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take the law Into their own hands and
brush aside the officers who may try
to interfere with their proceedings.
And thus disorder and lawlessness
increase and spread, the laws and con-
stitutional guarantees cease to be re-
apected, and all the safeguards which
a good government throws around the
citizen to protect his life,his liberty and
his rights of property ars overturned
and trampled upon whenever they
interfere with the capricesand passions
of the multitude.

In this connection it may not be
inappropriate to recall a prediction
contained in a revelation which the
Churoh received nearly sixty-two years
ago. Bpeuking about Zion as it will be,
the Lord said:

And it shall come to pass, among the
wicked, that every man that will not take
his sword against his neighbor must
needs fles un:o Zion for safety.

And there shall be gathered unto it out
of every mnation under heaven; and it
shall be the only people that shall not be
at war one with another,

Tue prediction has been a long time,
as men count time, on record, and its
fulfilment may yet appear very dis-
tant. But it will come to pass, There
will necessarily be great changes before
that time o! trouble. But ii mob vio-
lence shall continune tu spread as it
bas done in some quarters of late years,
it will ot be long until men thers will
be ecvmpelled, for self-protection, to
take up weapons to defend themselves
against their neighbors; and if they
will not do so, they must flee. An-
archy in one formor another is spread.
ing, and anarchists are increasing,
It is not the men who advocate the
division of property—the taking from
the rich and the giving to the poor—
who alone are anarchists; but every
msa who joins a mob, every man who
trespasses upon the rights of his feliow-
man, every man wh) encourages
violence and by the mis-use or abuse
or the overriding of law oppresses his
neighbor, is an anarchist; all such are
dangerous to gociety; and If they are
not checked the worst of consequences
will follow.

It is not well to take a glonmy view
of aflaire or of the future; but one neea
not be gloomy to be compelled to con-
sider it & most serious condition if two
peaceable men, whose only offense, as
stated, is that they did ntleave Lhe
country — a land whers freedom is
supposed to prevail—when they were
warned to do so, could be shot down
while in the act of worshipping, with
other citizens, Almivhty God.

GEORGE Q. CANNON,

MR. WHITE'S GRIEVANCE.

An important suit was filed in the
Third district court to iay by Matthew
White against the Baltair Beach com-
pany, its board of directora, secretary
an  treasvrer, the Salt Lake and Los
Angeles Railway company, and the
Iuter-Mouutain Salt company. The
complaint is & most voluminous one
and comprises some twenty pages of
typewritten matter, Plaintifl, who is
& stockholder in the Beach Co., alleges
that after the organization thereof he
sold and conveyed by deed to the
company certain lands (which sre
specified) for their futare use. That
in Heptember, 1891, the Baltalr Rall-

way company was incorporated, its
real object being tv construct and oper-
ate arailroad as a means of communi-
cation and travel for those interested
in the property of the SBaltair Beach
Co., on the ghoree of the Great Salt
Liake. For the latter purpose, and as
incidenfal and subordiuate to the gen-
eral objects of the Beach company?s
incorporation, all the subscrioers to the
capital stock thervio—Wilford Wood-
rutl, George Q. Canuon, Juseph F,
Smith, James Jack, Angus M.Cannon,
Nephi W. Clayton, L. John Nuttall,
Isanc A. Clayton, G. H. Baell, ana
the plaintiff—took all the capital st.ck
of the railroad corporation, Afterwards
—in February, 1892—plaintifl,with the
consent of the other stuckholders, with-
drew and his subseription was cau-
celled, After speaking of the incorpor-
alion of the Luter-Mountain Salt Co.,
in Beptember, 1892, for the manufactur-
ing and dealing in Salt, the complaing
allegesthat on August 17th, 1592, the
Saltair Beach Co., by Geo, Q. Cavunoun,

it president, and lssac Clayton,
its seecrelary, 1n puisuance ol
a pretended authorily oco lerred

by resolution aguinst the protest of
plaintifl, as a stockholder aud director,
by deed to the Los Angeles Rallway
Co., & rightotf way on and scross the
lands and premises of the Beach com-
pavy. He avers tbat this deed was
given,without any cousideration what-
ever, of a most valuable property anu
easement, the resolution having been
carried by the voles ol Geo. Q. Cannon,
J. F. Bmith and James Jack, directors
in the Baltair Beuch ecompauy, who at
the time comprised tive majority of the
board., That themanagementand con-
trel of these two deiendant corpora-
tions havesinee been exercised by Geo.
Q. Cannon, Joseph F. Smith, Nepui
W. Claytou, L. J. Nuttall and James
Jaok, directcrs, common to both com-

