for the receivers negli
egligence waa
g‘;ﬂt he had given no public notice
4 having the B-heeg to lense; there
rﬂ?fno claim that he acted in bad
in' h. He had, however, let 25,000
th one lot at flgures mutch lower
81 couid hnve been obtained had
te placed them in smaller lots.
I The failure of the receiver to take
00 possession  certain personal
l&)""l’ﬁl‘ty wns an allegation of the
mplaint.  The ecounsel for the
Court thought this allegation had
D sustained, notwithstunding the
Uding of the examiner on this
It?lnt.. 'he eattle that had belonged
the Church had not been sought
. we receiver, and their turning
acfl by the Church wasa voluntary
= Mr, Critchelow reviewed at
Bigth the charneter of the personal
gz‘l’perty, and urged that the re-
Yer made Insufficient efforts to
Obtalu it.
Judge Judd nsked when the right
U Btize the persunal erupurty vested
Whether 1t was at the time of the
& zo of the act, or when the
-{1 Ement of the court was ren-
Cred?

Mr. Critchelow replist that he
g!ﬂd Dot Bvy ns to that, but the re-
1Ver elnjmed n right to the whole
268,000,
“,Judgu Boremnan asked whether it
h“lﬂ agreed that this property was
led by the Church at the time of
L © passape of the lnw, or had been
nsfermy,
hn](\j{r' Critchelow answered that it
hi been transferred, and continued
cu? Argument to show that the re-
Yer had been negligent.
th here was n further claim that
mere wis real property in various
sem of the Territory, held on a
t.homt' trust for the Cl’mrch, which
¢ Foceiver had negligently failed
eoy make efforte to secure. The
hﬂuﬂﬁt‘-l for the court thought this
fin lmn proven, and that by the
ato decree the [nited States was
Thfped froin pumuinﬁ this property.
o t.B lie alleged was due to neglect
: t.t'le part of the receiver, in per-
™ ng the compromise to be made
See out first having endeavored to
Ure this property.
u“ feference to the alleged fraud-
thuﬂt and unconscionable claim of
rit(';ilf_::elver for compensation, Mr.
o elow said that while there was
dite Vidence of fraud asto his expen-
Bem:"g’ ¥et there was fraud in one
[ in that he insisted upon com-
shouluﬂn o an amount that he
mored ot have named. This wax
the Ik" reference to the manper of
the €nim than to the amount; that
fair 'eceiver hnd magnified and un-
\.iu“-}’ stated his services, with the
tion of obtalning large remunera-

far 2o Judd—Mr. Critchelow, so

o the question of amount is con-
8 trg myou may save yourself furth-

; f-hu ¢, ns that matfer is reserved
e Surt.

“deepyy.. Clitchelow anid they had
me?-mL:B It to be within their duty,
SCiongt) the excesssive and uncon-
Fogarg ‘decin.lm was concerned. They

pl'emej that the receiver had sup-

bont oy, Certain facts to such an ex-
» t':?rmislead witnesses.

two Bument occupied nearly

Bours, ang M 1-.Cr1tcl;w]ow closed

THE

by sanying that the counsel appointed
by the court had sparcd no time nor
means to make the examination
thorough in all respects. The prin-
cipal matter at issue was the com-
peneation. 1f that was not involved
in the Investigation, then the ro-
ceiver was right; if it was, then he
| was wrong in their view of the case.

JUDGE POWERS

followed, saying that he was thank-
ful that the receiver and his attor-
neys at Inst had their day in court,
nnd that their case could be tairly
presented. The whoele matter con-
nected with this business isof n most
extroordinary character; the law
contemplated the taking of the
Chureh property and couverting it
into other channels, because the
legiglators considered it was being
used n8 a mennce to the govern-
ment. There was o delay before the
sujt was instituted, but tinally a re-
ceiver was appointed to take charge
of the property of the Chureli,
He proceeded with those duties till
a finn! decree waus entered, with-
out ad verse criticism. Then for the
first time the storm broke, and the
insinuntion was made that the ofti-
cers of the court were corrupt, and
the court itself incompetent to deal
with the ense. These charges were
brought in by a man cminent in
civil life—at one time ay eminent
member of this court. The cbm'gee
were referred for inveatigntion, but
the reference became abortive. An-
other effort was mude, but those
who had junde the charges retived
from the prosccution. The cour
then, for ite own bonor, appoint
counsel, who conducted the inves-
tigation with  honesty, energy
and ability. 'The result was
that the examiner had decided in
favor of the receiver nnd his attor-
neys. Judyge rowers then reviewed
ench of the allegations In the peti-
tivn, nnd showed how they had
been disproved by the evidence,
He said that If the eharges were
true the receiver should e In the
penitentinry and hils attorneys be
forever debarred from proctice in
the courts of the Territory. But the
charges had been Investigated in
detail, and shown to be untrue.

