e —— —_— - T~

SUITS AGAINST THE CHURGH.

( Continved from Page 2.)

Speaking of
THAT BPECIFIC ACT

and its character, the learned Judge
further says:

Congress takes up the question exparfe,
discusses and decides ji, passes judgment,
and proposes to issus execution and lo sub-
ject the companies to heavy penalties if
they do not comply.

Now, he says that Congress cannot
do that untder our system of govern-
ment; it cannot tike up & question
that stands between the Unitea States
and ' the otner coatracting parwy, ez
parte, pass judgment upon it and ord f
execution, and yet that Is precisely
whstCongress bas undertaken to do
de o this case—nothing more; neothing
less. Now, with respect L0 this ordi-

. nance of lncorporation, the Assiatant
District Attoroey sald that Iv. was by
its own terms creative of & corpora-
tion. 1 de npot think that is correct.
it granted a charter, [L18s what we now
call a special charter in contradistine -
tion to other charters formed un-
der geoeral laws. It 18 of preclse-
ly the same character in every
respect as the letters patent issued by
toe King of Great Britain tc the
Trustees of Dartmouth College. That,
so far as the terms of the patent were
concerned, created a corporatien.
That is, granted & speclal charter to
the Trustees ol Dartmouth ollege)
baot before It became a corporation,
before there was apy contracie it re-
fuired the acfeptance by the parties
named,and Lhe formation of a corpora-
tlon under. the authority thus glven,
A'itis s what 1t 1s to form a corporation;

&The mere, gratit of 1(He auterr?ﬁn
ould not do jt. Tae legislature of the
erritary of [T:ah coild not doit; but
it was tpon I3s acceptance that if be-
came a charter, and . when i* became a
charter then the rights of those who
?Qfl thus accepted It became vested in
t.

AND WHAT IS A CUARTER?

What are the rights vested by [t?
Primanly and at the very fonodatisn
sofar asthe righ’ Is councerned it is
the franénise tu be a corporation upon
the termws and condlilons tendered In
the charter. Thatis what It is; and
when It bas hecome Invested with fhese
rights [t is an esiate. Judgy Clifford,
i one of the cases that have been
read to your hooors—has called It an
estate. e bas simply called it by that
name by which it has been koown in
toe law from the time corperations
were first formed. **An estate.’” What
kind of an  e¢stale? An incorporeal
hereditament, exercisable within
thlogs corporate; a cootract. That ia
whal the Supremie Cagrt of the United
States =sald when it decided, '.3 t the
State of New Hampskize could not in-
validate, by her act-of 1816, the charter
of Dartmoath College, That is what |
he Supreme Court' of the United
Statces has malntained, from  that
time down to Lhe present,
not merely agaisst state legisiation,
buy agdinst Coligressional legislation,
as |s shown in \he Slnking Fund cases
to which | bave referped your honors.
Now that incorporeal hereditameat—
that estate—was created hece. Does it
still continoe to exist? Has [ta term
Ueen extinguished? "If se, how? As
to tne particular character of this cor-
poration, I shall not take up time in
discussiog it. A9 to whether it was a
torporation aggregate or sole is of
«little consequence. It has some fes-
tdres of both,more particular as a cor-
Porstmn sole with the power of end-
ess succéssion. But has {1s existence
terminatec? Its

LEGAL EXISTENCE WIS RECUOGNIZED

by the Congress of the United States
In 1861, s0o Iar as corporate rights
were conceroed, S50 far as |ts
rizht to ke a corperation,
Its franchise, ils estate weré con-
Bearned, the anct of 1862 did not ander-
take > dissolve it. I want to call
your honors' attention for a momert
to that act »f 1862; and yet I do not
koow thatl necd to take up your hon-
ors’ time upon it, because this bill
’mm by the United Srates recogoized
the fact that tae act of 1862 did not re-
eal the charter. [tis not so claimed
o the bill. Un the contrary the bill
goes upon the assumption tbhst the
€ivil corporation, the artificial person
creat-d by tie territonal acts and
In existence, continoed to be in ex-
istence after the passage of the act of
1862, and that 1s the.only conclusion
that your honors would arrive st on
examination of this act of 1862. 1 wili’
read a section or two of that act: 2

SEC. 2. And be It farther enacted that the
following ordinance of the provisional gov
ernment of the State of Deserct, so-called
namelys “An Urdinance Incorporat-
ng the Chureh of Jesus *hrist
of Latter day Saints," passed
February I18th, in theé year 1851,
and adopted, re enacted and made vahd by
the toverwor and Legislative Assembly of
the Territory ol Utah by an nct passed Jan-
uary nsneteefhb, in the vear @' ghteen hun-
dred sod Afiy five, entitied “An »et in reia-
fion to the comwpilation and resision of the
laws anA resolutions in force in Utah Terri=
tory, their pablication snd distribuven,”
and all other acts and parls of acts hereto-

fore passed by the said Legislative Assem.
bly of the Territory of Utali, which cstab-
fish, maintain, support, shield, or conuten -
ance polygamy, be anyd the smne hereby are
disapproved and anpalled,

Now, (I il stoppeda there [ would
grant at once th t there would be no
(destion but what Is was an attempt
then, i It was 8.1l in tae power of
Copgress, to exerclse this reserved
right and to anoul the law.: Bat the
act

DOES NOT ETOP

there, for It continues and nys:'

Previded, that this act shall be so limited
and consiroed a3 not e affect or inlerfere
with ihe right of property legally acgaired
gnder the ordinance heretofore mentioned,
nor with the nght *“*to worship God accord

ing to the dictates of consciencs,” but only
toannal all acts ang laws which establisn,
mamntain, protect, or countenance the prac-
tice of pulygamy, evasively culied spiritnal
marriage, however disguised by legal or
ecclirsiastical solemmnities, sacraments,cere-

mionics,
CcEn,

That was the purpose of it.  Cun-
rress onderstood la some way, or be-
leved, Lthat this corporation—:created
under the act of the provisionil gov-
ernment, vaildated by the Territurial
- legisiatare, and in forc: and organ-
lzed—favored a practice which Con-
gEress was  endeavoring to strike
dowuv; and therefore it said that
all of that law—or whatever theore is
io it lotended to countenance the prac-
tice of polygamy—is hereby repealed,
but theright to hold property aod the
right to worshlip God according to the
dictales of conscisnce are not affected,
and to that extent, and for these pur-
poses that act has to be regarded as
approved. There is a limita-
tlsn -attempted to be pul upon
is Church corporation and
o all churches and church corpor-
ations or associations in regard to the
further acquisition of real estats to be
owned or held hereafter, by the 3rd
section,but the right 10 hold and enjoy
property, and the right to worship God
according to the dicuates of the con-
science of those who are members of
i it, were

LEFT IN FULL FORCE.

