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THE DESERET WEEKLY.

"THE EDITOR’S COMMENTS.

ANOTHER TREE SUGGESTION,

Referriog agalo to the subject of the
sprayiong and care of fruit trees, which
tbese columns briefiy alluded to yester-
day, Mr, Jobn P. Borenson, one of the
iospectors 1o this clty, ofters a sugges-
tion that iz eertalnly worth coneidera-
tion, In the performance of his
offigial duties he pays bhe frequenlly
meets with people who are dispgsed to
chop down their fruit treese—where
the latter are at all old or uneatistac-
tory by reason of ponr shape
and too much wood—rather than cou-
tinGe the annual expense of spraying,
They argue that the quallty of the
fruit from such trees, even if the quan-
tity ie all right, is Dot such as to make
profitahle the keeping of the tree. Past
mnegleast has brought many otherwise
«xcellent trees into very had condition,
and, while this is not the trees? faulit, it
is eary to understand that thelr present
ownere should be tempted toact radi-
«<cally, now that the law imposes upon
them certain duties and expenses that
cannot he evaded,

Mr. Borenson®s suggeslion fis tbat

in such cases (ree owners Lhinok
itwice before laying the ax (o
the root and instesd thereof

apply the eaw a few feel higher up,
Just below the vrown, for laetsnce; the
cutting oft of the whole lop of the tree,
and the placing of a suitable cap wpon
the standing trunk will not destroy the
sound roots and bhealthy hody at sll,
but will eause the putting forth of new
‘and vigorous Yranches at and helow
the point of previous decapitation,
These can he trimmed and pruned
0ft aa desired, and wlthin two or
tliree years the owner will have
what to all lotents and purposes
e & new tree, only much larger
and stronger and heartier than &
youny iree could have powsibly hecome
I1n the rame length of jtime, because all
‘the old sap and roote and vigor are
already t(here to push along the new
growtir. Ordinarily the getling of a
five-year-old tree requires filve years;
by this method a fAve years’ yrowth ol
wond can readlly he obtained from &n
old trupk with tolerahle certalnty in
LW Yeurs,

We cordialliy second the suggestion,
and think it may be adopled wilh
prefir. Furtbhermore, every patriot
munt regret the destruction of a tree for
trivial or resentful reasonms. The
©Qountry bhes none too many of them,
and the atalute on spraying was never
intendved to reduce their number. He
who preserves, as well as he who
plapts, is & public benefaotor, and all
such should bhe encouraged not only
by law but by the good wWords und ex-
ampics of others.

“MONEY SPENT NOT WASTED.»

The NEwS, on April 16, o an edi-
#woriu) under the ahove caption, refer-
riog to the sttitude of certaln dema-
gogues and grumblers who complain
sgainst rich people for spending their
mwoney on luxurier, characterized such
complaint as unreasonable aod incon-

sistent, for the reason that *“sp far as
bis fellowmen are concerned, & spender
i more useful than a lender.?* It was
pointed out that the more hortes and
carriages, carpets and furnoiture, silk
dresees and porceiain, ete,, the naboh
and bis family buy and use, the belter
for all thbe people engaged in the
relsing or manufacture of the
articles named. The dJdoctrine here
iald down wae expressly qualltied by
tbhe statement thit these are nutl tne
best ways of spending money; more

people would be benefited LY a rich

man’s wealth, if he establisned fac-
toriee and astded in developiog lbe
country; but if he chose to :pend
large pums upon bis domiclle and bis
person (supposing all the timme that bhe
has neither ability nor imclinction to
invest bisgold in any other way) in
all consclence he ¢gught Lo be encour-
aged to Jdo 8o} hy Lhis means he wounid
Jo some good to the community in
which be livee. Al this wz2s plainly
sialed in the article reterred to.

It would ereem (hat this pro-
poeition is as plain as ibe simplest
of Euciid’s axioms, needing no proof,
oo demonstration, Were it not for the
tact that people suffering from real or
imaginary wronge, oppresfed under
burdens too heavy lo Oarry and yet
impossible to throw ofl, oliten lose
thejr cool judgment and reason to the
extent thal the most glaring argumen-
tum sd bomluem appearsin the light
of an Infailible syllogism, saobh dema-
gogues W, uld not be able tu secure &
bearing. They would at once he rec-
ognized as unreasowable and lncon-
sistent.