punies, Plainufl then goes on to aver,
on information and bellel, that
these delenua (8 combined anu

confederated together 1o suvordinate
the interests of the Baitair Beach €Co.
to thuse of the rallway compuany fo
the advantage of the latter, anu to thal
wnd, disregarding their duly astrustees
and uirectors of the Haltair Beacu Co.,
caused this company to give the right
of way and of cccupancey to the railread
company; that while the origlusi
articles ot iucorporation of the Saitair
Railway Co. (now Enwn as the Saly
Lake and Los Angeles Rallway Cu.)
provided for the mslutainiog of a liue
irum Salt Liske City to a point on the
Great Salt Lase, the real object was
the consiruction ol & rallroad belween
Salt Lake City anu Los Angeles, Cal.
Plaintiff says he believes 10 is the in-
tention of the said directors atsome
conveuvient time in tue near future v
amend it articies of incorporation
s0 a8 to greatly enlarge the
scope of its purposes, Tuat iu
Lbe course of construction of itar au
bed, by connivaoce of the delenuant
directors, the said railway company
used and occupied the lanus, houses
aud other property of the Saitar Beson
company without makingany ovw pen-
sation therefor,for ten months, Heno -
bhe charges that the Railway company
18 indebted to the Baliair Beach com-
pany in a large sum, which plainuft
cannot now state; bul suggesis Lhat
upon referepce Lo a Master an ac-
ecounting could be ascertained, (n re-

gard to the Inter-Mountain Salt com-

pany plaintiff alleges that the condupt-
ing of the salt water or brine through
an open ditch or canal I8 offensive by
rearon of the smell emitted, and js in.
jfurious s nd detrimental to the iuterests
of the Beach company, being calon.
lated to depreciate Lhie value of its proy-
erty for the uses originally intended,
That three of the directors of the
[nter-Mountain Balt Co.—Messrs, N,
W. Clayton, Jos. Jack, aud J. H, Bne))
—were also d rectors of the Beach ang
Railroad companies. Tht all the de.
fen'ants named in this complaing ag
directors of the Beach company, ¢ m.
vined and coufederated together for
the purpose of also advancing the jp.
tereste of the Balt Co. at the expense of
the Beach Co. and without ¢considep.
ation and fraudulently,on August17ih

1592, caused a deed to be executed um,.;
an unineorporated assoclation, desjg.
nated the Baltair Manufaeturing (o,

of a right of way over the lands of the
Beach company. That the Inter.
Mountain Balt Co. was iueorporated to
manufacture salt for private emoly.
ment and gain, Paintiff then goes
on to declare thal, with the
llcense and consent of the directors of
the Beach company the Iuter-Moup.
tain company excavated Irom the
premi:-es of the former a vast quantity
of shale of great value. Thathe Sajg
company had also used a valuable
water privilege belonging te the Beagh
company without compensation and jn
violation of the latter?s rights—to ity
great aud lasting injury aud damage,
That the manufacturi ¢ of saly gg
aforesald has no eonpection with the
purposes of the Saltair Beach com.
pany, but is 8 mply advantagecus to
the defeudant rallway company, ings-
much as it affords them frelght ang
emoluments in trapsporting the crude
or manulactured salt.  Moreover, four
of the five directors of the Luter.
Mountsin company are alsn stoek-
holders in the defendant railway com.
pahy. Plaiutift is further informed
and believes that the control apy
management of the three corpor-
aticns are practically aud’ really jip
the same hande,and that “‘their aff \jry
have been so intermingled in pursn.
ance of the combination and confeder.
acy hereinbefore stated”” that moneyg
of the Baltair Beachb company hag
been expended for the benefit of the
other defendant curporations, he
amount certainly exceeding $1000,

The ¢ mplaint then says that the
congregating of crowds of people in
the pavilion at Baltair for purposes
other than bathing will of necessity
result in fouiog the waters of the
Liuke in front of the shore line of the
Beach company’s premises; that the
droppings from the engines and eara
and the refuse and ordinary debris and
fiith left by the multitude ean only
find lodgment in the Lake, and
by the action of winds and waves
would ultimately be deposited along
the beach on the shore line of the
Saltair Beach company?s property.

Whercfore, plaintiff’ says he brings
this suit on behalf of himself and any
other stockholder who may come in
and eontribute to the expense thereof,
He prays that the defendnints be re-
quired to answer the matters herein
charged against them; that au account-
log be had between the Baltair Beach
comjany and the other two defendant
companies and individuals, and that