But my friend who addressed the
court vesterday insisted that the right
Lo annul and set aside the acts of the
Territorial legislature is a perpetual
rigit, and that.it not only extends to
the ordinary legisiation of a Territory,
but to .all legislation, or everyihing
that is classed as lezislation, what-
ever may be its character, and that it
mn{ be exercised at apy time. It
makes no difference at what time—
that a charter granted in 1851, under
the [ull power gonferred by Congress
upon the Terrltorial legislature to
legislate upon all rightful subjects ol
legislation—could now be annuled,and
that this general power is to be re-
garded as if It was - embraced in each

Coasecralons or viher coutrivan-

E one of the acts of Incorporation
passed, and was accepted by par
Hes to the contract Detween the

overnment and the corporations.
or 1 say to you that if -this is a con-
tract, itis not a contract between the
Territory of Utah and this cocpora-
tlon; il‘ Is .a cottract between. the
United States of America and the eor-
poration. The territorial goveramen
of Utah was but jts insirument, its
.f-nt. and the doctrine of agency ap-
plies to. this a3 well as 1o anything
else gul facit per aliun ficit per se.
What the govera did through the
agency of this leglslature in ragard Lo
this matter, {t did of itsell, and if there
:gglt{ h&u been anyl ::la}!ou at sl
a e wer or tanted
the doctrine of Eomiar

SUBSEQUENT RATIFICATION

-

- : the
x comes ip, and hono
o ey
: L) origioal execution s may

~cted or summoned under the Terri-
torial actor ther the gereral act
of Congress relating to the selection of
urors {or federal courts should apply.
Now, it Con had m a special
act for the Territory of Utab, as it
might have done in the exerc.se of {ts
legitimate powers; or &s it bds done in
this case, such sacilth cofil noé be
uestioned, as a matter ol celrse.
%here was, however on the statute
books of Utah Territory, an act ¥
by the legisiature of the territery, that
provided how .the selection of jarors
should be made, and that was brought
in question in the Supreme Court and
was passed upon In the case of Clinton
vd. Englebrecht. Thbls case will be
found ino 18th Wallace, p. 184, [ shall
read from page 47, in which the fol-
lowing language {s found. x

In the firat we observe that the law
has received plied sanction-ef Con-
gress. 1t was @@0pted in 1869, It has been

upon the Statute book for more than twilve
yearg: It musc hiave been tfakliamit to
Dongress soon after it was enacted, for It
was the doty of the Secreinry of the Ter.
ritory 1o tranamit to that body copies of all
laws, on or before the first of the next De-
fetilier in ®ach geéar. The simple disap-
firoval by CotigFes® at ad¥ time; wotld have
anulled it. It is no unreasohalill lnferbtien
therefore that it was approved by that body.

Now, what hecomes of the doctirine
tat my friend insisted om so strenu-
ously ycaterdgy-—"thu

NOTHING CAN BR INFERRED
against the governmeat? There are
certain high riuhts and privileges
which the government has retaloed
that are npot te be invaded| but the
Supreme (Jourt does not seem to re-
gard the reservation of this right to
repeal, or aiter, or to refase to ratify
or negative these acts of a Territorial
Leglslature to be ol that cbharacter.
Un the contrar¥ it =ays that this act
which bad peen standing on the statate
books for twelve years; an act under
which po vested rigbt could be se-
cured: anatt that Sould bave been re-
pealed by that Legisldtite Assembly,
the pext day or attbe next sesgion, or
An act might have been s bsnlu\‘.ed’ by
Congress at any time; that such an act
as that wus presumed W bhave been
ratitied and aifirmed by the lapse ol
twelve years—by the fact that it must
necessarily, ag a territorial act, bave
gone before Copgress, and in the
ianguage ol the case just quoted could
have been disapproved at any time by
that body—that is at apy “ime that
wouid have been proper or withina rea-
sonable time after its passage. There i3
no particular time, and I aun not going
Lo x any, but the Sup:eme Court has
said twelve years wus tpo long. But;
your honors, what would be sald by
the Suprcme Court of the position of
the government upon this question, in
the light of these sutkorities, when in
1862, seven years alter the validating
act, twelve years after the ordinanc:
had been passcd, and the first validat-
log act that Congress should solemnly,
8# it did in the act of 1862, recoguize
ttiose I;l.a Bn valid as to all rights of
properr add for the worship ot vod
accordiog tothe dictates ol copsclente,
and then te underiake in 1887—as by
this dct of 1887 it has undértuken to do
—t0 clalm toe power to revise gdd an-
oul' them as if exercising the simple
prower reserved la the organic act ol
the Territory? But eur irivcnds have
contended, and the contention has

BEEN 80 CLEARLY MET

by my colleague that I feel like asking
pardon for taking up any farther time
upon it, that because Congress has
Lils power of repeal, becau-e it has
reserved this power w anoul, tost
therelore kil acts of the legislature, of
whatever kind, whether loey amount
L0 contracts between toe United States
and pnutegnrties Or not, are suvject
to alteratioh, amendment or repaal.
And to suppurt that proposition taey
have referred to a number of decisions
ip the different states some of whico
n'.wc been pussed upon Dy Ltne Supreme
Court, where tae reservation by the
states of tbis power nas been held to
be valid and that tneir exercise of it
afterwards did not impair the obliga-
lion of the contract—that id, a con-
tract to be a corporation; for I want
Jour honors to bear that distinction in
miod all the time. The Supreme Couart
ol the United S ates has never held,
nor has aoy state court ever held that
the exercise of that right by a
stale could divest property, or that
any aiteration; amendmeant ‘or repeal
of a charter uoder the power re-
served could affect rights that had been
vested before thal power was exer-
clsed. 1 say no state uas ever 80 held.

be Sopreme Court bhas never inti-
mated auytoiog of tne kind and never
will. Bul tbe estate, the franchise,
the right t@ be a corporation may be
repesied and may be ameunded; not
absolutely, because in the sinking fund
case your honors will find the Supreme
Comurt:have made a distinction. hile
the Power to repeal s not lmpaired,
yet If Congreas, as jn the case just
quoted, chooses to exercise the power
of amendment the amendments must
be reasopable, they must not im-
terfere with the substantial rights
ol the graantees. Now let me
discuss that equestion for a
moment by way of additional Hlustra-
tion only. Without that reservation,
A48 m colleague clearly demon-
strate yesterday, referring td the
saubject of the gr.nting of the charter,
the franchise could not be recalied, the

