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thisthi decree the defendant and
the intervenors george romney
andnd others on behalf of themselves and
all11 other members of the late corpora-
tion appealed to the supreme court of
the united states the latter court
affirmed the decree appealed from ex-
cept the part relating to the personal
property and held that the personalpersona
property could not be appropriated to
the purpose to which it hadbad been dedi-
cated because the sameflame waswaa in whole
or in part contrary to law or opposed
to public policy that there did not ex
lotlet any person or persons natural or
legal legally entitled to any portion of
it anaa successors in interest to the
church and that it had devolved on
the united not being lawfully
applicable to the purposes to which it
was originally dedicated or for which
it had been acquired and to
which at the commencement of
this suit it was being devoted
by the corporation and its controlling
authorities the same ought to be lim-
ited and appointed to such charitable
uses lawful in their character asaa
should most nearly correspond to those
to which it was originally destined to
be ascertained and defined by
reference to a master for due examina-
tion enquiry and report thereon nubcub
eject to ano approval of the court and to
be establishedestablishea administered and car-
ried out in sucheuch manner and according
to such scheme as moymay be approved by
the court

the case was remanded to this court
with directions to modify its decree as
above directed and to take much
further proceedings as to lawjaw andjusand jus-
tice may appertain inia conformityconform itcy with
the opinion

in conformity with this opinion of
the supreme court of the united
states and its decree this case was re-
ferred to the master and two
schemes were presented to him one
by the defendantsdefendantIs solicitors proposing
to vest such personal property in the
first presidency of the church in
trust for the relief and assistance of its
poor members needing pecuniary aid
and for the erection repair and main

of houses of worship of people
of that faith and senglimitiSt Bgng the use to
these two purposes

the other scheme proposed by the
solicitors of the united states would
vest this property in a commissioner
appointed by the court to be used by
him for the benefit of the public
schools of the territory

the master has reported this last
plan and its approval by
the court to which the defendants
solicitors object and ask us to approve
their scheme and plaintiffplaintiffsa solicitors
insist upon the one recommended byY
the master

behind the legal title to the funds in
controversy in the late corporation lie
beneficial rights belonging to natural
persons out of the confidence re-
posed in the church officials who con-
trolled them an obligation that they
would faithfully apply these funds
according to the general under-
standing of their contributors the
supreme court of the united states in
its opinion directing these proceedings
said the property in question hasbeg
been dedicadedicatedt0 to public and charit-
able uses it matters not whether
it is the product of private contribu-
tions made during the course of half a

century or of taxes imposed upon the
people or of galgainsno arising from fortunate
operations in business or appreciation
in value the charitable uses for which
it is held are stamped upon it by
charter by ordinance by regulation
and by usage in such an indelible
manner that there can be no mistake as
to their character purpose or object
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in its opinion the court does not
distinguish and consider singly and
separately the various charitable ob-
jects torto which the property in con-
troversytroversy was dedicated in fact the
inquiry by the trial court hadbad
not gone that jarfarI1 they were
considered in a lumplump so to
speak and the whole lump
appears to have been regarded as taint-
ed with polygamy the court on
appeal could not look at the merits of
each object of charity separately be-
cause the findings otof the evidence did
not disclose the object singly or their
peculiar merits
tnin his inquiry the master advanced

and we are permitted to see the ob-
jects to the fund had been de-
voted in the light of the evidevidenceeDco
reported by him we can distinguish the
good from the bad the worthy from
the unworthy and understand to
which and lain what proportions the
church authorities hadbad applied the
fund before it was taken out of their
hands

