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THE DESERET WEEKLY.

THE EDITOR’S COMMENTS.

ATTACK ON PRESIDENT (__‘.ANNON.

The Washington correapondent of
the Balt Liake Tribune has aent to bis
paper a brief synopeiseof a seven-col-
umn article whleb appeared in the

New York Times of the 13th lpst.,
cbharging Presideut Gevrge Q. Cannon
with the political sale of tole Terri-
tory to the Republicsp party, and with
various corrupt and dishonest trapeac-
tionein bis own private business affairs;
one of these heing his acquirement ot
stock in the Bullion-Beck mintng
properiy, and this fullowed by the ger-
eral churge that be has **made & politl-
¢al desl to help hla buslness enter-
prises.*?

In the absence of the ful) text of the
publication apy attempl 10 reply ex-
plicitly to ite sccusations would be nec-
essaniy premature., But epough of the
apirit of the articie taat baud to show jts
uttar heseness and iufamy. President
“‘Cunnon in 8 short Interview ohilained
by a 7ribune reporter, hrands the Le e-
graphed ntatemenls as false io every
pariicular—a  declaratioh which i3
surely nol necessary 8mong » people
with whom he bwe lived 1n
unshaken esteem and unquestioned
novor tor upwarda of finty yeare,

Neovertieless, he entera a calegotical
and emphatie denfal {0 edch vlulemeut
made. Alluding 10 the cbhbarge that
Republicau success 10 the 'Territory of
Utah was due t> bla efforte and his
ecciesiastical intluence, President Cau-
non saye: *'I took sbsolutely nov part
ln Frank J. Cavnon?’s slection, quielly
or otberwise, and, in faci, I was very
onrefu! to refrain from so dong he-
cause of my positiou In the Chureb, I
wish to be wuderstord and (uoted ue
slating most emphsticaliy towc duriogy
ihe campalgn I spproscheu u» vne, i0-
directly or otherwise, with reference to
Frank J. Canuon’s i1ulerests, sud did
uot coutribule » sjngle dollar to his
campaign 1und, Nelther did I have
any dealinge with J. 8, Clerks.n or
Joe. Manley reisting 1o Frunk J, Can-
nob’s vleclion, aou 10t bhat maiter, 1L
is a well kuown act thalt nDeither
Ularkson nor Mapley had anythinyg to
Jo with biwselection.?’ ‘

Referring to the statemaent that his
{awwlly bug dived ffom the profita of his
Churcy pueltiov, President Canpon
woewers: ‘‘l do Dot draw a single
dollar from the Churep for my services,
but jostead, L pry my tith)ng trom an
income which I derive from legiti.
wate L siness enterprisee. 1 wish to

Tatate, turther, that I uave néver made
#ny woney out of the Churcn iu any
form.*?

Coming to the statement that hie
atock lu tae Builop-Beck and Cham-
plon mininy compapy was segured by
iraud, President Ceonon eaye: *‘*My
holdings in the company bave beeu
acquired only by direct purcnase, nod
whoever pay« Ly the conlrsry telis ag
unqualified {alsehood,’* And on this suk-
jeci Mr.Jobn Beck,wboaccordiog to the

Times® writer was swindled vul of his’

mlning stock, very promplly comes oul
to a published sialement in bola the
8ait Lake morulng papers of (this date
to the eflect that Mr. Cannon puid the
cash for the stock he purchased, that

the transaction hse never heen ques-
tloneu, tbat It wsds perfectly straighi,
apd that any charge of fraud is ridic
ujous. There le no doubt thateach other
slander in the whole vile screed when
it sball by recelved in ita fulluess cao
be refuisd with equal ease,and with-
out President Cannon’a beipg put tu
the trouble of further noticiog it at all.

Meaptime the motive for the mulev-
olence of the Tiémes® writer (ihe article
18 s8id fo bear & Sait Liake dute line)
naturally exXciies comment, and his
ideutity gives riee to speculatiood.
But whoever be is, and whatever biue
motive, his filne aud cowardly uature
ie shown iD hia bamdiwork. Sruce
slmost the heglonivg of time Lhere
have heen Wwretenoes Vile vovougb to
giory io the agsaseiostion «f honest
web’s reputations—foul Leasis Whuee
ploaeure wus stlompis atthedesiruciicu
o! obaracter apd tlle domng of evil

Such mirerable ULeiDge are gow-
erally foued tut  wt  lwst  wawod
thelr infamy ehown in the
iigbt of duy. iu tbe present ioelapce

the tntentive doubilers was to mallyn
more than one man or lamily—it was
to defame and iujure vast interests and
8 whaule commuoity. Lt will fall, a»
faleehood must ever iail; its author wall
have his chagrio tor pls uaios, sou
even uow, unknown theugh be 18, his
poruion s every decent mun®s sgorn.

DO NUr BLUNDER.