CONTRACT COULD NOT BE BROKEN

by a state, but reserving that right It
may annul that contract in the future.
Uur friends say that oecause Congress
has reserved tbe right to aonul acis of
the Territorial Legislature, that is
equivalent to the reserved power,
under state laws and under state con-
stitutions. respectinlly submit,
your bonors, that taere is wide differ-
vnce between the two., The legisla-
ture of a state did not have to reserve
any rifjtw repeal a law. That right
was al#ays existiog. The Coungress of
the Unitec States does not bave to re=-
serve apy right to repeal a law for
ttat is always existing.” One legisla-
tive assembly cannot bind another,not
even bind {tselt; for what It passes LO-

a It may repeal to-morrow,
and™™ that reaches . all lawa and
it would reach all charters

that had not been accepted and become
contrac'®s, However solemn might be
the terms of the grast; however di-
rect and positive might be the provis-
loos o regard to the formation of the
corporation, until it became 8 corpur-
atlop, bntil the corperators pad ac-
cepted the grant, until it had clothed
itself with the franchise therein con-
taiged, the legislative power over it,
whether that be Congress or a state,
was upqoalified.. But the Sopreme
Court beid that where there was po
reservation of the right, then the sc-
ceptance of the

COXTRACT WAS UNCONDITIONAL;

where Lthere was a reservation of the
rigot then the acceptance was upon
the condition contained in the reser-
vation, and that was all there was of
it. Butif thecorporators accepted a
conditional contract they accepted it
with 1ts frziltles; but if it - was
poconditional, it was covered by a
clause of the Constitotion of the
Uaited States in direct terms as to the
Biates, and by those broad provisions
of magoa charta that have been.incor-

oraled into the Conpstitutien of the
Jnited States, as to the United States,
as explalned by Justiee Bradley in the |
Sinking Fund cases. Now,then, if there
Way lhe necessity to make reser-
vatllon, was it not just as important
that Congress suould make it as the
legislatures of the states? A charter
tendered without limitation as to time |
and without reserve, either 1n the
general law applicable to that charter
or in the - terms of the act itself, by
which the charter is granted, is an un-
conditional charter. Now, how can
Congress chaocge an usconditional
charter into one that is cofifiitional
without the consent of the

rm that
owns the estate? Howeanli hej;ione!

I know of o legal legerdemain by
which It can be accomplished under
our government. 5
Then, gemntlemen of the court, we
bave here a contract which bas vested
in this corporation—an unconditional
estate, Ifthatls so, what force or
effect can be given to the act of 1837,
by which that condition is said to be
broken? Whatis s contract? When-
ever the governmeat of the United
Stales enters into solemn covenant
with any parties and is party to that
cogtim:tto t :;nnds]ust lé:e any att;ei
: niracis, says Chle
g:u{u Walte. It can no more violate
a contract than a private eitizan, or a
municipal corporation, or & state.
contract requires two parties, and was
there ever such a doctirine suggested
or held that ope party to a contract
cou.d annel it at bhis own volition
agalost the consent of the other? Was
that doctrine ever held u‘where?
Did any conrt ever sanction the doc-
trime that where countract obligations
bave been .entered Into, one party

‘and embraced

o jhe
bill filed in this case must .‘:e- i3
missed. This bill can have no effect or
standing ja this court except what it
derives from the force amd effect
of the sct of 1887. My [Iriends
u‘y s$kat although it is in the form of &
blllnﬁ'ﬂlty 1t 1s 8lso in the nature of
a juo ranio. Yout honors, sitting
as.a caurt fqulty would siol eplers
tain & bill fo the-neéturp of quo thar-
ranto. Quo warranic |8 & Commipn law

rocedure, & common law aCtiony that
ra what It {s aad it is nothing else; and
it is brought for the purpose of de-
clariog forfeiture. That is the pur-
pose of itand from the organization
of courts of equity down to the pres-
ent time it has been a standipg axlom
that a court of equity

NEYER DECLARES FORFEITURES,

It s net one of its J;rcrogativoaa it is
ot within its jurisdiction, it don't be-
ong to it. After a forfeiture has been

dealared as in the case ol office found

upon §ilo dtrrizfiéa, the vonrt of eqguily
way gather up and ddmidlstér tshe

equities arisisg from that  for-
feiture. That 1s ail rbat it
i8;, dnd that 1Is all that- Con-

press undertakes to do ia this In-
statice { bemavsk tHe men Wwho pissed
this law knew pélictil¥y wki) thar they
could not clethe a court of eqglity #ith
the power to entertain a guo warranio
proceeding, and pass upun questions
of torfeitare. bhe Cosstitation, in
€Xpress lerms, rrohlbils anything of
thst kind. 1 call your honora’ atten-
tion to the seventh amendment of the
Copstitution; which is as follows:

In soite at comimion law, where the value

in controversy shall axcéed lbwetity dolizra
the 11glit of trial by jury shall be prescrvcd‘:

and no fact tried by a jury shall be othér-

wise re-examined jnw any conrt of the United
Stutes than gecording s ihe rules of the
common law.

Will this Court sume that Con-
gress was #o careless of the powers
théy there emercizine or the restric-
tions ader Whith they  were
ncu% a3 to scek 1o Elothe
a conrt of eguity with tnst‘power? {
has constitated this court court of
equity; it has made it a codrt for this
case of speciel jurisdiction. tade is
an appellate court for the Territory
and excrcises the ordinary appellate
powers. [tlsnot & court n which

| parties can sue each cther originally,

but a ceurt in which cases come up on
appesal or by writ ol error, but ,Con

gress clothed this court with equity
pawers that'it might admionister the
equities of this case, but not to de-
clare a. forfeiture of & purchbase as
upon a §uo uir:rrnnlg proceeding. Oon
the contrary It assumes the very op-
posite, for it says, after referring to
the acts, that so far as they still have
legal existence—that is, I suppose,
s¢ far as they. have a right to
property and & right to worship—that
Lhe corporatior is hereby dissolved;
that is such a decree our judgment ad
would be entered at nisi priis in & quo
warranto. That is the decree Lbal
Conaress undertakes to emter ia this
case; but Congress hag no judicial
power to enter & decree didsglving this
or any other corporation, nor to take
away from it its estate, and then clotbe
this court with the powers of a cour.
ol equity to adwminister whatever
truoscs may arise under it. If it bad no
power to do that, that

ENDS THIS CASE.

