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H.
hlls' al()}m“bil}h advaueed him on
m.tPOllnbof herding and oniy
in ;h'l]g a settlement of mix-
Wﬁcheen with another herd for
agii damages 1s elalined
B4Ingt aai@ Droubay......... .

100.00
i $255,530.11
I receiver used 311,000 of the
“:\b"f’_e funds from the 23th day of
D{l}ll, 1890, to tive 25th day of Juue,
3800) and Le then deposited back
. with {nferest at the rate of 10
ent per annumj and on the
ala y, 1899. I deposited the
Bald‘;%!i,oﬁiﬂt(!t(_] \Vltthnlcr%s_t 03‘ the
[{
July 5, 180, om June 23, 1569, to
Eho?vaddltio“ to money on hand as
. 8 In detailed statement your
liacf"!"ﬂ' bas récovered and has in
rou‘;ﬁsiiiesalon as such Receiver, the
erty: £ additional persoual prop-
Lzﬁ;lght hundred shares of the Salt
sinte City Gas Company stock; 4732
JAreR of (he
“UMpany gtock,
b e sheep is now ju the hands of
e following parties:
Be“Xecutors of the estate of Samue)
. ulon, 5000, James B. Hunter
Cha lount Pleasant, Utah, 7,418;
our es Peterson of Salt Lake
e DL, 375, and A. Thompsou is in
wmllglotlllledml.te lPmsrs.easion (])t 9,849,
ng la 4 i i
Bession, 2l§00;m s also in lis pes-
by kIEO 10 his possession 10t liead of
; 8, 2 sets of harpess, 4 horses, 4
HtngIrls, 3 tents and 4 camping out-
s which were purchased for the
Lol Bose of herding awd caring prop-
o _st for the sheep and the lessening
(e he mouthly expense ineilent
retp,
UJ”_I’lu‘suauce of the order of the
oIt hereto attached, I herded the
m‘;ep €xcept those in the immediate
) 3"-‘3513!‘1 of the exccutors of the
H te of Bamuel Beunlon, James B.
m;l]uter aud Charles Petersen, and
Ye the best terms possible for
an‘flif Proper care, and have used
¢ ?Xerelsed my best judgmieat in
skﬁr‘fﬂlployment of experienced and
) ul herders, aud have employed
. Gverseer, who directed the move-
“}2“‘5 of the Lierds and looked atter
mmf[','&e% per%oua]]y, going iinbo the
A 1 B 1 "y
imsorf 8 and supervising the lierds
have recently lenrned from the
ia$3958m' of 8alt Lake City that eer-
I property situate in this eity had
C;’q 4ssessed tothe Church of Jesus
pr‘l)“ﬂt of Latter-day Sunints. I
Saidmmiy procured abstracts of the
Y DProperty and find thatthere are
th;‘:e- Pieces of such property and
said Instead of being deeded to the
o Churell, two of the said pieces
mg tleeded to the corporation and
o bers of the Church of Jesus
i l{éﬂt of Latter-day Baiuts, residing
of th e Filteenth Ecclesiastical Ward
s 8 Salt Lake Stake of Xion, in
186 for the benefit of the poor in
deld ward, and the third piece is
eded to the said corporation and
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Jembers, without specifyiug the use i

Which it is to be devoted.
in am advised by my counsel that it
very doubtful whether this proper-
ha'v ® title of which seems never to
s beet vestel inthe Iate corpora-
R or in auy one i trost for jt, can
o Lecovered, or whether it even
Mes within the spirit of the law

providing for the forfeiture of the
property of the said corporation. Un-
der these circumstances [ hesitate to
!.attumpt to recover the said property
or any portion of it unlessso advised
| by th2 court, as my eonviction is that
auch litigation would be fruitless,
and would of course entail certain
expense,

In the year 1883 [ began six suifs
in the Third District Court of Utah,
four of which were to recover real,
and the other three to recover per-
sonal property. Those to recover real
properly were!  First, against Anp-
gus M. Caopon; second, H. B, El
dredge et al.; and the third agsinst
francis Armstrong and Abrabam
H. Cannon; and the fourth, against
Zion's Baviags Bank.

Those to recover personal property
were:  First, against Franeis Arm-
slrong et al, to recover streetrallway
stoek; seeond, agaiust J. C. Cutler
et al. to recover Provoe Manufactur-
ing Compauy sfock; ami the third
against Z. C. M. I. to recover Provo
Manufacturing Company stoek.

