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000, by being made nvailable for oulti-
watton. Yet thoss who are buliding
it are poor people; mosi assuredly they
are Industrious and wise in their time.

Thbeir procedure ln the present in.
stance is not new; but it ise none the lees
praieevorthy on tnat account. It ieln
acontd with the ayestemdr by which
Utab?s irrigatlon metbodes wWere muade
n succesrs. The gettlers needed the
iand, and land was valuelesa without
water, which could be segured only
by great outiny. The sottiers bad no
cash, tut they brd time and muscle,
and alwo braine—as the resultsa ahow.
By a co-operalion of labor they a¢com-
plisbed aill that cash capital could do,
and more. They got the streama oul,
taking their pay in shares of water for
their land, abnd, accomplisbed 11
to the exclusion of all possible “job-
bery?? which g0 often cbarseterizes

extensive enterprises of this kind when

worked ont for cash payments,

The agtion of the Rilveralde people Is
merely & sugygestion of what yet may
be dene in many localities by new set-
tlers. The lessone teught by the bulld.
ers of Utah have not been hslf learned
in this regard thronehout the West,
Thete are very mapDy tracte of land,
noweage brash like the west slde ot
SBnuke river in Bingham ecounty,whioch
can be made productive by irrigatloo,
if settlers will only co-operate in thelr
Jabor, buily canale, And bring out tbe
water; and Lbe men who do eo oco-
operate are benefactors to the country,

In connectlon with canal building of
thia ©Olass, 8 very tmportant element
gonsfets in the fact that thereby the
owners of the land sleo become the
owners of the water. This feature fs a
key to auccess In il irrigated sectlons,
na proved conclusively by Utah’s ex-
perience. The ownership of the water
peparate from land ownersblp la s
prlnclple fataf to the nrosperity of irrl-
gators, The farmer who owne and
cultivates a tract of land, and who has
to hire water for irrigation, not only
ptands in imminent perlli of belng
croshed in bls inancial operations by
someone elss’s eaprice, but Is in &
state of serfdom which brings steady
monetary injury. He 18 jn =&
gitustion different to men wbo
are steadliy engaged In industrial

ursuita for which they draw a regular
cagh stipend, Tbe farmer in an irri-

ated rection slways hag spare timoe on
bis bands from regular farm Iabor,
This spare time is part of his sesels
which be can and Joes spply to ad-
vanlage In doing his portion at keep-
Jng capnle and ditcbes in good condl.
tion. Thnie he Ia ulways able to do
when he has an ownership In the
canal in the way suguested. But!
he har to pay a cash or proruge rental
tor ble irrigsting water, he potoniy

joses bis epare time but also »
portion of his farm prodvetr
which he earns when be le
busay. Thoe biring water la a

double logr; snd any scheme which
contemplites un asnnoal rental o
water, witbout ultimute ownership
thereo! in couneotlon with tbe land
henelit ed, must result dissstrously to
those who bave to pay the rent.

It may be urged that some canal
enterprires gannot be earried on with-
out tbe aseistance of oash eapltal on
the part of persone Who have no In-
terest in irrigation echemes except as
they bring direct returns from money

Invested; and that oapiteliets will not
invest it there 18 & prospect that they
will have to dispose of the canslstock Lo
the land owners of work the land thewm-
selves. The proposition may be a tople
for disvussion, in view of the fact that
when the needs of the ettlers are rec-
ognized, and the neople determinedly
unite to supply thbum, expserience goes
to sbow that co-operatlon of Isbor
bas achieved the desired result. But
laying aside any controversy un tha!
point, praction]l teste have establisbed
tble fact: that where the cultiwator of
the soil In irrigated wse tions hus no
direct ownership of the water, but bas
to pay regular laxes on the iand made
valuable a0 far as goverwment areers.
ment is co- cerned by thal which does
not belong to him, and tben has tu
pay & lurther tax for using the waler
which gives to the land all the vaiue

It possesses, without bring able to
meet that burden by utilizing
bis  ability to labor in bis

spate time, he becomes discoursged
and wishes bimeell in more favorsble
citcumstances. The certainty of dis-
content of this nature,based upon such
snbstantial grounde, is & Aat of destiny
which murks for faiture all schemes
operated on the purely rental system.

With the People’s canal builders.
bowever, and sll otbers similariy
eituated, it is diflerent. They have an
incentive Lo prese on, and whenever
the value of their Innd {s Inoreased it
Is in conjunction with improvements
of whiob they alao are the owners and
which are Llbe oblet of factors in the
enbancement of iand values in irrl-
gated seclions. We hope losee more
enterprislng work of the charscter
vow engaged in by the good people of
Riverside.

