
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH

IN THE MATTER OF THE UNITED

EFFORT PLAN TRUST, (Dated

November 9, 1942, Amended

April 10, 1946, and Amended

and Restated on November 3,

1998); and its, TRUSTEES,

including known trustees TRUMAN

BARLOW, WARREN JEFFS, LEROY

JEFFS, WINSTON BLACKMORE, JAMES

ZITTING and WILLIAM E. JESSOP

a/k/a WILLIAM E. TIMPSON and

DOE TRUSTEES I THROUGH IX.

                              Civil No.  053900848

                              Judge Denise Posse Lindberg

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

DEPOSITION OF WILLIAM JESSOP

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

TAKEN AT:                         Callister Nebeker & McCullough

                                          Zions Bank Building, Suite 900

                                          10 East South Temple

                                          Salt Lake City, Utah 84133

DATE:                                September 22, 2008

TIME:                                 11:30 a.m.

REPORTED BY:                   Michelle Mallonee, RPR

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 2

APPEARANCES1

.2

For Plaintiff Bruce Wisan, as the Court-Appointed3

Special Fiduciary of the United Effort Plan Trust:4

ZACHARY T. SHIELDS, ESQ.5

MICHAEL D. STANGER, ESQ.6

CALLISTER NEBEKER & MCCULLOUGH7

Zions Bank Building, Suite 9008

10 East South Temple9

Salt Lake City, Utah 8413310

.11

For the Movants:12

RODNEY R. PARKER, ESQ.13

SNOW, CHRISTENSEN & MARTINEAU14

10 Exchange Place15

Eleventh Floor16

Salt Lake City, Utah 8414517

.18

JAMES C. BRADSHAW, ESQ.19

BROWN, BRADSHAW & MOFFAT20

10 West Broadway21

Suite 21022

Salt Lake City, Utah 8410123

.24

.25

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 3

For Colorado City, Hildale City, and Other1

Beneficiaries:2

BLAKE HAMILTON, ESQ.3

STIRBA & ASSOCIATES4

215 South State Street5

Suite 7506

Salt Lake City, Utah 841117

.8

ALSO PRESENT: Isaac Wyler, Daniel Johnson,9

Merlin Jessop10

.11

.12

.13

.14

.15

.16

.17

.18

.19

.20

.21

.22

.23

.24

.25

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 4

                     INDEX1

WITNESS                                  PAGE2

    WILLIAM JESSOP3

Examination by Mr. Shields                   54

.5

                    EXHIBITS6

EXHIBIT NO.                              PAGE7

1  Subpoena and Subpoena Duces Tecum         58

2  Letter to Willie Jessop from Jeffrey L.   139

   Shields, dated November 12, 200710

3  Memorandum in Support of Emergency       13 11

   Motion for Stay of Sales of Trust Property12

4  Memorandum in Opposition to Emergency    26213

   Motion for Stay of Sales of Trust Property14

5  Reply in Support of Motion for Stay     26215

   of Sales of Trust Property16

6  Cover letter from Rodney R. Parker to   29417

   Judge Lindberg, dated August 29, 2008;18

   Letter to Judge Lindberg from19

   Willie Jessop, dated August 22, 200820

7  Hand-drawn Map                        31821

.22

.23

.24

.25



                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 5

           Deposition of William Jessop1

               September 22, 20082

                  PROCEEDINGS3

                Exhibit-1 marked4

  William Jessop, having been first duly5

sworn, was examined and testified as follows:6

EXAMINATION7

BY-MR.SHIELDS:8

Q.   Will you state your full name for the9

record.10

A.   William Roy Jessop.11

Q.   Is that the name you go by, or what12

name do you usually go by?13

A.   Willie.14

Q.   Willie Jessop?15

A.   Yes.16

Q.   Willie, have you ever had your17

deposition taken before?18

A.   I don't recall.  I don't think so.19

Q.   Has your attorney been able to explain20

how it works, or would you like me to explain21

briefly how the system works?22

A.   I think I understand how it works.  We23

can proceed.24

Q.   Generally, we have a court reporter25
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here.  She's going to take down everything that we1

say.  Therefore, it's important that we don't speak2

at the same time. It's hard for her to do that.3

  Also, we should answer questions with4

"yes" or "no" and not a nod of the head or5

"uh-huh" or "huh-uh." That's difficult for her to6

transcribe.7

  I will ask you questions.  You are8

under oath. You are to answer those questions,9

unless your attorney instructs you not to answer10

them.  Your attorney may make objections, which11

he's entitled to do on the record. But unless he12

instructs you not to answer, you are to go ahead13

and answer the questions.14

  Any questions?15

A.   Yes.  What is Mr. Wyler represent while16

he's here?17

Q.   Isaac Wyler?18

A.   Yes.19

Q.   He's in the room here.  He is a20

part-time employee of the Fiduciary for the trust.21

  MR. PARKER:  So are you designating him22

as the party representative?23

  MR. SHIELDS:  I don't--we haven't24

thought that through here.  I thought we were25
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allowing nonparties to be here.  Let's put on the1

record who you have here in the room.2

  THE WITNESS:  But they're a party to3

it.4

  MR. PARKER:  They're parties, but he's5

not.6

  MR. SHIELDS:  I don't think Mr. Hamilton7

is a party to this.8

  MR. PARKER:  We'll let Mr. Hamilton9

speak for himself.10

  MR. SHIELDS:  Are you objecting to Mr.11

Wyler's being here?12

  MR. PARKER:  I am.13

  MR. SHIELDS:  What's the basis for your14

objection?15

  MR. PARKER:  He's not a party, unless16

you designate him as a party representative.17

  MR. SHIELDS:  Are you objecting to Mr.18

Hamilton's being here?19

  MR. PARKER:  No.20

  THE WITNESS:  Even though he's not a21

party, you're just not objecting to it?22

  MR. PARKER:  Right.23

  MR. SHIELDS:  Well, I just want to put24

on the record, I don't think you have--even though25

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 8

you objected, I don't think you have a right to1

exclude him. But we'll designate him as the party2

representative so he'll be allowed to be here.  And3

we'll proceed from there.4

  Any other questions?5

  MR. MERLIN JESSOP:  I'm having a hard6

time hearing you.  Will you speak up a little more.7

  MR. SHIELDS:  Okay.  Do you want to8

move a little closer here to the witness and to9

myself, or . . .10

  MR. MERLIN JESSOP:  Whatever.11

  MR. SHIELDS: Why don't we put on the12

record who we have here.  We have Blake Hamilton,13

and you don't represent a party in this matter, but14

you do represent who?15

  MR. HAMILTON:  Colorado City and16

Hildale, and other members of the, I guess, the17

charitable class.18

  MR. SHIELDS:  Okay.  And would you19

state your name for the record?20

  MR. MERLIN JESSOP:  She just got it.21

  MR. BRADSHAW:  I think we did that.  We22

all went around and--23

  MR. SHIELDS:  Well, she wasn't on the24

record at that time, was she?25
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  MR. BRADSHAW:  Well, she got the names.1

  MR. MERLIN JESSOP:  Merlin Jessop.2

  MR. JOHNSON:  Dan Johnson.  I'm a3

movant.4

  MR. BRADSHAW:  Jim Bradshaw.5

  MR. SHIELDS:  And you represent . . .6

  MR. BRADSHAW:  All the movants.7

  MR. SHIELDS:  And we have Rod Parker8

already, and the witness.9

BY MR. SHIELDS:10

Q.   Okay.  Any other questions about how the11

proceeding takes place?12

A.   Nope.13

Q.   Now, you have some documents in front of14

you.  Do you intend to refer to those to refresh15

your memory during the deposition?16

A.   Not necessarily.17

Q.   Well, let's either put them away them,18

then, or let's have them marked as exhibits--or at19

least let me review what you've got here.20

  MR. BRADSHAW:  That's totally unrelated.21

  MR. PARKER:  I'm going to say, yeah. 22

We'll just hold onto them.23

BY MR. SHIELDS:24

Q.   You were conferring with your counsel25
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there. Did you want to make a statement or have a1

question?2

A.   No.  I was just conferring with counsel.3

Q.   Okay.  Let me hand you what's been4

marked as Exhibit 1.  I have a copy for your5

counsel.6

  I'm sorry, I didn't know there would be7

other counsel here, and I don't have other copies.8

  Would you identify this for the record?9

A.   It's a complaint that I had counsel10

file.11

  MR. PARKER:  No, it's not.  You need to12

read it more carefully.  It's your subpoena.13

  THE WITNESS:  Gotcha.14

BY MR. SHIELDS:15

Q.   Now, if you want to make a statement on16

the record, let's make it loud enough so we can all17

hear it. Or if you want to go off the record and18

consult with counsel, that's appropriate--as long19

as there's not a question pending, that's20

appropriate, as well.21

  Would you identify this document?22

A.   It states that it's a subpoena.23

Q.   This is directed to you, is it not?24

A.   Correct.25
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Q.   Have you seen this document before?1

A.   I'm not sure.2

Q.   But you were here based on a subpoena. 3

Is that correct?4

A.   Correct.5

Q.   You did not--you don't remember6

reviewing this document, then?7

A.   I was made aware that it was here.  It8

was picked up by my counsel, and he made me aware9

that I needed to be here.10

Q.   Did you review the Document Production11

Request in this subpoena?12

A.   I did review that with counsel, yes.13

Q.   Would you turn to the last page of the14

subpoena, it's labeled "Exhibit A."15

  MR. PARKER:  Kind of in the middle.16

BY MR. SHIELDS:17

Q.   Oh, excuse me.  It isn't the last page. 18

I apologize.  There's is an Exhibit B on here.19

  MR. PARKER:  It's the last page of20

Exhibit A.21

  MR. SHIELDS:  It is--exactly right.  It22

is the one page of Exhibit A.  There is a cover23

sheet above that.24

BY MR. SHIELDS:25
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Q.   Did you review this with counsel, or1

have you seen this before?2

A.   I haven't seen it, but we talked briefly3

on the phone about it.4

Q.   Okay.  I just want to--before we get5

going, to put on the record that--your response to6

this request for this subpoena for documents--would7

you read the first one into the record?8

A.   "All matters relating to, or referenced9

in, the Emergency Motion For Stay of Sales of Trust10

Property, dated August 18, 2008, and memorandum11

filed in support of the opposition thereto."12

Q.   And have you produced any documents in13

response to this?14

A.   I'm not sure that we've had any15

documents to respond to.16

  MR. PARKER:  Are you saying this--does17

this refer to Question No. 1 or to Exhibit A? 18

Because we have produced documents in response to19

Exhibit A.20

  MR. SHIELDS:  Yeah.  I'm talking21

paragraph 1 of Exhibit A.22

  MR. PARKER:  There were no documents23

produced in response to 1.24

BY MR. SHIELDS:25
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Q.   Is that correct?1

