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Wwere willing to have Mr. Baskin as-
‘éllﬂt them, he would consent, but
c;i.‘;:tmust control the case for the

!-!ndge Powers said his side had no

Objection to the position suggested
Y the court.

li‘. Baskin said he did not want

t,ha hapds tied. After thinking over
© matter n lttle, he retired from
@ room.

) P. L. WILLIAMS
Was called as a witness, and testified
=L am an attorney for the recciver;
femember the inguiry before Judge
Prague, in the search for Church
Property; the receiver obtained an
order on that inquiry for between
3”:000 and $15.000 pro?erty; the
eefendants took an n.pl)ea ; the prop-
itrty was never turned over;
included teams at the tithing
office, Holstein cattle, ctc., being
‘:hlmrt of the Eropert.y transferred to
}“ Sait Lake Btake; this was in-
Cluded {n the $75,000 compromise;
f“'ﬂ Bufts were brought in Ogden,
aﬂl' the tithipg grounds there; these
tr:e still being prosecuted; the title
¢“ro had lLeen with Bishops Me-
hllm:rle and Btewart, one o
uOldmg it as trustee for the Church;
u:‘lﬂ final truste¢ had deeded it to
hﬂ Weber Stake, which rold it
Ogden for $20,000; we regarded
e Weber Stake incorporation as
tIlvu]i(]; all of the Stakes are about
b]e sume; the Opden tabernacle
uo(!k_wus includ
q‘ﬂt title had been in two persons,
‘B“d was finally conveyed to Weber
take; I expected to show that the
Property had been in lon and
;"u{lh‘ol of the Church; I also brought
Shlt for the property where L. \W.
Urtliff restdes; it had at one time
3 0 held in trust for the Church; I
Zninined titles as to real estate in
mbl;’ﬂn; examined the title of the
o foacle grounds there; 1 con-
o uded that that block was excepted,
'nnd hrought no suit; the building is
m:&nr the centre of the block of eight
th"eﬁ,_the tithing liouse property
a ere is now withthe Cache Btake,
a0d had been held by prominent
b formons;*” no suit. has been
arought for it; an entire hlock isused
Purtenant to the Lognn Temple;
ha examined records in Brig-
tiu’:l City; the legal titlo to the
Y Ing yard there was in Brigham
th"““g, a8 his personal property,
the circumstances indicated to me
C!ﬂt It actually belonged to the
sonareh; it must be worth $1500 or
$100, )i with the improvements, about
;\'e 0; the tithing grounds at Logan
“_n:! Worth 32000 or $10,000; there
W A traet of 120 acres at the
Mshokie farm in the name
Taylor, trustee-in-trust;
was brought for any of
thig, thou'j;h possession  was  de-
fNded; there are tithing grounds
ville Yo, 1 don’t know as to Spring-
or P:Amertcnn Fork, Spanish Fork,
thanaymu‘ There were other places
Werg, those T have mentioned which
) Visited by the agenis of the
Whe T]e"s with a view to learning
o et there was any property
there . L8 to the Church; I knew
1 ¢ vere tithing yards in use in
ctede larger towns, and I ox-
to find the titles all in the

them

in these suits;
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to find that the
been  uniformby
Church; no suijs were brought after
June 30, 1888; I have made no esti-
mate of how many towns there are
in the territory where tithing
houses may be found; there are per-
haps eight outside Balt Lake where
the property would be worth Yitigat-
ing; Richfield, Provo, and Beaver!
arve among these; I don’t think there |
ie enough at 8t. George to go after,
from what [ heard this morning I
think we could investigale Beaver
and Heber City, we expeet to brin
groceedings for property at Provo;
on’t know of any investizations
since July, 1B88; if there have been
I don’t know of it; the tithing yards
at Provo [ think are' worth several
thougand dollars; T do not know how

property had
us;edpe by the

large a piece the land is; 1 would
expect to find property at Nephi; it
is A county seat; [ was at the exam-
ination before .fudge Sprague, ns to
the receiver’s compensation; heard

the statement there for the
first time that the Church
would not contest this claim

of 325,000, I was a Mlttle sur-
prised; 1 first saw the letter of
Messrs. Richards and Young to Mr.
Dyer after it was published in the
papers, a8 part of this examiination;
when [ henrd that the defendants
did not oppose the compensation I