It Is unnecessary for me to follow
my young friend in tae argumenl he
made to show that this case might
still progress to some termlioation, al-
though the deciaratlion that this cor-
poration wss dissolved was inopera-
tive and void. Well, to 2o back to an
old and quite often repeated illustra-
tion, that, would be very much

like uondertaking to play the
platy of Hamlet with Hamlet lelt
out,

Your honors, I wiil now come to the
Oother question that Is imvolved here,
in the statemert ol
facts agreed to by the parties, which,
by the agrecment ol parties, aie all
the facts to be considered in connec-
tion with this motion, and neither side
can offer any other. We were pre
cluded from doing 80 aod I ipsist that
the government counsel shdll not
volunteer any. We sball offer no
other facts, because we have said in
this sgreement that we will offer none,
and we respectfully submit that your
honors will consider no other. Now,
these facts, so far as the question of
property is concerned, ;relate to real
and personsl property. If this court
holds 1that Copgress may enler a de-
cree of dissolution, a jndicial decree
of dissolution, and Lhen tura the equl-
ties that may arise over to thorcourl.s
of the couamtry to be administered,
then [ wish to call yoar honors’ atten-
tion to the property, because that be-
comes then an important element ln
the question of the appointment of a
receiver. Before, however, saying any-
thing upon that subject, 1 desire to call
your honors’ attention to this fact;
that the cause pending betore tbis
court I8 an adversarg proceediog, It
does not present the condition ol
affairs of property in limini; but ol
properiy -in contention, where it is
admittsed by the bill to be in the
possession of one rty, and is sought
to be taken out orl!.
that party by the court pendente lile;
that is the condition of this case. The
authorities therefore that my friends
have read in reference to the fact that
A court caonod he wrong im taking
hold of property that is in limin: does
not apply here atall. In a case of this
kind, what is the rule of law? The
party who seeks the imterposition ol
the court, and luvokes this strong
power of a court of chancery must
establish two things before the demand
can be granted. First he must estab-
lish & prima facie right to property.
The claim that he has set up to the
property must be established so as to
make a prima fucle right in his case.
Next it must appear that the

FPROFERTY I8 IN DANGER

of destruction or waste and that the
party in whose charge it is cannot be
responsible to damages for that waste.
Now where these two things are made
out in an application hefpre a chan-

cellor we have nothing to say alL
all against not merely the power, but
the discretion of exercising that right

Has it been done in this case? [t must

bave a relation to some property. A

party cannot come into court in & bil,-
not even the United Stated on & fish-
ing excursion. He must start by say-
ing in his bill that he has this right and
that there is this propervy. That must
be shown in the bill. The bill is no

evidence of the facts: it is simply evi-,
denceof the claim. Thatisall. = The

facts must be made manifest to the
court by proper proof, usnally in the
form of affidavits or documentary
evidence, or isome manover of that
kind, and then come the aflidavits and

decuments  from the other side.” .In

this case the reement of the
arties, the Uanal States through
r cosunsel here, and the e

fendant through its counsel here, have
agreed as to what these facts are,
They are now on flle in this court.
Now, do they show that there is any
roperty that this court can take into
ts possession through the medinam of
a receivership, and that it should take
it into its possession? First,in regard to
this real éstate. Tais agreement shows
three pleces of real estate, two of them
held and occn%ted lm’ﬁ anterior to the
act ol 1862. The legal title was not
received by the corporation until sioce
the act of 1862, but the occupancy and

POSSESSION AND USE :
long antedated the act of 1862. The
third is called the Gardo House pro
erty. Toat has been acquired since L

act ot 1862. That was acquired-by this
Church corporation .:ﬁq set .3?: a8

-the resldence ol its president, and we

:I'_l thiok your henors wi!l say—it is
rly within the wer endowed of
the party to this sult. The parsonages
as well as honses ol worship are not to
be affected. The other the his-
torian’s office, which is on Lhe same
block, but somewhat separated, ac-
cording to the statement of facts, from
the other. They are all here in the
city of Salt Lakas. Their titles are held
in trustees appointed ander the twen-
ty-sixth section of the act of 1887. So
t all three pieces of this property
are at this time, and were at com-
mencement of this suit, fnthe le&ll
ifon of the trustees of the

Jhurch, molntod uoder the act of
Congresy that you are called npon bere
to execate. They are cach stated as

baving a certaln value for the purpose
of this motion. There Is no clalm that
any of them, or either of them, bas o
rental value or that any reats counld bs
coltected. That I8 the state of the real
estate ; but,saymy cloquent friend, tcese
jands were not . p to the city.
of Salt Lake until after the passage of
the act of 1862, and that the actual le-
gal title did not come to this Church
until subsequent to that, and that
therefore they had no vested right to
they ate “‘squat-

mh time ) mﬁm
ition, bat I shall call mr‘hu-
Attention to & few sutborities to
g '

A8 Lo the time

e N

he possession of |

xefted in _the govern
ralled ‘‘zquatters,’ as though
' TUET sAD N6 RIGRTS.
I say it is a long time sincé Lhls term
has been uaed, and it sounded a little
strapge to me when employed yestel-
day. The idea that the people who
came over these rugged mountains
snd desert pisins in 1846-7-8 and 9,
and who setiled in this valley—some
gt(}hcrq e':endbeloreltteullgitee l'?;?'ﬁg
LC re an ere,
tﬁlo v‘n abut?ed,from Mexico tinder
the trealy of ¥ ld"ﬁ,‘ in 184§ —people
who have made e he? ¢ plains
blossom as the rose, fof #Wiete this
beautifal city now slands was theta
barren wiiderness—who settled opon
the public lan* and made their homes
with thes tacit consent of tne govern—
ment—I1 “[‘; It sounds strange to me to
hear that these people Sie_preaumed
.to bhave no rights at all. It is troe the
overnment never bad given apy final
itle, except as it had provided by the
laws from time to time. Your bonors
Hl od that in §9th United States,
ﬁ , id the case of Btringfellow vs.
(Cain, the Supretne Coumurt eof
United States beld that wWhen any
any one who had settled here, in this
very city, apon just such a title as that
now in guestion, and had possessed
and oéFFpled the land, and made It
haGitahla and valtiavle, he bad such an
interest In thdl ishd ds desgended to
bis heirs. That is wbat thé Bupreme
Court held in that case. Dutitis ad-
L mitted lo the statement of facts that
the United States did patent this land
t) the mayor of the Clty ot Salt Lake,
as repredesting the Inhabitants of the
city, under the townsite act, and that
the mayor did convey the tracts of
land under discussion, so that the le-
al title vested in this corporation.
ow, it is argoned that, netwithstand
ing the fact that the United States did
issue that patent alter 1862, it only did
8o for the purpose of taking it away
from this people again under the'act of
1862, Wita regard to

A VESTED RIGHT

w
and the deﬂnnffq of that term, -it s
only necessary {Or mé £0 €41l yoo hon-
ors’ attention to the jdefinition of ves-
ted tight Lo be fodnd in Zad Bouvier’s
Law Uiltionnry #s follows :

VesT.—Togive an immediatd ﬁreg!ﬂﬁht of
present or fulure epjoyment, An edinta is
vested in possession when thers exisfs a
right of present enjoyment; and an estale
Is vested in intereet when there is a present
fixed right of fature enjoyment.

