TH

representatives, and directed them
to make an investigation. If any
other parties are represented they
should get the consent of the court.

hese partics have been forbidden
by the court, and to allow them to
Come innow would be n violntion of
the order of the court. Br. Baskln
on the former occasion, said he hmi
had no opportunity to go before the

court.

I)urin§I Judge MePBride’s re-
Marks, Judge Marshall and Mr.
Baskin retired for consultation, and
0D returning, Mr. Baskin again took
his geat at the table,

Mr. Baskin—When unanimous
®nsent was given for me to come
In, I supposed it was unnessary to
E0 to the court.

Judge McBride—We all know
that Mr. Baskin makes his cross-
€xamination very extensive, and in
this case we have already taken
Much time. The unanimous con-
sent wag ﬁi‘ven only because he had
Dot been able to appear befere the|
Court. Now, that he has had op-
Portunity, and did not do it we |
Wwithdraw our consent.

Mr. Critchelow—We now make
the application for Mr. Raskln to
dssist us. We were told to spare no
Icans to minke the examination

orough., We take this as one
Means pecessary. Mr. Baskin “has

0 neqguain with the case, and

in deference to the Supreme Court,

We should be allowed to have his as-

tance. We request that he be

‘rﬂlowed to interrogate the witness

Or us. VWe make our request as
road as we can.

Judge Mc¢Bride—Mr. Baskin came
a5 the representative of the trustees.

Mr. Critchelow—He formerly did,
and hig uﬁp]imtion was not allowed.

Judge McBride—I protest against

1e trustees’ representative appear-
0g under any guise. It ig not fair

the court to Jet him in.

Mr. Critchelow—The ecourt does
Mot want to smother anything.
teJudge Powere—There is no at-
| mpt to smother investigation, we

184ve o right to object to the impor-

ition of the representative of per-
?ODB adjudged In contempt. The
¢a of smothering isn very peculiar
One from the mouth of the counsel
. of the court,
d Judge Harkness said that he un-
emtood that the reguest of the
8lees to be heard in the case was
Dot granted by the court. The evi:
w"ﬂﬁe in the hands of the trustees
roﬂ-ﬂt‘];»lnced in the hands of counsel
otr © court. Mr. Baskin snid the
her day that the trustees should
al] heard. I gsaid that I could not
tl 0w  pew counsel, but sald
1€ coungel for the court could ask
uch aid as they censidered proper,

8 they were in a peculinr
‘I;‘Dﬂltion from their recent acguaint-

Ce with the case. Objection is
Rnda to Mr., Bauskin’s a pc.-lring,l
o I cannot permit him
= the trustees. I would
m"ch dislike to be guilty of dis-
m]!tl'h-fﬂy of thecourt, and [ will per-
th him to a t)em' with counsel for
thet eourt, with the understanding

M the testimony thus taken miny
m;;tnckun out by the court. Or
ind miy take n recess till 2 p.m.

I will endeavor to obtain the

appenr
very
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views of those of the court now in
town in respect to this—that is, if
I can.

Mr. Baskin—If it is not done that
way, my self-respect will compel me
to withdrew.

The suggestion for a recess was
adopted.

The spicy procecdings of the fore-
noon with reference to Mr.
kin’s being permitted to nppenr and
cross-examine witnesses were sud-
denly ended in the afternoon by rul-
ing that while the court attorneys
might have counsel to consult with,
it would not be proper for any but
themselves to exa e witnesses,

Mr. Baskin—I want it understood
that I knew I could not get any
legal standing without the consent
of Loth rties. With that with-
drawn I do not care to appear.

Judge Harkness—You may Te-
main and counsel with the court at-
torneys.

Mr Baskin, who had started for
the door, returned, and after snying
*Oh, I understand that,”” walk
out of the room.

Judge Powers (to M. Willinms)—
What do you think of the compro-
mise, was it a fait and a just one?

Mr. Willlams-I thought so then,
and I think so still.

