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THE DISPOSITION OF “MORMON™
CHURCH FUNDS.

IT is rare that any thought Ia dis-
played by the American press over
questions thal relate to “Mormonism?’
and Utabh affaire. A few papersexpress
opinions, and these are caught up by
others and repeated, parrot-like, until
they are echoed by most of the country
sheets, without any apparent effort to
weigh them or give them close atten-
tion.

For example here ia the Qakland,
California, T¥mes commenting on the
examination before Master in Chan-
cery Loufbourow, and sidlog with
the Government plan for the disposition
of **Mormon?* Church funds because,
““‘the ‘Mormon’ Church should cer-
tainly be able lo take care of its
own poor and needy and charity be-
gips at homwe.”? This with au explaus-
tion of Lthe case nod the propositions on
both sides is borrowed from the Ban
Francisco Post, whieh gives the par-
ticulars and conveys Lhis sentiment,
arguing that *as for the churches, the
‘Mormons,” like the Methodistzs or
Roman Catholles, or any other re-
ligious budy, should take care of them
[the poor] for Lhempelves.” The lesser
papers copy the notion without reflect-
ing upon it, and therefore full into the
same absurdity,

It would seem that even a small
gleam of reason would show that the
Belzure of this property and its diver-
slon from

its  intended uses,
would have the effect of prevent.
ing the ‘“Mormon’® Church f{rom

“taking care of {ts owu poor,?’ and of
glving other churches, end people of
no churgh, the use and benefit of
funds to which they never contributed
a cent.

Do not the Fest and ite echoes under-
stand that this personal -property was
confributed by members of the $‘Mor-
mon’? Cburch for the uses of that
Church nlone? That ope of the prinei-
pal uses wnas the support of *“its own
poor??’ That if “education is charity*’
and ‘‘charity begins at home,’? then
the edueationnl purposes - to which
these funde should be, put, if they
would be best devoted to edueational
purposes, ahould be the education of the
““Mormon?? childsen, and not™those of
Methodist, Roman Catholic, infidel or
any other persuasion?

Are the editors of the country
stricken with mental infirmity when-
ever they attempt to touch on the
*Mormon? question? They talk so
mueb nonsense and become so iliogi-
cal, that it really looks as though they
ldse Lthelr common sense whben they
appreach thls subject.

It is olear that the property in ques.

tion — the personal properly of the
“Mormon?’ Church as a corporation—
does not belong to the Government. 1t
does not belong to the Methodist
chureh or the Roman Catholle church
or any other sectarian body. It doea
not belong to the Territory of Utah.
It does not belong to any court. Whose
property Is it, then?

The Church corporation ia dissclved
by act of Congress—something new
under the sun of the United Btates,
but the Church is not dissclved. The
property belongs tc it now of right
just as much s it did when it was #n-
corporate, The ecclesiastical body re-
mains thougb the form of ther legal
corporation is gone. The property be-
longs to the unincerporated body, to
the people in tire aggregate wbo com-
pose tbe organization, precigely as It
did before the arbitrary and unusual
legislation declared its corporate powers
‘at an end.

The ‘“Mormon? Church wants lo
take care of its own poor with its own
funds. It eimply aske for the use
of ity own money that its
charity may “begin at home.” And it
is willing to render a striet acvount of
its disbureement for lawful uses the
very nearest in character to those for
which it was originally intended.

This is in accordance with what the
Bupreme Court of the United Btates
declded should be done with these
funds. It isthe only just method of
their dispesition. To take any part
of tbem from the **Mormon’’ people,
membersof the Church, and devote it
to the use and henefit of others, will
be robbery, no matter whether it in
done by the order of a court or by act
of Congress,

Let the press of the country lock
al thesfacts and the equities of
this causes, and not echo (foslish
remarks made without full reflection
by any jounrhal, however influential.
Polygamy cuts no figure in this mat-
ter. Apart from its entire discontinu-
ance, the question to be decided is out-
slde of it altogether. The peint is,
shall the **Mormons’? use their own
money for the bepefit of their own
poor and their own children, or shall it
be filched from them and devoted to
other uszes, and to other people wheo
have not vontributed to it and who
heve ne more claim upon it than the
sMormous” have to the funds of any
Catholic or Protesiant chuveh in the
world. In deciding this or comment.
ing upon it, editors ought to be consist-
cnt enough at least not to advance ar-
guments which refute Lheir own propo-
sitiona.

A newly discovered oll fleld in
Pennsylvania produces 52,0{0 barrels

daily.

Jirrelevant to the case before the C
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WHAT DID iT M_]-:;N?

THERE haes been consideraple in.
quiry es to the purport of the question
in reference to Callaban, Propounded
by Attorney Reflly to the defendant
Daggett, ln the recent UDsavory cgse
which has gone to the grang jury. The
mysterious murder of Callahap in atil)
{resh In the public mind, and the Pecu-
liar question sprung upon Daggett and
as suddenly "dropped,*being utterly

- om -
missioner, has led mapy people to

imagine that the defendant niaat have
been implieated in the erime, or that
the attorney had some intimation that
be was or the question would have not
been asked. |

From what we can learn, there s no
foundation for this cuspicion against
Daggett, and it looks as though the
query was put simply o preju-
dice the court and the public
against him. If so, that wag, not
Justifiable and is not the practice of
respectable members of the bar, Af
there in anything known (o the nt-
torney that would lead to the djscoy-
ery of the murderer of murderers of
Callaban it cught to be made known to
ihe officers or to the grand Jury. It
oot, tbe malter was very wuch like
the pritriest kind of pettifogoing,

The public would be.glad togee the
mystery over Callaban’s fate pleared
up, but will net approve of jests'abom
it or theatrical displaye just for forensie
effect, even at the expense of 4 man Ag
much under & cloud as Daggett ia at
present.

“A REPUBLIC OR ANARCHY.”

IT 15 only a short time since Brazil
was in the throes of % reveolution, The
result was that the then Emp;sror
Doma Pedro, n very mild gentieman’
by the way, wns deposed mnd left the
country. \While the disturbance was
at its height Dom Pedro’s opponents
usserted that the government should be
a republic, or there would be anarchy.
There should be no nyore emperors.

We ventured the opinion al the
time that Brazil was not far from being
troubled with an attack of anarchy,
even if A temporary alleged republic
should be eastablished, This iden wan
based on evidence given by the Bra-

zllians  that 4there is po kind
of rule that will glve them satla-
faction, A sort of republic was

inaugurated, but it has been short-
lived. Martial law prevails at present,
with every indication that out of the
present situation & dictatorship will be
setl up.

From thls crownless despotlsm an-
archism will be almoest certain to en-
sue. A country which eannot endure
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