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Larevzo 8Snow, Lrasius Snow, Frank- |
lin D. Richards, WBrigham Young, |
Moses Thatcher, Fraocis M. Lymag,
Jobn Henry Smith, George Teasdule,
HeberJ. Graat aod Johu W. '_l's.j'lor,]
were uever

ASSISTANT TRUSTERS

of the carporation of the Church
ol Jesus Christ  of  Latter-day
Saints uever bhaving been electey,
wppointed or qualitled 38 such, an¢d no
wruch assistant Trustees as provided
for by the Act of Incorporation werc
ever elected or nppoioted for the said
Jonn Taylor. Bul said last named de-
fendants, and each of them, were the
Cvunselors afid Advisers of the said
Jobn Taytor, and advised with hiam,
regarding the rolizions und churitable
works und offzirs of safd Charch, nod
regardjog the manarement, Use and
coutrol of the property belonging to
s3)d Church. i
When said Act tonk effect tbe de-
fendaut, the Church of Jesus Christ of
. Latter-day Salut+, by nnd through cer-
tuju Truztees, beld aud owned tiiree
certuln pieces, trects or paicels ol
regl estate described as \lnllows. to-

it:

All of Block eigiity-seven (57) 1n Ilat
A, Balu Lake City Borvey, iu Salt Lake
County, Utah Territory, known s ihe
Temple Block and coutainipg ten ncres
of luud.

That tract of laed commenclng four
{4) rods nosth of the suutewest coroner
0! lot four (1) Block eiuhty-eight (83}
Plat &, Salt Lake City Survey; thence
nortk tweoty-six (26) rods; thence
east twenty (20) rods; tbhence south
twenty-two aud oue nulf (31H) rods;
thvuce west fourteen (14) rods; theoce
¢outh threc and one natf (3)) rods;
thence west six (6) rods to the place
of begiuning, couatswnicg two apd
1553160 acres, known as tae Tlthiug
Houses and grounds,

All of that portion of lot six (6) lu |

Block Seventy-tive (75) in play A, Salt
Lake ¢ity survey, aud bouuded as fol-
Irpws: Commenciuz at lhe portheust
corucr of said lot,thence south ten (Iv)
rods, thence wobkt elghtecn (18) rods,
taence north ten (10) rods, thence east
efghtecn (18) rods to the place of be-
graniny, kpown a8 the Gardo louse
and groundg, and the Historfun Oftice
and grounds. All of the avove real
estute 1g situated in the townsite entry
ot Sait Leke City 2nd the said land was
putented by the United Ntates to the
Muayor of sajd City on the first day ot
June, A. D, 1872,

.T'be defeudzut, the sald Church of
Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, bad
oecopied gad ¢clalmed to pozsess ihe
firat of above named tracts or parcels
of res] estate prior to the fist day of
July, 1862, which said premises are de-
serined a8 follows:

All oi Block Highty-seven (87) in
Plat *A." Salt Lukea ‘ltl\z. Survey, io
tait Lake County, Utab Territory, «

‘I'hat the recond tract of Jund ubave
descrined a3 the Tithiong House and
groupds was occupled and used by
suld Church of Jesus Cnrist of Latter-
aay Saints as a Fitbing Ilouse priorto

861,
‘Fuzt the patent Jo said land haviog
. been issued as aforesuld, a deed
therefor was executed Lo
BRIGIIAM YOUNG

in his 1pdividual nome. ‘Foat he held
the tit.e In bis igdividual name until
his death, and ufter his death the
Church authoritles ciaimed s1id 1ract
as property helid Jn trust for said
Church, and that in pursuance of said
claim the executors of Brigham Young
conveycd pard property to Jonno Tuy-
lor, Trustee-in-Trust of smid Charch.
Brieham Young, at the time said con-
veyapee wus made to bim, was Trustee-
in~Trust for s2id Church, :

The sald defeudant, the Church ol
Jesus Curist of Latter-day Salnty, hus
icquired since July 1st, 1862, to wit:
Ia July, 1878 the tract of real estate
deseribed 4s jollows: g

All the east balf of lot six (6) in
Block Seventy-tive (73) Plat A, salt
Lake City survey, and) bouuded avsol -
lows: Cowmenetng st the noribisst
coraer of sajd Lot, thence south ten
(10} rods; thence west eigbteen (18)
rods; theuce north {10) rods; thence
east elghteen {(18) rods to the place of
beginning.