talked with Mr. Dyer about the
matter; at that examination Mr.
i’eters was present; [ am not able to
say who he was representing, ex-
cept ns he stated, that it was the
United States in  part; T drew the
inference that he represented the
receiver in part; 1 did not state that
inference to the examiner, that
I remember; his appearance at the
examination on the writ of assigt-
ance was for the receiver; he re-
presented both the government and
the receiver in the last investign-
tion, a8 I understand if; I was
consulted in the main case
in the drawing up of the
stipniations of fact upon which
the final decree was entered;
the particular matter to which
my attention was called was the
finding of fact ns to whether the
Mormon Chureh still malntained
polygamy ns a tepent; the Church
counsel had a stipulation which bore
the impression that polygamy had
been abandoned; [ presume the
government attorney called on me
becauge of my long residence here;
we considered it an important fact
in the findings, there were a differ-
ence of opinion between counsel for
the government and the Church as
to the surrender of property before
the final decree; thers was a dela

in paying over the money as agreed,
the surrender was toe be made
before the final decree was en-
tered; the Church had prop-
erty which was not admlitted; we
secured the surrender of this and
other property; when we discovered
the property then came the question
of surrender; the object of the re-
ceiver was to get all the property he
could; the disposition of the Church
was to give up only that which was
discovered by the receiver and the
United States attorney wanted it all;
it was upon this conditlon that the

take associations. T also ex pected

decrce was entered and compromise

made; the receivership was contin-
ued 80 he could sue for other proper-
ty, should it be discovered; of course
the $268,000 in personal property was
scttled by the compromise for $75,-
000, the receliver commenced ten
sujts altogether; the first was In
March, 1858, the last in May of the
same year; since then there have
been no suits brought; 1t was
antlcipated by me that the func-
tions of the receiver would
be continued after the final decree;
it was my understanding that that
was always in contemplation as a
provision of the decree. It never
wns in contemplation that he could
be suspended. The delendants were
awareof it. I am not able to say
whether it was an agreement or not;
I only know that it was in contem-
fintlon by the government counsel;

don’t think [ -understocd that it
wag agreed, as a part of the com-
promise, that the receiver should be
continued; I only knew what Mr.
Peters told me. It was not 80 much
a matter of agreement, but that
when the ehureh made a substantial
surrender of goperty a decree was
to be entered that an appeal might
be taken; the recelver was to be con-
tinued to gather other property;
the decrce was no bar to pursu-

ing other roperty; that is
specin [JrOVi[()iBCPe for; the $268,-
000 had been mostly consumed,
and it was a hopeless undertaking
to endeaver to find it; the entry of
the decree would not have been
rmaade if the surrender of property
had not been made; wevither had to
litigate the question out or come to
an agrecment; they did agree as to
the property surrendered; the re-
ceiver ig not preeluded from further
action for property; proceedings for
the eacheating of the real estate are
now pending; if any personal l.u'oli)-
erty 18 found’, hereafter, I think it
may be pursued and eschented; the
decree directly continues the {une-
tions of the receiver; it is my un-
demstanding that no further personal
property could be escheated under
the final decree; the claim was
made by the defendants that a great
deal of the properainc]uded in the
assignment had beenfused up or
disposed of—that it had been con-
sumed in building temples, ete.; I
thought it extremely doubttful, if we
could trace and recover it; the re-
ceiver had a Jegal right to all the
ﬁropert.y held by the Chureh at the

me of its dissolution; think the
title broke down when it went into
the Church Btake Associations; the
property went to such persons as a
rule against whom judgment would
be of no account, because of the fact
that it would be impossible for us to
recover; there ,were some cxcep-
tiom—ﬁat.ch, of Heber; Murdock, of
Benver, and others; I don’t remem-
ber that I found any of the direc-
tors of theso assotvintions but who
were men of means.

To Mr, Peters—I understood that
the powers of the receiver were not
to be curtailed or abbreviated in any

Way.

l{uring Mr. Williams® examina-
tion, Mr. Baskin came in and took a
seat with the attorneys appointed
by the court, and consul with
them from time to tlme.