And it was that kind of a vested
right that the Supreme Court in the
Stringfellow case held passed to the
peirs of the one who possessed it.

1 nave said all upon the question of
real property that I think it necessary
to say, dod weé gome gow to the ques-
tion of personal property. The stipu-
latiaon discloses the faft thdt amterior
to tie taking effect of this act, némely;
on the 28ih day of Fubruary, 1887, John
Taylor, Trustee-in-Trust, held cer-
tain personal property in trust; that
that property was located within the
limits of the different local
corporations of the Territory attached
to this Churchy ibat it aggreqated a
cerlain valde. wnLh to eall your
honors’ attention to tiie fact that this
property was not héld as Eofpurate
property. It was the gatherings of the
members of that Church putinto the
hands of this cotpurutlﬂn ‘for ¢ertain
specitied purposes; thdt !4 what it
was. I was not corporale propérty,
It was prapertkhaid by the corpora-
tion in trast. ow does this act pro-
pose to

DEFEAT ANY TRUST?

I think mot, and I presume that yeur
hounors will not undertake to
appolot & receiver to take trust
Eroperly that is ncw In trust in other

ands, for the same ldentical purpose
for which It was offered and given, snd
that is percisely what the statement of
facts suows. Buat they say that by its |
recitals he might have other property,
and they insist therctore that there is
some other undefloable property. This
agreement of facts goes on to show
that after executing thitt instroment,
transferring this property, it wis de-
livered to the corpotations same
the lnstrument. Buat, says the Assist-
adt District Attorney, bow could that
be done between the 28th of February
and thedrd of March? Well, the stipu-
lation of facts admits that it was done,
and il it could nos have been done in
that time, and they were neot satisfled
with toe statement, they should have
asked for an additional  statement
upon this subject, or have called for
additiopal particulars, which would
unquestionably iave shown just what
we now claim that the statement
shows. This property was turned over
to the people,or corporations in the lo-
calities where It had been originally do-
nated by them, for certain purposes.
The statument shows that cvery dol-
lar’s worth of property that was in the
hands of John Taylor,that had any
description—tbat could be identided—
was, before \he taking effect of this
act, pat into different trusta. It had
beeu conveyed to local corporations.
The fact that the property has been
turaed over; that it was la the estate
so called; that it was within the limit
of the Church organization, would in-
dicate clearly where it came from. It
has simply been torned back tothe
origional donors to be keld by them in
trust. Now, are your honors goiog to
appaojnt a’ receiver to disturb that.
property without these parties belng
heard? Are you going to

REACH OUT YOUR BTRONG ARM

for that purpose and try to «ather up
this property, much of which un-
doubtedly has been disposed of in the
maoper in which the donors Intended?
If your honors please,that i the whole
of this case. s there, then, under the
principles of equity, sufficient cause
to justify the appolotment of a Re-
ceiver? Would it be a fair judicial ex-
ercise of discretion to do so? Because
the Supreme Court of the Unlted
States has held that nvoless it is a fair
exercise of discretion on the part of
the court, it is liable to be reviewed
and the act of the lower courts set
aside Jjuston that ground,

Now, your henors, I am about to
conolude my argument in this case.
Theére are a
say in regard to ii, but I de not know
that I wounld be able to throw any ad-
ditional light upon the Importast
points involved. I will leave-the case
with this court, with the jadicial de-
mee nt of the government,and In do-
ng 80 I think I may be pardoned if I
quote In srbsunce—nol literally of
course, for 1 could not do that—an ex-
alted sentiment which I heard fall from.
the lips of his honor, the chief justice
of this coart, not a great while ago,
in regard to the high office of the judi-
ciary of this__countrf. and the distinc-
tion that necessarily exists between
the jadiclary anmd the other depart-
ments of the government, especially
with reference to the ountery against the
people here, and which doubtless many
members of Congress bave listened
to, for they are often Incited to do
thingn %s matters of policy. The
learned chief justice remarked that it
was the office of the judiciary to cen-
sider the law and the facts before
them in an uwoprejudiced manaer, and
to give to their decisions their con-
sciences and theirjbestjjudgments, or,
to use the lasguage ©f Lord Coke:
“It is glven to the judiclary to decide
the very law and not that which hatha
semblapce of law." And ] may add,

your honors, that

THE CONSTITUTIONAL LIBERTY

of the rnvate citizen and the vested
rights of the people bave always here-
- tofore found a safeguard in the jodi-
clary—though not always in legislative
assemblies. Less complaint, perhaps,
can be. made of the executive

_ment, because it has less to do in
these matters. I desire to say further,

that almost any ipconvenlence 19
arise and De suffered, :

than Lthat the eat eafe-
guards of civil  liberty shoaid

be broken down. They bave been a
Ionghume oullding. It has been a slow
work, Sometimes, Iike the secret work
ol the coral, 5& lng in the midst of
the ocean, by which & continent is
finally lifted ap te view; sometimes
like the resistless cyclone, the tornado
or the earthquake; and when one hun-
dred years age our fathers thered
the wisdom that had .Pun te
to that time uoon &uqumio_u,‘u.:s
ut ik Into out system of government—
&? (;ﬁmnlgmgnwh,noj tluim "
cQ-or gov-
ernment, and the people of this
country, not merely to foster the in-
-stitutions of I as they then |
stood, not merely Lo sh the . prin-
ciples ol magea charta as embodied In
th= Constitution, but to enlarge upon
them {n the direction ef civil hberty
and the rights of the citlzen. Tms
doctrine that my friend spoke about
:Ibi;iln ;lhdlng:o the h:olloe r'u .ﬂ
government, as he would expound |
it, would justify the gk
|  UKASE OF THE CZAR OF RUSSIA;
justify the edicts of the most

n-wéuu dicte of the ma
earth. i-_ilﬂllliht od fh
mbsolute 1

reat many thiags [ could-

- The . defense did not propose Lo be

that s {00 satived for it to lay hold ot
aud destroy.

il
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FRAGMENTS.