The piece of renl estate flrst above
described, to-wit:  All of Block Eigh-

February 19th, 18837, application was
made to the Probate Court o and for
the County of 8alt Lake, Utah Terri-
tory, for the appointment ol

THR¥E TRUSTEES

ta take the title to, and to haveapd to
nold the sald three tracts or parcels of
redl estate bereinbetore deacribed, and
the sgid court did, claiming to act pur-
spant to said scction of suld Act of
Congress, on the 19th day of May,
1847, appoint Win. B. Preston, Robert
T. Burton and John K. Winder,
Trustees to take title and to bave
and to bold the wuwnid thres tracts
or parcels of real lestste herclobefore
described; and afterwards deeds were
executed parportiog to coovey anpd
transfer the sald three tracts of real
elile to the sald Preston, Burton and
Winder, ¢lalmicg to be Trustees by
virtue of the proceedings aforesaid
and said tracts of Jaod sre nosw clanne
to be held by said Preston, Burtou and
Winder, clasiming to b2 Trustees for
sa1d Chorch as atnressld.

Oa the 23th of February, 1887, John
Tavior, who was theén ‘Tros.ee-in-
Trust for the Chnurch of Jesus Chrlst of
Latter-day Silnts, beld iu trustcer-
tujn  personul property, goods and
chattels ©ff the apgrepate value ol
$268 082 30, which 18 is claimed by the
defendants and denied by the plaintif,
bad theretufore heencontributed by
the {ndividus]l members of gaid Church
for the purpose of huilding temples,
and for otbher chuvitable und religious
purposes. Qo S1id last named date the
sald Johr Taylor, as Trustee-in-Trust,
execated an fostruent in writing, a
eopy of which Is hereto attaehed apd
made parthereof, marked Bxhibip ©A"™

That fa porsuance oi 2the provisions
of the instrawent aforesald, certain
property of the value approxitnately as
set out below

W4iB DELIVERED

10 ihe followior named ecclesiastical

church corporations, created and exist

Iﬁlz tﬁuder toe laws of the Terrjtory of
tah:

To the Chureh Asencinlion of
Caehe Stake of Zion ........ §45,036 08
To Lhe Clurch Assoclation of i

Box Elder ~tike of Zion... ... 16,745 18
To the fChurch Associatlon of

Weber Stake of Ziob........ 114-0 06
To tho Ulmnreh Assoveation of

Morgan Siuke of Zivn.. ..... o716 53
To the Church Asroeiation of

Snummit ~tuke of Zion....... . 3,103 20
To the Church Assotizvon of

Wasalel Stake of Zien...... 6,044 00
To the*Ohuzeh Assceislion ot

Salt Lake Rtake of Zion...... 32,502 70
To e Chureh Associali f

‘Foocle Stase T Zion . 4,581 103¢
To the Chorch Assock ¥

Juab 8take of Zion........... 3,003
To the Chuarch Associadon of

Talh stake of Lion.,.......,. 25,000 CO
To the Churcli Associnbwa of

Banpete drake of Zion. ... ... 6092 13

To the Churel Assouciutlon af Se-
vier Stake ol Zioo............ 15,445 50
To the Chureh Asseciatlen of

Millard sinke of Zion......... 14,033 89
Tao the Ghurcn Association of
Beaver Sunke of Zion......... 6,080 36

To the Chureh Assotiation of
Punguiich Stake of Lion-.... 137 30
To tho Chureh -Assoclations of
Bt George Siake of Zipn,.....125,608 11

