truding animnls and eare for them till
tbe owner can be notified. Butall
this ie open to serlous objection, entails
great trouble and some expense before
a remedy can be hud, if at all, and sug-
gesta that an ounce of prevention ie
worth more than s pound of cure.

Another grievance i that animals
may tun at Iarge in regions where
tracts of land are enclosed for farming,
and may break down fences and com-
mit damage, and redress is very diffi-
cult tu obtain. Sometimes wire fences
are cut purposely to let them in, or by
men riding through Hfelds for con-
venience, and roaming animale enter
and crops are irjured. Their owners
may be hundreds of miles away, and
recovery of damages 17 a forlorn hope.
(ue more grievance is, that there is no
person, outside of incorporated cities
and towns, who {8 authorized by law
to keep and care for animnale taken up
by the owners of improved properiy
trezpasged upon, make compimnt apd
see that the law is complied with,

It seems as though the law might be
‘reaspnahly amended in thess partigu-
Iars. Flrst, Make it unlawful for any
owner of land within a juint enclosure
to eitber herd or turn animais loose
within that enclosure while there are
etanding or ungsathered cut crops on?
any portion of it. 8econd, Provide for
the taking up of ‘trespassing Animals,
and their care, and the necessary legul
proceedings by » poundkeeper or such
officer as may be designated, In every
precinet, the eame ns in towus and
citles,

It wil] be seen that the provision iu
SBection 3 of the present ach, page

83 of the laws of 1800, does
not cover the ground of com-
plaint. All the trouble, expenee and

care devolve on the person who ln
damaged by trespassing animais, and
in the case of & Jloue Women Or poor
man, or apy person who is unfamiiiar
with the jaw, great hardship ensues
and there ig little chance of a remedy.

Will gome of our legislators from the
rurul districts examine the law, look
into these grievances, and introduce
either a good estray bill or the necessa-
ry smendmeuts to the present statute?
If they do they will earn the gratitude
of a great many of thelr country cun-
stituents and perform good service to
the Territory.

THE CHANGED CONDITIONS.

AMONG the mapy evidences of the
changed conditions in Utah, is the
upanimity with which the press of the
Territory commend the message of
Governor Thomas to the Leglslature.
It is something altogether unigue for
“Liberal, " Democratic, Republican and
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“Mormon?®’ papers to unite in praise of
a gubernatorial message., [t is alsoa
pew departure for the Chiel Executlve
to present 80 voluminous a document
without saylng something offensive to
some portion of the people of the Ter-
ritory. Thir time we have a
business atate paper free from rhetoric,
abounding in good suggestions and
hreathing a splrit of falrness, concilia-
tion and desire for the general welfare
which is very pleasing to all classes of
the community that wish for the com-
mon good. That the “conditiops are
changed” can no longer be disputed,
and the saying must cease to be re-
celved either with dJisbellef or with
derision. L

WHAT NEXT?

The following paragraph appears in
the 8alt Lake Tridune of this morning,
at the close of an editoria!l on the Utih
bill. It needs no comment except that
it is one of the most siriking among
the many proofs that Utah s un-
doubtedly under ‘‘changed conditi-
ongt’?

“We hope aome real friend of Utah in
Congress, sesing the gituation, keeping
bis finger upon the pulse of the East,
knowing how liable this bill might be to

asg in 1the ahesence of any one who can
ntelligently combat it, will introduce
an enabling act, calling a Constitutional
Convention, at some time in the future,
to drait a Constitution to be snbmitted
to the people, and if it carries, tben to
ask for Statehood in a manly, honorahle
way, and Dot advertise to Congress, un-
der the guise of B desire 10 serve the Mor-
mon people, that after ail they are not fit
to be trusted for a moment; that is, until
the sentiment of this Territory is that
the Territory 18 prepared for Statebood,te
let things rest. or they are doing just
as well as pussible; things are all coming
out right; the cbange 1 going on, the
Territory is prospering, and there is no
occasion, in the anxlety to obtain a lien
on tbe offices here,to needleasly inault
this whole people.”

THE REPORT ON THE CHURCH CASE

JUDGE LOUFBOUROW, the Master in
Chancery, appointed by the Bupreme
Court of the Territory, to examine into
the Church personal properly case and
make findings, has fAled bis report
which will be found in this issue of
the DESERET NEws. [t i« not differ-
ent in any essentia]l respects from
what we anticipated.

The petitione of the local organiza-
tions for portions of the property are
treated in = ratlonal mauner, apd we
think the logic apnd the Jlaw of
the findinge in relation to them
aresound. But in the conclusions con-
cerning the claims of the unincorpor-
ated Churech of Jesus Christ of Latter-
day Saints, we think the reasoning
faulty and the recommendation -un-
sound and not warranted by the pre-
mises,

It istrue that the uses to which the
fund wae originally put were various.
Also that the donors did not select any
particular charity or religious purpose
to which their uonatious should be ap-
piled. The fund was to be underthe
directlon of the Presidency of the
Church;, to be expended: for such’pur-
poses a8 might he necessary for the
good of the religious organization
known aathe Church of Jesus Christ:
of Latter-day Baints, ;

But among those uses and purpoeses,
it is olearthat the support of the com.
mon, echoole in which ¢hildren of peo-
ple of all persuasions and denomina-
tions were educated, and which were
under the control of the Territory and
entirely disconnected with the Chureh, .
wae not Iincluded por Intended. It
must be evident to every falr and im-
partial mind that the legal disincor-
poration of the Church, seeing that the
Church organization continued intact
and without actus! change of form or
essence, dld not on any just principle
deprive that body of its property
rights. [tslmply censed to be n cop«
poration under the law,

What follows? Why that the Church

alone had a natural right to the per-

sonal property which helonged to it
before the corporation was dissolved,
Also that no lawful uses could be so
near Akin to those to which the fund
was origlnelly put, as the purposes to
which it would be applied If the peti.
tion of the Chureh should be granted.

It i updeniable that the donors in-

tended thelr donations for Church
uees. That 1is, for the benefit
of ‘'persone and  charities and
institutions under the Immaediate

auspices of the Church and iis Presi.
dency. They did not intend thet they
should be applled to mny purpose or
person that was pot under that direcs
tion and Presidency. They did not
glve thelr money to support schools for
the children of other dénomiunations.
The educations]l purposés, mentioned,
then, were not such educational pur-
poses a8 lhe Master In Chancery rec-
ommends they shall now be devoted
to.

Further. Take away the use of “the
aupport of polygamy,’*alleged to beone
of the original purposes of the
fund, and what other of the original
uses can be clalmed uplawfii}? There
ls no pretence that if the petition of
the Church be granted emy portion of
the fund wonld be devoted to the sup-
port of the practice of polygamy. It is
admitted by the Master that it is only
the practice of polygamy and not be-
lief in it that ® oriminal. 8o that po
valid objection 1s advanced against the
actusl owner of the property—the un-
incorporated Church, being permltted