Tue Seventeenth District school
will open sgain on Monday, Uclober
24th.

Tre Sunday school of the Seven-
teenth Ward, which has been suspend
ed becavse of contlagious sickuess in
that locality, wiil be resumed to-mor-
AW,

Mzs. CYL. 8erinae#, of lows, ex-
presses much pie¢ag¥e In her visit o
this city and, thougl quite a trévelerin
the Old World, flads much to admire
imit. She is epzaged ia home mis-
sionary work. .

THE sentencing of Thomas F. Har-
ris, on conviitien of polygamy, which
was set for to-day, has been post-
poned natll next week, 8a the District
Court hdd not time to hear the afgu-
ments on melion lor & new trial to-
day.

We are **Huested to announce Lhat
the following religious services wlll
ake place f#t ¥, Mark's Cathedral to-
morrow: Commiitifon; 7:80 a. m.;
Sunday school, 9:45 a.m.; iflotming
gervice with sermon, 1l &.m,; Bible
lesson, 6:30 p. m.; evening prayer and
sermon, 7:30 p. m.

— i —

THE NEW COPPER ACT.

-
[ 3

Rudger Clawson Makes Applica-
tion for its Beneflts.

The Territorial Supreme Court held
a s@ssion this morpingz, at which an
application was made by RBudger Claw-
son to be credited; with the bepefits of
the new cupper act, for geod bebavlor,
instegd of the old law, as it 1s now at-
tewpted to do. ln otiter cases, in the
district courts, thesé beneflts have
been refused to prisoners sentenced
belere the new act, which provides an

INCREASED RATIO

of commutation over tnat given by
the construction of the law formerly

in force .,
The provision in the new law affect-

ing those siréady nunder sentence at the
{inde the law was passed, was held to
be invalid 1i that respeet In the District
Courts, and the uestion was brought
up anmew to-day In tfie Suvpreme
(Court. The applicaut was represented
by Col. Broadhead, Judge Suther-
land and=Mr. Moyle. Judge Suther-
jand made the opening argument in
bebalf of the spplicant He claimed
that the new law should be applied to
Mr. Clawson's case; and thldc Lhirel;
tbhree and & bha
:l:adrcsr-:gsmr;? b‘gd te expire on the
18tis of May, and the sit menths’ term
in addition thereto slould have ex-
pired om Tuesday last,

OCTOBER 18; 1887,

The Judge argued that the court’s de-
cisions ‘in %urmer cases .that the
jJaw could npot effect prisoners
the€n 1n eustody, related only to Terri-

{soners, it 'conld not be ex-
::;idlg :oslﬁ:‘ited Mtates prisoners, but

under the law of Congress of 1875, the
commutation act in force at the tinwe
the prisoner's sentence expired was
the only one applicable. The act
which existed at the time the sentence
wds pronounced could not be followed,
for Irhld ceased to be a law, but the
provision that sbould be made to ap-
ply was that whichi was operative at
the time the Erlsquer was entit-
tied to c'asim the ¢redit of commu-
tation for good behaviof,

District. Attorney Feters opposed
the application in & brief argument,
bolding that the presemt copper’ act,
having gone icto effect since the pass-
ing ol‘ sentence, could mot be made
operative on that sentence wihout in-
terfering with the jodiciary.

o(l. ?\'o&dhe&d claimed that the ap-
plication of the new act

DID NOT IMPAIR

an existing legal judgment. The act of
Coneress was made by its owm provi-
ion to spply to ‘*ail prisoners who h"f;
been or shall hereafter be convicted,

and said that they should have the
benefit of the local commutation laws.
The right of reduction of time for
good behavior was fxed by Congress
not by the Te:‘l;ltoritl Legislatare, an

it was under the action of the former
that the applicant made thi= claim
That law bad beedn i l’t::rt::Tahbc!ol:;n:J ;lg

of the judgment, e pr
mot clu.jlm a discharge, 88 &

United States prisoner under the old
copper law, bhecause it was not
in ?orca at the time that he could pre-

sent his clalm. The only commutation
which he could ask under the comn

resaional act of 1875 was that allowéd
g:r the local statute at the

TIME OE WAS ELIGIDLE

to apply for it, and mo other, because
no ot%er was in force. The applicant
claimed his rights under existiog stat

wtes, The proposition was plain that
Mr. Clawson was entitled to bis dis-
charge. The District Attorney bad
read from two aanthorities in oppesi-
tion to their claim, but bhoth those an-
thorities had been reviewed and their
ba«l reasoning shown ina subsequent
and more careful decision rendered by
the Bupreme Conrt of Olito.

Judge Sutheriand here sugwested to
the Court the fact that the Ohbio decils
ion, changing those quoted by thé dis-
trict attorney Iln support of his present
position, bad been procured through
the efforts of Mr. Peters himself.

The Court took the matter under
tadvisement, and will reader its deci-
sion at 4 p.m., to which time recess

8 taken. \
'.At 4 a’clock this afternoon, the
Court refused to grant the applica-

tion.

Taken Undé; Adyisement.

The arguments on the motion for
the agpointmernit of & tacelver in the
sult agalast the Church were terminat-
o4 Iast evening, Mr. Peters makiog the
closing effort on tae part of the gov-
erpment, The matter was submitted,
and the court will render & decision on
Saturday, November 5ih, at 7:30 p.m.

Mr. Richards asked that the de-
murrer be_set for hearing on Monday,
November 7..

The counsel for the governmenl
opposed this, and made a sugeestion
that If mo, receiver was appoint.d, it
be pcnlﬁied te go over till the first of

next year,

Mr. Richards insisted on his metion.
He wanted no compromise, but to have
the demurrer heard and passed upon.

silent wheh the demurrer ca up,
and waated the governmeat counsel
to berequired to meet the issue. .

The Court ordered the demurrer set
for the date named.

Additional: Petit Jurors,
An additionai open venire for pelit
jurors has been issued by the Third
Distriet Court, returnable on Monday

talgemen, and tbhe following bave been
summoned by the Marshal for the ser-
vicet 4

m. H. Rowe, Thos. R, Ellarbeck,_
J. R..Winder, Jr., P. W, Madsen, s
Jos. A' Jeonings,  James Dwyer, *

B. Clawson, Jr., nzo. Young,
iehe%llnm. Danlel B, Spencer, -

. 4. Webber, C. M. Donaldson, Jr.,
Wm. L. White, L. 8. Hills, 2
S b ST
S.¥. Odell, " | 3. A. Grocabeck:

1. 8. Commissioners.