Pending the conclusion of Judge
IPowers’ argument, court took a re-
cess till 2 p. m. This afierncon
Judge Powers continued his argu-
nient in the line above indicated,
pointing out that the evidence was
plain that there wns no negligence
on the part of Receiver Dyer, and
that the attnck upon him was an
effort to injure him personally,
even to holding him responsible for
alleged errors of his attorneys, while
no credit was given to him for any
work he had performed.

——

BOUND FOR THE ORIENT.

The writer of this left 8alt Luke
City four dayd in advance of the
company of klders he should have
started with, on November 14, 1888,
thus allowing time to visit refatives
in New York and New Jersey.

At i"aris four of us parted; three
of us started for Bwitzerlnnd, onc of
whom was bound for Pnlestine and
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Turkey. The other {inyself) was
nllowed by courtesy of President
(Geo. Teasdnle to stop over at Nicei
France, {0 call on other relatives nof
seen in eight or nine years, among
whom, and friends, spent one

month; so much time, partly on ae-
count of interrupted steamship
movement.

In Paris and Nice [ spent many
tong and late hours—long winded
ones they were—explaining and
demonstrating some of the prinei-
ples of our religion.

T found here, ready for a little
more truth, a few persons of various
buliefs, especlnlly}éﬂirituuliata, Re-
incarnationists and those that follow
somewhat theosophy, psychology
u.st.rolog({, ete., namong whom I had
been cdueated four or five years,
and to which persons, since iy fel-
lowship with the Chureh of Jesus
Christ of Latter-day Saints, I had
repentedly imparted of my faint
hut, compared to theirs, great know-
ledge of the Gospel, Euy way of let-
ters, books, pamphlets, periodicals
both for and against ‘“Mormonism.*
These I either gave them or merely
lonned for eirculation. Of Brother
C. W. Penrose’s “Mormon  Doc-
trine,”? Lelng very short, I made a
translation & yenr ago, and also al-
lowed it to go nround. But a preju-
diced person, ealling it n plousim-
i)osition. has destroyed it, or holds
t, so I can’t recover it, a8 yet at
leant. The “rough?’ or first trans-
lation 1 have. howevcer.

T hnd hoped, too fondly perhaps,
to see it in fl,)rlnt. through the assist-
ance of a pnblisher at Paris, a friend
of my father, a very free man, but
not enough so for “Mormonism.’?

France in general is, I think, a
sterile fleld for Gospel hnarvesters,
but personally I felt repaid many-
fold for my slight endenvors, as 1
suppose I relleved many dark preju-
diees, nnd even caused a little
hunlti]_v curiosity, though perhaps a
very liftle.

I have been asked if strangers
could pass in or out of the gntes of
tUtnh alive, withont the consent of
the chief of the Church, or the Dan-
ites; or if napostatus were allowed
to Liepart alive, ete.; and if the walls
around Utah are so many fest high?
Other idens such as these sometimes
arlge: “Why do the “Morimons”
live all together in one great build-
ing or barracks? Why don’t they
have cities, houses and farms like
other nations? Why do they keep
their wives imprisoned in big ser-
nglios or convents? Why don’t they
use horses, oxen, rnilronds, and ma-
chinery to work instead of using
their wives for that purpose? Why
do they fortify their towns unless to
keep out Gentiles, and to kecp the
apostates or other entrapped strang-
ers from getting out and “giving it
all away???

Sometimes it ishard to dispel these
ideas all at once. BSome would be-
lieve the contrary, and perhaps be
disposed for more candid invest.i%;-
tion if only some prompt deninl
£iven satisfactory to their notions.

Brother C. R. Bavage wae origi-
nal and graeipus enough to present
me at iy departure with a large
nicely assorted set of his notoriously
well made, extra size photagrmphs of



