd to prostitute .taelf by froud ko elec-
tions and so bring reproach upon the fair
pame of 50 beautiful & city.

4. L. GORFREY,
Ubairman.

leasure In
n Rl elee-

When the exposure of the stu-
pendous ““Liberal” frauds sought to
be perpetrated ut the election to be
bheld on Feb. 10th begau to develop
in real earuest, the ¢Liberal”
committee Lecame exclied, aod
thought to regain some of their
lost ground by securing posses-
sion of information which had
been obtained by the People’s com-
mittee. With this view a letter
was written offering to ‘jolu In
pur%lug the liste” made up by the
‘Liberal” registrars. But the guise
was 80 transparent, that the People’s
representatives very promptly in-
formed Judge Powers and his
heuechmen that they must keep off,
as their conflience game would nnt
work,

Then the ‘“Liberal’’ leader got.

mai. He must have been, or pof
even a politiclan of Judge Powers’
stamp would have written such a
letter as that sent to the People’s
committee. There 18 not c¢ven au
attempt to excuse the misstatements
of facts well known to the observing
public, smong them the signers of
the document. Then the unpar-
alleled ‘‘cheek’ with which it as-
sumes to direct what the People
shall Jdo s amazingly funny. Here
is the precious document:

Hon. F. 8. Richards, Chalrman of
the People’s Party Municipal Cen-
tral Hommitiee, Salt Lake City,
Utah:

Deur Bir--The reply of your com-
mlittee to the offer made you in our
letter of the 30th inst, is at band, aud
[ am directed by the Liberal com-
mittee to express surprise and regret
that you have declined to aeccept our
offer to Join with you in using all
lawful meaus to perfect the city reg-
iatration list so that none but lawful
volers should be permitted to exer-
cise the franchize at the coming
election. Your party brgans have
persisteatly asserted that your com-
mittee bad in its,possession convin-
clog proofs that large numbersof the
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Liberal party were legintered ille-
gally, and your letter indlicates that
claim to have “information’ verify-
ing these charges, and yet you de-
cliue to take auy steps such as the
law points out to remedy these
alleged grievances.

While we regard your declision on
out proposal as final, we cannot per-
mit your refusal to pasa without
noticing the reasone which you ae-
sign for your determination. Our
proposition was made to you in per-
feet good faith and 1o the hope that
by having an bonest effort made to
have a final registration, as oearly
perfect as our joint endeavors would
make it, we might put at rest io ad-
vance all doubt of the iotegrity of
the result. Frustrated in tkis by
refusal upou your part to do any-
thing inm the direction indicated and
forced to wo forward in the duty
which is ne much yours as ours
without yeur co-operation, we
feel that justice to our commit-
tee requires that we reply to your
reasons for non-action.  And we
premise that the statute under
which the registration efficers nre
now engaged in imrfecti ny the reg-

8

Mtration liats the work of
the People’s Party. At Jeast
one member of your commit-

e, if not more, was a member of
the Territorial Leglslature which
enacted the law which prescribes
the method of purging the registra-
tion list which is now being pursued.
It is well known to you that the
Liberal party earnestly opposed this
statute at the time of its passage,
and that it was the People’s Party
that secured it. When the Gov-
ernor of the Territory was waited
upon by leading Liberals who pro-
tested against its approval after it
had received the endorsement of a
legislature then uuauimously of
your party, they were curtly told
that he would “sign the bil‘; and
hear the ohjections afterwards.”” In
view of the fuct that the authority
under which the officers are now
reviewlng the registratiou lists is
one owing its existence to the Peg-
ple’s Party, your refusal to pruceed
in accordance with its provisious is
one to which your letter affords no
explanation. 1t suggests to us that
its purpose, when enpacted, was one
that its authors could easily have
fulfilled by persons under their con-
trol. Your action in repudiating a
statute of your own making, because
your partisans do not administer it,
is a direct impeachment of the
motiven of ita anthors. We regret
thut you have felt compelled to
demonsgtrate the bad faith in which
your own party exercised the law-
making power.

Passing, however, from this to
the reasons you aszsign for declning
the offer- made you by the Liberal
commitles, we venture to reply to
these reasons.

First—You deny the authority of
the reglstrars to exercise the power
given by the statute of Utah to
strike n name from the list of voters
because it {s “‘judiclal.”” Lf this po-
sition be correet, then the judges of
election are equally without author-
Ity to reject a disqualified voter when
challenged at the polls, for they pos-
sess the same power. These are