A.   Correct.2

Q.   Do you have any documents relevant, or3

responsive, to that?4

A.   Not that I can think of.5

Q.   Did you search for any documents?6

A.   I was unclear as to what it is that I7

was trying to search for.8

Q.   And why is it you were unclear?9

A.   Because--I don't have any documents that10

I'm aware of that fits into what this is asking11

for.12

Q.   So is it that you don't have the13

documents, or you were just unclear what you should14

have been searching for?15

A.   Possibly both.  I'm not sure what--I16

don't have any documents that I'm aware of that17

would meet this.18

Q.   Why don't we do this before we go19

further.  I'll hand you a couple of other exhibits20

here. 21

             Exhibits-2thru3 marked22

BY MR. SHIELDS:23

Q.   I'll hand you what's been marked as24

Exhibits 2 and 3.  Would you briefly review those25
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documents?1

  Are you familiar with these documents?2

A.   I'm familiar with Exhibit 3, but not3

Exhibit 2.4

Q.   I would--okay.  You've never seen5

Exhibit 2 before?6

A.   I have not.  I've seen some--there7

appears to be some photographs of some receipts and8

some things in it, but as far as the document by9

itself, no.10

Q.   Are you familiar with any of the11

documents inside of Exhibit 2?12

A.   There appears to be things like a check,13

and things like that, that I have written.14

Q.   I would represent this was produced to15

me by your counsel as your response to the subpoena16

for production of documents.17

A.   So this is a compilation of all that. 18

Is that--19

Q.   I'm asking:  Did you provide these20

documents to your attorney?21

A.   I would need to confer with counsel.22

Q.   Well, you can answer the question first.23

A.   What was all produced was through my24

counsel. And what they forwarded to you is25
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something I would need to consult with them on.1

Q.   So you didn't give these to counsel?2

A.   I could have.3

Q.   What does that mean, you could have?4

  MR. PARKER:  They were given to us by5

someone who was working for Mr. Jessop.  That's how6

that--that's the source of these documents.7

BY MR. SHIELDS:8

Q.   Okay.  Let me get the--so you didn't9

personally give these to counsel?10

A.   I didn't personally hand them to him,11

no.  But I had several documents that I wanted him12

to look at to see if they pertained to what you13

was asking for.14

Q.   And did you give those to counsel, or15

did somebody else?16

A.   I had them given to him.17

Q.   So somebody else gave them to him?18

A.   Yes.19

Q.   Who was that somebody else?20

A.   One of my assistants.21

Q.   And what was his or her name?22

A.   I'm not sure which one he--made23

contacted with him.24

Q.   How many assistants do you have?25
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A.   Many.1

Q.   And what are their names?2

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Relevance.3

  THE  WITNESS: Exactly.4

  MR. SHIELDS:  Objection noted.5

  THE WITNESS: In what aspect?6

BY MR. SHIELDS:7

Q.   No, I said what are the name of your8

assistants?9

A.   Which ones?  I have many operations and10

many things.  Which assistants are you attacking?11

Q.   If you are not able to identify which12

one, I guess it would be all of them.13

A.   If you're asking me who all my14

assistants are, and to all--I think you've got to15

be more specific.16

Q.   No.  I'm asking the names of your17

assistants.18

A.   Rob Parker is an assistant, Jim Bradshaw19

is an assistant, Dan's an assistant, Merlin's an20

assistant. Where are you going with it?21

Q.   They're assistants of you?  Are they22

employees?23

A.   They've assisted me, yes.  I didn't say24

employees.25



                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 17

Q.   Now, you've testified that you didn't1

produce these documents to Mr. Parker, that your2

assistant did?3

A.   I had documents sent to Mr. Parker.4

Q.   And I'm saying by whom?5

A.   I'm not sure which assistant gave them6

to him, no.7

Q.   But can you limit it down to who your8

assistants are that it could have been?9

A.   I can't.10

Q.   Well then, would you then identify,11

again, who all your assistants are?  Everyone who12

has assisted you in connection with this13

litigation.14

A.   I can't.15

  MR. PARKER:  Objection.16

  THE WITNESS:  I can't.  I wasn't here,17

I was in another place.  And I sent--I had a18

compilation of different things, and I had them19

forwarded.  And who was all involved in helping to20

get those documents to my counsel, I don't know who21

all they were.22

BY MR. SHIELDS:23

Q.   So you weren't involved at all with 24

who--you have no idea who gave these to counsel?25
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A.   I'm sure there was people that was1

trying to help respond to this subpoena.2

Q.   I'm asking for their names.3

A.   I don't know who all they are.4

Q.   Can you give me one of their names?5

A.   Myself.6

Q.   I think you testified you didn't provide7

these to counsel.  Isn't that correct?8

A.   I assisted in sending things to counsel.9

Q.   Any of these documents in Exhibit 2? 10

Because I think you just testified you didn't.11

A.   These could have been sent to him, yes. 12

These were sent to counsel.13

Q.   Yeah, you say they "could have been,"14

but didn't you testify you did not send them to15

counsel?16

A.   I, personally, did not send them to17

counsel.18

Q.   My question is:  Who did?19

A.   I don't know.20

Q.   And you won't give me the name of one21

assistant?22

A.   How do I give you a name to someone I23

don't know who it was?24

Q.   Well, tell me what you did, then.  Just25
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tell me what the process was to get these1

documents?2

A.   Counsel requested some documents, and I3

went through what I thought I had and forwarded4

them.  And what the process was to get them in his5

hands, I don't know what--6

Q.   Forwarded them to who?  You said you7

went through what you had and forwarded them.  How8

did you forward them?9

A.   Some of them may have been through an10

email, and some of them may have been mailed.11

Q.   And who did you email to?12

A.   To Mr. Parker.13

Q.   So you are telling me you did produce14

these directly to Mr. Parker?15

A.   I didn't personally give them to Mr.16

Parker, no.17

Q.   Did you email them?18

A.   There could have been some that I19

emailed to him, yes.20

Q.   Could have been?  Again, does that 21

mean--22

A.   I don't know which emails I got.  I23

don't know.24

Q.   You don't remember--where did you find25
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these documents?1

A.   Which document?2

Q.   Exhibit 2.3

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.4

  THE WITNESS:  Which page in particular? 5

Because they came from different places.6

BY MR. SHIELDS:7

Q.   Well, then, let's go through them and8

you can tell me which came from which.  I just9

want to know:  You have represented this is your10

response to the subpoena?11

A.   Correct.12

Q.   Correct?  And are there any other13

documents responsive to the subpoena that you14

haven't produced?15

A.   We've produced all that we're aware of16

to the subpoena.17

Q.   So the answer to that question is:  No,18

there are no other documents?19

A.   Not that I'm aware of.20

Q.   And what was the process you did to21

find these documents?  Where did you find them?22

A.   Reviewed through my files and found all23

that I thought was pertaining to it and had it24

forwarded to Mr. Parker.25
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Q.   And where were those files located?1

A.   Which file, in particular, are you2

looking at?3

Q.   Anything that you produced.4

A.   It could have been in my briefcase; it5

could have been in my computer; they might have6

been in my office; they might have been at my home.7

Q.   Okay.  You say "could have/might have." 8

You were the one that produced--9

A.   Which document in particular are you10

talking?11

Q.   Any and all in Exhibit 2.12

  MR. BRADSHAW:  Object to the form.13

  MR. SHIELDS:  Objection noted.14

  THE WITNESS:  Which document are you15

concerned where it came from?16

BY MR. SHIELDS:17

Q.   Every document in Exhibit 2.18

A.   I don't know exactly which one was19

pulled from what exact location.20

Q.   Did you have some in your briefcase?21

A.   I could have.22

Q.   When you say, "I could have," does that23

mean "I don't remember"?24

A.   I don't recall exactly where each paper25
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was picked from, no.1

Q.   But you were the one that pulled these2

out of your files and had them forwarded to your3

attorney?4

A.   Correct.5

Q.   And you don't know anyone else involved6

in that besides you and your attorney?7

A.   I don't know who was involved in all8

that got them here to him, no.9

Q.   I think you testified that you emailed10

them to Rod directly?11

A.   There may have been some that was12

emailed.  I don't recall to how each page was sent.13

Q.   Any that didn't go directly to Rod, how14

did they go?15

A.   I'd have to confer with counsel how he16

received them.17

Q.   But you don't have any personal18

knowledge?19

A.   I forwarded them to him.20

Q.   Any person besides you and Rod involved21

with gathering and producing these documents?22

A.   I don't know of any.  I don't know who23

they were.24

Q.   And so your earlier testimony that you25

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 23

used an assistant, are you changing that--1

A.   There could have been an assistant that2

helped find some of these documents.3

Q.   Now, these were just produced on Friday. 4

Is that correct?5

A.   To my understanding.6

Q.   Okay.  So it wasn't that long ago, was7

it?8

A.   I don't know when he received them. 9

But no, I think some of these documents were10

produced clear back in '07.  This one right here11

says--12

Q.   When I say "produced," I meant were13

given to us in response to this subpoena.14

A.   This document here was produced back in15

February.16

Q.   Okay.  You didn't produce that--you17

didn't give that to us in February, did you?18

A.   No, I didn't.19

Q.   When were these given to us--to our law20

firm?21

A.   What day Mr. Parker received them, I'm22

not sure.23

Q.   I would represent we received them on24

Friday, three days ago.25
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A.   Then that's when you received them.1

Q.   When did you give them to Mr. Parker?2

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  I instruct the3

witness not to answer.4

  MR. SHIELDS:  As to when--5

  MR. PARKER:  Privilege.6

  MR. SHIELDS: --as to when he gave his7

documents--8

  MR. PARKER:  Communication, yes.9

  MR. SHIELDS:  Okay.10

BY MR. SHIELDS:11

Q.   But you have no recollection of the name12

of any other person involved with gathering,13

producing documents but yourself and Mr. Parker. 14

Is that correct?15

A.   That's correct.16

Q.   Okay.  Why don't you--have you reviewed17

Exhibit 3?18

A.   Yes.19

Q.   Would you identify this for the record?20

A.   It appears to be a photocopy of a21

motion we made in front of the judge.22

Q.   Would you turn to--I guess it would be23

page .18.  It's not numbered, but it's right after24

page .17.  Turn one more page.  Actually, no.  It25
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would be earlier.  It's not numbered.  But there's1

some pages between page 17 and 18.  It's the first2

one after page .17.3

  I would note, for the record, this4

document has a page .17, then it has three pages5

that are not numbered, and then it has a page .186

after that.7

  Do you see that?8

A.   That's what it appears.9

Q.   Okay.  And the first page after page10

.17, it's entitled, "Verification."  Do you see11

that?12

A.   Correct.13

Q.   And is that your signature?14

A.   It is.15

Q.   And did you sign this document, then?16

A.   No, I signed one that--this appears to17

be photocopy of something I've signed.18

Q.   You signed the original.  Is that19

correct?20

A.   Correct.21

Q.   And that is a photocopy?22

A.   It appears.23

Q.   And so you were verifying the--that the24

statements in this document are true to the best of25
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your knowledge and belief?1

