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and s0 many arresis for illegal voting, | extent of a mill.

850 we will give our idea.in a somewhat
unvarnished way: -

‘“jt 1s not for anything that has been
done, but to prevent those suspected
of a design to vote the Democratic
ticket from voting at the coming elec-
tion. It is nntarnished Republican
bulldozing, a hell-coucocted, damn-
able Dubols conspiracy, conceived in
the rotienness and corraption of as
black-hearted set of scoundrelsas ever
salled under a hypocritical flag. In
no other section of the United Siates
outside of Scuthern Idaho would this
gang of political cutthroats be per-
mitted to ply their desperate schemes
of intimidation, and in vhe offended
name of legal subterfuges. They
know the law has Do barriers they
fear while judgea and officers sit in
authority who will warp it al their
bidding, and in thigs direction every
avonue for their own safety has been
explored and they are asaured
the programme mapped oat of riding
ronghshod over the most sacred
rights of an eunemy can result to
them in no responsibility or incon-
venience. Th%y talk of the majesity
of the court! They have no more re-
gard for it than a hyena for adove. To
accomylish the political ends they
have in view they would tear the Con-
stitution in threads, deprive their fel-
low beings of every liberty that has
been purchased by the blood of
patriotism, and cloak their infamy
with judieial ermine soaked in dyes of
partisan perjury. If the administra-
tion of the law was what it used to be.
and the officers thereof were infiuenced
only by its majesty and power,a lot of
slick-skinned rascals, who concocted
the Republican programme of arrest-
ing every man who votad against
then: two Years ago,would be arrested
for one of the most barefaced  con-
spiracies that ever disgraced any party,
and & non-partisan judge and Jary
would consign them to solitude,whore
8 bealthy reflection would be their
priucipal exercige.”

A PECULIAR SUIT.

W.J. ALLEN, through his attor-
ney, a person named Ferguson, has
brought suit against Richard W.
Young, on the ground that the Iat-
ter has damaged the repulation of
complainant to the extent of $3,500,
and caused him an expenditure of
$100. The alleged grievance is that
Mr. Young caused the arrest
and examination of Allen om a
charge of having committed a crim-
inal breach of the election laws, by
which he{Mr. Y.} was robbed of his
right to a seat on the school board
of this city.

Were it pot for the annoyance
to which a respectable citizen is
subjected in consequence of i,
the damage suit would assume, to
our view, an aspect of hilarious
absurdity, We take it to be beyond
the limits of reasou to anlicipate—
notwithstauding the practical uboli-
tion in Utah of trial by jury—that
the complainant expects to receive
a cent. We no more believe he will
than we do that he has been
damaged by the defendunt to the

We are of opinion
that the boot is on the other foot,
and that it is the defendant who
hap been domaged, and that, in the
language of Commissioner Green-
man, thatpoiut *‘can be delermined
by civil action on the part of
the cosnfestant.” We go further
and express the belief that,
if the contestant should plant
a civil suit against Allen el al, pro-
viding the courts would dothe right
thing in the matter, the plaintiff
would be sustained.

The ground of this belief is the
eharacter of the tacts elucidated in
the examination of tbe c¢harge
against Allen. Among them were
these: At the poll in the Fourth
Precinct at which Allen, in hia ca-
pacity as judge, deposited (or other-
wise) the ballots, 143 voted the Peo-
ple’s ticket on which wus the niiue
of Richard W. Young as a candi-
date, and only 128 were counted for
him. There is proof of crookedness.
A wrong was dene to Mr. Young
and the public, especially the per-
song who voted for him.

Whether Allen was the guilty
man or not, suspicion naturally fell
npon him, because he was the per-
son who handied the ballots, de-
poeiting them (or otherwise) wheu
handed in, and extracting them
when taken out of the hox, This
strong presumptive positivn appears
to render the allegation of malice
on the part of the plaintiff as ridicu-
lous as thatto thé cfect that Mr,
Young procured the publication of
the fact of Allen’s arrest in certain
local newspapers, Including .this
journal.

During the examination of the
charge against Allen a oumber of
witnesses testified to witnessing sus-
picious and irregular conduct on his
part at the poll. In his decision, the
Commissioner sald:

$A large majority of the witnesses,
when questioned, admitted that their
ballots were received and deposited all
saw nothing wrong,

right. They

- while the few who nonticed what they

form something out of the usnal order
of business, admit that while they
noticed those strange things, they did
not remonstrate or say anything about
it.”

This almits, in a milk-and-water
way,that the evidence given showel
irregularity, which is further sus-
{ained, in diluted shape, by another
quotation:

‘“‘Although poiniing toward dis-
crepaney and irregularity in the con-
duct of the election at TPoll No. 2,
Fourth Precinet, at the Juoly election,
the svidence does not disciose the fact
that the defendant did anything
wrong, at least sufficicnt to support
the charge against him.’2

Thus the commissioner supported
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the ract that the evidence pointed
“toward diserepaucy and irregulari-
ty in the conduct of election at poll
No. 2. This also upholds the point
of justifiable suspicion that the
digerepancy between the num-
ber of ballots tendered by
electors and those counted was ow-
ing to this irregular aud discrepant
conduct on the part of Allen; con-
sequently the allegation of malice
on the part of Mr. Young in having
him arrested appears in the light
of an absurdity.

The langusge: ‘‘The evidence
does not disclose the fact that the
defendant did anything wrong, at
least not sufficient fo support the
charge made against him?’ is a
qualified phrase. It aﬁgouuta to

saying  that he did some
wrong  but not quite encugh
wrong to sustaln the charge.

Then occurs the question, as to how
much of election wrong does it re-
quire should be done by a **Liberal”
to prove a charge against him before
a ‘‘Liberal’’ commissioner?

We believe, without qualification,
that, on the ground of the opinion of
Commissioner Greenman alone—
biased in favor of Allen, as we hold
it to he—the suit agalust Mr. Young
would not be eutertained by any
court of Justice worthy the name. If
to this is added the testimony given

before  the  commissioner, to
which we do not think
the magistrate gave sufficient
weight wben it bore against

the defendant, the ground of the
complainant ln the civil suit is, as
we regard it, sweptaway. We do
not suppose for n moment that Mr.
J. W. Allen—who appears to have
ao many aliases that he could not
remember them at the examination
—bar-tender, ex-policeman, foot-
racer and Denver political operator,
will make auything out of this

latest move. Indeed, it is a ques-
tion in our mind as to whether it
is mot a “Liberal’?’ intimida-
tion card— an intimation that

all who seek to apply the law to per-
sons suspected of “*Liberal?’ trick-
ery, will be pursued.

We observe thal oue of our
esieemed cotemporaries in freating
upon Commissioner Greenman’s
opinion in the Allen case, besides
puncturing its logic, assails its gram-
mar, We thiuk, however, that it
a matter of that kind orthography
or syntax, are secondary considera-
tions. Good sense and a respect for
justice cover a whole multitude of
errors in grammar, Unfortunately
the opinmion did not have these
two elements to any extent



