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¢mployment for hosts of people while
hupdreds of thousands at home hover
between existence and death frem
starvation becauge of the hardness of
the times. The remarks of the Premier
tn reference to the material aspect of
his country indicate a time of increas-
ed distress for the British people.

THE CHURCH CASES.

According to prior arrangement, the
three cases known by the title of the
United States va. certain real estate be-
longing to the late corporation of the
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day
Salntscame on for hearing today. The
question involved is whether the fol-
lowing properties should be escheateu:

.The Tithing-house, Gardo House,
Church Farm, nnd Historlan’s Office.

District Attorney Varlan represent-
ed the Govirnment and asked
leave of the court to have the name of
Judge J. A. Marahall entered on the
record as nssociate counsel for the

laintiff, and also that of Attorney J.B.
?&awlina, who, be sald, hnd been ap-
pointed by the Attorney General as
special counsel for the Government of
the United States.

The defendants were represented by
Attorney Dickson. Hon. F. 8. Rick-
ards and A ttorney lLe Grande Youug.

Mr. Richards, in tle outset, asked
permission to file a petition _of inter-
vention in each of the cases. From the
first one read we extract the following:
. Now come James P. Freeze and
Bpencer Clawson and fie this petition
in intervention on behalf of themselves
and all others who are members of the
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day
Snints, and for thelr grounds of inter-
vention allege:

That the members of said Church
are more than two bhnndred thousand
ip number, and o pumerous that they
eannot, without inconvenience and
oppresslve delays in the said action,
ue brought before the court; that all
of said parties huve an interest in ecom-
mon with said interve ors in the sub-
Ject of this pstition And the questions
ipvolved in this action; wherefore suid
intervenors file this petitiop for the
benefit of all its members.

That these intervenors and the mem-
bets of said church are equitably the
owners of the property hereinafter de-
serlbed, and that the legal title is now
held by the defendants, Willlam B.
Preston, Robert T. Burton and Jobn
R. Winder, 85 trustees, for the volu:.-
tary religlous associatlon known as the
Church of Jesus Chrlst of Latter-day
Saints, in trust for religious and chari-
able purposes; that the said Church is,
and has been ever since the 3rd day of
March, 1887, a voluntary association
for religious and charitable uges and
purposen, and has the right to ewn and
hold such property, through trostees,
to be uged for such purposes; that the
pald defendants were in possession of
ad property at the time it was seized
by the United States Marshal pursuant
to the Information proceedings had
herein, sald property being a part of
what is known as the tithing office and
grounds. )

That at the tiine of the enactment of
the law of Congress of July lat, 1862,
and long prior thereto, the said Church
as a religious association held, posses-
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sed nnd ocoupled the above described
real estate and had a vested right to
and interest ip the same, and it ever
gince has had and still has such vested
right to, and interest in, said property.

After reciting the facts upon which
such vested right and the defendants?
claim to said propeity are fonnded
the petition say:: Buome time
in the year 1856 the Church took poa-
session of the south half of lois five ana
alx, block eighty-eight, plat A, of Balt
Liake City survey, and placed valuable
improvements therecon and have con-
tinued to cccupy the ssme with said
improvements down to the present
time; eaid lotr were a portion of the
townsite entry made by the mayor of
Bait Lake City, as aforesald, pursuant
to the eald act of Congress of MMareh 2,
15547,

The sald Church by its trustee, Brig-
ham Young,duly filed claim in the Pro-
bate Court of Balt Lake county, Utah
Territory, under the townsite act of
the legislative assembly of Utah, ap-
proved February 17, 1869,for the south
half of sald lots five and six, and the
said court duly adjudicated all such
premises to Brigham Young, who was
then trustee In trust for the Church
and took and held the same under such
deed for its benefit.

At the time the act of Congress of
March 3rd, 1887, tonk effect, the legal
title was held by Robert T, Burton, in
trust and for the use and benefit of the
satd Church; and on the 2nd day of
July, 1887, said Roberl ['. Burton cou-
veyed the same to William B. Preston,
John R, Winder and himself, as trus-
teee.

