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The opinion was by Judge Miner.'

&and Is a broad-minded, common-sense
expositlon of the equitable phase of
practical Jurisprudence; that ls, while
upholding the law as It is at every
point and admitting all the necessary
forms as well as technical procedure,
it accomplishes substantial Justice,
which is exactly what the law is for
and what the courts—the mouthpieces
ot the law—are prezsumgd to enunciate.
Judge Miner holds, among other
things, that even if the abandonment
on the part of the defendant had been
wilful and continuocus it could not af-
fect the rights of Innocent parties
whom the statute was designed to pro-
tect by the exemptlon law; In other
words, the right of a wife and her
children to be sheltered and protected
js superior' to the right of any one else
40 deprive them of such shelter and
protectlon. This has the rilght ring to
it.

In all this there is no reflection
whatever upon the trial court, or the
plaintiff In the case, Intended. All
Judges de not construe the law allke,
else the revisory and corrective tribu-
nals so abundantly oprovided every-
where would be useless Incumhbrances.
It s the contemplation of erroneots
consirvitions as the result of human
fallibllity in its best estate that causes
the law-making power to provide
agalnst them. On the score of person-
al integrity amd legal acumen our
Btate Is blessed with a judiclary equal
&0 a majority and superior to many.
It i1s not at all likely that injustice
will ever be wrought to any litizant
or the community as a result of either
Intention or neglect on the part of any
fjudme; but on the ascertalnment of
legal principles ‘more or less abstruse
a rilgld adherence to forms and con-
structiona may In some cases work
hardshlps, and it 1s a matter of gratifl-
eatlon when these are avoided,

RAJSING THE ORY AGAIN.

Tnder a scare heading, Friday's Og-
den Standard contalns the following:

‘“The report has reached this office
that high dignitaries of the Church
dominant in this ftate have begun a
erusade for fusion: that the Bishops
and ihe Flders are even now, three
months prior to the election, bution-
hollng the brethren and counseling them
for fusion. 'The statement is made
by people of good standing in the
Church, and in a positivn to know what
is going on.,”

The sinister purpos? in sueh publlea.
tiong as the fyregolng is to ralse the
cry of “Church dietatinn.’ for which
there is not the slightest foundation in
any of the facts related, if they are
facts. The Church does not control a
man's political views: it does not ai-
rect hig pohtlcal preferences.  Ttg ad-
vice to him is tuo be 8 geod and useful
citizen.  In no way dees that counsel
interfere with his freedom ¢° political
action. out rather vjshelds 1), Because
4 persen halds a high or o low jposition
in Lhe Churrlr he fa not bnr!i'd from
eXxerclsing the privileges of citizenship;
although certaln politleians, to suit
theilr own ends, have sought to have a
barrier ralsed In that regard, Any
official, or any member In the Chureh,
i3 at full liberty, if he chooses to exer-
cise his privlleges of citizenship in that
regard, to “buttonhoie” others ifi be-
halt of fusion or against it, unless he
should make of himself a nuisance by
belng offengive; or he may remaln PET~
fectly gulet on the subject. And his
aetion, or the action of many citlzens,
in either directlon, Is In no semse an
dndleation that the “Church dominaat
in this State™ is in any degree con.
cerned in a “erusade” one way or the
other. In these matters each man and
woman actg as a cltizen; and whether

convictions are divided as to political
policy, or whether the burden of publle
sentiment runs one way or the other,
as to what political course is hest to
follow, each e¢itizen, whether Church
officla! or not, has full liberty to elect
for himself, or to counsel with, and
give to or accept the advice of his fel-
low citizens, Any attempt to, closas the
mouths of citizens, by ralsing a
“Church dictation’’ howl because those
citizens happen to be Church members,
anu wuJ¢ to stifle freedom of speech, 9
an outrage mot only upon the Church
whose r.mbers or officers are thug as-
sajled, biit on the political Hberty of
American cltlzens as guaranteed by the
Constitutlcn of the United States. Tt
Is time, for the general peace and
goodwiil, that every well meaning per-
son frowns down these attempts at antl-
religlous persecutiona, whether directed
agalnst members of the "dominant"
Church! or of any other.

THE, PHILIPPINES.

It seems to be the general impreasion
that the war with Spain now ls prac-
tically ended, although the negotiations
for peace may require weeks or months.
Cuba Is to be free and Porto Rico ia
to be ceded to the United States. That
seems to be settled.

The Philippine problem 18 not an easy
one, To
tion of eight milllon souls, many of.
whom are savages and others but haif-
clvilized, is not to be done without due
consideration of all the circumstances,’
On the other hand, to return those'
people to Spanish

European power might create jealousy
in others and lead to another war In
which the United States possibly would
be Involved.

