
THE DESERET
were willing9 to have mr baskin as-
sistst ththem he would consent buttheyley must control the case for the
court

judgedge powers said his side had no
rejectionobjection to the position suggestedbybi the court

mr baskin said he did not want
8 hands tied after thinking overthehe matter a little he retired fromthe0o roomi oom

P L WILLIAMS
as8 called asaa a witness and testified
I1i am an attorney for the receiver

remember the inquiry before judge
prague in the search for church

propertyphertyty the receiver obtained an
order on that inquiry for between

and property the
defendantsndants took an appeal the propevy waswag never turned overit included teams at the tithing
office holstein cattle etc being4 part of the property transferred totlew salt lake stake this was in-
cluded in the compromise
0 o suitssuite were broubroughtht in ogden
for the tithing groundgrounds there theseareat still being prosecuted the titletherere had been with bishops memc

uarie and stewart one of them
boldingiding it as trustee for the churchthauee final trustee had deeded it to
att weber stake which sold ittow ogden for we regarded

e weber stake incorporation as
validid all of the stakes are aboutthe salesame the ogden tabernacle

block WWwas included in these suitsthatat title had been in two persons
odeaswas finally conveyed to weberstakeke I1 expected to show that thepropropertyarty had been in possession and

of the church I1 also brought
t for the propertyroperty where L W

liff readesresides it had at one time
blodaD held in trust for the church I1

titles as to real estate inawn examined the title of ththeetabernaleernacle grounds there I1 con
ded that that block was excepted

alidad brought no suit the building is
alear theme centre of the block of eightacreses the tithing hohouseucje property
therevw Is now with the ccacheache stakeanuunu had been held by prominentnentprominentgromicormonswottamBmons 9 no suitbuit haaas been
broughtbought 0for it an entire block is used
appurtenantPur tenant ito the logan temple

examined records in brigqa city the legal title to the
wadingna yayardrd there was in brigham
t dg as his personal property
je6 circumstances indicated to mehatbat it actually belonged to thechurchch it must be worth 1500 or
asfaw

20 with the improvements about
the tithing grounds at loganwerere worth or therey a tract of acres at the

farm in the nameofUI john taylor trustee in trust
tibiasuit80 was broughtof for ayany of
i

13 thouthoughh possession was dezere
atansaded ebeareare tithing grounds
infoprovo I1 dont know as to spring
orortP fork spanishSpa 1111 forkFOT

thayaahr there werewee other placesa thoseose I1 have mentioned whichwereere visited by the agents of the
1

1 lwver with a view to learningherfa there was any propertybelonging
th SS to the church I1 kneweresl were tithingthing yards in use in

theme largerarger towns and I1 ex
to find the titles all in theate associations I1 also expected I1

to find that the property had
been uniformly used by the
church no suite were brought after
june 1I 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 91salt lake where
the property would be worth litigat-
ing rich eld provo and beaver
are among these I1 dont think there
is enough at st george to go after
from what I1 heard this morning fI1
think we could investigate beaver
and heber city we expect to brinbring
proceedproceedingsings for property at proprovo I1
ontdont know of any investigations

since july 1888 if there have been
I1 dont know of it the tithing yards
at provo I1 think are worth several
thousand dollars I1 do not know how
large a piece the land is I1 would
expect to find property at nephi it
is a county seat I1 was at the exam-
ination before judge sprague as to
the receiversreceiverIs compensationcom heard
the statement therethere for the
first time that the church
would not contest this claim
of I1 was a little sur-
prised I1 first saw the letter of

richards and young to mr
dyer after it Wwas publishedpublished in the
papers as part of thisIs examination
when I1 heard that the defendants
did not oppose the compensation I1
talked with mr dyer about the
matter at that examination mr
peters was present I1 am not able to
say who he was rerepresentingpresenting ex-
cept as he stated that it waswaa the
united states in part I1 drew the
inference that he represented the
receiver in part I1 did not state that
inference to the examiner that
I1 remember his appearance at the
examexaminationination on the writ of assist-
ance was for the receiver he re-
presented both the government and
the receiver in the last investiga-
tion as I1 understand it I1 was
consulted in the manmain casease
in the drawing up of the
stipulations of fact upon which
the final decree was entered
the particular matter to which
my attention was called was the
finding of fact as to whether the
mormon church still maintained
polygamy as a the church
counsel had a stipulation which bore
the lintimpression that polygamy had
been aabandoneda I1 presume the
government attorney called on me
because of my long residence here
we considered it an important fact
in the findingsfind ings 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 there was a delay
in paying over the money as agreed
the surrender was to be made
before the final decree was en-
tered the church had prop-
erty

rop
which waswaa not admittedmItteTadadmitted 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
couldcould 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 condition that the
decree was entered and compromise

madettemamadedethethe receivership was contin-
ued so he could sue for other proper-
ty should it be discovered oteofcourseourse
the in personal property was
settled by the compromisecompromise for

the receiver commenced ten
suits altogether the first was in
march 1888 the last in may of the
same year since then there have
been no suits brought it was
anticipated by me that the func-
tions of the receiver would
be continued after the final decree
it was my understanding that that
wwasi a always in contemplation as a
pprovision0vision of the decree it never
was in contemplation that he could
be suspended the dependants were
aware of it I1 am not able to say
whether it was an agreement or not
I1 only know that it was in contem-
plation by the government counsel
tI1 dont think I1 understood that it
was agreed as a part of the com-
promise that the receiver should be
continued I1 only knew what mr
peters toldtold me it waswag not so much
a matter of agreement but that
when the church made a substantial
surrender of property a decree was
to be entered that an appeal might
be taken the receiver was to be con-
tinued to gather other property
the decree was no bar to pursu-
ing other prpropertyty that is
specially provided for thehayhad been mostly consumedconsumed
and it was a hopeless undertaking
to endeavor to find it the entry of
the decree would not have been
made if the surrender of property
had not been made we either had to
litigate the question out or come to
an agreement they did agree as to
the property surrendered the re-
ceiver is not precluded from further
action for property proceedings for
the escheating of ahethe real estate are
now pending if any personal prop-
erty is found hereafter I1 think it
may be pursued and escheated the
decree directly continues the cincaina
eions of the receiver it is my un-
derstandingder standing 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 property included in the
assignment had been I1 used up or
disposed of that it had been con-
sumed in building temples etc I1
thought it extextremelyremely doubtful if we
could trace and recover it the re-
ceiver had a legal right to all the
property held by the church at the
time of its dissolution think the
title broke down when it went into
the church stake 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 excep-
tionsalo hatch of heber murdockmurdoc of
beaver and others I1 dont remem-
ber that I1 found any of the direc-
tors of these associations 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

during mr williams examina-
tion mr baskin came in and took a
seat with the attorneys appointedagTintedby the court and consulconsulted with
them from time to time


