pains should bespared in thisdirection.
Woe live in our children. After we are
gone we will live in our offapring, and
our good qualities will be perpetuated
in them if we will take the right
course,

This is a subject that admite of a
great deal of taik, and it ought to be
spoken about in our settlements and
impressed upon the people. We should
take pains to teach our boys and our
girls everything that will make them
usefui, and help to give them a know-
ledge of the principles that Gou has re-
vealed. 1bp this way we will be a
blessing to our children. They will

rejoice in us, and they will arise
and call us blessed. What a
glorious thing it is to think

that our posterity will honor us, and
that they will say, L know that my
father was a pood man; that he did all
he could for me.” ‘1 know my moth-
er was agood wWoman; she loved me
and did all in her power to give me &
good start and to furnish me with all
the knowledge that she could to make
me a useful woman,*’ and to have those
children quote the example of their
parents to their posterity, and let it go
down as & heritage from one generation
to another, until we shall arise up a
generation that will be accepted of the
Lord, and upon whom Hie blessing
and His power will rest. We wili
soon enter upon the millennium.
God has told us this; and it should
be the desire of every man
and woman in this Church that
their posterity may live, not only for a
generation ot two, but throughout the
entire millennium, apd then through-
out that period when Batan will be
loosed again; that as long as time shail
endure some of our posterity may be
found among the friends of God,
bearing the holy Priesthood, honoring
Gou, keeping His commandments, not
only throngh the millenniam, but
during that period when Satan will be
loosed again to go forth and tempt the
nations; that even then some of our
descendants will be found numbered
among the righteous, and continue to
be numbered among them aalong as
time shall last, I think thie is a de-
sirable wish for every man. And Jet
us lay the foundation now. Lwt us, a8
parents, influence our children.

Let us make our mark upon our chil-
dren, and give them a fair start; en-
dow them with all the power that we
have, to make them all that we
desire them to be.” -Every parent
should have this ambition. KEvery
man and woman ought to live for their
children, and not neglect them. 1 feel
condemned sometimes because of pub-
lic duties 1 eanpot attend to my
family as 1 wénld like; and my con-
stant prayer tv God js that He will
give more of His holy Bpirit to them,
to make up for my lack of time with
them. I think this is a good prayer.
Let us try to make our children all
that we would likethem to be, as far
as our influence goes. I say to you pa.
rents who have children in the cove-
nant, if you will pray for them Geod
wiil feel after them, and He will save
your posterity. He has made promises
to this people, and you cling
to them, in the meantime doing
all you can yourselves to have thoge
.promises fulfilled, ro that there will be
no neglect on your part. Your chil-
.dren.may err, and do things that are
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sinful and are painful dnd sorrowful
to you.. But cling to them. Pray for
them. KExercise faith in their behalf.
Treat them with kindness; not, how.
ever, condoning their sins and their
transgressions. But be full of charity,
full of long-suffering, full of patience,
and full of mercy to your children.
Don’t drive them away by your sever-
ity, or by being too strict. But be kind
and merciful to them. correctipg their
fauits when they need correcting, at
the same time showing them that your
corrections are not prompted by any-
thing but love for them and for their
happiness. God bless you,in the name of
Jesus, Amen.
The choir saug:

Let God urise; let His enemies be scattered.

The e¢losing bepediclion was pro-
nounced by Elder Joseph E. Taylor.
Adjourued till October next.
JouN NICHOLSON,
Clerk of Conference.

A

PIONEER SQUARE.

Short.g after the opening of the
Third District Court on April 6th
Judge Anderson delivered his opinion
in the case of W. L. Pickard et al. vs.

Balt Lake City et al, in
whlch piaintiffs sought to en-
join the defendants from selling

Pioneer S8quare to James H. Bacon. In
the opinion it wan ordered that theap-
plication for an injunction against the
defendants be denied and the com-
plaint dismissed. .

The full text of the decision is given
below:

In the Third Jwidicial Districc Court
CUtah Zerritory.

