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irrigation of Lheir respective tracts of
land, and that the validity of the legisla-
tion has been several times sustaiped by
the supreme court of the state, while de-
mandiog on the part of this court great
care and cantion in the consideration of
the case, and castiog upoo it a very
grave respoosibility, cannot juostity
it in faillng to declare iovalid
leginlation which, in its judgment, vio-
Intes those principles of the Constitution
of the Uuited Staies which protect the
;)rlval.e proﬁ)erty of every person against
oreible toking without due process of
law and forany other than a lawful pur-
pose. Such questions are not to be de-
termined by questions of expediency or
bardsbip. Unbforiunate as it will bef
losses resull to investors, and desirable
a8 it undoubtedly is in this section of the
counlry that irrigation facilitiea be im-
proved and exteunded, it is far more im-
portant that the provisions of that great
charter, which {s the sheet anchor of
eafely, be io all 1hings observed apnd en-
torced.

There I8 no doubt that the decision is
f severe blow to the irrigation syste
in California, aod it it Is ‘sustained
the

io bigher court witll  ser-
jously aftect otber states which
have followed the Wright Ilaw,

In thst respect It is of vast lmport.
apdce, Conslitutlional Jawyers sre at
variance in their opinions as o
whether the deoision will stand, rome
wIging that it canoot be malntained,
28 suoh 8 rule would do away with the
mekipg and taxing of sobool districts
eto,; while othersiusist that it 8 good
Iaw and does not effect’the school dis.
trict syetem, where the fupds are Gsed
wholly for public asee.

Utal’s intereat 1o the question s

direci, in that there bhave been
stresuous eflorts to bave the
Wright eystem adopled bere. This

-bes been reajsted on Lthe Very grounds
sct up by Judge Ross for his objertion
to the systerms, Tne decision comes &t
an opportuneé time (o cauee changes
and developments neceesary in the ex-

isting aftairs of this Territory
to be well cooeidered bLelore
being made. The idea of ocon-
fiscatlon was slrongly anlagooized

when there was a supposed suggestion

that way at the late (‘onstitutionat|

“Convention; and now that Judge Rosk
dag arralgned the system uoder the
Wrightlaw in such strong terms, for
Ite leaninge io Lhat direction, it fs not
llkely to meet witb icoressed favor
bere, at least untl the eubject j»s more
fully vemtilated,

DISCUNSING UTAH.

Ll.vaders 1o national thought apd ag-
tion are still keeping » elore note of
proceediogs In Utsh, and evinece &
deep joterest In what might be gen-
erslly cousidered matters of purely
local moment. This is wanitested by
tbe way in which leadioe journals of
ull shades of political oplnilon ujscuas
affairs and events io this Teriitory, A
subjeg¢t thst i8 now recelviog coo-
siderable attention from the political
prees particularly is the questivo as to
whetbher or not women can vule at the
fo¥thooming State eleotlon. The eum-
pleteess of jniormatico at band lergely
determines the ococlusions arrived
at; and It f8 got omr purpose
to express An opiniun ove Way or the
other upoo the correctness of tbese.

erence lr made to them merely to

indicale the partionlar attention that ls
directed hither.

This week leading jouroala sl Lhe
eastern and western lines of the
nation, aod of oppo.ing politioal faithe,
bave been taking a turp fn the con-
troveray. Oope, the Democratlc New
York Sum, argues that women cannot
vole uniil after Utab fs actually ad-
mijtted to the Unioun, glving ae a reason
tbat until tben it remainos to all in.
tants Aod purposes a Territory eo far as
the right of sufirage s conocerned.

On thie bypothesis the Sun advises
the women who want to avold
interference wilh the admissio

of the Territory to keepawsy Irom the
polls in November. The Republican
Ban Francisco Chroniole takes a pimilar
staud, insisting that tbe adoption of »
oonstitution ia only ope step in the
procese of siale-making, and auotll
Utab s fully and completely a State it
must be and remain under the control

of Coogrees, snd be governed by ite:

laws, which do not recognize femaie
suffrage fu the Territory, Aatothe
fact that certain cfficlals &re to be
elected to become Biate officers, it is
argued that they Rre to be chosen by
the legal voters of the Terrltory, and
that the women must wait until the
firat Btate ¢lectios before they can 6x.
ercise the right of suffrage.