We Jearn from our correspoudents
and also from brief nules In our Utsh
coub!y exchanges that there is consju-
ersble agitation in the soutbern part of

the counly named with a view to the
ersclion of W new sUgar fsctory. A
mesting 1a called for today (Thuraday)
Jn Spanlsb Fork, to discuss the supject,
anod the decivion ia-fo e commuUnicatey
tbhrough commitiees to other towns In
the county. Lf 1L should’ be favorabie
to the pruposed echeme, meetlipgs are
to be hel In otber locailtics for the
purpoke of crowding the plans toa
flual consummation. Refsrence s
made tv ihis subject in acorrespon,
dence in andther part of oday’s NEWSs-
Those who are taking part 1o tue
movement are aclive larmers and lead-
ing citizens o varlous localfities.

A sugal factory 18 an enter
prise of such magbitude bLoth
ne to capitai and operatlon {but

ite establishment ehould be a sub.
ject for thougbtiul deliberatiov apd
calm discuesion., It becessaly relz-
tions wilh the pubiic meke it an ob-
ject of public Inlerest and soiicitude. A
chief argument tn fsvor of another
gugar {actory in the Territory 1sthe
fact that two-thirda of the pugar now
used bere is lmmported. Al tbe same
time conditivne are auch asto make
the jtem ¢f location fir suoh & factory a
matter of vitul importance. A valued
contrtbotor to the NEWR, whos=e
urticles appenr eech Baturday, has had
much tosay ot the evile of undue com-
petition, and there have been pointed
oul 80 forecibly and clearly, and made
80 patent toevery careful reader, that
we do nol regaru It meuveseary to detail
upy of them bere. It appears to us,

—_—

bowever, thet a menace uf thess evily
in their most viruient form ie one of
the accompanimente of the new fagtory
proposition, and therefoke we Bugpert g
aerious consideration of the Bubject
from every consietent point of view,

Ordinary good judgment would jy.
tlmate that where a capsbiy managed
branch of manufacturing induaetry hag
great 'ifficulty io maintaining its ow g
ln auy field, the institution of anothey
and eimilar plnpt to increaee thet diff.
culty by undue competition would he
a very injurious proceeding to bothp
By force of circumetances for whicnh jg
wae Tesponsible, the new comer wonjq
have to ba regarded 88 a Bort of ‘g
in the manger’’ &plterprise whiep
while it might oot bs able to subgiat h;
comfort itsell, yet spuiled the fggy
which would have given Dutrimant to
the other. This illusteation bam been
affarded more than once in Utap
wherehy a rush (o ecvme pnrticula;
branch of industry bas swept away a|)
operailons in that line. Anditf, wherg
there wae not room for two, the seceng
«hould crueh the e¢qually good ope
which came 8rst, what bepefi bag
come o anyone hy the cruehioyg Ppro-
cess, Lo compensate for its fnjury ?

Inquiry may be mnade as to whether
anything of this nature can be applieq
to the proposition for a Dew eugpp
factory in Utah county. That county
now has the L.ehlwugar works. Want.
ever flccessos have heen met wijth
one f them is not that of finangia)
orofit to the investora up to the preseny
time. The operating expenses angd the
recelnts bave been guch as 10 force the
factory mapagement L) the alternative
of cutting down expenses or Ceasing (g
run, There ls podispute on that poin,
singe it cau be shown wilh mathemay,
icsl certainty. Now, If the one (.
tory ip the county, wioss mannge-
ment bhas heen thoroughly ecinomica}
anJ capable, has heen umahle to make
aDything, what would twode? Woylg
they not be forced into undue cowm peti-
tion, fighting e1ch other as well as th g
imported product in the same market,
with tbe resultl that vpe, and thahl_r,:
both, would coilapee? Could anything
he more favorable to the giant sugar
trust thaw to have an ally in the shupe
of alocal ronfllct of this nature? Thege
are questions which private and punljc
Interests requlre should be auswered
without passion of prejudice.

No douUt there are some heet rajserg
who have felt aggrieved because tyeyp
beels were not recel ved at the tactory:
and perbape thelr neighbors and uegg.
cintes copeider they Lave caure to be
oflended. If there is any Wrong exisg-
Ing ire this respeot, or o any gther
coonected with eugar beet culture uny
the market, itshould bessl right, Fgr
this reasou the NEWS has opened ita
columps for all concerned, ond hbag
been pleased to Dote the free expression
of the farmers on tbe subject any to
give full publicity thereto. AL the
same time, theso fiuve Devergontiiney
a sugiertion thst the sugar factory
rejected uny heets thal came up to the
required stzndard. Why shouldr i¢?
The fictory is taere to make sugar, Aoy
toturn away material that would en-
able it Lo operate would be f,olish
indeeu., Bu! heets which did mnot
reach the standard have heen
turned saway. Whby? Because, an
ie well known, roots outslde of certaln
grades cinoo. be muke o prejuce