A.   That is correct.2

Q.   And is that true?  Are these statements3

in this document true to the best--4

A.   To my best knowledge, correct.5

Q.   And you so you haven't changed 6

anything--have you changed your opinion or your7

understanding since you signed this?8

A.   No.9

Q.   Okay.  On so on August 15th, you10

verified that this memorandum is true to the best11

of your knowledge and belief; and today you, again,12

testify that they are true to the best of your13

knowledge and belief?14

A.   To the best of my knowledge, correct.15

Q.   And belief?16

A.   And belief.17

Q.   Okay.  All right.  Well, let's go back18

to Exhibit 1, then.  That helps us, I think, with19

our questions here on Exhibit A.  Because No. 120

asked about--asked you to produce all documents21

relating to or referred to in the emergency motion22

and the memoranda filed in support, which would be,23

again, Exhibit 3.  Do you see that?24

A.   What page are you looking at?25
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Q.   Looking at Exhibit A on Exhibit 1.  I1

think you're in the wrong exhibit there.2

A.   You said Exhibit 3.3

Q.   Exhibit A.  Okay.  Going back to No. 1,4

then.5

  Is it your testimony that you have6

produced each and every document that relates to or7

referenced in Exhibit 3?8

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  That misstates his9

testimony.10

  MR. SHIELDS:  Let me ask him then:  Is11

that your testimony?12

  MR. PARKER:  Been asked and answered.13

  MR. SHIELDS:  I want to clarify his14

testimony. Go ahead.15

  THE WITNESS:  Asked and answered.16

BY MR. SHIELDS:17

Q.   That's right, and that objection's been18

noted. My question is this:  Is it your testimony19

that you have produced each and every document20

that's responsive--21

A.   I've answered the question previously.22

Q.   Okay.  But unless your attorney23

instructs you not to answer, you need to answer24

again.25
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  Is it your testimony that you--1

A.   I previously answer the question.2

Q.   And what is the answer?3

A.   The answer was yes.4

Q.   How about paragraph 2?5

  MR. PARKER:  I'll just clarify.  I6

think the answer was that he had no documents in7

response to No. 1.8

  MR. SHIELDS:  Okay.  But he also--the9

answer is yes, meaning that there is nothing--10

BY MR. SHIELDS:11

Q.   You are not aware of any document that12

responds to this request, paragraph 1.  Is that13

correct?14

A.   I am unaware of any documents that we15

haven't already produced.16

Q.   That are responsive to paragraph 1?17

A.   Correct.18

Q.   How about paragraph 2?19

A.   What about it?20

Q.   Are you aware of any documents21

responsive to this request?22

A.   I'm unaware of any.23

Q.   And so you don't have any documents24

dealing with the management or administration of25
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the United Effort Plan Trust?1

A.   I don't have any.2

Q.   Have you had some in the past?3

A.   Not that I recall.4

Q.   Have you been involved at all with the5

management and administration of the trust?6

A.   In what capacity?7

Q.   In any capacity.8

  MR. PARKER:  Are you limiting this to9

the time period of your subpoena?10

  MR. SHIELDS:  Yes.11

  MR. PARKER:  So from January 1, 2005,12

forward, is the question?13

  MR. SHIELDS:  Yes.14

  THE WITNESS:  I'm not clear as to what15

it is that the question is.16

BY MR. SHIELDS:17

Q.   From January 1, 2005, to now, have you18

ever been involved in the management or19

administration of the trust?20

A.   Not that I am aware of.  I mean, I used21

the property.22

Q.   Other than, then, as a trust23

participant, or a member of the class, you've never24

been involved with it?25
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A.   I use the property.1

Q.   What do you mean by that?2

A.   I'm unsure what your question is as to3

the management and the administration of it.  I4

need to be--you need to be specific as to what you5

are asking me.6

Q.   I'm asking about the management of the7

trust or the administration of the trust.  Do you8

know what those terms mean?9

A.   Please give some verification.10

Q.   Some verification?11

A.   Yes.12

Q.   Do you mean explanation as to what those13

terms mean?14

A.   Yeah.  Clarify what it is you are15

asking.  What is your definition of "management"16

that you are asking me to answer?17

Q.   Well, generally the control, management,18

administering, running the trust, operating the19

trust, making decisions on behalf--20

A.   I don't make decisions on behalf of the21

trust itself.  I make decisions based on the use of22

what the intent of the trust is.23

Q.   And would you explain that further?24

A.   No.  Because I don't understand your25
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question.1

Q.   Now, you just said you make decisions2

regarding that the intent--3

A.   I'm using the--I'm a member of the4

people that have access to the trust.  I'm someone5

that is using the land.6

Q.   Other than that, you've had no role with7

the trust at all?8

A.   Not that I am aware of.9

Q.   Have you ever attended a meeting of the10

trustees of the trust?11

A.   Which members?  Which trustees?  I mean,12

are you talking the new trustees, old trustees? 13

What are you talking about?14

Q.   This question is ever, so that means15

from the beginning of the trust until how.16

A.   I may have.  I mean, that's an awful17

broad question.18

Q.   And when you say "may have," does that19

mean you don't remember for sure?20

A.   That means it's a very broad question.21

Q.   I understand it's broad, and that's why22

I want to clear it.  Do you have any recollection23

of ever attending a meeting of the trustees?24

A.   I can give you a broad answer.25
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  MR. PARKER:  Are you talking about a1

meeting? I'm going to object to the form of the2

question as being vague as to what you mean by3

"meeting."4

  MR. SHIELDS:  And I'll clarify.  A5

"meeting" is any time the trustees got together to6

discuss the business of the trust--anything to do7

with the trust.8

  MR. PARKER:  As an official meeting, 9

or--10

  MR. SHIELDS:  Doesn't have to be11

official.12

  MR. PARKER:  --they were in the same13

room?14

  MR. SHIELDS:  Doesn't have to be15

official.16

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the question as17

beyond the scope of the relevant inquiry here.18

  MR. SHIELDS:  Objection noted.19

  THE WITNESS:  I don't know what your20

question is.  Have I ever been in a meeting when21

people have discussed the management of the trust? 22

I don't know what you are asking.23

BY MR. SHIELDS:24

Q.   Yeah, that's the question.25
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A.   I may have.1

Q.   When you say you may have, you don't2

remember it?3

A.   Are you asking me to recall all the4

meetings I've ever had and who was there?  I mean,5

you are asking a broad question that I don't know6

the scope of what it is you're asking.7

Q.   I'm asking if you recall meetings8

regarding the trust--with the trustees of the9

trust.10

A.   Who are the trustees you're talking11

about?12

Q.   Any trustee of the trust at the time,13

if they were a trustee at the time.14

A.   What time?15

Q.   Any time.16

A.   I don't understand what your question17

is.  It's too broad to understood how to answer it.18

Q.   We'll move on, but . . .19

  Paragraph 3, would you read that?20

A.   "Your occupancy or use of any property21

of the Trust, from January 1, 2005, to the present-22

including agriculture and business property.  This23

includes, but is not limited to, correspondence,24

notices, petitions, agreements, leases related to25
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the property of the Trust."1

Q.   Okay.  Have you produced every document2

that you have that are responsive to paragraph No.3

3?4

A.   To my best knowledge, yes.5

Q.   Okay.  Why don't you tell me about your6

occupancy and use of trust property.  Do you live7

on trust property?8

A.   Define the trust.9

Q.   The United Effort Plan Trust.10

A.   I believe I do.11

Q.   And where do you live?12

A.   Which aspect?13

Q.   Where is your house?  Do you have more14

than one house?15

A.   I use more than one parcel of the16

property.17

Q.   Okay.  Just tell me each parcel of the18

property that you use or reside in.19

A.   I use the property where my home is20

located, and the pastures surrounding it, and I21

use--22

Q.   And just--why don't we identify, what's23

the address of that?24

A.   I believe it's 525 Field Avenue.  Well,25
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starting, and it's through the--there's a cross1

section on Homestead and Field.2

Q.   Okay.  Explain that.3

A.   I use the properties near the4

intersections of Homestead and Field.5

Q.   Homestead is another street?6

A.   Correct.7

Q.   And what town is this in?8

A.   This would be in Hildale.9

Q.   And is this more than one parcel of10

property?11

A.   I don't know.  What parcels are you12

referring to?13

Q.   How many acres?14

A.   I don't know the acres.  I'm guessing15

it's probably three to four.16

Q.   And that includes a home?17

A.   Correct.18

Q.   Is there more than one home?19

A.   No.  There's a barn, there's pastures. 20

There's a garden, there's corrals.21

Q.   Any buildings besides a barn and a home?22

A.   A shop.23

Q.   And this is all one area--it's all24

together?25
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A.   Correct.1

Q.   And it's at the--near the intersection2

of Field Avenue and Homestead Avenue?3

A.   Yes.  On both sides of the intersection4

there.5

Q.   Oh, it's on both sides of the6

intersection?7

A.   Correct.8

Q.   Okay.  And how long have you lived9

there?10

A.   Since I built my home.11

Q.   You built the home there on this piece12

of property?13

A.   That's correct.14

Q.   And how long have you lived there? 15

What year did you . . .16

A.   I  moved in--I moved to that home in17

October of 2003. 18

Q.   And it was new at that time?  You had19

just built it?20

A.   No, I used it as an office prior to21

that.22

Q.   So when did you first start using the23

property?24

A.   I believe it was around 2000.25
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Q.   Where did you live prior to October1

2003?2

A.   I had a residence in Oakland,3

California.4

Q.   And how long were you there?5

A.   Couple of years.6

Q.   You had no residence on trust property7

during that time?8

A.   Yes.  I had residence at my father's.9

Q.   Okay.  Where did you live before10

Oakland, California?11

A.   455 Jessop Avenue.12

Q.   And did you live with family there, or13

was this your own home?14

A.   I lived with family.15

Q.   Your parents?  Or when you say "family,"16

do you mean wives and children, or do you mean17

parents?18

A.   It would be parents.19

Q.   So have you ever been head of household20

in a home on trust property other than this home on21

Field Avenue?22

A.   Not that I'm aware of.23

Q.   How long did you live at 455 Jessop24

Avenue?25
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A.   Until 2003.1

Q.   When did you move in there?2

A.   I don't recall.  It was--I don't know. 3

I just I assume when I was born.4

Q.   So you basically grew up there?5

A.   Correct.6

Q.   You're not aware of living in any home7

prior to that?8

A.   No.9

Q.   So you lived on Jessop Avenue until10

2001, I guess, and then moved to Oakland,11

California for a couple of years?12

A.   I always had a residence--I always had a13

home in Hildale, either at my father's home or at14

my home.15

Q.   Then in 2003 you built your own home16

and moved into it?17

A.   No.  I built the home prior to 2003,18

and I used it as a corporate office for my19

business, and then I later moved into it.20

Q.   So it was in October 2003 that you21

moved into that home.22

A.   As a residence, correct.23

Q.   Okay.  Any other property besides this24

field Avenue/Homestead property, and the Jessop25
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Avenue property that you have ever used or lived in1

on trust land?2

A.   Yes.  I've used the--what is known as3

the Berry Knoll property, and I've used some of the4

property up in the canyon, and I've used property5

north of the highway.  I've used property most6

commonly known as the feedlots.  I've used7

property--some of the different vacant properties8

around the community.9

Q.   All right.  Why don't you tell me about10

your use of the property.  Let's start with the11

Berry Knoll.  When have you used that property, and12

how have you used it?13

A.   I've maintained a use on it since14

approximately, I think it was around 2004.15

Q.   That's when you first began to use that16

property?17

A.   On a regular basis.18

Q.   And why don't you tell us the19

circumstances of that?20

A.   I started using it to graze cattle.21

Q.   In approximately 2004?22

A.   Correct.23

Q.   And when we talk about Berry Knoll24

property, will you describe what property you are25
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referring to?1