All this discuseion fa gratifying from
the fact that it incites people abroad to
iogquire more and more ae to ag.ual con-
dillons bere, apd thereby leads to s more
thorough dissemination of Euowledge
concerning Utab and ber people. Aw
lo the particular guestion the news-
papers Are aiguing and giviog advice
upon, the course of Lhe people relating
thereto probebly will be governed by
the law ae copetrued by those whose
immediatedaty it 1s to pase upon euch
maiters, and will nut be greatly influ-
enced from s distance. At the same
time there 18 no nelloation to regard
the general discussion outside of the
Territory io otber than a RKindly spirit,
sipoce it ip of & friendly character. It s
sufficient to note that *Sall are taik-
Ing of Uish,” and that ina splrit of
faiFness and candor,

CURIOUS INTERPRETATION.

A writer o a religious Chioago pa-
per advances the idea that the slaylng
of the two witneeses, & visfon familiar
to readers of the book of Revelation,
waa pefformed {n Chicage during the
World’a Falr., He argues that the
whole world was there, through ite
representatives, and that there never
before wae such an opportupity fol
witnessing for Christ, Christendom,
however, Instead of ful@l)ling ite mis-
sfon at that time, violated the Sab.
bath, seld llquor and displsyed ihe
vilest impurity ender the name of art,
while svery form of wleckeduess flonr
fshed ipeside and outside the Falr
grounds. Tbe resuit was, be says,
that the represenistives of every form
of beathenism returned from that city

. with a firm cooviotiou that their gods

ar« a8 good ss He whom Curistisns
worehip. Thus the testimony of God
was pilenced and rendered ineffective,
‘The witnesses were slalp, and are now,
figuratively speakivg, lyiog deau ip
the streets of the great city.

Io all of this there §s, of eourse,
nothing but an evideoce of the wild

fanojes to whiobh people himve regourse

when they eondeavor to build up a

reputation by juterpreting propbeoies

without baviog the Bpirit ¢l propbeoy,

io order lo be onrpeistent the writer,
ought Lo sesert that the World’s Fair

ig “the besst that cometh oul of the bot-

tomless pit,** for that besst was the

slayer of the witnesees in the Apuca-

1y pre.

KEEPING A FAST.

A correspondent writiog from Aimy,
Ufiota county, Wyoming, uoder date
of July 27, eays:

1 wonld like to ask youn some questions
regardiug the mode of fasting; ais0 some-
other ltems coouected therewith. Firet,
what ia yonr opinion about Paul? When
he was taken prisoner and was Aajling
toward Rome, it 18 mentioned by him
that they fasted fourteen dﬂ.fm without
eeats., Does this, fasting include meats
onlv, or does it include water alsg?

Now the reason this question is asked
i# that a schoolmadter in gur neighbor-
hood says a man cannot live louger than
three days witbhont water. He cluims
pbysiology teaches this. Now
there will be remembered the case gf
David P. Kimball, that may help ocut the
schoolmaster, a8 David was exbausied
for the want of water when 1the searching

arty reached him, and it wilt be remem-
Eered that be was not more than three
dave and three nights lost.

Now I would like 10 know wheo the
Latter-day Saints fast shouold it ba with-
out wator as well as without food?

With regsrd to the firet loquiry, we
bave no opinion to ofter further thap
the statement of the record ileell., Ag
the esacred volume does not =zay
whether or not the party refrained from
water, and a3 absteution from drink ia
not required in every fast, It I8 quite
poseible that Paul und his companiops
partvok of waler whlle af the
same tlme they refrained f{rom
meats. The question of fact in respect
to the use of water by them is not dje-
closed by the record,sod cannot be dis-
covered by an argument that applies
any absolute rule of fasting which doea
not exiat, We would sugpest, bhow~
ever, that the statement in the Aots is
oot thet they were fourleen daye with-
out meate, but they bad ‘‘taken noth-
ing.” .

Asx o the alleged phbysiologjcal
teacbhing that s person osnnot live
longer than tbree daye without water,
or ibe taking of lignid ioto the system
by the process of drinkiog, that j§s a
fallaoy. There nre numerocue instanpes
on record where persops bave gope
five to seven uays wilbout taking
water finternally, or baving the
oprortunity to spply It exteroally;
while the number Je much greater
who bave covered that and looger
perjode, wheo they have had the privi-
lege ot trequent batbine. The three
days limit wouid be euflicient to kil}
many ledividuale if they were com-
peiled to undergyu it ou the hot, aandy
deserts of Arjzons; while in s moist
climate and cold weather they would
readily survive deprivation for double
that time. Pbyelologically considered,
the failure to take s urink ot water does
not immedialely remove from the hody
ull the water that lu jp it, or even pre-
vent absorptton of the Hquid,

Regerdiog the lnguiry aw to
whether, when the Latier-day
Bainla are called to [rasl, thewy