The eclaim for the property ip-
volved in all of these cases was set-
tled and eompromised in pursuance
of the order of this court, dated July
Oth, 1888, a eopy of which is at-
tached hereto, and by that order [
was authorized to dismiss the said
cages or to submit to dccrees therein
for the defendauts, o pursuance
of sucl compromise the cases in-
| volving persounal property were after-
wards dismissed and those involving
the realty were subsequently dis-
posed of by decrees in [avor of de-
fendants,

I havealso brouglht and there are
uow pending In the First District
Court of Utah, at Ugden, the fol-
lowing suits: First, against Robert
McQuarrie and the Church Associa-
tion of the Weber Stake of Zion, in-
volving the greater part of Block
48, Plat “A,» Ogden City survey,
in Ogden City, and said case is at
jssue Letween the plaintiff and the
sajd defendants; that about April,
1893, upon application to the Court
for that purpose,Ogden City,a muni-
cipal eorporation, was permitted to
intervene in said ease and by its
petition of intervention elaims the
ownership of the said premises, and
issue has been joined between the
intervenors and the plaintiff, Sec-
ond, against David M. Stuart, the
Church Association of the Weber
Btake of Zion and Ogden City, a
corporation, to recover a parcel of
land situate in Ogden City, Utab,
known as the Tithing Grounds, be-
ing about fwenty rods square and
coustituting a part of block 18, Plat
““A,» This suit is now at issue
upon the faets. Third, an aection
avninst R, J, Taylor and Lewis W.
Shurtliff to recover lots 8§ and 9 in
block 8, Plat **B,?* Ogden Clty sur-
vey, containing two ncres of land
and situated in Ogden City. This
cage is alro at issue.

I incidentally learned that there
was some property at or near
Omaha, Neb.,, which bad at one
time belonged to and was occupied
by the late corporation, and T ob-
tnined abstracts whieh disclosed that
the property lind been sold for taxes,
but under the laws of that State iu
such cases tlie money can e refund-
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ed with interest and the pm{)erty
recovered, so [ am informed. I sub-
mitted these abstracts to Chief
Justice Zaue, requesting that the
Jjudges of the court, the government
attoroey, etc., look into the matter
ag it was probabie that I should ask
for advice in the premises. These
papera were only refurned to me a
short time ago, and 1 am still of the
opinion that steps should be taken
to recover that property, as it is
worth twenty-fiveor thirty thousand
dollars. The expence, however, in
the matter of litigation will be com-
paratively large, aud your Receiver
asks the advice of this court upon
the abstraets and papers submitted,
which show for themselves.

I desire to call the especial atten-
tion of the court to the 1tems of ex-
pense ia tire matter of herding sheep.
There is notiring cliarged for the
first year, as they were rented, and
we had but litt)e expeuse suel as
taxes, wages to nien to count then,
ete., and had an income of $6233.93
from them, but last year the eourt
thougiit best to have them herded,or
17,207 of the 30,000, and so ordered,
whichorder I have complied with
fo the very Dbest of my ability by
hiring the most experiencesl sheep
men that could be got. The expense
lor the first two months was vather
greater than afterwards, ag the first
otder to herd only contemplated the
keeping of the sheep in this way for
a short time, as a final decision in
the United States Bupremc Court
was daily expeeted; but when we
Icarped that we would bs compelled
to keep them througl the winter,
other arrangements were neecssary
and were made,thereby lessenityg to
some exfeut the mouthly average
expense. As 18 well known, last
winter was very severe and s disas-
trous one tostockmen. Qur losscs
were seven thousand two huudred
and fifty eight, including losses
througii the summer to date, wiiich,
however, I do not ielieve is any
greater ratio of loss than that sus-
tained Ly other sheepmien. The
sheep havejust heen shorn apd we
have thirty-seven thousand cight
bundred and gixty one pounds of
wool, whiel is probably worth $8700,
and 2600 lambs probably worth 2,600,

The cost of herding and caring
for 1hese sheep, including {axes on
same and purchase of bueks us pwr
the order of the eourt, and lipping
and shearing the sanie to date, has
been about $15,550. The lesa by death
fo date hias been 7238 head. Value
these say at $1.50 per head, and we
have the cost and loss amounting
to 327,487, deduct $8,500, bLeing
apbroximately what can be pot
for the wool and inerease of lambg and
there appears to be a net loss of $18,-
837,00 with four horres, 2 sets of har-
ness, four wagous, three tents, four
camp outfite and 103 head of bucks
on hand. It will be seen that if.
thesesgheep had been lensed at even
twenty ccats nnd a suffieient bonod
laken ag wasg at first eoutempiated
by the court, and as was done the
previous year, we should have re-
alized abiout 32500,00 ou this lobt of
sheep, thereby niaking a diflerence
in favor of the fund of $22,337,00.

In view of these facts and the
further fact'that the ranges are be-