A.   That's just what it is known as.2

Q.   What is it, for the record, so someone3

would be able to understand?4

A.   It's commonly known as the Berry Knoll5

property, and it goes--backs up to Centennial Park,6

and backs up to, I think, Black property.  And7

that's what it's commonly known as.8

Q.   How many acres is it?9

A.   I'm not sure.  I believe it was around10

five or 600.  I'm not sure.11

Q.   And did you use the entire five or 60012

acres, or just portions of it, or . . .?13

A.   I've used all of it at times.14

Q.   Is it divided into separate pastures, or15

is all one. . .16

A.   Correct.  We put in some pastures17

dividers.18

Q.   Okay.  But you've used every piece of19

it at times?20

A.   Yes.  I also was helped--when it was21

part of Barry Knolls, it was my uncles that took it22

out of sage brush and put in the water systems.23

Q.   And when did that happen?24

A.   In the 80s.25
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Q.   In the 80s it was--prior to that time1

it was sage brush?2

A.   It was known as Berry Knoll Farms. 3

Then it was developed by--one of my uncles was4

involved in that--5

Q.   What uncle?6

A.   --a couple of my uncles.7

Q.   What were their names?8

A.   Thomas Steed, John Steed.9

Q.   So it was sage brush in the 80s.  And10

then during the 80s they improved it?11

A.   Correct.12

Q.   And they turned it into farm property? 13

Is that correct?14

A.   Correct.15

Q.   And did they irrigate it?16

A.   Correct.17

Q.   And they put in irrigation pivots?18

A.   Correct.19

Q.   And they planted seed.  Is that correct?20

A.   That is correct.21

Q.   Did they use it for grazing, or strictly22

for farming during that time?23

A.   I think there was some both.24

Q.   Okay.  And how long were they involved25
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with the property?1

A.   I don't recall.2

Q.   Were they still involved in 2004 when3

you began grazing it?4

A.   What their involvements have been, I'm5

not sure. I think it was transferred out of their6

name into UEP's name at some point.7

Q.   Oh, at one point they actually owned it?8

A.   Correct.9

Q.   And then it was transferred.  Do you10

know when that happened?11

A.   I don't.12

Q.   And was there a time that they stopped13

irrigating this property?14

A.   There could have.  I mean--in other15

words, it's been irrigated as to rain and as to16

different circumstances.17

Q.   I'm not talking about rain, I'm talking18

about the irrigation pivots, the watering system19

that was--because my understanding was that--20

A.   I don't know what they've done.  I21

don't recall all the actions that they have done.22

Q.   But you've been using this property23

since 2004. Is that correct?24

A.   I was on it prior to that, but I had a25
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more active role, personally, after that in 2004.1

Q.   Explain your use prior to 2004.2

A.   I was part of working with them in the3

development of the property.4

Q.   Okay.  As an employee, or as assistant,5

or what did you do?6

A.   I certainly assisted them in helping7

take it out of the sage brush.  I ran part of the8

farm tractors, and I ran some of the drills.  I9

ran some of the swathers--when it was known as10

Berry Knoll Farms.11

Q.   And were you employee or a volunteer to12

help them?13

A.   I don't know what the arrangements was14

on it.15

Q.   Were you paid?16

A.   Yeah.  They did pay me some.17

Q.   Okay.  And but you didn't graze cattle18

on it, you just helped the business--19

A.   I didn't graze cattle on it until 2004.20

Q.   And how extensive--so working with them,21

was that all in the 1980s when it was converted22

over, or did it continue after that?23

A.   Mostly I went before it was converted24

over.25
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Q.   In the 1980s, then?1

A.   As I recall.  I don't know the dates.2

Q.   What use, or role, did you have with3

that property, let's say, between the years 20004

and 2004?5

A.   I was involved in some fencing projects6

and some of the general development of it,7

maintaining of it.8

Q.   Okay.  And then you said in 2004 you9

began grazing on it?10

A.   I had more of an active role of11

grazing, yes.12

Q.   And--but you did graze before then?13

A.   Excuse me.  We're off some years here. 14

I'm getting '90s and 2000s mixed up.  We're talking15

in '90, not '80, excuse me.16

Q.   Okay.  So then '90s is when it was--17

A.   It was developed in the '80s, and I18

took a more active role in the '90s.  So it was19

about 1994 I took an active role into grazing on20

it.21

Q.   Okay.  And you've been grazing regularly22

since '94?23

A.   That's correct.24

Q.   Every year?25
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A.   As to whatever grass has been there,1

yes.2

Q.   Okay.  So then you would be familiar,3

then, of what years the property was irrigated and4

what years it wasn't irrigated?5

A.   Some of it was irrigated some years, and6

some was not.7

Q.   Okay.8

A.   Certain pivots--there was a crop9

rotation program--and what was irrigated exactly on10

to that, I wasn't--I was more involved in the11

grazing part.12

Q.   And did you graze the areas that weren't13

irrigated or the areas that were irrigated?14

A.   Both.15

Q.   Both.  Was there ever a year that they16

didn't irrigate at all--any portion of it?17

A.   I don't recall the irrigation side.  I18

wasn't heavily involved in that.  I mostly used19

whatever property was available by grazing as to20

the different years, different circumstances,21

different pivots, different rotations.22

Q.   Do you know--did they irrigate the23

property in 2003?24

A.   I don't know that I was heavily involved25

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 46

in it at '03.  I think it was more in 2004 when I1

got more involved in it at that time.2

Q.   And we're talking about 2004, not '94?3

A.   Or 1994, excuse me.4

Q.   I'm talking 2003, you were grazing5

cattle there. Isn't that correct?6

A.   That is correct.7

Q.   Let's say--you started grazing in '94. 8

And when did you stop grazing, or have you stopped?9

A.   I haven't.10

Q.   You still have cattle there?11

A.   Correct.12

Q.   So you've grazed every year since '94?13

A.   On whatever has grass, yes.14

Q.   On part of it.  Somewhere on Berry15

Knoll Farms you've grazed cattle every year since16

'94?17

A.   That is correct.18

Q.   Okay.  Do you remember--has there been19

any irrigation on the farm this year--2008?20

A.   Not that I'm aware of.21

Q.   How about 2007?22

A.   I'm not aware of that, either.23

Q.   Are you aware of any in 2006?24

A.   I wasn't involved in the irrigation25
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side.1

Q.   But you grazed cattle.  You know whether2

it was irrigated, did you not?3

A.   What was--the irrigation's operations4

was not something that I had a direct role in, as5

far as the irrigation side.  My role and my use of6

the property was more the grazing.7

Q.   But isn't it pretty clear to the naked8

eye whether property is being irrigated or not?9

A.   It might be.  But as far as exactly10

what was irrigated, what years, and what pieces,11

and what parcels, I don't recall.12

Q.   So you have no memory or knowledge of13

whether it was irrigated in 2006?14

A.   Right offhand, I don't.  I'm sure there15

was certain--there was certain irrigators running16

at that time, yes.  And what parcels, I don't17

recall.18

Q.   Okay.  How about 2005?  Was the19

property irrigated that year?20

A.   I think there was some properties21

irrigated.22

Q.   On Berry Knoll Farms?23

A.   Well, where are you drawing the line24

from where the farm starts and stops?25
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Q.   Well, I asked you to describe that for1

me.2

A.   But I don't know where you're doing it. 3

I don't know how to do it.  It's known as the4

Berry Knoll, or the farming operation.5

Q.   Okay, and that's what I'm asking.  That6

area you described as the Berry Knoll.7

A.   It's the farming operation.8

Q.   And do you have any memory as to9

whether it was irrigated in 2005?10

A.   I believe there was some pivots and11

irrigations going on at that time.12

Q.   But you can't tell me who--which areas13

were irrigated and which were not?14

A.   Specifically that year, no.15

Q.   How about 2004?16

A.   I don't recall what pivots were running17

that year, no.18

Q.   How about 2003?19

A.   Same.  I don't recall what area was20

being--like I say, it's on a crop rotation thing. 21

And some years it was--different pivots was used22

for different purposes.23

Q.   But you're not aware that there was ever24

a year when irrigation stopped at the Berry Knoll25
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Farms?1

A.   I think it was limited.  I think it's2

always been dictated as to water, and moisture, and3

all kinds of things as to how much was done.4

Q.   But is it your understanding that 5

parts--at least portions of it were irrigated every6

year?7

A.   Through that time frame?8

Q.   Up through now.  How about 2008?9

A.   I don't think there's been anything10

turned on this year.11

Q.   And what--12

A.   I don't think there was anything last13

year.14

Q.   2007, no?15

A.   I don't recall.  I don't think there16

was.  I don't recall of any.17

Q.   But you weren't involved with the18

irrigation?19

A.   I was aware that there wasn't enough20

water to get much grass out of it.  And I was21

aware that we didn't have a lot of water in the22

reservoirs last year.23

Q.   Okay.  Do you know why--is that why24

there was no irrigation?25
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A.   It's certainly why we're not doing it1

now.2

Q.   Okay.  And do you still have cattle on3

the Berry Knoll Farms?4

A.   They may be bringing--there's some5

coming in to graze there.  And it just--we usually6

turn them in as to when the other pastures we use7

are dried up or froze down.8

Q.   Okay.  I believe you--Exhibit 3, if you9

want to look, we can look at specific language--but10

I believe you mentioned something about having a11

priesthood stewardship to graze your cattle there. 12

Is that correct?13

A.   I had an opportunity to graze cattle14

there, yes.15

Q.   I think you called it a priesthood16

stewardship. Is that correct?  Did you have a17

priesthood stewardship?18

A.   That's your terms.  I just had an19

opportunity to use the property and develop it.20

Q.   Let's turn to Exhibit 3, then.  Would21

you turn to page .12?  Would you read the first22

three sentences of paragraph 29?23

A.   "Since the purchase the land has been24

used for agricultural purposes, including farming25
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and grazing. Because of the water situation in1

