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THE EDITOR’S COMMENTS.

THE BRIGHAM YQOUNG STATUE.

% There are some larg® newepapers io
the comptty whose Intolerance Js 30
great that they cap find no merit in
» pereon pot of their particalsr set;
hence it 1s Dot surprisiog that they dis
play onresroning anger st the rugges-
tion to place a etatue of the gteat Flo.
neer, Preaident Brigham Yoeung,lo the
statuary bell at Washington; nor a it
upexpeoted to find less inflavntlal, kat
egually narrowmlnded,journals whict
copy approviogiy, by repriotiog with-
oot oondembation, L(he rapcoronos
apraolts on that great muan apd Lhe
people of Utah. But the more pro-
greesive and hroader-minded Dews.
papers of the conutry wre polnting w

better wey, apnd It 1= pleas.
ing to note the unanimity whhb
which these approva Lthe propo-
sition, An illustration  of the

foterest laken ID this matter by those
Wwho are ipformed thereon ls here
glven trom the Washington Bliver
Kopight-Watchmerpo, Its cditor is Ben-
ator Wm. M. Btewart of Nevada.
Here is & recent editorial ip hls paper:

The Washingtob Eveniog Star must be
very igporunt of the yreat work Brigham
Youpg has left bebind when it snggest-
in the paragraph quoted below the Deces-
eliy ot liviog dowD his memory. Whate
ever the faults of his religion may bave
been, he, with hia devoted band, laid vha
foundauons of a Biate under difficultieh
apd embarrassments Lhe like ot whice
were pever before surmounted. Mor-
thap a thousand mlles from a white sets
tlemeut, in the midst of a desert, without
the slightest practiosl knowledge of irrl-
gation or cuoltivation, in arid regloos,

with Dothlog but the scabDly sup-
ply which they tlook with them
from east of the Missouri river,

they braved want, huuger, and priva-
ticns while they were working oot the
great problem of planting clvilization
whon others of & less taith and less
courage would have perished, What-
evor mmay he charged agaipst Brigham
Young, he was the most remarkable
msn we ever met. Ip fortitude, courage
and conirol over men, he pever had a
superior oo tho Americau contloent in
esiablishing and buildioy up an indoa-
trious and prosperons cormmunity where
the education and hahits of his race for-
bude the underiaking. The ipstitution
of polygamy, which was agalost the re-
ligion and civillzatlon of the American
sople, bas passed away and is Do
onier a reproach to the falr Dame
of Utah. 'The evideoce of the herole
daring, the ?nueneo, the economy
and industry of Brighnm Youbng and his
tollowers appear on every hand ip the
new State they tounded and bullt up.
Tho traveler who visitsa Utabh apod ob-
serves the muagbificent resources her
people have developed and the proeper-
ity they enjoy will be glad to sce the
statue of Brigham Young in the bsll
where the memory of the distinguished
sops of tho various atates s %ewrved.
The following is from the Wasbingtop
Star:

The suggestion In the Utah Legisintare that
a statue of Brigham Young he pluaced inihe
statuary ball of the new capitol sabould be
caretnliy connidered. Utah is & young Blate
with bright prospects, and it should not bandi-
eap iteslf Any more hcnvﬂ{ Lthan Js ahsolulely
necessary in the work of living down ite past

The Scrantop, Pa., Tribube makes

the following pertipent statement

upon Lhe subject:

Because Utah wishes to place in the
Capitol at Washingtop u Btatue of Bric-
bam Young,a bowl is raised, Why?
The privilege which Utah seeks is obeo
that by law heloogs to ench state in the

.| Union, and her selection of a subject is

simply a ratification of bistory’s testl-
moDy to Young’s grea:ness as the con-
queror 0f a wilderness. Grant that his
religlous vlewe were out of joint. What
has Congreds to do with thewn?

CANALS AND REPAIRS.

The following comes from Fayetty,
Utab, under date of Mareb 1:

Please apawer these queations in your
valuahle paper: .

Firgt—The company’s oanal rune along
ope side of the slreet, before the oitizens?
houses and lapes leadiDg to corrals and
mtackyards. Tho compabDy has putio a
bridge. If the compabDy's water impalrs
thau bridge, or it is impaired otherwise,
who ahall repalr It, the company of the
oceupaDte of the premisocs it impaire?

Secobd—The company has purchased
a rlghtof way through the middle of a
man’s cily lot or fleld, bars copnstructed
the canal apd & flume ro the ooccupant
caD run bis oity water across to the lower
side of the capal, and a brtdge tha: the
owner of the premisos may ctoes. If the
company's waler impalrs thut flume or
bridge, or it is impaired othorwise, who
should repair it, the company or the oc-
cupant of suid premises?