W. J. Pickard, piaintift vs. Salt Lake
City, a municipal corporation,
George M. Scott Mayor of said Balt
Lake City and James F. Jack,
Recorder of said City, defendants,

ANDERSON J.

This is an application by the plaintiff
for sn injunction to restrain the de-
fendants from executing auy contract,
and especially with one James H.
Bacon, which would cloud or encum-
ber the title of Block 44, Plat “B,”
Salt Lake City Burvey, situated in
Balt Liake City, Utah, and commonly
called apnd known as the Old Fort
Block, or Pioneer Bquare.

The facts alleged by plaintiff in his
complaint so far as it is necessary to
set them ont are, that he is a resident
of 8alt Lake City, a taxpayer in said
City, and owns real property therein
abutting on the nbuove mentioned
premiseeg, and brings this action in be-
half of himeelf and of all othiers who
may hereafter choose to ubnite with
him in the action.

The complaint also alleges that Salt
Lake City is a municipal corporation
created and.existing under the laws of
Utah and an act of Congress; that the
defendant George M. Scott is Mayor
and the defendant James F. Jack is
the recorder of said city, and that
among the officers of eaid city is a
council composed of fifteen members.
That at a regular meeting of said City
Couneil held on the 3rd day of March,
1891, a resolution was adopted by said
Council tw the effect that said city
would convey said premises by good
and sufficient deed to said Bacon for
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the sum of one hundred and fifty thou-
sand dollars when two hundred miles -
of railroad shall have been completed
westward from thig city, said railioad
to be completed and in operation within
two years, during which time the title
to said property shall remain in said
city; that the work of construction of
sald railroad ia to be begun within
ninety days, and Do extension of the
time within which the work is to be
begun and completed shall be granted,
and the said Bacon is to bind himself to
hold the city harmless against all costa
in ease the right of the city to convey
said property shall be contestel in the
courts or otherwise, The complaint
further alieges that the city owns the fee
simple title to said property, thats it
com prises ten acres of land and that it
has been dedlcated and appropriated
for the uses and purposes of a public
park; that the action of the Mayor
and City Counci! isin violation of their
trust and auihority and of an act of
Congressapproved July 80,1886,entitled
“an act to prohibit the passage of local
or special iaws in the territories of the
United States, to limit territoriai
indebtedness, and for other purposes.®
1t is also alleged that the price at
which it is to be sold to Bacon is in-
adequate, to wit: $150,000, while the
property is worth more than $500,000;
and that unless the defondants are en-,
joined and restrained they will execute
a contract with said Bacon which will
be a cloud upon the title of the city to
said property and bind the city to con-
vey the property upon the fulfilment
of the terms of the resolution by said
Bacon.

A temporary reatralning order was
issued against the defendants, and they
were notified to apprar and show cause
why the injunction should not issue as
prayei.

The defendants appeared and filed a
demurrer to the complaint, upon the
ground that the complaint does not
state a ¢cause of action.

At the time of flling the demurrer
the defendants also flled ap answer, in
substance denying that the premises in
controversy have ever been dedicated
or approli)riated for the uses or purposes
ofa public park,or that it has ever been
or is used as a park,or that the inhab-
itants of the city have ever been per-
mitted to enter lpon or uee the same as
a park; deny thut the action of the

yor and City Council in passing the
resolution granting the said property
to said Bacou was 1n violation of their
trust or anthority; deny that $150,000
ts not a fair valuation for said property;
deny that the sale of said property s
in violation of any law or statute or the
rights and interests of the people of
Salt Lake; deny that plaintiff is en-

titled to the reliefl prayed for or
any rellefl whatever; deny that
the defendants should he Te-

strained from selling the premises
in question as comteniplated by the ac-
tion taken by the said council, or that
the plaintiff’ is entitled to recover his
coste or tn have the restraining order
prayed made perpetual.

The answer admits all the other al-
legattons of the commplaint.

The demurrer was overruled and the
cause heard on ihe complaint and an-
swer, and the affldavits and documen-
tary evidence presented and filed by
the respective partivs.

After the fling of the complaint and