To the Church Assockition of
Kmtub Stuke of Zioa.......... 38185 77
s
TOtRl ..oy ceieiirrnnn .o SEB8, 082 3004

The members of the sald Stake cor-
porations are Members of the Church
of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Salots,
and it 18 cluimed by delendants and
denled by plaintiffs that they were
substantislly the original doners of
said property in their respective
Btukey,

The Church of Jesns Christ of Lat-
ter-d iy Salnts was 8 corporation for
the purposes set out In the sct incor-
porating said Charch at the time the
Act of Conpress of 1887, heretofore set
outl, took eflect and has claimed to
exist as & corporation ever slnce that
ume.

THE TITIING HOUSE

aud prounds a8 bereinbafore set out
are not and never hove been used &8s a
place of worship ol parsonage COR-
nected therewith, or us burial ground,
nor are they apportenautto any there-

ol,

The portion of the third truct ef
Jand set out in the tirst part of this
agreement, a8 the Gardo Honse aod

ty-seven  {87) in  iPlat A, ait
Lake C(City SUIVCY, had been,
prior to 18262, occupied and possesscd
by said Churek of Jesus Cnrisi of
Latter -day Saints and set apart for
Church purposes, Aund upon the same,
srior 10 1862, bad been built a bullding
}(nOWn as the Taberpacle, und sioce
1862 hus been built a bollding Enown
a®the Assembly I1sll and there hasg
been partizliy boiit o stracture

KNOWN A3 THE TEMPLE,

which was commeuaced prior to 1862,
Upon the northwest corner of suid
tract {3 the bnilding known,ad the
Eodowmens House, The Tabernacle
and Assembly Llall ure on the west hinlf
of said tract and the Tewnple struc.
ture i3 _on the enst hall of suld
truct. The entire tract is enclosed by
2 stose wall und no part therveof has
been used for avy otber purposes. -

The plece of property known aa the

Gardo llouse wis, af*ér 113 acquisition | Block, One Ilundred and Fitty  Thou- { to-dey.

and up to the time of the deathot John
Taylor. eccupied by hin o8 President
of said Church, as nis residence. And
upon iLs aceuisition o Generdt Confer-
euce of said Church of Jcsus Christ of
Latter-duy Saints de-igoaled said
tiardo House ox the residecce of the
Presidest of said Chureh, aud it has.
beeu since so considered.

Claiminy to =ct nnder the roquire-
wents of the 26th section ol the aet of
Congress seferred to lu plaistifI's ofil
of complaint as baving been passcd

grounds and the listorlun’s Of-
lllce and grounds,  whieh i1s
koown 'as the Historisn's Qffice
and prounds, comprise a tract
about eight by ten rods. The build-
ing thereon is a threc-story adobe
buliding, about 35 feet by 4 feet. The
grouuds of the Gardo House and the
gronuds of the Liistorjan’s Office are
separated by o terraee and fora part
of the way by an everyrcen hedge,

The Historian’s Oflice and truct has
beeun used as the Office and Residenceof
the:Historlan of sald Church apnd asa
depository for the records of said
Church and for library purposes, apd
tins beew 80 used since gnor 10 1502,
| Tor the purposes of thi= motion the

IROBABLE VALUE

of the real estate herein described s
jestimated us t0llows:
1. ‘e Temple uand Tabernacie

sand Dollurs.

2. Toe Tithing House and, grounds,
Twenty-tlve Thousand 1Dullars.

3. The portion of truct taree known
a4 the Gardo l[ouse and zrounds, Fiity
Thourand Dollars.

4, 'Fhe portion of tract three known
us the [1istorian’s Ottice and grounds,
Ten Thousand Dollars.

The proceedings and resolution

Church ot Jesas Christ of Luatier-day ! the govertnent could not preperly go
Saints, which was io sesdion Aprit 8th, | on witout bim.

