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THE CHURCH PROPERTY.

RELig10ys bigotry has Deen
M0used ngnin in this country nad
tt:lcnmtn by a recont event affecting
“AUislnture of the Prevince of Que-
C Pagsed o bill to indemnify that
wﬁ'{“'c'l for the confiseation of lands
J "'_h belonged to the Order of
am"t—“l, and the sum of $400,000 was
PPropriated for that purpose. T'he

"inlon Government liolds the
:lix Wer of veto, but Sir John Mac-
90ald, the Canndian Premier, has

*ated that the measure will be al-

H‘;_Wul to become a law. This has
t‘:r"ed up the ““no Popery®’ fanatics
N

Xtreme wrath.

From the history of this case, ns
Lc':pl’l‘«nrs of record, the Quebec
. Elslatiive have erred only in the
; ness of the appropriation. 1t
Bue[;1 kort of compromise measure.
- half.henarted settlements are

vm  righ, Through Iack of
sen::-l Courage tu tnce hostile public

ment, public men play fast and
righ “’it!l conscience, and fail to do
¥rg While they fear to do entirely
!cieng' They yield n little to cou-

ey, and grant the rest to popu-
tlamor,

LR
¢ some other
meth()d of

Poperty,

Ciding iy gy
Ang,
tice

people’s
scttling o dispute over
Instead of boldly de-
vor of the lawful claim-
Fegardless of anything but fus-
“'eenml truth, they divide it be-
pro U the claimants as Solomon
oaped to do with the child
l‘a,-emed by two mothers. The dif-
anunce b_etWeen Solomon’s wisdom
ror. DIr weakness ds, that his
urE.x)slt'm" wus ouly a ruse to make
mlgh\;,hem justice lay that right
Kaerif be done, and thelr policy s n
Rire Ce of justice 1n n puerile de-
10 pleaso Loth parties.

fouql\e Present cnse is described s
Girey  When Great Britals nc-
tren Lower (anada, under the
"%Euﬂ of 1763, the Jesuits Were pos-
More tlor property amounting fo
om0 five hundred thousand
“30f land in extent, and in value

ut $3,000,000. In 1778 the

Roman Catholic Church. The|

Order of Jesuits was abolished by
the Pope. Under the rules of the
Roman Catholic Church, every
kind of wucclesiasticnl propeity
belongs to the Church at large,
represented by the Pope. On the
suppression of the order of Jesuits,
therefore, under Romnn Catholic
Inw the property held by theorder
would have reverted to the Pope;
under the Hnglish law it revertud
to the Government, and in 1300 a
warrant was issued declaring that
by reasoun of conguest aml contisca-
tion the property of the Jesuits be-
longed to the Crown,and Inter these
properties were taken Jossession of
by tiie Goverament,

The Catholic clergy never ac-
quiesced in this decision. Thaey
have always protested ngainst this
seizure of property, which they
claimed belonged to theChurch and
nol to the Crown. On the other
hand, the Cauvadian Pretestants have
held that on the extinction of the
Order of Jepuits in that provinge,
the property lawfully becamo uvs-
cheat to the Government. Perhiaps
under the letter of the lnw the
Protestants ave right, but in justice
and equity they are clearly in the
wrong., It is algo Joubtful whether
a fir interpretution of the law
would establish the power of the
Crown to conflseate the property in
dispute.

1t isa quuestion whether or tot the
British Government, by lenving un-
disturbed the possession of these
lands by the Jesuits after the con-
yuest of Canadn, recognized their
legal rights thereto. Also if; when
the Catholic Church administered
these estutes, it was as the legal sue-
cussor to the property. The original
purpose of the trust was to promote
the extension nnd interests of that
chureh and therefore, under well
known principles of English law,
the judicial power shiould be exerted
tosocure the execution of the trust,

nfter the disolution of the particular
Order or corporation which was cre-)
nted for that purpose. This would |
place the property in legnl control of |
the Catholie Church, where it just- '
ly belongetd. And though this|
might be ngainst the Protestant
policy, yet it would be both lawful
and right, putting sectarinn consid-
erations aside, and these ought not
to figure inany dispute over prop-
erty.

The confiscation of these Catholie
estates was effected in a similar
spirit to the nttempt to eschent to
the United BStates Government
property belonging to the “Mor-

mon’’ Church. But in the former

459

case there was more of the sem-
blance of settled lnw than nppears
in the Iatter. Reversion and es-
chent to the Crown were recognized
in certain cases as established prin-
ciples in Linglish jurisprudence,
Property of extinet corporations
could be and often was turned over
to the Government. But in the
United States there is no “Crown*?
to confiscate estates, and the prop-
erty of defunct corporatious goes to
the stockholders, or contributors, or
brustecs for persons holding individ-
ual ur associate righta.

In both casea prejudice, bigotry
and refigious antagonism prompted
the rohbery and moved under the
pretended forms of lnw. In both
instances the motive and the deed
wore wrong., Quebec Is endenvor-
ing in o timid, paltcy way to undo
the injustice perpetrated many years
ago. The small sum of $400,000 is
poor compensation for the lors of the
estates wrested from the Catholie
church. It is to be hoped that the
august tribunal before which the
“Mormon’* Church confseation
case is pow pending will not be
swayoed by the hostile spirit in
which this attempt to escheat the
property of a Church has been
made bhut will fearlessly do right
according to law and equity, regard-
less of the popular voice nnd the
prospuets of clerieal criticism.

The Legialature of Quebee in
touching the matter of the Cntholic
estates at all, should have either
thrown out the bill or made fair
comapeneation to the defrauded
church. And if wrong is allowed
to prevanil inthe present instance,
there will come n tlme when §t will
be recognized, and the history of
this assault upon the property of the
Latter«day Saints will reflect no
credit upon its promoters and abut-
tors.

MANUFACTURING EPOCH.

——

Inour last issue a circular appeared
signed by n large number of our
most prominent and influential citl-
zens, recommending the establish-
ment of the suygar industry as a
practical measure llkely to prove
auccessful and sure to be n benefit Lo
the people of this Territory.

Little need be said now, we pre-
sume, in support of the proposition
that the manufacture of sugar can
be established in Utah with profit to
those who invest in the enterprise.
The subject hns been discussed at
Jength, Practical Dbusiness men
have lnvestigated the cinims of the
projectors of the movement, Visity