Were the Amerlcan people to be con-
sulted in the matter, there would
probably be a sirong sentiment in
favor of demandlng independence for
the Philfppines and the establishment
of some sort of government there sult-
able to the status of the mnatives. Tt
would probably be found that the na-
tion would be willlng to assist them In
organizing an independent government
and then guard their intereats against
internal dlsorders and foreign aggres-
sion wuntil the time shall arrive when
they are capable of governing and
defending themselves. Such arrange-
ment would be satisfactory to all con-
cerned, except Spaln, and would insure
peace and trangullity. An independent
republic in the Phillpplnes, under the
protection of the United States, would
seem to be a suitable result of the
magnificent victory of Admiral Dewey.
Less than that would be to render that
victory almost barren of resumilts.

ABOUT BWEARING,

An effort has been made in New York
to pass laws for the purpose of pro-
hibiting the use of profane language by
punishing those who indulge in It pub-
liely. Tt seems, however, that the agl-
tation has met with opposition from a
rather unexpected sopurce—from some
clergymen and people of religious ip-
clinatlons. These do not Im any way
approve of swealing, but they agree
that profanity is a violation of a purely
moral law and not subject to elvl] legls-
lation, and that a statute which cannot
be enforced is demoralizing, for the
simple reason that an impotent law will
800N be regarded with contempt.

In the old Mosale Theocracy there
very properly was a provislion In the
criminal code agalnst the usg of the
name of the Most High “ln vain.,” ana
severe penaltles followed the violation
of this law. Many Christian countries

ndertake the political educa-:

—

law. The question of Profanity is cop.
slderably wider, though, than the crime
or gin, aimed at by such legislation,

The only effectlve remedy against the
use of bad langlage is a powerful pug.-
lic sentiment. Let it be realizeg that
profanity is a sure evidence o¢f hag
breeding, or moral degeneracy, and that
one who indulges In it is really unfit
for the society of ladies and Zentle.
men; let Jt be understood that Ita
tendency Is to brutalize the human be.
ing and lower his moral status; 1qat
the fight against the vice go on on these
lines, and the results will be apparant,
A statute that cannot be enforced wilt
remain a dead letier, but publie sentj.
ment on the right slde will be effective
It has already done good work. Wé
believe the use of profane languages is
really on the wane In this country, ang
that those who occasionally indulge yp
it, often feel ashamed of themgelves,
ag they certalnly ought to.

TERMR OF PEACE.

The negotlations looking +¢o peace
are dragging their slow length along,
and it may be several days vet bafore
anything conclusive is arrived at, pre-
suming that such a result wyy comea
at all. At this time there is pg 4p.
formation that the rormal terms gpe
prepared and ready for acceptance, but
their tenor and scODe Béem to have ex.
uded through the walls surroundipg
the cabinet in lts consultations upop
that subject. Ome thiDg may be taken
tor granted: Spain will be requlreq tg
absolutely and forever rencunce ait

rule is a serious: claim, right or title to land or sovep.
matter. To leave the Islands to some!elgnty of whatever name,

nature o
degree In the northern part o th:

Western |, Hemlsphere—meaning of
course Cuba, Porto RIco and the igleq
adjacent thereto. The language o the
protoeol will maturally be “Aifferant
from the foregoing; will be a little Jegg
harsh in tone and very mugh more
elaborate in construction, byt the
words® herein emploved will unques.
tionably be found a very failr syllabus
of the text.

The dispositlon of the Phiilppines
geems to be the vexed questiopn. To
give them up entirely as President
McKinley and at least one member of
the eabinet are In favor ol is a proposy.-
tton which meets opposition here ana
elsewhere that ranges all the way from
mlld protests to bristling hostility
while It finds but very few \su:pporters'
indeed. It is shown and Properly, that
Spanish rule dn the orient has heen if
possible worse than In bhe oecldent and
that as one of the objects of ‘the'w;u-
was to secure freedom to thoge who
were struggling against the thralldom
of 8paln's tyranny, the Philippines
must not be deserted at a time when
the desired end iz all hut accomplished
It ia also shown that the element of

fidelity must be considered; that ha;’f
ing accepted of the assistanca of

Aguinaldo arnd his followera apg made
them allles under a certaln under-
standing, to abandon him apg them
now to the tender mercles of the hereq-
ltary and vengeful oppressor wonid he
an act of such baseness as po true
American would entertaln for a mg-
ment. No; a Just and benlgnant gov-
ernment must be established for the
Filipinos, but how, when, and by
whom? That i!‘i)ltheth(!uesbion.
It is undeniably e case tha 2
annexation of the islands, or at tletll:ai
the maintenance of supreme and ex-
clugive Jurisdlection there would glve
patisfaction to the overwhelming ma-
Jority of our own people, and would
meet with approval from Great Britaln, |
Japan, pessibly China and some few
of the smaller powers. It would he op-
pgred vehemently by Germany, moderw

stlll retain Jawe against “blasphemy,”
evidentiy in imitation of the Mosalc

ately by Russla, nervously by Austria,
diplomatically by France and furlousiy
by Bpain. Whether such opposition



