p relation of an instrument emsanating
Arom those or similar sources,the Fule of
scy pres — Frenen words which sig-
nify as pear as—is ipnvoked as a
means of bringing aboutsll that wasln-
tended but-not expreesed. Itie simply,
in otber words, a meane of accom-
plishing aubtaﬁtial!y and actually what
ought to be accomplished. In arriving
at a conclusion as to what was meant
or desired in a more or less opeu docu-
ment or law, a8 we all know, attendant
clrcumetances, the purjose actuating
the maker, the context, the spirit as
well as tbe jeiter of the instrument are
to be taken into full consideration; and
it was to furtbher such ends that the
branch - of jurlsprudence knowy us

equity was eslablished. To invokethe|

aid of this eystem of practice to bolster
up or excuse a distorted coustruction
or a depsriure from the plain or even
the bhidden meaniog of a document
- snbmitted  for analysls, ir  at
once to do violence to our im.
nate sense of justice and prevert
the established rule of law itsclf. HoWw
muoch more, then, must it be an
offense to the *‘eternal right’’ tn not
only ignore the demands of those plain-
ly entitled to benefits by reason of
their having created them and the
law not opposing such rights, but to
actually convert thoee benefits into hos-
tile political capital!

We repeat: The rule of ey pres ia for
the purprse of -enabling courts to fill
up gaps with material in consonance
with the structure as a whole, not that
resulis at variance with what was in-
tended, and jnimical to the best inter-
ests of those upon whom a measure of
benefit was Intended to fall, may be
accomplished.

———

- HOW IT WAS DONE.

"WE are pleased to be In « positien to
stale that Judge Loofbourow was in ho
way responsible for the questionable
and one-sided act of giving copies of
hie report on the Church case to the
morning papers before it was filed in
the Bupreme Court. The douvniment
wasgiven to the Tribune by ancther
person for the purpcee of plasing It
shead of its cotemporaries and, of
course, of the court itself. Bubsequently
the Flerald, aiter a hard struggle, suc-
ceeded in aiso obtaining a copy. The
NEwg bhas pever asked for anything
but a fair deal, and would not consider
it proper even to request that the
rights of the courts e trenched upon to
enable it to get abead uf other journals.
The incident in question 18 so0 mani-
festly fagraut and unjusfifiable that
we have considered it proper to notice
it, and, in this eecond allugion, to re-
lieve Judge Loolbourow from any

: ¥
suspicion thut might existto the eflect
that be was a party to the job,

THE DESERET WEEKLY.

FREE TRADE 1IN ENGLAND. )

A LoNDpOK letter in a receat issue of
‘the New York Mail and Erpressglives
sorne startling accounts of the present
economic condition of England. [t
deals entirely with the practical work-
jug free trade iu that country. 1t says
that the once boasfed ‘‘roast beef of
Old Epgland’” now comes from the
plains of Australia, the pampuss of
SBouth America, aud tife prairies of
Dakota or Texas, In like manner the
breadstufls now used in Epgland are
brought from abroad.

In 1568 when free trade in wheat
and allotber farm products was first
fully establisbed, 17,500,000 of Enpg-
land’s total population of 19,000,000
were fed on
wbent. That 18 97 per cent of the popu-
jation of England in 1869 were fed on
bome-raised wheat.

o 1590 onjy 5,000,000 of England’s
25,000,000 were fed on bome wheat,
that is, only 20 per cent. of the popu-
lalion. Richard Cobden, in 1846, con-
tideutly predicted that free trade iu
cereals would ultimately increase the
Englich product of wheat to200,000,000
bushels. In that year the acreage
under wheat was 3,500,000 acres; in
1886 the acreage was 1,200,000—a de-
cline of 66 per cent. it forty yeats.
What once were agricultural farms are
pow lurned into pasture lands. The
English' farmer who had tv pay beavy
rentaise for his lands, could not com-
pete in bis own markel with United
BStates wheat growers who owned their
lands and cultivated them with im-
proved machinery.

Tue estimated yield of wheat in
Epgland averages 28 bushels to the
acre, In France 16, in Germany 11, lu
the United Btates 18, in Italy 14, in
Russia‘ 8, and in New Epgland 25.
This shows Lhat sterility of sail has
nothing Lo do with the decresse. In
1869 tHe .value of England’s wheat
crop was almost $153,000,000 while that
of 1890 was only a little over 32,000,000
with the same Yield per acre,

In 1869 Euglish farmers supplied 80
per cent. of the home demany fof farm
produets, while the other 90 per cent,
waa imported, amounting fur the
United Kingdom to the sum of $555,-
000,000, This is abuut egal Lo one third
of the whole value of British exports
for the year 1890,

These figures show that Great
Britain is almost entirely veper denton
foreign countriea for her bread and
beef and now her manufactures ape
being ipjured by protective tarifts from
European and American countries.
Thie is a serious condition of affairs.
LBut it is a question whether tbe ap-

arent evil is as appears on the surface.

————— —— ¢~
If England eapnot produce a given
artlcle except at a high figure is it not
better for the conrumers to import that
article and tarn their energies to the
production of something they can raise
or make at a profit? Anything the
Mail and Exzypress eays on this question
must be taken with a grain of sall.
There i3 something too in the landlord
and the tenant farm system that cuts a
big figure in the argument. A reform
is about to be inaugurated in land
terure. Both the great parties bave
pledged themselves to measures that
will lead to small farm ownership or
peasant proprietorshiper somethirg of
that kind, The governmeut will un-
dertake to aid tepant farmetsto boy
thefr boldings at s valuation. The

English home-grown | fupd for thie purpose will be taised by

tuxation 4 This echeme is, for England,
a radical one, but both parties have
decldedly pledged themselves to some
messure that will lead to a change in
the present system, and that of itsell
shows that all the trouble is not trace-
able to free trade,

LABOR TROUBLES IN AUSTRALIA.

ABOUT a week ago the Central
Labor Union of Massachusetls received
a report of the condition of labor at the
Antipodes from the Australian Labor

Federation. This report was received

Ja reply to a communication forwarded
last August from Boston to Queens-
land, for accurate particulafs of the
labor situation in that country, Num-
bers of mechanics and laberers of all
kinds left the United States for Lbe
Australian colonies during the fall of
1890 and the early part of 189L." The
report was current that a scateity of
white labor prevalled out there, Ou
the other hand, it was atated that such
was not the case, Finally the Central
Labor Union authorized its secretary,
Mr. Abrahams, to communicate with
the Australian Labor Federation and
asvertain what were the real facts.

A reply was recived on the 3rd iasl,
stating that the condition of white
labor in Queensland was anything but
alluring. [t had to contend wlith
Chinese, Malays, Japanese, Cingalese,
Polynesians and bords of other aliens
from the Asiatic Continent and from
the equatorial regions. The report
says: “Fur nearly a generation the
whi’e working population of Queens
land has been engaged 1n a struggle
for its very existence agaigst thg
capitalists;, who prefer the profits of
cheap labor to the well being of théir
own flesh and hlood. Not ouly in the
sugar growibg industry, but -in the
wool fruit and mining industries have
employers invidiously and persistently
attemnpted to repliace the white workers



