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Eastgives thelnoguage of his victim
buttonholed for an item, and very
often these iuterviews are manu-
factured entirely out of o vivid and
abundant imagioation, the person
alleged to bLe interviewed having
never glven the writer 1 word on
any subject

Whatever may be doue in the
present instance, we will hazard the
prediction that the gathering ot the
Baints from the *four quarters of
the earth*’ will go on, for it is in the
programme of the latter day work-
and The Master has decreed it. And
no puny hand that lifts itsell’ to
thwart His purposes will either ao-
complish mueh towards the end de-
sired or reap lionor ur abiding re-
ward for his effort.

"FURTHER EDITORIAL COMMENTS.

A3 WE believe that the senti-
ments of influeutial uewepapers in
opposition to the ruling of the Su-
preme Court of the United States,
on the confiscation qguestion, will
prove interesting to the large majori-
ty of onr readers, we reproduce a
pumber of editorials in addition to
those already published in these ¢ol-
nmos.

The Denver Republican, after in-
troducing the subject, remarks:

“There is no doubt that Congress
bad the power to declare the Mormon
Church corporation dissolved. In
order to reach this conclusion o:e need
not consider _the question of whether
the Church as a corporation had vi0-
lated ita cbarter or bad done anything
else contrary to the laws of the land.
Congress bad power loahnul any Ter-
ritorial enactment; and it might have
done this in the cave of the Mormon
Church corporation on tbe ground of
public policy, without giving any
reason for its action.

«Tt would seem that if there is any

fanit to be found with the decision it

ia in this, that it fails to provide for a
distribution of the assets of the cor-

ration among the members of the
Mormon Church. The conelusion wis
long aFO reached that the common
law rule by which the property of a
disrolved corporatlon escheated o the
orown or the , Was 100 harsh. Tt
h as long Leen 1ecoghized that it is the

rovince of acourt Of aquity to siep
n and distribute the assets of a dis
solved corporation among its creditors
and stockholders or members. To
take Lhe property of the Mormon
Church and give it to the public
schools of Utab is to confiscate that
property—viewed in the light of the
practice in courts of equily; and or-
dinarily eonflscation is considered
nothing less than injnetice.”

The Republican cites decisions of
the 8upreme Court which have been
reversed, thinks public opinion will
endorse bthis decisivn though law-
yers may dissent from it, and seems
to think “public opinion*’ ought to
tule. This would be very dangerou-
to the public welfare. Fur public

opinion is not often Lased on sound
law, and i¢ is as variable and upsta-
ble as the wind. A judieinltribunal
ought not to be influenced by publie
opinion huwever widespread, but
by law as limited by constitutional
principles,

The Albany, N. Y., 7imes akes

these portinent commenta:

‘“This is probably the largest confia-
cation of church property that has
ever taken place under any govern-
ment on this continent,and it is the
only instance within our recollestion,
where our government has taken pos-
session for itself of any lands or chat-
tels devoted to pions purposea. Itisa
bad act, and a bad precedent, and it is
to be very mueh regretied that the
highest judigial tribunal in the land
has given it its approval. ‘Congress,’
says the Constitntion, ‘shall make ho
law respecting an establishinent of re-
ligion, or prohibiting the free exercise
thereof,’ and, if the framers of that
great eharter had been able to look
into futurity, and anticipate the acts of
their successors in law-making, we
caniot doubt thai they wonld have
added, ‘nor interfere withh or conirol
property devoted to religious uses.’
Buot who can forsee the future. and
who, in the days of Thomas Jefferson,
would have expected the spoliation, of
an unpopuiar and absard religion in

the days of Benjamin Harrison? This

ig the first seizure of cbureh property
by the civil power, here 1n the United
States, bul what guaranty have we
that otherz are not to follow? Who
knpows that the oshurch property of
the Quakers, of the Methodists, of the
Joews, or of the Roman Calholies will
not be treated in the same way some
day? Men and brethrel, have we not
entered upon x# path of danger?

¢ hiel Justice Foller thinks we bave,
and his brave apnd distinct dissent
from this unhappy policy will make
him remembered 1n 'he future. Onr
chief justice appears to be more than
u mere lawyer, more than & mere par-
tisan. He is a atatesman."