A motion was made in the Territor-
ial Supreme Court yesterday after-
noon, aad will probably be granted, by
glr District Attorsey, regalring all

| Fifth ..

pext, 4t 0 a. m, It calls for twenly |

States Commissioners in the

20th, 1887 :

aly [.nke—C. E Hilm
Lundell; Augusta Anpderson; Bene
dikta O.berg) A. M. Carlson; Ane M,
Albin ®#nd Jobm Christensen; G. A
Haoson; P., Ane A., Carl, Caroline
and KEngeborg sveding Ave M. Larsen:
Apne C. Branshoim § Heuregine Ander-
seny Ane U, Kjor; Peter Sorepsen;
Magrethe Hasmussen; J-ns Niclsen;
Anzusta Torberg{ Mariane Hansen;
Magrethe Jensen: f J Bowsedal:
Maren, Ingeboerg, Alfrod, Willlam ana
Frederik Aadersen; Hanna Christof
fersen; H. Erlksen; Outo Johapsen; E.
and Caroline &Stroumes; Wllhelm
Jobansen: Hans Wickstrom ;Catherine
Johansen; Ludvigz Apdersen; Oluf
Nielsen.

(yd:n—Caroline Holm: Chiristen,
Ape M, Josef B, llans W.and Jeos
P. Jensen: Emille, Peter, Coristoffer
and Ane Hansen; f’-'rnilrs aud Teodor
Carlsen; AlGettine Carlsen.
Drigham—Ape M. snd Hyrum Jo-
hansce; Juliane O. Nielsenjg H P,
Olia, Carl, Inger, Johscne and Valborg
Jensen: Timine Christensen; Niels
Emma K apd Jens C, Jensen; Martine
and Joens P. Petersen.

Logan—N. R Petersen.
Smithfeld—E- Madsen.
IRiehmend—Hilda Nilson.
Montpelier—Ane-Andersen; Christine
C. Andereen. i

Lehi—Christing J. and Sigrid Bold.
Provo—Augusta © Nilson; Bogedal,
Maris, Caroline and Chr. Olsen; Peter
Christensen.

Spanish Fork—=Chr. and Maria Sor-
enson; Jorgen Christianscn,
Nantaguin—I{ans Anderson. )
Niphi—Leootin, Alma, Axel and
Oscar Bengtson; [oger Lursen; Wil
helmine Ramstrom; Mette K. Nivl-
sen: Marie K. Peterseu; Marie Mik-
kelsen: Cathr. Soreoscn; Dagzmar
Nivlsen; Niels €, Olson.

Juab—N. €., Ida, Aovgusta, and
Hedv. Christiansen; C. F. Petersen.

New York—S.C., Teod=rd and Haps
V. Nileen.

BRITI® PASSENGERS.

Salled from Liverpool per 8. 8. Ne-
vada, Oct. 8th, 1887.
Nalt Lake Cuy—Aonie Nichvlas;
Barbara McKepzie; Winifred and
Thomas Roche; Agoes, Azoes, Mary
and Alex. Dunlop; Laura Allen; Mary
and Amelia Coates; Wlillam . Law-
ley; Blizabeth and Edith Goldihorp;
Robert, Mary A., Amelia, Nellle, Jane,
Wilhiam and Annie Crowton; Nellly
sanford: Thomas, Mary A, Anna and
William Deakin; Jane Hedmend; Alice
aad Eil:n Oldham; Aun Spencer; Jus .
Fanoy, Wm., J, Jumes, Geore: and
Nephl Sheen; Edward Jones; Mary A,,
Judeph H., Eilziveito sud Jouu Nat-
tress; Heory, Ellen A . Mary A and
Francis Sollls; Jemes W. Lawrence;
Eliz. Mountford; Hannab aod Allred

Malmgnis';

Balmforth: Wm. Butteridze; Alfred
W. and Mary Cowles; Lernery W
Gates; Harriet Meilows; William
stubis,

For Ogden—(The first twelve names
are from Holland.) 1I. A. Denkers;
Dirk Raat; Mrs. ¥, Jaos; G.J., M. L.,
M.,G.E,C. J.,, H, and J. W. F,
Braner H.L.and E. Van Der Veer;
Thomas Dann: Agnes and Belsy Wat-
gson; Agnes Colston; Rachél Terry;
Janet, Rabert, Jane and James Men-
zies: Moreni, Emma, Mary A., Joho
H, and Emma Ewer; Ehzabeth, Henry,
Margaret, Edward and Susanpa
Peake: Kllen and Thomas Neil: Sarab
Tador; Mary A., Arthur and Mattoew
Cbester; Mary and Hanpab Thomas;
John, Daniel, Rachel, David R. anc
Tane Davis; Eleazer Williams; Mary
Bond.
Frovo— Hyram (W., Frances and
H rom Ralloy; Win. Armstrong; Jon-
athan Wardle.
For Nephi—Elizabeth
child; Joha C. Tatton,
Logan—Jane Speedie;
ell;, Theresa Sargent; Lydia aud
Emma Burrows; Ann L&gley.
Arizona—Samuel Goold. |
Mllford—Mary A.and George Cheel,
Brigham City— Thomas, Ana, Henry,
Hannah and Mary Payne; Rich-
ard, Ellen, Eli, Amy, Aop aud Hanoah
Holwn; Jane Scroxion: John 8. Hol-
ton,

New York—Samuel L. Barnes.

B'\l' 188 AND GMUMAN.

Montpelier — Christian, Arpa and
Christian Berger.
Puaysoit—~Kathriae and 1da Hoffman.
Nalt Lake City—Mary llosteiter;
John* Anna and Sophia Blaner.
Logan—Rosette Gerber; Christian
Kasteler; Mary Gertzinsky.

Hogan acd

Sarah Row-

- - -
REILIGIOUS SERVICKS.

e
Religions services of the Charch of

Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints will

e held in the Tabermacle to-morrow

(Sunday) afternoon, commencing at

2 o'clock.

Home misslonaries will preach in the

country wards on Sunday.

