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er the pussession of certain realty, as
follows:

No. 1630, agninst David M. Stewart
et al., to recover a parcel about 20 rods
square in dlock 18, plat A, Ogilen City,
known as the Tithing Yard.

No. 1672, against K. J. Taylor and
Lowis W. Shurtliff, to “recover lots 8
and 9 in block 8, plat B, Ggden City,
being 2 acres of land, known as ¢“Tab-
eronele Grounds.?? ‘

No. 1871, against Robert M. Quarris
aod the Ubhureh Association of Weber
Btake of Zion, to recover the greater
partof block 46, plat A, Ogden City,
known as the Bhurtliff residence.

The eity of Ogden has intervened in
cases Nos, 1650 and 1671, claiming title
in the first as 2 bona tide purchaser,and
in the second by uJedication to public
uge.

The property involved in the three
cuses is estimated to be worth in the
aggregate over $2560,000. The opiuion
of couneel for the present receiver,
Jobhn A. Marshall, Esq., is that the
city has no claim; that the receiver will
probably recover in case No. 1672, No
opinion expressed to No. 1671. These
caseh are at issue, and, | am informed,
will be pressed for trinl by the re-
ceiver.

I should here state, perbaps, that the
counsel for the Chureh claim (and have
80 lestified in a bearing upon a refer-
ence of the former reeeiver’s aecounts
and acts) that there was an agreement
between the former district attorney
and the former Solicitor-General and
themselves that . these actions in the
First District Conrtshould he disinissed
and that this was in part an induce-

. ment to the Church solicitors to signu
the statement of facts before referred
to. Mr. Williams, the attorney for the
former receiver, emphatically Jiselaims
any knowledge of such apgreemeut,
and [ am informed by Mr. Marshall
that the former district attorney has
written to him to the same effect.
However, an application to filleamend-
ed answers setting up the decree of the
Supreme Court as final and a bar and
this aileged oralagreement as a bar has
been denied.

There in a suit pending in the Third
District Court against the receiverin
‘which Mary R. llitf, as complainant,
brought to quiet title to a part df lot 4,
blogk 39, plat B, 8alt Lake City sur-
vey. This suit will not be defended,
a8 the receiver makes no real claim.

Onthe 13th day of July, 1890, the
Court directed the receiver to make a
full report of his doings, and appointed
J. B. Rosborough, Esq., as special ex-
aminer to examine and report therepn.

On July &th the receiver filed his re
port, and objectlon having been made
by the receiver to Mr. Rosborough, on
the 15th of July, Marshall N. Stone,
E&g., wasappointed.

The examiner proceeded to take tes-
timony, and after a full and prolonged
examiuation filed his findiogs and
report. 1 enclose copy of the orders of
reference and copy of the report of the
examiner, which you will observe pre-
sent also the findings proposed by the
United States. To Jue time I shall
file exceptions to such part of the
report and refuse to ind as I deem
necessary. Lo the mean time, on the
16th of July, the receiver resigned, and
his resignation was accepted with the
usunl reservation, and Henry W.
Lawrence appointed, who immediately

qualified by giving bond in the sum ot
$300.000.

The receiver has sold the sheep in
his possession by order of the court,and
the personal property in his possession
Qctober1st and the value thereof may
bestated as follows:

4732 shares of Deseret Telegraph

Stock (no present value)........
£00 shares of ¢ity gzas stock, par

Wi S Dhaa 0000 0000000 goo000000000 £ 80,000 00
Cash on hand in various bankse..... 201812 83
Credita due on sheep................ 10,000 00

U 0000 0 adda eo 200000 00 .. $381,812 83

The rents of the realty in his posses-
sion hereinbefore mentioued amount to
$1000 monthly. TIn the final report o1
the former receiver mevtion 18 made of
certain parcels of realty in Ncbrasha,
and the opinion ventured that steps
shoulJ be taken to recover the same,
its value being stated at $25,000 or
35,000. The presgent receiver submiited
the abstracta of title to Mr. J. F. Gard-
per of Omaha, recommended as a
Iawyer of repute and standing, who re-
turned his opinion adverse to the claim
of the receiver and the United States.
I have examined his opinion and fully
coneur with him in the concluslons
renched.

The abstracts and opinivon will be
forwarded to you for your investigation
should you deem it necessary. The
foregolng will, I think, sufficiently ad-
vise you of the condition of affairs It
only remasins for me to specially direct
your attention to some matters which
seem to me to be of pressing momeant.