THE DESERET WNEWLES

o0

The cxbibit herete attached as u
part hervof, marked Kxhibit C, shows
the actlon of the Church autborities in
uopinating trustecs 4w provided for by
suld Geoersl Conference, as set out jo
fxhibit 13,

Nothing admittcd or get out in this
arrcement ghall o auy wise

BIND A RECEIVER
in case one be appeointed hy the Court,
upon the motion peuding, uwor shall
his powers be in anywisc hinlted or
abridged by wpythiug hereln set out.

The molion or Receiver now pend-
ing, and the hearing thereon, shall be
determoiued Bpon this agreewmnent of
Lacts sloae, neither patty offeriug any
evidenee.

Dated Ucet. 19, 1887,

Grouse 5. PRTRRS,

United Siates Attorney.
Janes O. BROADEEAD,
Jus, . MCDoxaLw,
FRANKLIN 8. lUCUHARDS,
LR GRrasD YOUNG,

Attoropersand Couuset for Defen-
dants.

Exbibit A iza cnu,ve{nnce ol yprop-
erty to the vurinus Stukes, a8 set forth
in the stipuiation vf facts,

Exhibic B s the preamble and reso
lotiens ndopted by the General Con-
ference of the Church, at Provoe, Fri-

day, Aprilt 8th, 1837, nomioatine
Bizbops Willlum B, Peeston,
Robert T. RBurton apd Jobn
R. Winder as Trustees for the

property of the Churegh, under sec-
tion 26 of the Edwunds-Tucker juw.

Exiibit C 14 the petition of tha First
Presidency 1o the Probate Court for
the appoiotment of the trustees be-
{ore menptioned.

Mr. Pcters anuocunced that counse)
had agreed upon au  arrangement
fur the arguwments, If accept-
uble to the Court. This arrangetent
was that the uttorneys for government
should open tie case; then the defense
shogl occupy the (ime: theu the
plalotiff, defense aod plaiotif, jo the
order named to the close.

Judge Zane ingunired how long the

<) nrguments would take, and Scoator

McDonald replied thut they would
pfobably last till Friday noon, the
218t

Assistant District Attorney Wm. J,
Clarke made the openiug argament {or
the plaintiff, tle said tae ‘Territorial
Supreme Court had heec vested with
eq‘nity powers by Couuress for the
trial of this suit. Coagress, in the
exarcise of its soveraign powers over
the Territories, had disincorporatec
the Cuurch, and there belez no one le-
gally entitled to the possession of e
properiy, the goverument asked the
appolntment ot u receiver to take pos-
sear'ﬂon of the said properiy until it
s'1rmld be finally dispored of. 4

Mr. Clarke was ptill speaking when
the NEws went to press. .
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Funeral Services.

A copgregation lurwe enough to
crowd the Third Ward meeting-house
attended the funerul services over the
rewalns of Brother Truman O. Angell,
Sr., yesterday alternotu, The speak-
log was claraclerized by a deep im-
preasiveness. Most ol the speuakers
hed known deceased for from thirty 1o
forty years, ugdd some of them had
been jutlmately associated witl- him
doriozx most of that time. Tbey were
ns follows: A. M. Musser, George
Romney, D. H,” Wells, Jameg Moyle,
Henry Grow, Bishep Weiler, J.” C.
{ Kingsbury.

Iue remejos were followed to the
grave by a loug procession ot vehicles.

THE BIG SUITS.

Broadhead Eresents an Un-
apswerable Argument.

Col.

