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JEALOUSY,

There’s a feartnl tyrant vonming
Up and down this Little world, .
And where'er lie gets u lodging
 Thiekly enivious darts ave hurled.
Eyes sea through ne rose-lit lensas,
‘Kars convey no well meant word;
But with senseq all perverted,
Every ugly passion’s stivrod.

I 110 stups beside the hearthstone,
He will vent his bitter ive, i
Tlll'umn its naered ultar
Ficreely burns unhalewed Are
Ul;nlﬂ every tie fa severed
An:;hlch bin1s heart to kindred henrt,
frum home's onee happy shelter
Peace will evermore depart.

Who, 11345 scen this evit monstor,
E;(Yr:l?i' llautfs heard s hateful gréwl—

10 strife which mark+ his pathway,
wAnd h.ls dark and gloomy soowl—
outd & momeng give an.entranue
B,IO thekr hoart for ong go vile,

Anning from its sacrog precinets
Love ang Charity s sweet emil

0"‘1’ be watehful; he 33 goln;:

Am;: ml)d d?wn the wide world o'er,
o \: ;ere or he seeks admittance,

Le“nt n liaste the bozomn’s dovr;
AL’UOO late you sig repeating

o io folly yon may see ;
Bl thfs feartul, roaming tyrané

B ::l_nrthe nDame of jealouay.

SNt v, dn the Farmand Firestde,

PETITION For REHEARING.
In the gy
_ preme Conrt of the
Umlii“’ Elgtates. October ternt, 1849.
cig] ate  Corporation - of the
day 1 of Jesus Christ of Latter-

Y I%;ilr.lts ve. The United States—

George Ro
. . mhey et al.
U'Fted Btates—Xo, 1?154:1
The apnellanig ;
! in the above en-
gi;):&d c“geﬂ,uuder the rules of this
ieari’niru ;ni& their petition for re-
) [ £1 o
P themror:ﬂsslgu the following
. FIERT,
th}lilct 5hall be finally determined
pass HODEWSS possessed the power to
pass the act of March 5, 1387, disin-
o porating the “Church of Jusus
t.b::t,mt of Latter-day Saints,” and
Cam:ndtii Ineorporation therehy be-
court b fsc'!"ed: the decree of the
S10W 13 ugauthorized by said

act of March
profesaes o hg, 1887, yuder which it

ve been enteved,

vy. the

T

SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH, SATURDAY, JULY 5, 1890.

By section 17 of said act, after an-
nulling the legislation for the incor-
poration of the *“Church of Jesus
Christ of Latter-day Sgints,?”’ and
declaring that sald corporation was
thereby dissolved, it was provided
that the Attorney-General of the
United States should take such pro-
ceedings in the Bupreme Court of
the Territory of Utah as
should = be proper fno  exe-
cuke the foregoing provisions of this
sectiop, and to wind up all affairs
of said ineorporation conformably
fo law. But nowhere i3 any au-
thority conferred upon the Supreme

Court of the Territory of Utah to.

take cognizance of any sult or suits
that might arise out of the provis.
ions of the third section of the act
[of July 1, 1862, relatiug to the ac-
|quis!tion and holding of real cetate
by religious corporations within the
|Territories of-the Unitel States.
On the contrary, by the thirteenth
section of the act of DMareh 3,
1887, it was made the duty
ol the Afttorizey-General of the
United States to instifuteand prose-
cute proceedings to forfeit and es-
cheat to the United Biates the prop-
erty of corporationsobtained or held
‘in violation nt Section 3 of said act
‘of July 1, 1882, and in the findings
lof facts it is stated that sueh pro-
ipeedings had been inostituted and
' were pending in the proper district
| eourts of the United States withino
| gaitl. Territory, by informations filed
on behalf of the United States.

But notwithstanding that faet,
found in the findings of fact, the
court bLelow proceeded to adjudge
and decree that all of the real estate
set out in the findings of fuct was
the propetty of and belonged to the
late  corporation of the “Church
of Jesus Christ - of Latter-day
Salipts,’? and the same was
beld in trust {for said corpora-
tion, and furthermore, that the 'iagal
title to said real estate, and every
part and parcel thereof, hal been
acquired by said late corporation
and its truslees subseguently to July
1, 1862, and that prior to said date
neither said ecorporation npor its
trustees had any legal title or estate
inand to said real estale or any
part thereof, and that none of said
real estate except block 87, in plat
A in Balt Lake City, known
a8 Temple Block, bhad ever been
‘used as buildings, orgrounds appur-
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tcoant thereto, for the purpose of
worship of God, or of parsonages

conpected therewith, or for burial

grounds by the sald late corporation

of the “Church of Jesus Christ of

Latter-day Saints,” nor wassaid real,
eastate, exeept that part known ns the,
Temple Block, necessary for such

purposes by the incorporated relig-

ious sect kuowu as the “Church of,
Jesus Christ of Lalter-day Baints.”? .
Thus adjudging and decreeing

against the appellants the questions

involved in thesaveral informations

pending in the district comrts of said

‘Territory.

SECONL.

It is nowhere provided in any act
of Congress relating to thie **Church
of Jesus Christ of DLatter-day
Saiuts,?? or the Chureh propurty -
heid by ecliurch corporations in the
Territories .of the United Btates,
that any of such property should be -
forfeited  aud eschivated to the
United States except the real estate
held in violation of the third sec-
tion of the act of 1862, and by the
thirteenth section of the act of.
Mareh 8, 1887, the, property which
shall have been declared to have,
escheated to the United Stntes, un-
der the provisions of the firat-named
act, sbhall be disposed of by Lhe
Secretary of the Interdor and the
proceeds applied to Lie use and
benefit of commen schools in the -
Territory in which sueh properly,
may be. This property was not Le- .
fore the court except as it had taken
the same intoe tomporary custody,
by its receiver, Lut the personpl
property of the Church which had
beeu held and administered by the
sald corporation for ,ihe use and
benefit of the Churel, and which
the law did nat attempt to declare
forfeited, is by the deerce of the
court below held to have escheated .
by operation ef law, and to
have become the property of the
United States, subject *to the
gosts and expenses of this suit and
of the receivership by said court in-
stituted and ordered.”’

That Congress did not intend by
the legislation in question to inter- .
fere with chureh property any fur-
ther than to appropriate nnd aley .
that which might bave been acquir-
ed in violation of the third aeclion
of the act of 1862, is strongly sup-

'ported by the fact that,in the act of

March 8, 1887, which undertakes to, -