Toucontrovertible as this esvems
to he, Professor J. H. Paul, as
will be eeen hy e correspondence
in another pait of the NEwWS,
bas found it necessury to hasten io the
rescue and furnish & well studied ar-
gument for the proposition hrlefiy
stated by this papei. The professor’s
letter is bighly didactic in tone and is
30 written aalo convey the idea (hat
the NEws wae radically wrong iam
something, whereas when the writer’s
argumentation is followed out the faat
agppears that it is remlly un endorse.
ment of the doctrine it st first seems Lo
condemn, Let useee,

Profezsor Paul very properly argues
that the money of a man who spends
$1,000 oo a watech will benefit the
iahorer who receives this sum for
his work, He f{urther argues that
the mian who spends $1,000 on a farm
benetits firet the pecple who sold the
Iand and sec)ndly,indefinitely the men
who get employed on the farm; there-
fwre, it is better to apend money on
industrial enterprises than on luxuriee,
The NEwS stated the same truth thue:
‘‘We do not say that thess [referring to
buyving luxuries] are the hest ways of
spending money,; We think more people
would be bemotlted hy a rich mans
wealth, and be would he much hetter
sud happier bimseelf, it he established
actories and uwided in developing the
the country.’”” Now, if there iaany
difference in the position  of
this paper and ite learned
critie, except in the manner of express-
ing the ideas sought to be conveyed, it
fs not apparent, Probahly more clear:

ness and greater elegance will be
claimed for the Iatter, bul that ia a
matfer of taste and cannot form the
subject of a serlous controversy,

Leaving this, then, out of considera-
tion and turning again to the only
polot made by this journsl and which
our correapondent totally loses aight of,
that it is woreasonahie to base agitation
amoog laboring claases on the fact that
wealtby men sometimes spend vasg
sums on luxurleg, we againeay, with-
out fear of helng misunderstood, that so
so far aa his fellow wmen are
concerned the spender ia & benefactor,
When he spends 31,000 for & walch,
that money presumably will And ite
way to the laborer’s Limne, the mer-
chant, the farmer or the hank and go
on Indefinitely dolng good., The
spruder to thal extent enables other
peonle 1 do with the money whal he
bimself decllnes to do, to Wit—1pvest
it in enterprises, lend It to investors or
give il out for obaritable purposes (a
way of spending money, which, by the
way,is not considered in the profeasor?s
commuaication), What, thep, ia the
reasonahle ground of complalnt?

The teeble eftort to
the subject a religious touch
oalls for only a passing remark,
11 the exhortation to the people of the
Lord to be lenders and uot horrowers
proves anything at all, it ia that hor-
rowlng ie an urdesirable traneaption
belonging to a state of imperfection in-
consister.t with a bigher moral develop-
ment. But that does away with the
whole argument for the buslness of the
money-lender 8o learnedly advocated
iu the letter. Agailn, the reference to
tne poverty of Christ and some of the
ear)y church fathers as a proof sgainst
luxuries bhas the fatality of prov-
ing  too much; it might with
eyual force be quoled — ag |t
in faot hae heen —an &0 argue
ment agalbst an acouvmalstion of
weailth for any purpose, slnce 3t fa
well known that neither of these ured
bis intelligence for the acqulrement of
wealth. Some of them even rencunced
it aa the property of Hatan, Aa to
Chyist,it is well kpnown that He wore a
garment so costly that the soldiers at
the arosa refuesed to divide it, and aleo
that He gently rebuked the disciple
whose principles of poiitical economy
allowed bim to eee nothing bul waste
in the ointment—worth at that time
1he immeuge sum of E50—poured out
by loving bands on the f(eet of the
Master, That falea apostle is but too
good @& representative of some
modern agitatore to he Jost eight of in
this matter,

Posdibly there remarke are needed to
guard some people from coustruing the
letter of our ahble correspondent aw o
justification of greed.
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FRUIT AND BEES.

In another part of thie issue of the
NEwWS is a communiostion fromn Fred
W, Price, fruit troe inspeclor fur Salt
Lake counly, in whicia be warns the
ownera of fruit trees not (o lLave them
sprayed while Iin bloom. My, Price
bases bies ohjection to such spraying on
the fact that the fertilization of the
fruit is therehy prevenoted, and salso
that such epraylng kille the bhoney-
bees.

Assuming the ipspector’s position to