Ip bis argument yesterday afterocon
in the suits against the Coureh and P,
L. Fund .Company, Mr. Clurke laid
dowu the propositicn that Congress,ln
the orgapic act, provided for the dis-
approval of any act of the Territorlul
Legislature, and that this provislon
was 4 reservation of o right, to be ex-
erclaed ut anv tiupne, 10 di:anoul any
act of the Legislature and

DISSULVE ANY CORPORATION

organized under sach act. He then
ocenpied aa hour agd i halt fn srguing
Lhat 1f such 4 right had been reserved,
it exercise was not an inipairment ol
o coutragt. He focther argoea
that a8 the Church incorpor-
ating act  was  annulled, there
was no ore to tiuke care of its proper-
iy, aud the Courtshouid therefore ap-
point a recceiver. lle also clnjmed
that the distribotion of the property
to tite varjous stukcs only three days
before the lasy went [uto effect, was a
misapplication of the funds becuuse it
was evidently doneiso that the govern-
mwent could LOU guiu possessiou of it.
He asked tbat & receiver be ug)poiuted
| forthwlith to take charge oOf all the
Church property,

I'he Coutt then edjonrned t1ll 10a.1.

This morning Col.Brostbead opened
the cese for 1he defense. lie sugrested
thas, as all the questions in ioe de-

murrer were being considered, and to-

duy was the time set for its hearing, it
be incloded 1o the {ssuey before ihe|
Court. ‘

Mr. Hobson opposed 1ihis, stating
|that the Solicitor-General ot the
United Stutes had expressed a desire

hereto attached ond made part hereof, | to

marked. KExhibit 4, were beld and

¥ HEARD PERSONALLY

| detnorrer.

Colone! Broadbead insisted that it
was proper for the conrt to hear the
whole cuse, When the defense wore
turough with the urgumenis on the
question of & recelver, ther would
\Buve nothing to say on the
It WS a little
peculiar, and o causc ol ununecessary
delav, Lo awelt the urrival of the So-
licitor Geperal, who would only huve
L0 xo over tae c¢dxe again to tue Jaled
States Supreme Court.

The Court refused to entertain the
proyosition to take up the woele case.

COL. DROADHEADR

then commenced his argument against
the appolotiment of o recctver. Hiy
lunge were nffected by a cold, but ne
spuke in 8 clear, drw vojce, sud pre-
scnted the cuse in 8 wasterly style, il
being itgpossible 10 do nim justice tn o
syhopsis :

The procceding, ke said, for a re-
ceiver, under the fucts snuwu in this
case was anh extraordiuary one. Such
i remedy should enly oe adopted when
iv was shown that tlhe property was
liable to e wast:d or desiroyed, or
that the defendunt wa$ insolvent or
disaouest. In this case no sueh con-
ditions existcd. The only averments
10 be considered ju the bill were to
the e¢ffect 1hat the trustees of tbe
Uhurcn were uplawially usiog ity
propelty; aod thut tbeére wos no oue
lawiullv wuthorized to tuke care of the
property, and iu consequence it wus
subject to .

Lo88 AND DESTRUCTION.

Col. Broathead arzued that there
WAS3 00 way poluted out whereby the
property was liabile to be lost or de-
struoyed. lt was not shown that there
Was uny frand, or that the defendauts
were ingolvent. Beeause the- govern-
ment whnted to gel the property wus
o reasun why u receiver sbould be
appeinted. lvmustshow 4 coadition
ol taels oo whicn 1o buse Lhe request,
[bhere must be some tappitle aliegu-
tjons made, supported by sullicieut
proof. Admiltting all the facls in the
slutewent dgreed ou, there was

NO JUSTIFICATION WIHATEVER

for the appointment of a reeelver.
I'ne property was showh to be in sufe
oanda, and the coult was Lot author-
zed to remove {1 therefrom.

1he Bupreme Court of whe Terri-
tory ot il had beem set aparl
speclally Ly Uongress 1o pass dpon the
latys cuncted by wat body, Al courts
dhould be ountside of prejudice, xud
should be just; und oo une couid be
tust withoat heling enarituple, Cours
pbave the power to  override “the
tegislature apd the executive, in bav-
ing the right to deterwoine she valluily
Jt the luw. The proposition made b}
counsel ou toe other slde, toat an ju-
corporsting  uct by the Jemisluture
¢uuld be repesled by that body W the
rizht Lo do so was veserved, would not
he controverted by the defense, who
realized that the proposition was cor-
rect. Nor would they oppose the doc-
trine that Congress nad supreme
power tolegislate for the ‘Perritortes.
Huot it Googresa granted a1 frapchlse,
reserving no righu to repeal or amend
it, it could not €xercise un unreserved
power without

VIOLATING AN EXECUTED CONTRACT.