Southern Utah, recently use has been focused on2

grazing."3

Q.   Next sentence, as well.4

A.   "Movant Willie Jessop presently has a5

stewardship from priesthood leadership to graze the6

cattle on the property."7

Q.   Okay.  So this is in this Exhibit 38

that you verified as true and correct?9

A.   Correct.10

Q.   And there you say, "Movant Willie11

Jessop"--that's you, correct?12

A.   Correct.13

Q.   ".  . . presently has a stewardship14

from priesthood leadership to graze cattle on the15

property."  Is that correct?16

A.   I would assume so.  Yes, they've given17

me permission to use it.  They've never not given18

me permission.19

Q.   Explain what that means, "a stewardship20

from priesthood leadership."21

A.   Since about 1994 until current, I've22

been using the property.23

Q.   And I want to know what it means, "a24

stewardship from priesthood leadership."  You've25
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already testified you've been using the property. 1

What does it mean, "a stewardship from priesthood2

leadership"?3

A.   That means that they were--they had4

granted me permission, and gave me the opportunity5

to use the property and take care of my family.6

Q.   And who is "they"?7

A.   In this particular instance, it was8

Uncle Fred.9

Q.   Fred Jessop?10

A.   Correct.11

Q.   And he gave you the opportunity to use12

the Berry Knoll property?13

A.   He gave me the opportunity to develop it14

and work with some of the other members, and put in15

fences, and clear the land, and use it for the16

benefit of  myself and family.17

Q.   When did he do that?18

A.   I believe that was--or in 1994.19

Q.   And tell me exactly everything he said20

as far as your opportunity to use the property.21

A.   I don't recall the exact words.  It was22

the idea of using the property to clear it.  Are23

we still talking the Berry Knoll, or all property?24

Q.   Yes.  No, the Berry Knoll.  Berry Knoll25
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Farms.1

A.   Well, that--north of the highway?  Where2

are you defining the line of the farming operation?3

Q.   Well, you're the one that said you've4

been using Berry Knoll Farms--we've been talking5

about this whole time.  You described it as--6

A.   There was more property than just the7

Berry Knoll Farms that he discussed.8

Q.   So he gave you a stewardship over more9

than the Berry Knoll Farms?10

A.   Correct.11

Q.   Okay.  And what were the terms of your12

use of the property?  What did he say?13

A.   On which parcel?14

Q.   Let's go with Berry Knoll, then we'll15

move on from there.16

A.   I believe at that time there was a call17

for some seed and different things.  And I offered18

to help participate in buying some of that, and19

also participated in some of the fencing needs and20

stuff that was put in.21

Q.   How about your right to use the property22

to graze cattle?23

A.   Yes.  That was the agreement on that.24

Q.   And what were the terms of that25
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agreement?1

A.   That if I would--on that particular one,2

I believe we had a--we went out and did some tree3

clearing.  And there was quite a bit of work to4

get the property.5

Q.   I'm not asking about the work, I'm6

asking about the terms of your agreement to be able7

to use the property for grazing your cattle.8

A.   To develop the property and to get it9

in a usable form to graze the cattle, in exchange10

for using the property, and to be able to use it11

for maintaining a cattle herd.  It wasn't in a12

condition to do that.13

Q.   Did he say how long you would have the14

right to use the property?15

A.   No.  It was clearly understood that as16

long as I was a member of the Church, or there17

was--unless there was another need, that they18

wanted to change it--as long as I was a member of19

the Church, I was entitled to that, or whatever20

directive that the Church leaders wanted to change21

on the use of it.22

Q.   Did you understand that it was basically23

his call whether you were allowed to use it or not?24

A.   I think it was both of our calls on25
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whether I used it or not.1

Q.   No, but whether you had the right.  He2

was a trustee of the trust, was he not?3

A.   He was also that, correct.4

Q.   Okay.5

A.   He was also the bishop.6

Q.   Okay.  And did you understand that he--7

he gave the right to use it, right?8

A.   Yes.9

Q.   And you've described it here as a10

stewardship from priesthood leadership.  Is that11

correct?12

A.   Correct.13

Q.   And he was the priesthood leader that14

gave you the right?15

A.   He was one that gave it, yes.16

Q.   And did you understand that he had the17

right to change that?18

A.   Yeah, he could have changed it.19

Q.   He could have said, Willie don't graze20

your cattle there anymore, could he not have?21

A.   He could have.22

Q.   Could have done that at any time?23

A.   He could have.24

Q.   Did he ever make you a promise that you25
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have the right to use it forever?1

A.   That was kind of the assertion, that if2

I wanted to invest in it and participate with it,3

as long as I was a member of the Church, and that4

was the best need for the property and the benefit5

of the people, then I could use it.6

Q.   Did he ever say that?7

A.   I think he laid it out that there may8

be a point where the community would grow and they9

would need to subdivide it into lots.  And at that10

point, there would be other arrangements made11

through the bishop's office.12

Q.   But did he say you had the right to13

stay there and use it until then?14

A.   That was common.  That was a common15

understanding.16

Q.   Wasn't it common understanding that you17

did whatever the priesthood leadership asked you to18

do?19

A.   What did he ask me to do?  Be specific.20

Q.   Wasn't it common understanding that the21

priesthood leadership had the right to ask you--22

A.   Which leadership are you talking about?23

Q.   Any priesthood leadership.24

A.   I think you'd have to be more defined25
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as to what leadership you're talking about.1

Q.   Let's start with Uncle Fred.  You're2

being evasive here.  I want to know--3

A.   No, you're being broad.4

  MR. PARKER:  Yeah, I object to the5

characterization?6

  MR. SHIELDS:  Objection noted.7

  MR. PARKER:  It's more than noted.  If8

you keep doing it, we don't have a deposition.9

  MR. SHIELDS:  If I characterize?10

  MR. PARKER:  Yeah.  There's no reason11

to do that.  It's unnecessary.  If you're12

frustrated, that's too bad.  Ask your questions,13

and he's answering the best he can.  This is not14

that simple--15

  MR. SHIELDS:  And I object to that16

characterization.17

  MR. PARKER: --of a subject.  And you18

are trying to simplify something that's not simple.19

  MR. SHIELDS:  I object to your20

characterization. That's no basis for not21

answering.22

  MR. PARKER:  He has answered.23

  MR. SHIELDS:  He's changing the24

question.25
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BY MR. SHIELDS:1

Q.   The question is this:  Isn't it your2

understanding that the priesthood leadership had3

the right to direct who used trust property?4

  MR. PARKER:  Object to form.5

  THE WITNESS:  What leadership?6

BY MR. SHIELDS:7

Q.   Uncle Fred.8

A.   Are you asking me if Uncle Fred had it? 9

Yes, I'm saying yes, he did.10

Q.   Okay.  Was there any other priesthood11

leadership that did not have that right?12

A.   I don't know.13

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.14

  THE WITNESS:  I don't know who had it15

and who didn't.  I recognize that Uncle Fred did.16

BY MR. SHIELDS:17

Q.   And he was a trustee of the trust,18

correct?19

A.   I believe he was.20

Q.   And he had the right to tell you any21

time: Willie, don't graze your cattle there22

anymore.  Is that correct?23

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.  It's24

calling for a legal conclusion.25
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  MR. SHIELDS:  I want to know his1

understanding.2

  THE WITNESS:  My understanding was that3

Uncle Fred gave me use of the property to develop4

it for the benefit of taking care of my family and5

to graze the cattle herd.6

BY MR. SHIELDS:7

Q.   Right, and that wasn't the question. 8

The question is:  Did he have the right to tell9

you not to use it at any time?10

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.11

  THE WITNESS:  What do you have the12

right to do and not do?  I don't know.  He had the13

right to give it to me.  And so I suppose if he14

had the right to give it, he might have had the15

right to not.  Is that the question?16

BY MR. SHIELDS:17

Q.   Yes.  I want to know your understanding18

as to the terms of your use of this property.19

A.   The terms that I had was is that he20

wanted me to invest my time, and to bring it into21

something that was usable, and I did.22

Q.   What about his term?  Did he make a23

long-term commitment that you had rights to use it24

over his objection?25
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A.   He didn't object.1

  MR. PARKER:  Object to form.2

  THE WITNESS:  He never objected, and I'm3

not going to speculate as to that he did, because4

he never did.5

BY MR. SHIELDS:6

Q.   So that was never considered?7

A.   No, I never considered that he was going8

to go--that he was going to do something different9

than what he agreed.10

Q.   I know.  But did you understand that he11

could say, We're going to change the use, and we're12

not going to graze it this year?13

A.   That's your terms.  He never said that.14

Q.   Well, what was your understanding to the15

terms of your use of this property?16

  MR. PARKER:  Asked and answered.17

BY MR. SHIELDS:18

Q.   I want to know as to the terms of your19

use.  Did you have a long-term commitment to use20

this property?21

  MR. PARKER:  Asked and answered.22

BY MR. SHIELDS:23

Q.   Go ahead.24

A.   It's been answered many times.25



                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 61

Q.   I don't think you've answered that.1

  MR. PARKER:  Well, I think he has.  The2

problem is that you're trying to reduce it to a3

single question and answer.  And you're trying to4

reduce a more complex relationship to a one5

sentence.  And I do think he's explained it to the6

best of his ability.  He can certainly try to7

explain it again, but I don't think you are8

entitled to try to confine it to one question.9

  THE WITNESS:  I think that if the10

question was: Is did Uncle Fred put a time limit on11

the use of the property, the answer to that was no.12

BY MR. SHIELDS:13

Q.   Okay.  What is your understanding of the14

term    "stewardship"?15

A.   It was underneath my--my ability to make16

the decisions as to the best use of something.17

Q.   Will you explain that?18

A.   It was placed under me to--for me to19

make my own decisions as to the best use of the20

property, or my home, or whatever.21

Q.   Are you the only one that had a22

stewardship to use the Berry Knoll Farm?23

A.   No.  There was other--there was other24

people that also worked on that farm and25
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participated heavily in it.1

