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eommunication, ard before sction
the receiver asks the #dvice of the
court as to what course to pursue.
“Eueclgsed please find copy of no-
tice calling meeting of stockholders
for the purpose thereln specified. It
liag been necessary to enldfge the
gasworks to meet the growing de-
mand for gus. To do this it will
be necessary to obtain the money
required by the sale of an issue of the
first mortgage bonds, to run not less
than ten years, and it may be ad-
vantageous to make them run twen-
ty years, Unlesa our corporate exis-
tence is extended beyond its present
termination {(May 25, 1897), belng
less than eight years from the pres-
ent time, such honds could not be
honestly placed. As it has always
been exeeedingly difficult to get the
stockholders to meet, except some
four or five, it may be highly neces-
sary to bave the vote of the shares
Yyou hold as receiver, and I trust you
will be duly authorized to vote said
stock at the mectiog aforesaid, and
be present accordingly at the time
stated, if posstbie.”’
TAXES ON SHEEP.

In the Supreme Court of the Ter-
ritory of Utah, the United States of
Ameriea, plaintiff, va. The Late
Corporation of the Church of Jesus
Chiist of Latter-lay Saints, et al.,
defendants.

To the Honorable Supreme Court:

The undersigned Receiver in the
above entitled cause reports and rep-
resents to the court, that he has re-
eeived notices of the assessments of
the sheep now iu the hands of
lessees from him, and demand made
upon him for the payment of the
taxes, and it is probable that other
demands of a like nature will be
made. 1n view of such assessments
and demands for taxes, and the
probability of otliers being made,
the Receiver respectfully asks that
the court direct him as to what ac-
tion shall be taken in reference
thereto, upon the whole or any
portion of the said sheep, and
upon any nnd all other property
now In his hands as receiver,

(airas, however, have been made
for taxes upon sheep, both in this
Territory and the Territory of Wy-
oming; and lookiug to this end he
had at the time of making the leases
last fall the followlng clause in-
serted:

““The said sheep shall be herded
and kept by said party of the sccond

art in the said Territory, and not

removed therefrom without the

written consent of the said party of
the first part.””

And according to the terms of the
leass made with these parties there
was restrietion on the right to re-
move them from the Territory of
Utai:, and that in view of the pre-
caution then taken by your receiver,
I respectfully submit to the court,
wlether by terms of the sald lease
the said parties ought to be reim-
bursed out of the funds in the hands
of the receiver for any taxes that
may have been asgessed upon the
said sheep in consequence of their
removal from the said Territory and
in viplation of the restriction in the
lease. Respectfully,

FraNk H. DYER, Receiver.

THREATENED SECOND SHEARING.

In the Bupreme Court of Utah, the
United States of America plaintiff,
vs. The Late Corpotation of the
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-
day Baints, et al., defendants.

To the Honorable Supreme Court:

Youf reeeiver in the nbove en-
titled eause teports to this court
that he has heatd that some of the
sub-lessees of W. L. Pickard, who
have in charge sheep leased to Mr.
Pickard, are threatening to shear
the sheep a second time this falland
then deliver theshorn sheep under
the lease.

On receiving such information
your recelver addressed Mr. Pick-
ard a letter, of which the annexed
is a copy, and slso telegraphed to
two of the sub-lessees, copies of
which are hereto annexed,and also
sent copier of the said tele-
grams to other parties to whom the
receiver himself had leased. Your
receiver asks the direetion of the
court as to whether he shonld take
action and what action to restrain
tbe shearing of the said sheep, or

| rely upun theresponsibllity of Mr.

Piekard to deliver the sheep in as
good eondition as when received by
him. which were unshorn sheep.

Your receiver is advised by his
counse] that Mr. Pickard is respon-
gible under the terms of the lense,
and wonld be required to return the
gheep in the same condition as when
he received them, but the receiver
begu leave to submit the matter to
this court.

Respectfully,
Franik H. DyER, Receiver.
BaLt LARE Cr1y, Aug. 19, 1889,

In his letter to Mr. Pickard, the
receiver states that in his opinion
the aheep, if shorn, could not pos-
sibly survive the winter, and ealls
atteution to the tact that the con-
tract requires the sheep to be re-
turned in a8 good condition n8 when
they were leased; that if they are
shorn it will be a violation of the
contract, and that Mr. Pickard will
be held responsible for any loss.