. 1o the city wards services are held In

the various ward meeting honses al

ihe hours named:

Firek...ia.5050 6 p.m. Twelfth..,...0:30 p.m
Second.......6:30 * | Thirteenth..6:30 **
Phird........6:30 * | Fourteenth..s:38 *
Fourth :30 * | Fifteenth...8:30~*

Sixteenth ...6
Seventeenth. 6:30

E15 {1 e

sevenih .....6 “  Eightwenth..8 .
Eighth......7 ¥ | Nineteenth..6:50 *
Ninth........ [ “ | T'wentieth...6:30 **
Tenth......\6 “ Tweply-lrst.é "

Eleventh....8

Meelings convene
wards as follows:

Sugar House
FUTIDOTB . scnsssssnnsassnsras
Mill Creek......
East Mill Creek
Big Cottonwood...
South Cottonwood.
Union..... gad vAaaaeh SR
North Jordan
Bandy
Riverton....«. «
Blaffdale.,...o. 0

fovuth Jordan e
Draper..i«-
Butier......
Herriman...ciieveassvss s
West Jordan.. ....coresssse
Brighton ...... b aes
Pleasant Green..,..
Granger. Vashasagsanesnl
North Pemit......i..
Honter....ocooasaess
Mountain Dell....... .

Services in foreiyn
econdacted as follows:

fonndinavinn, Becia Hall, 10 a. m.
German, City Hall, 10 a. m,

The foregoing list appears as cor-
ected by the Stake (Mlerk,

————— A ——e

W. B, S8rosson, Esq , vice president
of the- Brown Medical and Manufac-
turing Company, Leavenworth, Ks.,
called at this office to-dy.

o the country

lanzuages are

o

e

-5‘?" —— ——
MARRIAGES.

PARDOE-AXDERSON—In Logan, Oct. 19th,
187, Wilam Pardoe and Catherine V. An.
derson, both of this city.

e e et .

DEATHS.

WHITTAK&R—0ctobor 10th, 1887, of diph-
theria aad croup, Sardh Charlotte Whiita-
ker, daughter of Henry and S8arah H. Whit-
taker; of the Seventeenth Ward, this oliy;
bora March 10, 19685

GuIvER—In this city, October 23, 1857,
Frank Eagene, son of George and Amanda
Guiver ; bora December 2, 1854

The funeral will take placeat 2 p. m. to
morrow. Friends ihvited. :

BROWA'S COUGH BALSAM
and Tar Troches are lovaluable in
every family tor Coughs, Colds and
Sore m‘. . -

" BROWK'S ARNICA BALVE
is mn-rs box warrabted for Cuts
Ba rulses, Old Sores, Piles and

. -NO - -
T B len Browite
Medic . .
Z. C. M. I. Drug BStore, General
Agents.. They endorse -

'DELINQUENT CITY TAXES !

S
d &r ‘cases, in 7 in-

| 310¢ aay of Octover,

-t o g,

Eagle Einporium!

- pe —-—— - - - - - B h . e = gt o i ! L B - - —
‘ AN Ny —g o Y (T & y = = F== : led townsite sct was passed ; It was l:nl;'.'tlll‘ nader proper safeguards by th.: LIHT OF I!H!GR-&!\T-‘:
VENING NEWS. |utsonetisst on that subfecl, There [ Lt ridetiop, s sisteduia inest | caled (ompeipe set mas paseeci, L. oe | Baetary: o7 oo "Coutta, mudl de- —_
- ; ; Htah uad Fﬂa the | Then, your honurs, fv deeflls {4 mé | T'b Statutes at large; page @7. It has | dze ¢ % it Scandinaviai Pesssngers,
=TT Wk T LSu reme & b 4h t re- | npuecessar ':t‘ouke s great deal of .ctgi ,Ionsé:m:&lqc&%em::u?:tzn; i[::aiin:rn‘ ;:»e::‘ plg'“:\r_-:me e ° ° ° ° ° ,
' time over actof 1837; It under- | mueitied wic, bave n pi ; % i S i
SRR - Sutaver 83, 1007, | G R O o s the | iakot 0 spanlor set side the frau- | setilc on public lafd belopeing 1o the | 23] JU T de exerclaed as clalmed | pg)iowing are the names of the edl-
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FALL AND WINTER 9008

Novelties = Staples!

DRSS G-OOIDsS

SILKS, SATINS, PLUSHES AND VELVETN.
LADIES’ CLOTHS,In Plain, Tricot & Plaid.

TRIMMINGS, in all the Desirable Novelties.

BUTTONS, in Jet, Steel, Pearl and Steel,
Metal, NEWESFP DESIGNS.

e ———
COMPLETE "ABSORTMENT

CLOAKS. SHAVLS AXD JERSEXS,

FOR LADIES’, MISSES’ AND CHILDREN.

Newest Fabrics and Latest Styles !

and ‘

QOF ———

Ladies’, Misses' and Infants' Underwear,

IN WOOLEN, SILK AND MUSLIN.
KNIT GOODS IN GREAT VARIETY.

Ladies' and Misses’ Hats, Flowers, Feathers and Croaments,

GLOVES, HANDKERCHIEFS and LACES,
IN NEWEST GOODS and COMPLETE STOCK.

(iing i eus” urshig Doy

CIL,OTE DEFPAIRTMIIINT
Carry & YVery Desirable Line of

SUITINGS, OVERCOATINGS & TAILORS™ TRIMNINGS.
s, Shoes and Rubber Goods,

FULL AND COMPLETE LINE.

Boot

CARPETS, SMYRNA RUGS & DOOR MATS,
LINOLEUMS AND ©OIL  CLOTHS,
LACE, CHENILLE & MADRAS CURTAINS,

Window Shades, Wall Paper & Upholstery Trimmings,

The Most Complete Line West of Chicago,

W holesale Dep’t

CARRY A COMPLETE STOCK OF
STAPLE DRY GOODS AND NOTIONS,

In all the Seasonable and Desirable Lines,

EH. 8. ELDREDGH, Supt.

R.K.THOMAS.

-——

DRY GoOoOoODS,

CARPETS,
BOOTS AND SHOES,

CLOTHING,
An Extensive Fall Stock Just Received!

Apecial Atiention 48 invited to the

(LOAK DEPARTMENTS!

500 WALKING JACKETS,

65c. on the Dollar!

- -

-

REKTHOMAS.

= Co. 70 MAIN STREET.

SOLOMONBROS. & GOLD

T0 THE FRIENDS OF HOME ENTERPRISE: |

We would say that we MAKE BOOTS and SHOES, |
equal in Style and Finish, and MUCH MORE
DURABLE than any Imported Goods browught
into the Market, and we guarantee all Seams,and |
that the Price i{s as Low as any goods that are '
Solidly Made of First Olass Material. - F

SOLOMON BROS. & GOLD. |

MAIN  STRERT.

= 1?02_ 70
“CONFERENCE.

WE ARE NOW GETTING IN OUR : | e

: i’."’ﬂ-“‘_slbck" ‘of Furniture

Goods and