Q.   And there were people irrigating.  Is2

that correct?3

A.   That's correct.4

Q.   And you never were involved with5

harvesting crops on that property, were you?6

A.   Yes, I was.7

Q.   Oh, were you?  I thought you said you8

weren't involved in the irrigation side of it.9

A.   So are you trying to say there's a10

difference between irrigating and harvesting?11

Q.   Well, maybe there is.12

A.   Yeah, there is.13

Q.   You were involved with harvesting crops?14

A.   I was involved in some of the farming15

operations at points, yes.16

Q.   Could you tell me the other people,17

then, who had stewardships to use this property?18

A.   I don't know all the people that were19

given permission to use it, no.20

Q.   Just give me the names of the ones you21

remember.22

A.   Merlin was one, certainly, and Dan.23

Q.   Anybody else?24

A.   I don't recall any others, particularly,25
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other than Terrell Johnson had something to do with1

it.2

Q.   Who did the irrigating?3

A.   Merlin primarily did that.4

Q.   Who did the cutting of the crop?5

A.   Which cut?  Which year?  What time?6

Q.   Anybody.7

A.   It's a broad question, and I don't know8

all the people that's been involved in cutting the9

hay.10

Q.   How many people do you think that would11

be?12

A.   I have no idea.13

Q.   We're talking dozens?14

A.   Could.15

Q.   But you've been involved?16

A.   Yes.17

Q.   Do you have any other memories about18

what the terms of your use of the property were,19

the Berry Knoll property, based upon your20

priesthood stewardship from Uncle Fred?21

A.   Can you be specific as to what you are22

asking?23

Q.   Well, is there anything about the terms24

of your use that you haven't already discussed?25
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A.   Not that I can think of.  I mean, it1

was discussed as to what he wanted to see happen2

and whether I was willing to do it, and I agreed3

to do it.4

Q.   But you don't have any documents,5

really, relevant to any of this use.  Is that6

correct?7

A.   That's correct.8

Q.   Were there any documents created at the9

time that you just don't have in your possession?10

A.   No, there wasn't any that I'm aware of11

that was created at that time.12

Q.   Okay.  So it's not a matter there's13

documents created that you just don't know where14

they are?  Your testimony is there were no15

documents?16

A.   Not that I'm aware of.17

Q.   What other properties have you used on18

UEP land? I think you identified the home, and then19

you said Berry Knoll, then you said the canyon20

property.  Anything different in the terms of your21

use?22

A.   In what way?23

Q.   Than what we discussed with the Berry24

Knoll property?25
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  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.  I'm1

lost.2

BY MR. SHIELDS:3

Q.   Tell me about your use of the canyon4

property.5

  MR. PARKER:  In what way?6

  MR. SHIELDS:  He said he used the7

property.  I want to know the terms of his use.8

BY MR. SHIELDS:9

Q.   Was that a priesthood stewardship?10

A.   It could be.  It could have been11

interpreted as that.12

Q.   Well, tell me about it.  What was your13

use?14

A.   I used it for a rock mining operation15

and grazing.16

Q.   And who authorized you to use it?17

A.   Uncle Fred.18

Q.   And when?19

A.   I think that would have been starting20

around--around 19--probably about 90.21

Q.   Are you still using that property?22

A.   I haven't in the last year or so.23

Q.   And why did you stop?24

A.   I haven't had a need for it.25
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Q.   What about the--you said north of the1

highway is the next one.  What about that property? 2

Where is that located?3

A.   North of the highway that goes into the4

community.5

Q.   And is there a--is this in Hildale?6

A.   Umm-hmm.7

Q.   And what do you use that property for?8

A.   Grazing, as well. 9

Q.   And when did you start using that10

property?11

A.   I don't recall the exact time.  We12

started clearing it--I don't recall the exact time. 13

I think it was around '99, somewhere in there.14

Q.   And have you used that every year since15

then?16

A.   Yes.17

Q.   Are you using it this year?18

A.   I will be.19

Q.   But you haven't yet in 2008?20

A.   I plan to.  I've paid the leases on the21

property next to it--on the BLM ground next to it.22

Q.   You use adjacent land, BLM, and this23

property?24

A.   Correct.25
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Q.   And under what authority are you using1

that property?2

A.   The same.3

  MR. PARKER:  What property?4

  MR. SHIELDS:  We're on the "north of5

the highway" property.6

  MR. PARKER:  Not the BLM land.7

  MR. SHIELDS:  No.  The "north of the8

highway" UEP property.9

  THE WITNESS:  Under the same agreement10

as we was using other properties for.11

BY MR. SHIELDS:12

Q.   This is with Uncle Fred?13

A.   Correct.14

Q.   Okay.  I think you mentioned feedlots. 15

Tell me about your use of the feedlots.16

A.   Same thing.  Been using them with some17

of the other farmers and some of the other people.18

Q.   And where are they located?19

A.   Next to farms--the farming operation.20

Q.   And who gave you the authority to--21

authorization to use that?22

A.   Uncle Fred.23

Q.   And when?24

A.   About the same time we started using all25
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the rest, around 1994.1

Q.   Is there anything about your authority2

to use that property that's different from the3

other properties we've discussed?4

A.   Not really.5

Q.   Any other property that you have used?6

A.   For what?7

Q.   Used at all.  Any other trust property8

that you've used?9

A.   I have equipment.  I have my south10

yard--what we call our south yard.  My maintenance11

operation is on some property.12

Q.   And what's the terms of your use of13

that property?14

A.   We had been heavily involved in building15

that reservoir for the dairy.  And we needed a--we16

needed to expand our operations.  And we met with17

Uncle Fred, and he invited us to go out there and18

try to turn that property into something usable.19

Q.   When did this happen?20

A.   I believe that would have been around21

2001--2000 to 2001, somewhere in there.22

Q.   Was that a priesthood stewardship?23

A.   It was a stewardship.24

Q.   But it wasn't a priesthood stewardship?25
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A.   What is your definition of "priesthood"?1

Q.   Well, that's what I want to ask you. 2

You are the one that used the term in the memo.3

  MR. PARKER:  No, he did not use that4

term.5

BY MR. SHIELDS:6

Q.   Well, you verified the memo, that it was7

true and correct to the best of your belief and8

knowledge.9

  MR. PARKER:  The memo says he has a10

stewardship from priesthood leadership to graze11

cattle on the Berry Knoll property.  Now, I think12

you're assuming that--you're using a shorthand13

terminology that's causing problems.14

BY MR. SHIELDS:15

Q.   Okay.  And rather than a priesthood16

stewardship, let's say a stewardship from17

priesthood leadership. Let's use that term, then,18

if that makes a difference.19

  Did you have a stewardship from20

priesthood leadership to use this south yard?21

A.   I had permission from Uncle Fred to use22

it.23

Q.   Okay.  And what were the terms of your24

use of this property?25
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A.   To see if we could go down there and1

cut the hill and the mountain down and turn it into2

a usable lot.3

Q.   And was your--were the terms similar,4

then, to the terms of your use of the Berry Knoll5

and the other properties we discussed?6

A.   That's correct.7

Q.   So you didn't have a lease for this8

property, did you?9

A.   What do you mean "a lease"?10

Q.   Did you ever execute a lease to lease11

this property?12

A.   No.  He gave it to me to use.13

Q.   You were just allowed to use it--14

A.   It was given to me to turn it into a15

usable form to take care of our operations.16

Q.   But there was no exit date as to 17

when . . .18

A.   No.19

Q.   Do you believe you were a "tenant at20

will" with respect to that property?21

A.   As long as I'm a member--22

  MR. PARKER:  Calls for a legal23

conclusion.24

  You can answer it.  I'm objecting.25
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  THE WITNESS:  It was clearly understood1

that as long as I was a member of the Church I was2

entitled to it.3

BY MR. SHIELDS:4

Q.   Was it also understood that the trustees5

of the trust were entitled to ask you to leave?6

A.   No.  Are you trying to say that--the7

leaders of the Church could.8

Q.   And the leaders of the Church were also9

trustees of the trust, were they not?10

A.   They could be.11

Q.   Okay.  It was your understanding that12

the leaders of the Church had the authority to ask13

you to leave at any time.  Is that correct?14

A.   There were certain leaders that could,15

yes.16

Q.   And your right to use it did not17

supercede their right to ask you to leave.  Is that18

correct?19

A.   My right to use it was as long as I was20

a member of the Church.21

Q.   But they could ask you to leave and use22

it for something else, could they not?23

A.   Are you asking me to speculate?24

Q.   No.  I'm asking you what's your25
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understanding--your right to use--1

A.   They didn't do it, so I don't know.2

Q.   But you saw them ask other people to3

leave property, did you not?4

A.   I don't know who you're talking about,5

no.6

Q.   Well, you help me, then.  Did you ever7

see the leadership of the Church or the trustee of8

the trust ask somebody to leave Church properties?9

A.   I haven't.10

Q.   You've never seen that happen?11

A.   I've never seen it happen.12

Q.   Have you ever heard of it happening?13

A.   Who are you talking about?14

Q.   Anybody.  I'm asking you--15

A.   I don't know of anybody.16

Q.   You don't know of anyone that's ever17

been asked to leave trust property by Church18

leadership?19

A.   I wasn't there.20

Q.   But you're not even aware of that21

happening?22

A.   It may have happened, but I have no23

firsthand knowledge of it.24

Q.   You weren't involved with any--time of25
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someone being asked to leave Church property?1

A.   No.2

Q.   And that's true?3

  MR. PARKER:  Objection.4

  THE WITNESS:  What are you are saying?5

BY MR. SHIELDS:6

Q.   I'm saying, is that true?7

A.   What did I just say?8

Q.   Okay.  I just wanted to clarify.9

A.   I answered the question.10

Q.   Okay.  Are you aware of Milton and11

Lenore Holm being asking to leave their property?12

A.   No.13

Q.   You have no personal knowledge about14

that?15

A.   No.16

Q.   Have you heard about it?17

A.   What I've heard--and I've heard a lot of18

things--but as far as any firsthand knowledge of19

any of the facts of the case, no, I have not.20

Q.   You haven't been involved with any of21

that?22

A.   I have not.23

Q.   How about Ross Chatwin?24

A.   I was aware that he was making an25
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assertion on a home that he hadn't built.1

Q.   Were you involved with any of the--any2

of that at all?3

A.   As to what aspect of it?  What are you4

talking about?5

Q.   As to him being asked by Church leaders6

to not live there anymore.7

A.   I wasn't there when he was asked to not8

live there, no.9

Q.   Were you aware of it?10

A.   I'm not aware of the facts around it.11

Q.   But isn't it common knowledge that12

church leaders have asked people to leave trust13

property?14

A.   They've never asked me to, so I don't15

know.16

Q.   But you were aware that they've asked17

others, right?18

A.   Who.19

Q.   Anybody.20

A.   Anybody in particular?21

Q.   I'm not--we're playing games here.  Are22

you aware of anybody being asked to leave?  Have23

you ever heard that someone has been asked to24

leave?25
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A.   Without any people in particular, a1

particular name, I don't know who you are talking2

about.3

Q.   I am not talking about a particular4

person.  I'm saying:  Have you ever heard of5

anybody?6

A.   I was not there and have no firsthand7

knowledge of the Church asking anyone to leave.8

Q.   I'm not asking about firsthand9

knowledge.  I'm saying:  Have you ever heard that10

someone has been asked to--11

A.   I'm not going to sit and speculate as12

to whatever rumors may or may not be out there.13

Q.   The question is not speculating.  I'm14

saying: Did you ever hear that the Church had asked15

someone to leave--16

A.   From who?  I have no firsthand knowledge17

of any of it.18

Q.   Again, please don't be argumentative. 19

I'm not asking for firsthand knowledge.  I'm20

asking:  Have you ever heard . . .21

A.   I've heard of people leaving the trust22

property, yes.23

Q.   Okay.  And isn't it common knowledge?24

A.   It's common knowledge that they've left? 25
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Yes.1

Q.   That they've been asked to leave?2

A.   Who?3

Q.   Again, I'm asking the questions; you are4

not to ask questions here.5

  The question is:  Isn't it common6

knowledge that church leaders have asked people to7

leave trust property?8

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form of the9

question.10

  THE WITNESS:  I have not been there11

when any of the church leaders have asked anyone--12

  MR. SHIELDS:  That's not the question.13

  THE WITNESS: --to leave the property.14

BY MR. SHIELDS:15

Q.   That's not the question.  I don't even16

live there, and I've heard many cases where it's17

pretty common knowledge that people have been asked18

to leave.19

A.   I've heard a lot of rumors, and I've20

heard a lot of stories.21

Q.   Okay.  So tell me about the rumors.22

A.   What rumor do you want to hear about?23

Q.   Any rumor.  It's knowledge that Church24

leadership are entitled to ask people to leave, is25



                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 77

it not?1

A.   I think they could do that, of course.2

Q.   And wasn't that the common understanding3

of your rights to use the property, that the Church4

leaders had the rights to control it, and not the5

individual?6

A.   I wasn't aware of anyone.  I can only7

answer for myself.  My church leaders have never8

asked me to leave.9

Q.   I understand that.  But wasn't it common10

knowledge that they have the right to ask people to11

leave?12

A.   I don't think it's any--was what common13

knowledge to--I'm unsure of where you're going with14

it--what the questions is--you are asking me to15

speculate about something that I don't know what16

you're talking about.17

Q.   No.  I want to know what your18

understanding is as to your rights to use trust19

property?20

A.   As long as I was a member of the21

Church, I was entitled to use the property under22

the direction of the Church.23

Q.   Right.  But was it your testimony that24

the Church leaders had the right to decide what25
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property you used?1