Because the zovernment had reserved
tBe rignt (o aisupprove the ucis of the
Leglslature, wus nod to gay taat it had
reserved the right to o any turther.
Th: re was no provision in 1oe coarter
of the Gourch, or !n the organie aci,
reserving the right to alter, sme=d or
repesl un jncorporating act. ‘I'he cou-
tract made witn the Church was a
valid ope, epd uspy vioiation of [ts
provisivns would be 8B jmpulrment vl
the contruct. No provisijon hud been
made changing the iuconporating act:
it wus wade voconditivnsl, und ibe
Constitution foroade the lwpairmeut
of the obligstions of the contract
thus eptered fjuto. (Col, Broad-
hexd cited nmnerous authorites
in support ot his propositioss.)
the said Lhere could be fouud noay-
thority for the clatw that Congress had
reserved the right to disapproveor re-
pesl a0 incorputaiion act, nnless that
reservation had neen speciaily desig-
sated., The reservatiou by Congress
io the orgapic act wus pever intepded
10 apply alter 30 years, !n the shape ot
al

ACT OF §POLIATION,

upegualed iu the history of the coun-
Lry, 1o tuke from a corporationthe
property it bad rizhtfolly acqoired,
Ine act mstructing this court what
steps 1t should take between the par-
ties litlzapt was invalld, Ceugress
bad no 1ight tO make the act of July 1,
1882, lmiting the Church property,
when the Church held s coutract to
hold ap uniimited araount;this act was
u violatlon of the contract and was
forbidden by the Copstitution. That
act recognized the validity of the act of
the Leglslature 1incorporating the
Chorch; iv had in fact spproved of the
act, exceptaay provision that might
have recoxnized polygawy; these 1t re-
ealad, it aoy exlsted, The law of

| Congress aleo lhnited aaoy future io-

corporated churches from acquirlog
more than $50,000 worth of reul vatate;
and provided forthe puopishmment of
polygumy. That wasall that it did,
Its lapgudage was ''toonly anoul gll
acts and laws which establish, muin-
taln, protect or countenance the prac-
tice ol pol{gam_\', evasively called splr-
jtual marriage.'” 1t had also declared
““That thls act shall be so llmited
construcd a8

NOT TO AFFECT

and

pussct ab u General Copfurence of tne | on the dewurrer, and the counsel for|or Interfere with the rigut of proper-

E49

ty legally acquired poder the ordin-
ance heretofora mentioned [the urdin-
ance lncorporating the Churchl, nor,
with the right to worshlp God sccord-
Ingto the dlctates uf conpacience.'!
This tben protected the right to prop-
erty, and the law limited auy Churel
from in fulure, ucquiring wmorce thau
$30,000 worth of real estate, Othet
property was not meatloved, yet the

lutotlff is asking for othey pruperty.

Jungtess hed repenled certain provis-
feng in the incorporating act, if they

were  there. Jt bhad by the sac-
tiou ol selecting s  portion
of the act for disapprovai

rutifled the remalnder. It hud gooe
further still, and declarerl spocislly
thut tie law of 1882 should po' affect
the remainder of wue act incorporatin
the Church, )] of which was include
fn the two provisions which the luw
was speclally forblddeu to luteriere
with. Theact of 1802 was thercfore
ap affirmance of the act [ucorporating
the Courch. But even without thut
afirmarpce, Congress had

XO RIGHT TO DISSOLYE

vbe Churcli incorporation. That body
bad not beco satistled by approvips
the act, but had gone further and
disgolved the corporaiion, 1 power
nevar before exerclsed or clalmed in
this or uny other country. The legis.
lative deparitmeut of the government
bad no right o do such = thiog, uni
deprive the afected parties of the
right to have their claim adjudicated.
Under such an act the clamm of the
oriziual dooor was lust (orever. Con-
gress cialmed the right to tike the
Church properiy and distribute it to
peraony who bad no rizbht to it. This
course had been characterized by the
United Stuates Sopreme Courtto be
upjust,

ARBITRIARY AND OPPRESSIVE.