Intervenors allege that no part of the
property was ever acquired or held

in viclation of the provisions
of any law of the United Btates,
but all of it was acquired for

the religious and charitavle uses of
the Church, and the purchase price
thereof and the cost of the improve-
ments were paid frotn voluntary con-
tributions 1oade to the Church, from
timete time, by the members Lhereof,
to be held, managed and applied by the
Churchthrough its officers and trusteea
chosen und elected hy the members
to religious and charitable uses and
purpoees in which the Church and
ite members were interested; that
the property and the whole thereof
was at all times prior lo the time when
it wap seized and taken porsession of
by =aid Recelver held, used and ap-
plied by the Chureh,through its officers
and trustees, to such religious and
charitable uses and purposes, and not
otherwise; and at no time was the
same or any part thereof used or ap-

plied to establish, maintain, aid,
aupport or eucourage the prac-
tice of polygamy or plural mar-

riage, or to any other unlawfu} use or
purpose. And thateald property wan
not worth more than ten thousand dol-
Inre on the lst day of July, 1862.

The intervenors futther sny that the
plaintiffs onght not to be permitted to
prosecute this action, because all pro-
ceedings to forfeit or escheat such
property, or any part thereof,are barred
by section 1047 of the revised statutes
nf the United States, and the action
did not, nor did the alleged cause of
forfeiture mentioned in the complaint
necrue, withio five years before the
conmencement of these proceedings
or the filing of saidl complaint, or

within five years ptior to sa i
tion ofsaid corporaﬁon. i
Plaintiffs have the right to tor
escheat the property for the reasot:ltth:f
the Church corporation, by ita officers
and agents, were in the possession and
occupancy of al! the premises apy pto
erty prior to and since the first day of
July, 1862,the date of the Passage of agt
of Congress entitled, “An act tg Punish
and prevent the practice of polygam
in the Territories of the Unijted s:a:eys
and other places, and disnpproving and
annulling certain acts of the Legisla-
tive Assembly of the ’I‘errit.ory of
Utah,* approved July 1st, 1862, Peti-
titiopers pray that it be decreed that
the property belotgs to the Church
of Jesus Chbrist of Latter.gs
Baints, and thut the member{
thereof be authorized to appolnt
a trustee or trustees to hold, mADage
and apply the property to the purposeé
forwhich it was originally glven; any
that the United States marshal ogio .
er the possession ot eajd property, to-
gether with its proceeds and income in
hts hands, to said trustee or trustees ag
maiy be rnamed a?dhnppolnted at a g-en-
eral conference of the membe
Church. ™ of fhS

Mr. Richards eald the other two pe-
titions were pubstantially the samapﬁa
the foregoing, except 8o far ag related
to the acquisition nnd use of the re-
| spective properties.

Mr. Varian objected to the
the petitions. heaiae actions,
were all brought originally in gy
of a general information %led I;Z;?:::
the property described, br the attorr e
general. The practice azssumed by thS;
officers of the government had been
affirmed by this court, Previously anyg
twice decided. That information wag
a general one and gave notlce to gajj
persons claiming any interest in the
special parcels of reaity to attend be-
tore this court, on a Uay specified then
and there to set up elaims they fnight
have to the tltle, The possession was
alrendy in the Bupreme cou rt, through
ita Receiver. These were agtions
at law, having for their ohject the
forfeiture or eachesting of the “titje or
fee to the United States, to be devoted
to certain purposes. The sule ground
of action by the {Tnited States wap, ng
alleged, that the property was acqujr.
ed and held in violation of the law of
1862, which prohibits veligious corpo-
futlons or associations from acquiring
ot holding realty in the territories
of the United States In excesy of value
$50,000. That was the Issue presented
on behalf of the United States, The
defendants joined lssue upon that apd
in addition pleaded the statue of 1imi-
tations, The holders of the legal iitle
were before the court, Counsel on the
other side seemed to have proceeded on
a question of equity. For what purpose
was leave now asked to intervene? To
snecomplish something that could not
be accomplished as the matter now
stood. Was npot the Church itself
represented by those peraons who held
the legal title as trustees for the
Church? It was sought by these
petitivns to do something tpat this
coutt could not do. They sought to
have an order made by this court as
to the determination of this property,
to take it ont of the hands of the Su-
preme court of this Territory ard de-
vote It to trust purposes, entirely foe-
eign tn these activns. He contended

ﬂling of
be gald,