A.   What leader?2

Q.   Church leaders.3

A.   Which one?4

Q.   Anyone over you, whether it be your5

bishop or the prophet?6

A.   Would they have the right to do it?7

Q.   They would have the right--8

A.   I would assume they would.9

Q.   In fact, didn't they teach and say over10

and over that people that live on this property are11

"tenants at will"?12

A.   It was very common that as long as13

people were true to their religion and true to the14

faith, they would be entitled to the benefits of15

the property.  That was very strongly taught.16

Q.   You didn't answer my question.  Wasn't17

it strongly taught that you were tenants at will on18

this property?19

A.   It was strongly taught that if we choose20

not to be a part of the Church, then we could be21

asked to leave the property.22

Q.   Okay.  And did they use the term23

"tenants at will"?24

A.   They could have.25
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Q.   You don't remember that?1

A.   I believe we all understood that if we2

chose not to follow the faith we could be asked to3

leave the property.4

Q.   Did they use the term "tenants at will"?5

A.   That was the context of how it was6

meant, yes.7

Q.   And didn't they send letters out letting8

everyone know they were tenants at will?9

A.   I believe there was something down that10

line, yes.11

Q.   And were there ever signs put up,12

"tenants at will"?13

A.   What signs?14

Q.   Like on this constructions jobs, "This15

is a UEP house, tenants at will," something to that16

effect?  I don't know the specifics.17

A.   I didn't, so I don't know.18

Q.   You never saw a sign that said this19

"tenants at will"?20

A.   I don't recall a sign, right off, that21

says it.22

Q.   But you do remember that term being23

used?24

A.   It was my understanding that if anyone25
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chose not to be a part of the religion, they could1

be asked to leave the property.2

Q.   Weren't there people that were part of3

the religion that were asked--that were given new4

stewardships and new assignments and asked to leave5

certain property and go to other property?6

A.   Who?7

Q.   I'm just asking:  Did that ever happen?8

A.   It may have.9

Q.   You're not aware of that ever happening?10

A.   In which case?11

Q.   Again, I'm asking questions.12

A.   You're asking some broad, speculative13

question that there is no . . .14

Q.   I'm asking:  Are you aware--did it ever15

happen that someone who was still considered a16

faithful member of the Church was given a new17

stewardship, asked to leave certain property and18

maybe take new property or go somewhere else?19

A.   It certainly could have happened.20

Q.   You're not aware of it happening?21

A.   Which case?  What incident?22

Q.   Again, I'm not asking--I'm not going to23

tell you an incident.  I want to know:  Have you24

ever heard of an incident where someone was asked--25
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was given a new stewardship and their stewardship1

was changed?2

A.   Yeah.  I was given a new stewardship. 3

I was given one stewardship, and then I was asked4

to go take care of another.  Is that what you're5

asking?6

Q.   Exactly.7

A.   Yeah.8

Q.   And then, at that time your permission9

to use certain property was taken away and you were10

given different property?11

A.   What was taken away from me?12

Q.   That's what I'm asking.13

A.   I don't know what you mean "taken away."14

Q.   Well, tell me about a new stewardship,15

then.16

A.   I had a stewardship to use Berry Knoll,17

then I had opportunity to use what was on north of18

the highway, then I had opportunity to use what we19

called our south yard.20

Q.   But did they ever take away your use of21

prior property, or did you continue to have all of22

your uses?23

A.   Not that I recall of any of it.24

Q.   Do you recall anybody having that25
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happen?1

A.   I recall where we had farm land, and2

then it became into residential lots.  And it3

changed from agriculture to residential.4

Q.   Right.  And the people that had the5

right to use it, that right terminated, did it not?6

A.   I would assume.  It's tough to graze7

cattle where there's a house.8

Q.   Certainly.  And so did--the leaders of9

the Church had the right to say, We're going to10

build a house there, stop grazing your cattle11

there, did they not?12

A.   They could have, yes.13

Q.   And even though this person hadn't14

fallen out of favor of the Church, wasn't it true15

that the leaders of the Church had the absolute16

right to determine who used the property?17

A.   Which leaders.18

Q.   Any--the bishop or prophet.19

A.   They could have.20

Q.   Is that the understanding, they had the21

right?22

A.   It was my understanding they could do23

that.24

Q.   Did they do that with the dairy?  Did25

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 83

they change who ran the dairy and who was in1

control?2

A.   You'll have to ask the people who are3

involved in the dairy.4

Q.   I'm asking you:  Do you have any5

knowledge about that?6

A.   I don't know whose been involved in it.7

Terrell's been involved in it as long as I can8

remember.9

Q.   How about any other business?  Have they10

ever changed who--11

A.   You'll have to ask what business and be12

more specific.13

Q.   I want to know what you know.14

A.   On what?15

Q.   On any--have you ever heard of anybody16

having their stewardship changed where their right17

to use certain property was terminated?18

A.   What do you mean "terminated"?  I mean,19

there's been a change of use.20

Q.   Yeah.21

A.   Like, I changed use from horses to cows. 22

That's a change of use.23

Q.   No, I'm talking where someone's using24

property, the Church leaders put somebody else25
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there and moved someone else away.  And so their1

right to use that property is taken away.2

A.   Right offhand, I don't know of an3

incident that--I know that they have taken4

different properties, and it's been improved, and5

it's been developed, and there's been a change from6

using it from sage bush to homes over the course of7

time and evolvement.  And they've been heavily--and8

everyone in the community's been active--that I'm9

aware of, that's been members of the Church--in10

that evolvement.  And I'm sure that there's been11

evolving of the land and the properties, if that's12

what you're asking.13

Q.   Well, I'm just asking:  Was it your14

understanding the leadership of the Church had the15

right to ask someone to not use property any16

longer, even if they were still a faithful member17

of the Church?18

A.   They could do that.  They could make19

that recommendation.20

Q.   Did they have the right?21

A.   They could make the recommendation.22

Q.   It's not a recommendation.  If they23

asked you to leave, my question is:  Did the people24

using the property have the right to stay, or did25
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the Church leaders have right to make them leave?1

A.   Everyone has a right to do whatever2

they're going to do.  What right did he do?  Was3

he asked to leave?  Did he--did he acknowledge that4

right?  Or did he stay?  I don't know?5

Q.   Who are you talking about?6

A.   Mr. Wyler, here.7

Q.   That's not what we're asking about here.8

A.   You're asking for a case.  I'm giving9

you one.10

Q.   No, I'm asking for Church members in11

good standing.  Was it understood that the Church12

leadership had the absolute right to ask people to13

move.14

  MR. PARKER:  Now, that is a new15

question.16

  MR. SHIELDS:  Okay, let me ask that,17

then.18

BY MR. SHIELDS:19

Q.   Was it understood that the Church20

leaders had the absolute right to ask people to21

move?22

A.   What rights they had don't have--23

  MR. PARKER:  That's a different24

question. Object to the form of the question.25
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  MR. SHIELDS:  And why are you objecting1

to the form?2

  MR. PARKER:  Because you keep changing3

up the question on him.  It's not clear what you're4

trying to get out.5

  MR. SHIELDS:  Let me try it, again,6

because this is painful.7

BY MR. SHIELDS:8

Q.   Was it your understanding that the9

Church leaders--10

  MR. PARKER:  You should be sitting over11

here.12

  MR. SHIELDS:  No.  It's more difficult13

to take it, believe me.14

BY MR. SHIELDS:15

Q.   Did you understand that the Church16

leaders had the right to ask someone to leave17

property?18

  MR. PARKER:  Regardless of whether or19

not they were in good standing?20

BY MR. SHIELDS:21

Q.   Regardless of whether they were in good22

standing or not.23

A.   I believe the Church leaders could do24

whatever they chose to do.25
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Q.   Weren't they in control of the property?1

A.   In what way?  It's real simple.2

Q.   No, you don't ask me questions.  I'm3

asking the questions here.4

A.   I answered it.5

Q.   No.  You asked me a question.6

A.   Then what's the question?7

Q.   Was it your understanding that the8

Church leaders had the right to ask people to leave9

trust property, whether they were in good standing10

or not of the FLDS Church?11

A.   Church leaders had the right to ask12

whatever and do whatever they wanted.13

Q.   Was it your understanding that members14

of the FLDS Church had the right to stay in15

property, even if the leaders asked them to leave?16

A.   I believe that the members have a right17

to obey whatever they choose to.  They have the18

right to recommend or direct whatever they wanted. 19

As a member, we have the right--whether we20

acknowledge or not acknowledge, that is an21

individual issue.22

Q.   Let's back up here.  I think it's a23

simple issue, and I just want to know, what was24

your understanding as far as the rights of the25
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people living on trust property?  I think it was1

preached to the people over and over, I think you2

testified they said you are tenants at will.3

  Was it your understanding, then, that4

the trustees of the trust/leaders of the church--5

I'll limit it to the bishop and the prophet, if you6

would like--they had the right to control the7

property, and not the people living on it or using8

it?9

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.10

  THE WITNESS:  The only way I can answer11

your question is, does the leaders of the Church,12

or anyone in the Church have the right to direct13

the use of the property?  Yes, they could make14

those directives.15

  As to what people did with the16

directives was individual to the people.17

BY MR. SHIELDS:18

Q.   And you didn't have an understanding as19

to what their rights were to stay or to not stay?20

A.   I was never asked to not be on the21

property.22

Q.   But was your understanding that if you23

were asked, that you would be legally required to24

leave?25
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  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.1

