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fcb it wae originally de-
those to w::e ascertaioed by s Master

?Lﬂaﬁ?‘s;’c:‘:_y pubject to the approval of

the court. . o tended thot the

1 s :r(:ed in his declslon;
Mnﬂlell'l should bave granted the
that © of the Firet Presidency of
&aéitci%%wb to have the property vested

atees to be applied to the
in Phemtﬂfhrzrup(:m of the [(,Jhurch and
:‘;]lef ,:;nten!mc“ of houses of worship,
he % ustees Lo report anounlly to the
the Tr account of the administration
court an pt; and that the devotion of
of the "urt;' to tbe district echoole is
(t)g;csf:]:g the deocielon of lh]e Bupreme
- pant to justice, equity
Court and 'ePug, our government.

B0
anrghth%ﬁ‘:’:él:ruled tbatthisapplication
of m: Presidency Wi rer adjudicata,

upreme Court hed al-
bec""'ﬁ:;ﬁ'ﬁadsmg petition of George
Foly Henry Dinwoody, James
w aud Jubn Clark, on behalf of
ateon BUC ¢ the Cburoh, claiming
tll:e m'igly and sald members were
E.e?t itably the owners of eaid proper.
by and 8eking the court to decree
:iva;at the ald property belongs to the in-
dividual member? t:f eaid Chureh.
But couvnsel for the Chureb now show
thatcthelrs ja & diflerent clalm and
schvme entirely-
.J. claimed the property

f R&n:nge:;éﬂﬂ ol the Church abso-
]0: 1 The Presidency of the Church
uketﬂ;at it be regarded as a trust, and
f‘ﬂ t they ndminister it ae decided by

- Suprene Court, forthose charitahle
mest;lelareat to thoee designed by the
duzenorg and subject to the supervision

f the ’cou rt. Further, the Bupreme
%ourt ruled that there was o ground
at that time for the Bppl‘ioatlon of the

lnimants, but that “the rights of
C b mermbers will necesearily be
gﬂg;"mm coneideration in the final
diaposition of the case.” This all goea
to khow tbat the Jdeninl of the former
olaim is no bar to the granting of the
present petition and scheme,

It is furtber eet fortb now that the
whole ground of the aotion of Congress
and the rulinge of the Courte 1u rela-
tipn to this property was that the
Chiurch whas B tiggntumacious organiza-
tion?? employink 118 resources in ‘.
tempting to oppoee, f-h‘wnrt and sub-
vert the legislatlon of Congress;** that
ie, in pupporting tbe practice of poly-

amy. TBut this Js all changed
Ly the action of the Church in relation
to piural MBIriBgE, aod there {s now
6o reapon or excuere lo withhold the
property from the lawful uses to which
It was origloally deatined,

It iz contended that there were Jaw.
ful uges, ne well as those sald to e un.
lawiul to whieh It was alleged the
property wes appiied, and tbat to these
the means ought to be devoted instend
of to uses never contemb’ated by the
donors, any for the benefit of persone
-pever intended to receive guch bene-
fite.

All this 18 set forth in the brief of
Hon. F. 8. Richards, nttorney for the
Church and umplified in hie ples before
the Bupreme Court today, a brief
eyuop-is of which appeare in our court
report. BMr. Rliehards furlher oon-
tended that under the changed con-
diticne the Church could not only now
ark for this uee o! the property under a
trust, hut could clalm it absolutely as
their right but would not dowo, W.H

with officlals who consider themgelves
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Dickson, Erq., also of couneel for the
Cburch,rhowed that the power claimed
tn eschent In this way was never exer-
cised under this govergment and could
not be so0 used even Yo monarchical
Enpgland by s Court of Chancery, ex-1
ce%t under the slgn manual,

The argument is of grest interest
apart from the pecuniary Interest
which the Church hes 1o the property,
We cann.t believe that in this free
country the property of a religious
budy, lawfully bheld, will be wrested
from it and appropriated to public uses
Aand for persone who never contributed
to itin any way. The case ie in able
hapnde nod wili be watched olosely by
meny people hesldes the Liatier day
Bainte.

THAT PAVING CONTRACT.

