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HARR IS S RUEAL S

he is caught in knowingly making false statements he Is
offered to prove his statements to be true

he waits until tile last day and issues a circular on mrdir glasmannGlasinann butclaim the knowing he is defeated on false statements he has cir-culatedcu mr harris latest atterattemptapt to foolpool the people will not work everyman should scratch harris name as he is not fair to the people
on Octooctoberberr the standard printed

thejafollowing articleartlurtcleicle lnin vuwhich Is
offered to0 mr harris to Pprove thothe
article to be untrue instead otof mr
harris answering through the stand-
ard as he is entitled to do he waited
until today when he publishpublished a clrcir
ular ilee did not intend for the cir-

cularuntil to getgelt into the standards hands
until after the paper went to press to-
night but the standard editor heard
about the circular being printed so we
sent a man to W W brownings pprint-
ing

r n
office who wasaz able to getgot a copyPY

the circular is all rottot as it pretendstends to
reprint something that was published
inla the standard years ago it is the
old statement in which mr harris tries
to insinuate ithak governor wells C
C goodwin wma glasmann and

leans who voted for bryan
tourfour years ago were bought with gold
to support mckinley this time it mr
harris thinks that hohe makesmaxes a point
by charging a majority of the people
ol01 utah with selling out he is welcome
to tee point

here idouris our statement as printed one
week ago oroffering for mr harris
to prove the false statements he hasba
made to be true

TRUSTS IN NATIONNATIOM2

arguments presented by william

glasmannGIasmann are sustained

the standard editor isan receipt otof

the following
pleasant view utah liast evening

john seaman and NX J harris spoke
at this place and both gentlemen stat
ed that the statements made by mr
glasmannGlaemann a few evenings before at this
place were false and misleading mr

harris said that all mr glasmannglasman
said about the trusts uwas13 faleefalse 2andd un-
true heile further said that mr me-

kinleys attorney general john W

griggs never even brought or tried one

suit against a trust our people hard-
ly believe that mr glasmannGjasmann would

have saidd that the attorney general did

irytry the sultasuits mentioned unless it was
who eaysay tathatattrue and there are

mr harris was eo emphatic in hin

statementsstatstateementementis that they are in doubt which

told the truth willwil1 the standstandardard
please furnish the proprodproofDf

it laIs nothing new torfor the standard
anandaud N Jto learnleam that john seamanSeam

wholiarseverybodyharris pronounce
telltall to agree with them

I1

NOW FOR TRUST

mrjr harris knew behe was misleading

thetle deoppeoplele when be said that aickin
leys attorney general badhad not prose-

cuted the trusts because be is a lawyer

and behe reads the supreme court re-
ports and behe knows that what hebe said
was untrue

the following casca fromwe take courtof the supremeproceedingsthe states torfor
of thetho united

trust cases twoall1899
of abich weiweree directly pros

thirds
eted by J W griggs of new

attorney
jer

ecybey president s
general

united states vs whiskeyNrhIskey trust
2
1

i united states vs lumber trust
3 united states vs cash register

salt lake citycit1
4 united states vavs

eoaloal combine coal
S united states vevs california

combine
6 united states T kansas citylive stock trust
7 united states vs praderaTradera livestock trust
8 united states vs tramstrans missourifreight association in which nine rail-

roads formed pool
9 united states vs joint traffic asso-

ciationciation yo railroads formed
a pool

10 united states vs sugar trust I1

ll11 united states vs steel iron and
pipe trust

12 united states vs nashville coal
combine

13 united states vs chesapeake
ohio fuel trust

without fear of truthful contradcontradllcC
tion the standard charges and asserts
that these suits were prosecuted to a
finish by the attorney general of theahe
united states

the democratic attorney general
who preceded attorney general griggs
torfor four long years said rnethe sherman
antitrustantiantl trust law passed by the repub-
licans under president harrlsonharrison was

yet no sooner did
mckinley get in power than every
power of hethe government was used to
enforce the antitrustanti trust law with the
result that out of thirteen cases tried
under the sherman antitrustanti trust law
three of the greatest trusts namely
the iron steel and pipe trust the
trans missouri freight pool and the
joint traffic association were dissolv-
ed and destroyed the supreme court
held these three trusts were such trusta
as the government could destroy all
the others said the supreme court
must be handled by the state tilesupreme court of the united states
the highest authority in this nation
says that the government can Intinterfereinterfereerfer
only with trusts that cover more than
one state the steel and iron trust
covered thirteen elatesstates and accord-
ingly was dissolvedalssolved the trans MIslits

traffic association covered nine
states and was dissolved the joint
traffic association covered still more
statesand it too was dissolved but the
sugar trust refineries the supreme
court held did not cover more than
one state hence thothe united states was
powerless

the supreme court says the state
legislatures can eaysay what methods of
bargain and sale what forms of com-
mercial or labor contracts what kinds
of corporations or partnershipsparthershipsnerships shallI1
be permissible within their several
jurisdictions the power of contro
or regulation by the united states ex-
ists only in exceptional instances where
actually conferred by thothe constitution
of the united states

again it stated that unless the
constitution can be made to give the
federal government more power the
right to regulate the trade and com-
merce in the states must be left with
the people of the several states

constitutional AAMENDMENT

it is therefore plain that after the
united states supreme court has de-
clared that a trust must cover more
than one state before the government
can interfere in a state that a consti-
tutionaltutional amendment Is necessary to
destroy the trusts in the states to ac-
complishcom that the republicans present-
ed in the present con
grossgress an amendment to

the constitution giving the gov-
ernment power to destroy trusts in
states as well aeas out of states bryan
recommended in his chicago trust
speech thatthat abe constitution should be
amended yet out of democratic
congressmenCongressmell only five democrats votedvot d
torfor the amendment it requires a two
thirds majority in congress84 to paseP A
a constitutional amendment the re-
publicanspublicans did not have a two thirds
majority so00 it failed thus showing fhat
the republicans up to this time are

the only people opposing trusts while
thethe democrats favored the truststrust every
time there was a chance to I1injurenj ure them

SHUT UP OR PUT UP
the standard hereby offers to wag-

er the sum ol01 or any part of it
that the statement above made con-
cerning trusts Is substantially correct
and we are ready to present the proofs
at ten minutes notice

it Is easy to go on the stump and
call other people liars and falsifiers
but to present the proof Is another
matter the standard editor deals
only in facts and truths and itif john
seaman or N J harris want to prove
themselves honest truthful gentlemen
here Is a chance to do it and make

in addition come gentlemen
prove your statements


