- s

tion. A receiver was appointed to
take and hold the property, in the
teence of nny cause for such ap-
Pointment, sueh as usunlly gives
Authority to ecourts w appoint re-
Ceivers,

The alleged dissolution of the cor-
Porution and the assumption on the
Part of the court, before nny trial
Was had or investigation made

fore even nn answer was filed

the allegations of the bill,
Authorized, in the opinlon of
he court, the Government of the
United States to seize nnd confiscate
all gmperty which might be found,
Such a8 eattle nnd sheep, stoeks and
lnnds, houses, temples and taber-
;lacles, and authorized the court,

brough its officem, to take 8-
slon of all such property, nlthough
Wisalleged in the bill that certain

Persons named therein, at the time
of the institution of the suit, held
:uﬂh Property in their posscssion as
fustevs for the corporation. The
fourt in jts decree specially finds
%lmt all the renl property described
ﬂtha.ﬁndlng_s of the eourt was, nt

1 time of the institution of the
Suit, held in trust for the corpor-
tion.

These proceedings are extraordi-
Lary, Lo say the least of them. The
act of (‘ongress assumes that it not
-?llly has the power to disapprove
he act by which the corporation
z‘hllﬂ chartered, but to declare that

¢ property may be scized by the

vernment officers without any
®Vidence that the corporation has
’? any respect viola the provi-
;On of its charter, that it may be
”‘ild inthe hands of a receiver and

Dally distributed in such manner
8 the court might think proper.

10 such proceedings be justified
oXcept upon the ground fthat the
Bovernment of the United Btates,
U8 legislators, its courts and their
gh Cers, are not bound to Tegnrd

4t provision of the fundamental

W ol all free EZVemmenis, that no
Bemon shall deprived of life,

berty, or lpropcrt.y, without due

focess of law? We think not.
mﬂm s n judgment without a hear-

E; 0 seizure without a cause, and
B0 eacheat without the pretence of
A0Y nuthority of lnw.

1 88y that these are acts of arbit
diay Power. 1t has been said by a
n tinguished jurist in this country
A“‘t' there are two kinds of law fu
cmeﬂcn. One is the law which
Loanges, comprising the acts of
I‘;Llﬁ!ﬂtors and the customs of com-
Unitics, which change from time
time as public exigencles may
au{ulre_ The other is the law thut
Iuor?e Dot change. The law of the
nmf Whieh recognlzes the doetrine
lif;, 0o person shall be deprived of
) liberty or pmpert*wl out due
unc‘;]eﬂﬂ of law. hat law is
flog tflngeable and eternal, It quali-
hmit.she nuthority of legislators; it
B the jurisdiction of courts; it
the B 23 a sentinel to guard against
indiap roach of arbitrary posverover
thmw ual liberty everywhere
. e%ruﬁhﬂm this land. Whenceso-
ons ot cnme, whether from ithe bar-
este or Runnymede, or trom the for-
1ngg many, or from, the teach-
earl) of Greek philosorhers of nn
€' age, it has found ts way here,

and in this country it has become
the foundation-stone of our political
fabric. If I were asked to declare
my opinion a5 to what was theorigin
of that doctrine, I should say it
rather springs from that spirit of
manh implanted in the breast of
every man who has stamped upon
his brow the image of his Maker,
which enables him to say, in the
face of arbitrary power, 1 am not
your slave; my rights nre governed
(ny law; and I am authorized by the
od that made me to say that I nn
not subject to your mere will or cap-
rice.* What is the nnswer of arbi-
trary power? The answer, and the
only answer that can be glven, is,
1 am stronger than thou.?? n’l"hut
is the nnawer of the brute and the
barbarinn, if, indeed, the brute could
spealk. It does net belong to the
teachings or practice of Christinn
civilization, nud It will not be sane-
tioned by this exalted tribunal.

-+

SPOLIATION IN OGDEN.

THE movement on the part of the
Libera]l City Council of Ogden to
gnin possession of the Tabernacle
block in that town continuces to
cause n great deal of comment
among fair-minded people. 1t is
denounced as utterly inexecusable.
Even those who are more or leas
antagonistic toward the religious
body whose members constitute the
contemplnted vietime of thescheme,
are opposed to it upon the ground
that it is not sound opposition policy.
It emphasizes a clalm of the Latter-
day Saints that they are made the
subjecta of spolistion and persecu-
tion.

Westated the other day that no
intelligent defense hiad been sct up
to sustain the step. Al that has
been offered in that directlon has
been in the nature of limping ex-
cuses. One of the most absurd that
has come under our obser vation con-
slsts of a comparison made by nn
anti-**Mormon?*! newspaper, where-
in the Ogden atfair is likened to the
notorious Capitol HUI land-jumping
enterprise of last sumuner. The oc-
cupants of the land at Ogden nre
sought to be placed in the same posi-
tion as the land-seizing agenfs who
took possession of the property of
this city on the hill. In the latter
case the title still adhered to the
city, which hal not released its
claim, the Corperation having set
apart for public uses the land thus
ruthlessly laken by certain real estate
agents. ‘The jumpers held posses-
slon for a few days. After
making the seizure they commenced
the erection of fences and tents, The
city, through its lawful oflicers,
ejected them from the property, us-
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pare such n case with the Ogden
scheme is the height of nbsurdity,
nnd shows the weakness of those
who undertake to apologize for it.

In the matter of the Ogden Tab-
nacle sguare, ag before stated In
these columns, the land was set
apart about torty yearssince by the
people who redeemed that section
from the condition of n wilderness—
the first settlers. The Tubernacle
building has occupied the ground
for pearly that length of time.
The other structures are also
exclusively of a religious char-
acter. 'The townusite act, which
was passed by Congress for the ben-
efit of the inhabitants of cities and
towns, in its entire genlus and in-
tent, provides that the land shall 1w
conveyed to the occupants nt the
time the Inw comes into operation.
Surely this fact will not be con-
troverted, neither can it be deniel
that the sole occupants of the Iland
in guestion, from the tirst setticment
of the region, have been the re-
liglous worshippers whose buildings
nre erected thereon.

What & ridiculous position must
0 perdon assume b0 compare such
# situatien with that taken hy
o nest of land<jumpers, who seize
the property of a corperation and
retain it for a few days, until they
are foreibly ¢jected from it. There
i8 not the remotest resemblonce be-
tween the two cases in point.

A nother strong feature of fissim-
ilarity exists in the fact of the cor-
poration in the Ogden cuse linving
released and conveyed nway its titie
to the property which has beon so
long devoted to religious purposes.
‘This situation, 80 we understand,
was recognized by the Attorney-
General in the person of the Soliei-
tor-Genvral, acting in his behalf.
The position in regard to that prop-
erty was understood by bim, and by
his advice it has been let nlone.

The plea is reiterated in pallintlon
of the action of the Libceral Mayor
and City Council of Ogden that the
courts should be allowed to suttle
the matter without the making of
any popular outcry respecting it.
This would indieate that those who
desire to see the scheme forwarded
entertain  grave doubts concern-
ing ifs ulthnate success. We
have already stated that, this being
the case, the subject tukes on the as-
pect of vexntious litigntion. In say-
ing this. it is not intended to be
charged that the parties simply pro-
ceed a8 they are doing for the mers
purpose of harassing and annoying

ing whalever force was necessary to | those who are placed upon the de-

accomplish the purpose. To com-

feppive. With all these matters