THE recommendation of the Board
of Publlc Worke to let the hig con-

tract for paving to the Barber Aspbalt
Company has oconsioned more stirand
Indigoation Among business men ihan
anything heretoiore contemplated by
the City Gouncil, There seems to have
been some misunderstanding In regard
to Lhe lowest bid for the contract. -

Bevera] objectors have stated, as one
of tbe grounds of their protest, that
a home company bhad made the lowest
bid and that the Barber bid waa next.
They argue that if the Qouncil cun,
for any resson,paea by the lowest to the
next, they ean pess by that to azother
for sowe other good and sufficient reg.
BOD. But it appears from the
actunl figuree that the Barber
bid was really the lowest, taking
the whole job in the aggregate,
1o some of the detsils there was per-
haps a difference in favor of mnother
company, but the total bld of the
Barber Company, we understand, was
pearly $4,000 leee than the iowest of
the other hida.

We presume the Board thought that
as the HBarber bid was tbe ‘‘lowest?
and the company was ‘‘responsible,?*
the lJaw ald the regulation would re-
quirethe letting of the couniract to that
company. Mo that a little lees denun-
ciatlon and & little more reasoning aund
light will probably be proper under the
clroumstances.

The rule to employ home talent,
home material nnod hBme capital, when-
ever justice end economy wiil permit,
we believe will fiud faver with the re-
presentatives of the people because that
ize whut the people want. But when
nome contractors want higher figures
thaln work can be dove;, or materlals
furnished for by outside fArms,
purely fnult will not be (ound

bound by the rule thnt coutracts must
be let to the lowest responeible bidder,
However, in this Osse we think
there are pufficient reasons why the
Barber Company shuuld nut have the
contract, but that it should be let to the
home company offering the next low-
est bid and the comparatively best
materinls. These should be consldered
by tbe City (ouncil before the recom-
mendation of the Board s acted upon.
From many reporte comlng from
varipus places where intense dissatis-
factlon prevalls, it appears thai the
Barber pavement ie very defective,that

it has to be coustantly repajred,
that the company, notorlously, by
low hidding drives out competitors,

and then mapages o Lkeep the
letter of thelr cobtracte by frequent
patchwork untll the Ave years
limit expires, and that then the publie
Are put to endlees expense by the in-
feriority of tbe malerials employed and
the conseguent renewal or removal of
the pavement.

This I8 & very serious matter in view
of the large. expenditure invulved.
And a8 most of the money will go out
of the Territory it this company is
employed, the losa will be etill more
serious. [! the means can be kept at
home by the employment of home
materials, Iabor and akill, and in ad-
ditlon the probahilities ure that betler
work can be gecured, (rue economy
and publi¢ interest would demund that
the ppirit rather than the letter of the
law enould govern in this matter,

It appeurs, further, tnat the home

company making the next lowest
bid Ja npot preeuming on the
fact that it is B home concern

and therefore geeking to ohtain high
figures, but bave put the price down
Lo the lowest livin 1ster. Also tbat
its work already done is open to in-
vestiyation; that it has erected expen-
slve works for the business; that it 1a
ready with suitable guarantiee; that jt
is supported by publle sentlment; ang
that business men whose property
ahuts on the streets proposed tobe
paved, are wiiling to pay the difference
between the Barber bid and the figures
of the home company.

With all these coneiderations it looks
as though nothing eould gtanc in the
way of the Council to the awanding of
the contract to the home company, un-
less it be pome private understanding
or agreement, or poméething that does
not now appesr which would justify
conecurrence in the report of the com-
mitiee. Until pomething definite ie
produced to ehow to lhe contrary,
we shal] belleve that the committee
and the City Councll are nacting on
what they believe to be the law in re-
lation to the matter, and for the best
intereste of the city, But the public
aré much arouscd over It end we
think the wide-spread opinion of
thinking men ehould have due welght
with tbe munielpal authorities.

—_

ANTI-CHOLERA PRECAUTIONS AND
THEIR EFFECTS.

—_—

TRE clrcular lepued over ihe signa-
tures of Bupervisot Wyman, of the U,

B, Marine hospital service, Becre;arf
Foster and Prestdent Harrigon, wili
have the eflfect of practicaliy closing
the ports uf thie country againet immi-
gration from Europe. No shippiug
company could ailord, except by at
lexpt trebling the rates of paseage, to
bring immigrants to thie country and
conform to a regulation compelling
them to remain 1o quaranti e for s
period of twenty duye. The increuased
cost would not oniy arise from pro-
vidiog focd and accommodsatione for
gasaengerg for puch & length of time,
ut during the detention the expenees
ineidental to n voyage would be run-
ning on, with the exception of cos! for
propelling purposes, Tne ships would
during that time be worse than idle
80 {ar as profiz to the owners would be
concerned, Thbe regulation Wwould
virtuslly make the time of the voyage
from Europe to New York sbout one