The telegrams to the aub-lessces
warns them not to shear the sheep.

ADVERTISING BILLS.

At today’s session the court ap-
proved the following bills forad-
vertising for bids for the Church
sheep:

NephEASIgn. oo ca e cvaie i anaas
Boaver Ttondan. ... i,
Uiah Valley Gazetle.......o..o-oiasu

$ 5.50

10,00
Provo Enguirer...coociiiinsinnnnianans 7.50
Logat Journ@l...caacaiiiiiniiniinaan. . 10.50
Utan rnmereial. .o ocveicneininena.. . 15,00
Ogder Standerd ..o, 21.00
DESERET EVENINO NEWEB............ 3300
Salt Lake Herald ..o ..o ooeeiieiiinao, 50.00
Salt Lake Fribunc......oooviniinnien.a. 87.00

LEASING THE SHEEM.

In regard to leasing the Chureh
sheep for the year beginning Sept. 1,
1889, the court made the following
order:

The following bids for the sheep
in the hands of Frank H. Dyer, re-
eeiver, are acceptable, to-wit.

Bamuel Bennion, 5000 head in the
hands of H. Armstrong and Wm.
Taylor, at 5| cents per head.

Wm. A. Bills, 2788 head now in
hjs hands, at 50 cents per hend.
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Edward 8teadman, 121 head now
in his hands, and 8] head in the
hauds of Weber Steadman, and
8450 in the hands of J. J. Freemamn,
at 50 cents per head; and %458 head
in the hands of Wm. Crump, st 40

cents Iger head.

R. H. Winder, Murray, Salt Lake
County, 700 kead in the hands of
Bimon Hibbard, at 85 cents per
head, and 40 cents per head for 507
in the hands of Wm. Parker.

John Paustgoord and James P.
Tilson, Payson "City, 419 head in
hands of Thomas Wright, at INephi,
at 40 cents per head.

Q. W. lvory, Fountain Green,
Utah, 3319 head in hands of George
Farnaworth, at 40 cents per head,

Heber A, Smith and J, H. Day,
Draper, Utah, the remainder at 40
cents per head, to wit: 'Three hun-
dred and forty-one- head in hands
of Chas. Peterson, Hilliard, Wyo.;
910 in bands of — Thompson, near
Park City, 3816 in handsof J. B.
Hunter, Mt. Pleasant, Utah; 27 in
hands of Geo. W. Bean, Holden,
Millard County; 157 head in hands
of John TIrvin, West Jordan; 803
head in hands of Geo. W. Bryan,
near Coalviile; 630'in bands of Jas.
Ni hol, ‘near Mountain Dejl, and
2504 in hands of ‘R. MeLaren.

The receiver will proceed to exe-
cute leases to the foregoing parties
in accordance with their hids here-
by accepted and with the . rder of
the court heretofore made, an.l in
all cases requiring the lessees to se-
gure the performance of their re-
spective leases by -bond with good
and sutficient sureties to be by him
approved. lo ecase any of the fore-
going bidders fail to comply with
their bids, the receiver willl) proceed
to lease any sheep left on his hands
by such fatlure on the best terms
obtainable, in all such cases requir-
ing good security from the lessees.

A PROTEST.

The following bid was submitted
for the defendants by Bishops Pres-
ton, Burton and Winder, but was
not accepted. Iti8 in the nature of
a protest against the course bheing
pursued by the court:

In the Bupreme Court of the Ter-
ritory of Utah

United States vs. The Late Cor-
poration of the Church of Jesus
Christ of Latter-day Saints and
others, defendants.

To the Court:

The petition of Wm. B. Preston,
R. T. Burton, and John R, Win-
der, in behalf of said defendants
and the intervenors in this sult, re-
spectfully shows:

That in ri-letting tlhe sheep now
in the hands of the recejver, due re-
gard should be bad to the probability
that a decision will' be rendered by
the Federal Supreme Court at an
carly date the pext session—ulti-
mately the right to anid sheep.,
Bhould said deocision be in favor of
defendanis or intervenors they
would be entitled to and would de-
sire the immediate possession of snid
sheep. If aaid sbeep are let to
petitioners any inconvenience re-
sulting from suech decision will be
avoldéd. On the other hand, if the
decision is adverse to the defend-
ants, petitioners are ready to give



