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SECOND A

NNUAL CHURCH SCHOOL
-CONVENTION.

THE meetiugs of the second an-
nual convention of trustees. offl-
teachers connectsi with
the school organization of the
Church of Jesus Christ of* Lutler-
day Baiuts will commence at the
Bocinl Hall, Salt Lake City, at 10
o’cloek a. m., Tuesdzny, June 3, 1890.

All members of Stake boards of

cers aml

educstion and of the faculties of the
Church schoola are cordially invited
to be present.
WILFURD WOODRUFF,
President.
3ev. REYNOLDS, Secretary.

THE CHURCH CASE DECISION.

Tupay we are eoabled to present
to our resders further fuformation
regarding the declsion of the United
8tates Supreme Court, in the Chureh
suit, rendered May 19th. There is
a striking peculiarity in nearly all
the decrves affectlng the rights of
the Latter-day Saints—tley are al-
most invarinbly subversive of ele-
mentary or fundamental prin iples.
They are, as u rule, so glariogly un-
constitutional that their true charae-
ter is plainly within the comprelien-
sion of the mnass of the people. 1t
requires no legal training to per-
ceive the sltuation. A wayluring
man cago runo and read, as we trust
to e able, in a brief space, to show,
iu relatlon to the cnse uunder ¢on-
sideration.

The argument madeby America’s
greatest constitutional luw yer, Dan-
iel Welmter, in the famous Dart-
mouth College casze, was foilowed
by a decisivn which hus hitherto
been regarded as forever establish-
ing the proposition that a charter,
yruuted and asccepted, becomes a
contract, and passes under the
shelter of that bulwark of property
rights, the clause of the Constitn.
tion which declures that the oblign-
tions of contracts shall uot be

impanired. To hold that the
|granting power, which is usually
{the legislative department of the
:governmentin this country, may
give u charter nnd then revoke it
at  plensure, after the grantees
have conformed to its ferms,
and builded upon it, in
tv  updermiue  all  corporations,
private and muaicipal, and subject
the tenpure of their existence te Lthe
caprice of the legislative will. Let
such a dectrine be estabilished aud
stock in banlks, railronds and ail
kinds of enterpriscs Lmsed upon a
charter, would quickly sink in
value, and perhaps hecome worth-
less. [t ls, therefure, o nes essity of
our present clvilizition, that char-
bera grauted and aected upon shall be
deemed sacred contracts. Thus, in
the case of the “Mormon?’ Church,
mualern civilization has recsived n
athrust in a vital part.

Taking the telegraphic synopais
of the basia formulated by the court
asa justification for its extraordi-
nary decree as fairly correct, it is
presumed that one of its elements
was the elnim that Couvgrvss has g
rigbt to “‘anoul any law of the Ter-
ritory.”’ ’

This propositiou has
to stand wupon. A
forip of government
anteed to the people, whether
they reside in a State or Territory.
A authority of the kind claimed
fur Congress would ¢onstitute that
budy nn autoeracy, governing the
people of the Territories ug an
emperor rules his subjects.  Buch a
form of government is nnti-republi-
call.

The rule has been for Congress to
exercise asupervisory and apuull-
ing power over the cuuctments
passed by the loen! legislature,
which have iovariably been
submitted for jtsa  approval.
Fhose statutes which were pot
disapproved by Coogress be-
came the Jaws of the Territory
un the rane principle that a vation-
al law poes into effect when the
Uresidetit of the United States fails
‘to act uponit. To claim that Con-
gress has an ex post fuclo right to
annul the luws of the.Territory that
huve been in operation for nearly
a generation in almost ns absurd as
to ¢clulm that the Chielf Executive
of the Republic has a retroactive veto
power.

Such a doctrine as that enuncl-
ated ax one of the apologivs upon
which this unjust decision reats
amounts to rendering the right of the
people of the Territory to loeal seif-
governmient a delusion and a snare.

nothiong
republican
is  guap-
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It tukes awny every vestige of popu-
larsovercignty aod constitutes Con-
gress king.

The reasnniug of the court where-
in it claims that the statute which
incorporatesi the Clurch was in
eontravention of the constitutional
inhibition agaipst enuctments re-
garding an establi-hmentof religion,
ir fallacious on It fuce. At the time
thu statute was passed there was no
geoeral incorporationuct. - The body
of religious worshippers which was
affeeted by it beeame u body eorpo-
rute that it might hald tie legal title
to property. Allother schurches are
corporate bodies fur the saume rea-
son. We hold to the cootrary of
the position assumed by the court
and that Congress and the nugust
body whose action is now wunder
review have dooe that which the
latter has charged npgainst the local
legislature, which we will now pro
ceed to show.

Any act that favors one religion
over another is a violation of the
genius and even the letter of the
constilutional inhihition In relation
to an establishment of reflgion. Con-

press hns passed an act disincorpor-
ating  one religious  body aml
eschenting its property to the guv-
ernment; consequently, to Lhe ex-
tent that it  has diseriminated
against one chureh it has favered
the others by exelaption from the
process. It has constituted the
other churches, left legally intact
and in pyssession of their property,
the established State religions. In
sustaining this legal wrong, the
court ligs placed its seal upon ao uu-
coustitutional process of unjust dis-
¢rimination, which cuts down the
equality of religions and individuna]
citizens Lefore the law and before
ita ndminfistration.

To make thls point more clenr, if
the proeess of disineo,pouration and
robbery applied to the Church of.
Jesus Christ of Latter-day Sainta
were extended to all churches ex-
cept one, that wanich wne exempt
would, by this favorable treatment,
be, to all iotents, the ertablished
chureh of the Btate, being favored
and fostered by law while the others
were legally demolisheid, [t wili be
obsurved that if the disineorporating
and eschenting clauses of the Id-
munds-Turker act are oot 1o viola-
tion of the constitutional inhibition
against legzal ennctments relating to
an eatablish ment of religion it is diffi-
cult to understand what would be.

The statute and decision are In
violation of ghe theory of American
ipatitutions that ‘‘all men are equal
before the law.** If one class can