'‘That government ean Scarcely be
deewed free wherethe property of the
peaple I3 subjected to the yorestristed
will of the Lepistatuore.!” Congress
had no rizht to deprive a persono of
properiy without duie process of luw.
It bad uudertaken to do this in the
passape of the Edmunds-Tucker law.
Che supreme law of the lund bad for.
bidden such a course. ltpave to every
oue a right to a hearing before heing
deprived of life, [iberty or property. A
mob sy take a wan anod beosg dim,
but that is pnot due process of law
within the meanjng of the (Constitu-
tiop. [t isthe righit und pawer 1hat
is exercised by the gnizzly hear in the
mounising when be seizes his prey,
That l9 the power, unjust and arbj-
Lrary, thut is sougnt tu be used by
Congress in this case.

The defendants now cluim the pro-
tectlon of the Constitution to stop
Lbjs spoliation of their property by the

OPPRESSIVE AND ARDITRALY

act of Congress, If the judement of
thls court be aeninst ug we will invoke
the judpioeut uf the bighest tiibunzal in
tiue land.

During the entire {ime of the argu-
ment, the spasker wis Jistened 1o
with the closest inlerest, and =t the
close Lhe couri took its uoon reeess.

Tois aftersoon Mr. Hohson followed
for the piatoulf. He said he was em-
barrassed by being cullud uuexpectedly
tu the debate gnd pot having bad time
to prepare for a labor that e onder-
stood was to be performed by the chief
wovernment Counsel. The objeets of
the present suit were to dissolve the
Church focorparation,to forieit the sur-
plus of property to thegovernment,and
to distribute the balauce among those
entitled to it. This court was vested
with the ubsolute right to admiuiater
oo the Church proparty, under the law
of Cengress, aod there was noalterna-
tive but to appoint a recelver. Al-
thougl the complaint jn the case
mizht be defeclive, yct the coort
bad a right to make the appointmont
asked. Where there i8 an equitable
proceeding colng to the distribution of
property, if that praperty ic in dunver
of beiuz destroved, the ¢ourt shopuld
take it loto custody. The estate was
vested in the ¢court Itself for adminls-
tration. [tis ln danger of heing de-
stroyed. And ifthelaw under which
the action is hrought is valld, there is
no qusstico as to the right of tho
conrt to takeo the property in charya.

Mr. Hobson thén argued that the
clalm that the Church had vested
rights 1o the property it held was not
a rizbt, because it was only a “squat-
ter’s right,"* and was only held In ex-

pectancy for the time when the
lapd was open to entry, He also
argued that aw aet of Incorpe-

ratlon was not & contract with the ju-
corporation actingunder it. "The act
whleh gave the Chursh fts chagter
baving been disapprnvedb was void

from the flrst, and the Cburch had
been an incorporation by proa-
cription only. Mr, Hobsen

occupled the remainder of the time in
endesvoring vo estahlizh the right of
Cougreas to enact the law of March 3,
1887. He was still speaking when the
NEWS went L0 press.

Senator McDonald wiil make the
cleslng argusient for the defense to-
MOoIrrow mormuog,

To the Fall Term.

On Saturday afteruoon Byron W,
Kiog, of Bouptiful, was called to rea
celve sentence, In the Third District
Court, for living with his two wives.
1le decllped to make any statement of
his intentiops remurdipg the 'fatore,
and was sentencad Lo imprisonment in

the penitentiary for six months aud to

pay a flne of ¥30 and costs,