it appears from theevidence reported
by the master that george Q cannon
testified that he was first counselor
to wilford woodruff president of the
church and that he was familiar
with the purposes for which contribu-
tions creating the fund were made torfor
many yearn that they were voluntari-
ly made for religious and charitable
purposes that appropriation and dis-
tributiontrib ution of it was left to the first
presidency and the proceeds were
expended onan temples and places of
worship and for the poor and such
charitable objects as arose that the
first presidency kuin thetheirir appropria-
tions of this fund were limited to
church purposes that the custom hishas
been for the first presidency to sub-
mit to the semiannualsemi annual conferenceconterence of
the church a report showing the ap-
propriations and their purposes and
such reports were approved by that
body this testimony was corro-
borated by the testimonyoay of other offi-
cers of the church and there was no
evidence contradicting it

the master in his report states that
the allegations that ever since the
organization of the church and down
to the time when the fund was taken
possession of by the receiver herein
the fund has been managed controlled
and disbursed by and under the direc-
tion otof the first presidency of the
church and was devoted and applied
solely to the religious aad charitable
uses in which the church and the
members thereof were interested that
much the larger part of the fund had
prior to march 3rdard 1887 been devoted
to the building of temples meeting
houses and other places of wor-
ship for the members of the church
and for the relief of its poor
and distressed members their fanifamiliesflies
and to the widows and orphans of such
members who were in needy and dis-
tressed circumstances were in the main

supported by the evidence
before him fl u

it also appears ffromrom the testimony thatabout 75 JOO per annum hadbad been
out of this fund to alpn

thpoor previous to the time it waswall placedin the handsbande of the racereceiveriver and aboutper annum to the erectionrepair of places of worship and that
and

as much will be required in the futurethe money and personal propertythe hands of the receiver and to be dlodia
1in

hobed of by the court tois about
the money donated to assist andlieve the poor and erect places of

re
ship and maintain and repair therathem

wor
arearfor charitable uses

the st of 43 eltz c 4 tois regardsregardedas the highest standardatandard by which tndetermine charitable uses andposes purnnpur
among the objects mentioned inthat act as charitable lais relief foraged impotent and poor people th

nationslations for schools of kearninlearningi frnfre
dodr

schools repair of churches aadadaid or ease of any poor inhabitants
fo r

and for house of correction 2 o
other and manymanpurposes objects arer merttinned as charitable in this statutethe statute has been liberally

by the courts ooneorA
in the case of jackson vs phunh-and others 14 allenalien the bous

said Charitcharitiesleo are not
cou rtrconfinedthe present day to those which warlat

permitted by law in EDengland in
were

thethreign of elizabeth AA gift forthefor the artadcement ofvan religion or other chari-table purposeiuri iose in a manner permitby existing laws is not the levalialeless valid
tB
hvof byreason having suetsuch an objectwould not have benbeen asMlegal at the timof the passage of the statute of chartcharl

minme

table uses for example charl Ltrusts for dissenters vorafrom the enec
fished church have been uniformupheld in england since theuniformly
tion act of I1 W ft M c 18 Sthe reno ovedlegal disabilities under whichsects previously labored glohw

attorney general vs hickmaneq coscas ab aman st2
jlloyd vs 83 P-WPW 8 448 C 2
Aattorney general vs cook 2 VMsen TO

and in this country since the revol-ution no distindistinction0ti 0n bhasas been mademadbetween charitable gifts for the bene-fit of different religious sects 2

while the master findsends inthat the fund was devoted andby the church appliedsolely to the religiousrell riouuses of the church and much thelargerjarger part of it to places of worshipfor its members and to the relief of itsitepoor and distressed members and theirfamilies and towidows and orphans ofsuch members in needy and distressedcircumstances he reached the
sion that all the uses to which thisproperty bad been applied rested un-
der the condemnation of the decreeof the supreme court of the unitedstates that it had been adjudicatedthat the property cannot go back to any
of such uses if this conclusionas to the effect of that de-cree Is18 correct then the schemeproposed by which the fundfond
would be devoted alone to assist poor
distressed and needy membersmember of the
church its widows and orphans andto aid in the construction and repair of
its houses of worship must be deniedthe court having found in its deemsdecree