The Dubuque, lowr, Telegraph
devotes constierable space to a lueid
uvxiplanation of the caze and the de-
cisfon. and adds:

“0Objectionable though polygamy be,
and Deeessary as it is that it should be
destroyed, thore who regard Lhe ques-
lion from the standpoint of equity will
e more disposed to coincide with the
minority tban with the majority of
the court. The latter defends its ap-
proval of the confiscation on the
ground that the enormous proceeds of
the eschealed property were employed
to propagate polygamy and to
promote an organized rebeilion
against the laws of the United States.
As tothe tirst of these grounds, it isa
new principle of jurisprudence that
beeausze a man is guilty of a eriminal
violation of the law his goods are con-
fiscate to the state. He may be de-
prived of his liberty, but it is an en-
tirely novel proposition that he can be
also deprived of his property. And
this is what the decision prrctically

|afirms; for if a corporation may be

despoiled of its possessions for a crim-
inal act, according to the same princi-
ple, and by parily of reasoning, an
individual may be. Regarding the
second gronnd, it may be said, with
all due respect for the court, that the
1ebellion in whieh the Mormens were
engaged was not of a eharaeter to
warrant the confiseation of their prop-
erty. It is true that they defied the

THE DESERET WEEKLY.

law, but as they did not take up arms
against the Uniled States nor levy war
against thein, they were not guilty of
treason, and treason is the only crime
for which government can rightfully
confiscate property.

“*However, nnzound though it ap-
pears to be, the decision will stand as
an authoritative and final! definition
of the power of congress to deal with
cases of this cbaracter. It establi-hes
a precedent which may yet provelo
be far-reaching and of vital import-
ance. Certain churches are rapidly
ageumulating vast properties, and in
time they may employ the power
conferred by the r possesasions to in-
flucnce the direction of state affairs in
their own interests. This could be
constrned as being as dangerous an
evil {o society and government as the
practice of polygamy. Without doubt,
under the decwsion just rende:ed. con-
gress would bave the right 10 desiroy
the evil, when it manifested itself, b
the very means employed to abolls
plural marriages. Indeed, the law-
malking power could go further. “The
cohtention,’ says the couri, ‘that
polygamy is part: f ihe Mormeon’a re.
ligivus belief is a sophistical idea.’
This constitutes congress the judge of
what religious ideas are sophistical
and what are not. and invests that
body wilh the authority to prohibit,
even tothe extent of pruperty con-
fiscation, praotices conducted in the
name and under the cloak of religion
bt which, in its judgment, are ini-
mical to the public welfare. Ii is a
fair assumption 1hat if any church or-
ganization as such should attempt the
destronction of the pnblic school sys-
tem, congress would have the power
to punish it and minimize its eapacity
for the infliction of further barm by
forfeiting its property to the state, The
decision 18 oneof the most oxtraordi-
nary ever rendered by the court, and
it wiil noeasion widespread comment
and discussion,”

The Altoona, Pa., Z¥mes says,
sententiously and polutedly:

‘ The United States supreme Court
rendered a decision the other day sus-
taining tbe constitutionality of the Kd-
munds law, whicb dissolved the
Mormon Church aud forfeited all
property in excess of §50,000 to the
Government. This means that the
United States Government can coufis-
cate all the valuable church and other
propetty now belonging 10 the Mor-
mohs, except $50,000, which amount
they muss leave them. This may be
all right, but it does not seem so when
one looks at it in a social senwse. The
Government can make the Mormons
live up to the Fuoderal laws without
stealing their property from them."

The Lansing, Michizan, Journal
gives pruticulars of the case and,
after showing the falsehood of the
attucks made upon the dissenting
judges, remarks:

%In the wiew of the dissenring
Democratic judges tbere is no ques-
tion astothe power of Congress.to
suppress polygamy and punish it as a
crime; but they deny that thiscan be
d mne in the manher provided for by
1he Edmunds act, whicb substantizlly
adjudged the Mormon Church gullty,
witbhout giving it a8 judieial hearing.
and then pr: ceeded to appropriate its
preperty to Government uses.

1f thls view is not good law, good
sense, and gnod morals, then the av-
erage American mind is woefully des
fielent in its coneeption of what
constitutes legal jusiice and sound
legal practice.’?