By reference to paragraph 4 of the
examiner’s repvrt you will ascertain
that up to July 15, 1890, the expenses
of the administration amounted to
$54,924.86, about 17 per cent of the sum
realized. The court hus heretofore ap-
proved every expenditure and that is
the enil of it. But it would seem de-
sirable to close this business, and as
soon as possible, as it seems to me that
A receiver is too expensive a luxury for
the fund. .

In this connection would it not be
prudent to determine at once the effect
of the decree, and whether the receiver
cal proceed tu take poszession of other
property should any be discovered? If
the decree is final in this regard there
is Do ure in keeping a receiver ane
his counsel a8 an annex to the fund.
The cases against the realty can be
pressed and determined and the fund
can be paid lnto the registry of the
court, there to remain until Congress
provides for It.

Moreover, in my judgment no other
personalty will ever be discovered.
Further,can the A ttorney-Qeneral pro-
ceed, under gection 13 of the act of
1887, to institute proceedings to forfeit
apd escheat other realty (if any)sub-
ject to be escheated, and, if so, would
it be best to investigate the Tempie
properties and titles at Manti and BSt.
George?

Fivdinge oumbers 14 and 15 pro-
posed by the United Btates (see en-
closed report) sufficiently explain my
viéw in this connection.

There are several parcels of realty |-

which the present receiver is con-
vinced was the property of the Church.
The proof, of necesslty. must he made
by hostile witnesses whn have a real
personal Interest in defeating the gov-
ernment.

The determination of these matters
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will of necessity be expensive and the
result uncertain.

Since the foregoing was written I
have filed exceptions to the examiner’s
report, and enclose a cupy herewith,

Very reapectfuily,
Cirags 8. VARIAN,
United States Attorney.
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL,
Washingtou, D. C.
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HINTS TO WRITERS.

There are now, we think, 120,000
words in the English language, says an
exchage; the possibliities in the use of
synonyms are remarkable, and we
shiould say that to the study of syno-
nyms the young writer shouid apply
bimzelf diligently. To the newspaper
writers we are fooking with solicitude
and hope, for the reason that, outaide of
the columnpe of the press, our literature
Joes not appear to be making "any pro-
gress at all. Que literature of the
press is, on tiie other hand, constantly
improving, and in the last. ten years
that improvement has been marked.

Btill there is a chance for improve-
ment, and it occurs to us that the
bepetting sin of our newspaper writers
at this timeis a devotion to absurdisnis
—for example, the tov common usage
of that negroisin ¢‘like*’ for ‘as if *—
‘it looks like it was going to rain.”’
This absurdity runs riotin prints south
of Mason and" Dixon’s line, and has
crept acroes the line here in the West
to shoek us with a sporadic appearance
in ourdiurnal publications.

There is no such word as ““‘wended;*
the past of ““wend?’is “went.’§ A man
cannot be suid to bave wended his
way. He either went his way or he
has gone his way.

“Likewise” is often erroneously used
for “‘also;’* likewise couplies actions or
states of belng; aiso classes together
things or qualities.

Commence should not be used when
begin can be instead.

Transpire 1s never 8 synonym of
happen.

Weary ig a transitive verboniy; it is,
therefore,, highly improper to say
“One wearies of Jife.» .

Do mot use “in our midst’’> when
you mean “in the wiidst of us.”?

Do not use “anybow?’ when you
mean ‘‘any way.»

Bu exceedlugly careful in placing
that small but potent word ‘-only.”
Nine times out of ten it is misplaced.

- “Do not confound ‘evidence’® with
‘testlmony.’ *’.

Never use “‘above® as an adjective.
“The above extract’ is a barbarism.
Nor should you ever use ‘‘then’’ as an
adjective—e. g. *‘the then king»—
awfull

Do not confound“try?? with ““make,*?
You make—not try— un experiment.

A common error is the use of “‘ex-
cessively?’ when “execeedingly® is in-
tended.

Dn oot confound ‘‘never” and
“ever;” “‘never isan adverb of time,
““aver’ may be an adverb of degree.
The sun ‘‘sets’’ and a hen “sits.”?

A proposal and a proposition are dif-
ferent thinys.

Be careful not to confound “alude’?
with “‘refer®’ or “*advert:»

“3o” Is an adverb of degree and
“guch?’ is and adjective of kind.