Mr. Willinms was excused as a
witness, and ’

E. D. WOOLLEY
called to the stand. He testified—
In March, 1887, I was in charge of
the Church cnt‘,ie at I‘i[t),e Bprings
ranch; these cattle were transferred
to the Kanab Btake by the Church;
in May 308 head were driven to
Panguiteh, to Mr. Crosby’s; they
were belng taken to the upper range,
to feed for beef; there were no other
cattie there belonging to the Church
at that date, cattle are constantly
being reccived on tlthingl.‘

To Mr. Critehelow —There were
on the ranch about 800 head of
Church ecattle; some were sold to
pay the expense of the round-u
when the cattle were being guther
for the receiver.

J. W. CROSBY, JR.,

testified—I received the 308 head of
cattlo referred to by Mr. Woolley; I
retnined them untll Nov. 1, 1887,
when about 250 were taken to Rich-
field; left about 150 of these with
Mr. hcan, and took the remainder
to W. H. Folsom, at Manti, the
proceeds of them to be usvd for the
constructiou of the temple.

the subject; sent n letter to Mr. Me-
Cornick; received n letter from Mr,
McCornick in reply.

The letters were introduced ns
evidence. Mr. Dyer’s request was
as follows:

OFFICE oF U, B. MARSHAL,
Balt Lake City, Utah.
October 29th, 1888,
W. 8 MeCornick, Fsq., Salt Lake
City:

Dear Bir:—As you are somewhat
famillar with the amount of work
done by me as receiver of the
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-
day Saints, the bond required of me
in the premises and the risk which I
am now carrying, I would be much
pleased to have you state to me
about what you considera fair com-
pensation to me for services rendered
to date as such recciver. An early
reply will greatly oblige,

Yours truly,
Frank H. DYER.

Receiver of the Church of Jesus
Christ ot Latter-day Baints.

To this Mr. MeCornick replied:

McCoRNIOK & Co.. BANKERS, -
Salt Lake City, Utah,
Qctober 31st, 1888,

F. H. Dyer, ., Receiver of the
Church of Jesus Uhrist of Lat-
ter-day Saints:

Dear Bir:—Referring to yours of
29th inst., in answer, I am some-
what acquainted with the nature of
receiverships, and am aware of the
large bond given by you in the case
in question. In eonsiderntion of the
large Lond required, and the large
amount of property in your eharge,
and the trouble in getting possession
of it, I consider that your compen-
sation should be from $25,000 to $30,-
000, Very truly ycurs,

W. 8. MCCORKIOK.

Judge Powers said he offcred the
letters to show good faith, and to ex-
plain the Jetter from Messrs. Rich-
ards and Younyg.

Mr. Dyer (continuing)—I also
wrote n letter to Col. 8. A. Merritt,
and recei ved o reply thereto.

These were received in evidence.
They read as follows:

S8aLT LAKE Crry, Utah,
Oct. 31, 1888,
ol. 8. A. Merritt, Salt lake City,
Utal.
Dear Colonel—As you are aware,

I wans nppointed receiver of the
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-

To Mr. Critchelow—I testified to |day Saints about one year ago, and

these matters when I was on the
witness’ stand o few days ago, the
cattle bore the *‘eross” brand.

RECEIVER F. H. DYER

testified—I am United States Mar-
shal for Utah, and receiver in the
suit of the United Stiates vs. the
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-
day Saints, began my duties as re-
ceiver Nov, 10, 1887; have never
filed n specific.claim for services ns
veceiver; the letter reganding my
compensation, from F. 8. Richards
and LeGrand Younyr, was received
hy me October.31; before that date
John A. Groesbeck had been exam-
Ined as o witness in regard to com-
pensation; I had made inquiries on

since that tlme I have devoted a
great deal of my time for the in-
terests of puch receiver. When flrat
appointed there was about $146,000
renl estate turned over to me, and
I was informed at the time that
that was all the gro wrty that the
corporation had; but 1 went dili-
gently to work to find more, bellev-
ing as I did that there was very
considernble more that could be
found by proper exertion. I fin-
ally succecxlud in unearthing and got
into my ssession about $600,000
more, mnkfgg a total of something
over $740,000 now in my ion;
and, a5 you are aware, 1 was com-
pelled to give a Lond {iu the ag-

gregate) of $300,000. Under all these