'hird—The company has purghased a
right of way across the midd!e of a mhan's
city lot and agrees to copstruct apnd
maiptein the capal and han pov 1o the
peoessary flume to ron the clty weier 10
the lower side, and a bridge to the rame,
If the company’s water shounld Impair
that Aume or bridge, or if it shonld be
impalred otherwise, who should repair
it, the company or the Cccupants of the
premlsea? AN OLD BUBBURIBER.

First—JIf the capnal company’s water
inpairs the brldge, the company must
repsir it, sud I8 responeible for all
demages canted by negleol in mttend-
ing to the work. It other partiee
Injure the hridge by any uouasual aet,
thep toey are similarly reaponsible for
ite repair. But if the bridge begomes
Jllapidated by ordinary wear, thé duty
of putting and keepiug it in good order
resis with the capal company, which
copsiricted Lbe bridge aod has to
malotein it. This latter propoeltion
aeaumes that the capal compabny le
the later warrival on the grouod
aud hse to malotain a road-
way that it Juterfersd with, I
new housuvs are put up, requirior new
brldgee, the capal compapy I8 not
upder obligatione Lo thoes whose right
of way is seoondary o its own, except
un It exeeodn ite ow D rizht,

Becopd—Theoompany whiech had to
vbull | the Alums aug bridge must keep
both Ip good repair from ordinary
weal, or from sny special Injury cauted
uy 'he capal or ita uee., The cempany
pre jected jta property into the right of
wasy of both road and Irrigation diteh,
apd it must Lkerp both in good ooD-
ditlos op its property; that ie, that
which it was required hy law to con-
atzuct it must maintain in conditien
for mee: If the flume or hridge be

1rojl:n‘ed by the owper of the lol or by
A0y one else by any uposual or lm-
proper act, then the party causing the
injury must mahke 1t good, or is liable
for damages,

Tbird—The reply to the second
questlop Covers this one. A eompany
which Ioterferes with a public of pri-
vate tight of way, either of road oF
irrigation ditch, caonot escape the
responslbility of compeneating for
the interference merely hy tempolfary
coroplinnce with the lezal responsibil.
ity. The complianpe must he perma-
pent and rersonable. Ip putling in a
bridge or & flime over a right of way
interfered with, the bridge or filume
not only must he coostructed in a rea-
stpable manpel, bl most be main-
taloed iD the paoe way, sioce at hest
these are of a lemporary charactel
compered with that which was
incerfered with, and which interference
iz allowed . hy law becaupe o! the
peceesity of pabilic oonvepience and
welfare,The preenmption that the diteh
or ronuwsy at tbat parucalsr poimt
might have needed repaire ls evercome
hy the fact that the capa] gompany
took the lund there for ite owp use,
apd other parties have no right to in-
terfere lurther than to demand that
they are not compelied 1o eusiain lose.

—_—

SHEFFP QUENTIQN.

The ever recurring sbeep question,
which bas been dehaled at every ses-
slop of ti e Liegielaturs for many years,
hae come up 1D the present one, with
ail its orusl aerlmony. The hostility
of some of the members to what they
term the jmpaeltions of the shesp men
bue Jod Lo rome €XIrAVagrDL remarkes
and mesgures. The nature of the
sentiments entertaibed upopn this sub-
jeot wae sufflclently indlicated hy the
Jebate which occurred in the House
yosterday (Wednesday)} on the bIN
introduced by Ray of Millard conoty,
(H. B. 67}

The great bulk of grezlng lands In
this Biate belong to the United Btates
yovernment, and the Uian.Lieglslature
has Do coptrol over them. 1t may not
eay who shall or shall not grezs stock
oD them, neither haes It power lo say
that ope Kind of live stock may enjoy
privileges on them which another kind
may pot, Just here is a point thst 1s
otten overlooked: It i only by the
safferance of the Ubited Biates govera-
mwent that sny kind of etock is allowed
tograze oo these lande. Hepce the
lack of legal ground for compisint of
iojustice beoause the goverpment
throws Lthem open to the stogk owners
ullke.

Raul there i¢ 2 moral injustice in
graziog large berde ol sherp op iands
which the people of a eettlernent de-
pend upon fof pasiUrage for mllch
cowe. The oows cahpot be pastured
far from home and serve the peceasl-
ties of thelr owners, while the sheep
may be, Here 1s a flagrant evll, and
many are the remedies that bave hven
saggested for Ik, Batihe fect that the
lande are public domain and beyond
the jurisdiotion ofthe locsl legislative
authority, and that the laws of Con-
gress allow oli kinds of stock to greze
upon them, on an equoal footlog, bee
made 1t lmpessibie to apply a direol
and effective remedy.

+ But the police powers of the Utah
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