HOEKE 3MITH’S OPPOSITION,

It 15 nnnounced in the dispatchee
tbat the national administration ¢‘has
delermined to Aght the Tte bil.?? The
antagonism to tbe msasure s gredited

principally to the secretary of the in-
terior. Hoke Bmith. Mr. 8mith has
cooelvered carefully the condition o
the Iudians ae reported to bim, und on
the examination made be thinks it
unwise to treat them as cuggeated,

The Ute b1l referred to is a meapure
bscked hy Cotorndo cungressmen, apu
relatesto the oceupacts of the SBouthern
Ute Indian reservation in southwesl-
ern Colorade. It proposes to make
sllotmente in reveralty to b
sAvages, of a purt of the land
now emaraced in the reservutivn, and
lo tDrow the remainder opeh for settle.
ment and occupapcy by the white
med, The Indiane aflecied are Lnose
who recently came over juto Ban Jusu
county, und Who are now returning by
decrelnry Hmith?s direction.

The attitute assumey Ly the secre-
tafy ou this propoeitton should recelve
tbe unqualibiod suppore of skl trlends v
the Inuinn race. Every couelderation
vl justice anu humanity demusods thal
the Ute bill shouid be defeated, It Dol
8 grealsr oulrage, it equally as great
auimpositiou on the Lodiana ss wae
sitempted on the S.:n Juan sel-
Hers by eending toe Uws inw
ihat county; and whatever 1ofluence
Utabh’s Dulegate 1a Congress oau hring
L bear on the subject in tne nationul
legielature might be well directed to-

wurd bringing tho propored measure
to ignominious faljure.

Tne Inaiane on the Boutbern Ute
reservation sre no more fit to be sub-
jeoted Lo the provisions of the bfll ar a
law than ls a fve-year olu boy to be
turned out and leit lo make bis own
livtog. The coblld mixgbt beg and eke
out » miserable existenor; but it would
be a erime to require him toJo 11. Yet
It would be Do grenter uffenre sgainst
bumanity than to adopt tbhe suggested
mcasure. It means mimply death to
the indiaps by » slow and painlul
process,

Within the srea of the preseut reeser-
vation there 18 B comparatlvely small
amount of agricultural land. There is
conelderable grazing ocuutly, much of
broken ¥nd mountwinocus district, and
probahly & gocd minerst region. The
aborigines are thoroughly wild blanket
[odians. They lLive by bubnting, a
little stock ratsing, and the annuitles
wbleb come from the government, Lf
ullotmects in severalty are made the
nupting and roaming will be stopped,
and the extent of gryzing oountry lefl
to the [ndiane will be ac limited tbat
they cannol oblain suslenance for thelr
sheep, oaltl® apd ponies. They are un-
fitted tv engage in rarming or Inuue-
irial pursuile begcause they are unciv-
tifzod, nnd the result of the intended
cbange would be L0 oompel them to
vliber starve or be supported entireiy
by the government, while at Lhe same
time the restrictions necessarily placed
around them by the aliotment ruje
would be as Injurious to ibeir physical
condition a8 It would be to m oOivilized
person to oconflue him in A diresse-
infected pesthouse.

The attempt of Uolorado to get rid of
the Indiahe, by inducing them to ino-
vade the Ban Juan cuuntry, evep at
the risk of having an exterminaling
war wagad ageipet them 18 pot one
whit woree tban the present proposed
teqislalinn, which might well be en-
titled a biill to provide for the extino-
tjon of the Boutnern Utee. In opposiog
the Ute bill the secrewxry of the interior
in particular aod the administration
in general are interposing s barrier to
the wholesale destruction of human
iife. May this latest scheme to rob and
desiroy the Indian meet with the fate
it merita jn a glvilized vation!

IN A letter to Kate Field?’s Washing.
fon, written hy Mre., Marion Muir
Ricbardron, frum Ricbardsos, Grand
county, this Territory, ocoura the lol-
lowling senlence:

We have been seven o eight years Lry-
ing to bnfld up a Gentile settlament in
Utah, and I assure you we have bad our
Lrials,

We know of pecple wilio have been
In some onses furty-seven or elght
veals trylng to build up rettlements in
Utah, and we assure Mre. Rlonardson
tbat they, too, have had thelr triala.

Ausin the lady says:

TLough, living in Ulah, I have neces-
sarily beou dead to the Hner values of
life tor many years, I am live enongh to
take them up again, nsod will write more
Lthis winter.

Why ‘necessarily?” In the above
conoeg jon? The people wWe have,
spoken of, ‘“‘thougb living in Utah,”
hiave not been the Jeast hit *dead to the
flner values of life* during any part ot

the long period referred to.