  THE WITNESS:  Legally or ethically?2

BY MR. SHIELDS:3

Q.   Legally.4

A.   I would hope that that would be the5

case.6

Q.   You would hope?7

A.   Yes.8

Q.   What was your understanding as to your9

rights?10

A.   My understanding of my rights was that11

as long as I was a member of the Church and there12

was an opportunity for me to build up and use the13

property, I was entitled to it.14

Q.   When you say "entitled," legally15

entitled?16

A.   Absolutely.17

Q.   Okay.  And so if the bishop said you18

need to move from this property, you could say,19

Stick it, I'm allowed to stay here?20

A.   Well, as a member of the Church, you21

wouldn't do that.  You would be glad to do whatever22

he recommends. That was the joy of it.23

Q.   Right.  But I'm asking, legally.24

A.   I don't understand the separation.  I've25
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never--I've never understood the separation.  Are1

you saying what he was doing was illegal--or what2

are you saying?3

Q.   Let's move on.  We'll come back to4

this.5

  Well, let's go into homes.  How about6

have you ever heard of anyone who was asked by7

Church leadership to leave their home?8

A.   Who?9

Q.   Anybody.10

  MR. PARKER:  Haven't we done this11

already?12

  MR. SHIELDS:  No, I think we were13

talking about--I don't think we limited it to14

homes.15

BY MR. SHIELDS:16

Q.   Have you ever heard of anybody ever17

being asked to leave their home?18

A.   No.  I've had people recommend that19

their family was downsized and they didn't have a20

need for their home, and the bishop would determine21

who had a need that could use the space better, and22

there was a cordial arrangement that made that23

possible.24

Q.   But it happens all the time, doesn't it,25
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where Church leadership says, You guys switch1

homes, or, You move here and you move here?2

A.   Hasn't happened to me, so I don't know3

which case you're talking about.4

Q.   Quit asking about which case.  I'm5

saying, has it happened, ever.6

  MR. PARKER:  Well, he's answering your7

questions the best that he can.  He is entitled to8

give his answer to your question, not your answer9

to your question.  And that's what he's doing.  And10

he's--11

  MR. SHIELDS:  But he should answer the12

question.13

  MR. PARKER: --trying to explain.  As you14

said at the beginning of the deposition, that he15

could ask for clarity in the questions.  And he16

certainly is trying to do that.  And you're17

certainly not giving it to him,  because you want18

it in your terms.19

BY MR. SHIELDS:20

Q.   No, I'm happy to give clarity.  I just21

don't want you to change the question.22

  Have you ever heard of a situation where23

someone has been asked to change residences on24

trust property?25
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A.   I'm familiar with cases where people1

has--has seeked counsel as to their circumstances,2

and the Church made some accommodations to better3

accommodate their members.4

Q.   And has it always been that the people5

initiated the issue, or have Church leaders6

initiated it?7

A.   I have no idea who initiates it.  I8

know that there is people that work with the Church9

leaders to determine the best needs of how to take10

care of the members of the Church.11

Q.   Have you ever been involved with moving12

someone from one house to another?13

A.   Yeah, I was involved in my own.14

Q.   Anyone else?15

A.   I don't recall any right off.  I recall16

them moving people from Salt Lake to Short Creek.17

Q.   That's all?  No ever from one house on18

trust property to another house on trust property?19

A.   I haven't been.  I've helped my brothers20

move.21

Q.   Well, let's come back to this later.22

  Why don't you go back to Exhibit 1.23

  Oh, sandwiches are here.  Why don't we24

take a short break and eat.  25
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  (A break was taken from 1:01 p.m. to 1:43 p.m.)1

BY MR. SHIELDS:2

Q.   So we're back to Exhibit 1, and Exhibit3

A to Exhibit 1, which is the Subpoena and Request4

for Production of Documents.  Hand that to you5

there.6

  Paragraph 4 requests for any documents7

regarding statements or actions of priesthood8

leader, and defines a whole list of people there,9

relating to the trust from July 2004 to the10

present.11

  Is it your testimony you don't have any12

documents that are responsive to this other than13

what's been produced in Exhibit 2?14

A.   Are we here?15

Q.   Take a minute and read paragraph 4, if16

you would.17

A.   What is the question?18

Q.   Are you aware of any document, other19

than what you've produced, that would be responsive20

to this request?21

A.   Not at this time.22

Q.   What do you mean "at this time"?23

A.   I can't think of any right now.24

Q.   Okay.  Are you aware of some documents25
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that would have been created that you just can't1

find, or do you think there were no documents2

created that would be responsive?3

A.   As far as any documents that I4

personally participated in making, I don't have5

any, or unaware of any being made.  Whether there6

was some made as to the UEP or what Uncle Fred did7

or did not do, I can't--I was unaware of it.8

Q.   Did you have any relationships with any9

UEP trustee regarding the UEP from July 2004 to the10

present?11

A.   As far as any documents, no.12

Q.   No.  I said did you have any13

relationship with them?  Did you have any meetings,14

any communications, any involvement with any15

trustee?16

A.   Who would the trustees be at that time?17

Q.   I believe that we're talking about18

Warren Jeffs, Truman Barlow, LeRoy Jeffs, James19

Zitting, William E. Jessop, also known as William20

E. Timpson, and possibly Winston Blackmore.21

A.   I don't recall any in particular with22

Winston;  but any of them that were members of the23

Church, I'm sure that I would have had some sort24

of--seen them, or--I'm not sure what the question25
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is.1

Q.   Did you have any relationship or2

communications with any of those people?3

A.   So communications?4

Q.   Yeah.5

A.   There could have been.6

Q.   But any type of communication that would7

result in a document?8

A.   Not that I'm aware of.9

Q.   No letters?10

A.   Not that I can think of.11

Q.   Emails?12

A.   I don't think so.13

Q.   Okay.  How about paragraph 5?14

A.   What you got on that?15

Q.   Do you have any documents regarding16

communications between you and Bruce Wisan, or his17

legal counsel or agents?18

A.   There has been a tremendous amount of19

documents produced.20

Q.   Excuse me.  When you say "produced," you21

don't mean that you've produced to us, you just22

mean that have been created?  Is that what you23

mean?24

A.   Correct.25
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Q.   Okay.1

A.   That you have produced, Parker's2

produced. There's been documents produced as to a3

land deal that was involved with myself and Wisan.4

Q.   Are you talking about the Apple Valley5

and settlement of the lawsuit?6

A.   That's correct.7

Q.   That was when, 2005?8

A.   I believe so.  I'm not sure on the9

date.10

Q.   Okay.  But you don't have any of those11

documents in your possession or custody or control?12

A.   I've leaned on legal counsel.  I think13

Rod's got them, if there is such a thing.  I mean,14

to what . . .15

Q.   If Rod didn't produce them to us--16

A.   I think he assumed that you guys was17

involved in all that contract.  And I'm hoping that18

you was.  I mean, you guys are the ones that19

signed them.  And whatever you would have, I would20

have.21

Q.   Okay.  So other than that settlement/22

resolution of that lawsuit, you're not aware of23

anything that would be responsive to paragraph 5?24

A.   There is a recording that was recorded. 25
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And I listened to it and asked for some more1

recordings to be made.  And I'm unaware of how to2

get the chip; in other words, I can't find the3

chip.4

Q.   Why don't you explain that?  What's this5

recording?6

A.   It was a recording with myself and Bruce7

Wisan.8

Q.   And you recorded a conversation with9

him?10

A.   Correct.11

Q.   And when did this conversation take12

place?13

A.   It was at P.F. Chang's.14

Q.   That was where?  When?15

A.   Couple months ago.16

Q.   And who was there?17

A.   Bruce.18

Q.   Just the two of you?19

A.   Umm-hmm.20

Q.   And did he know you were recording it?21

A.   I don't know.22

Q.   Did you tell him you were recording it?23

A.   No, I don't know what he was recording. 24

I don't know if he knew that I was recording.25
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Q.   Was the recorder out in the open, or1

was it hidden?2

A.   I think it was out in the open.3

Q.   Did you set it on the table in front of4

him?5

A.   Umm-hmm.  It was just a phone.6

Q.   Oh, it was a phone?7

A.   Umm-hmm.8

Q.   Did he know that--do you think he knew9

he was being recorded or not?10

  MR. PARKER:  Calls for speculation.11

  THE WITNESS:  I have no idea what he12

knew.13

BY MR. SHIELDS:14

Q.   But you never told him that you were15

recording it?16

A.   I don't recall it being addressed.17

Q.   Okay.  And what happened to the18

recording?19

A.   I asked for a duplicate copy, and I20

haven't been able to get the chip.21

Q.   Who did you ask?22

A.   I sent it to have it done, and they23

never got it.24

Q.   Who did you send it to?25
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A.   One of my assistants.1

Q.   And which assistant?2

A.   One of my assistants.3

Q.   Which one?4

A.   The one that I asked to do it.  And no,5

I'm not going to give you his name.6

Q.   We've been here before with your7

assistants. Are you refusing to give me the names8

of your assistants?9

A.   That is correct.10

Q.   And what's your basis for refusing to11

answer that?12

A.   Because I don't know which one was13

going--I left it on my desk with instructions to14

have him make me some copies.15

Q.   Who did you give instructions to?16

A.   It wasn't to anyone in particular.17

Q.   Well, who has access to your desk 18

to . . .19

A.   Many people.20

Q.   And give me their names.21

A.   I'm not giving you their names.22

  MR. SHIELDS:  Let the record show he's23

not answering questions.24

  THE WITNESS:  No, a question.25
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BY MR. SHIELDS:1

Q.   I want to know the names of each of the2

assistants.3

  MR. PARKER:  The record shows what it4

shows.  We don't need gratuitous comments about the5

record.6

BY MR. SHIELDS:7

Q.   And so where is that recording now?8

A.   If I had it, I'd produce it to you.  I9

don't know.  I'm hoping that I can find it.  And10

if I do, I'll make contact with you.11

Q.   But, you don't know where it is?12

A.   I don't.13

Q.   And you won't tell me who took it?14

A.   I don't know who took it.15

Q.   You won't tell me the names of the16

people that could have taken it--your assistants?17

A.   It could have been a number of people.18

Q.   Now, how did you find out what had19

happened to it?  You said you put it on your20

chair--or your desk?21

A.   I left it on a desk.22

Q.   Okay.  Then when this subpoena came out23

and you knew that--24

A.   No.  I was looking for it long before25
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the subpoena.1

Q.   Okay.  Who did you ask about what2

happened to it?  Who did you investigate with?3

A.   I think there were several people made--4

there was some inquiries as to who would have5

picked up that chip and where it went.  It was in6

an envelope.7

Q.   But you refuse to tell me their names?8

A.   Whose name?9

Q.   Of the people that you made the10

inquiries of.11

A.   There was--the word went out.  I wasn't12

there. I sent word around to anyone that had any13

knowledge of that.  There was no one who responded,14

so I don't know.15

Q.   Who did you send the word to?16

A.   I made a general inquiry.17

Q.   Of whom?18

A.   Of the people that are in my office.19

Q.   And what are the names of the people in20

your office?21

A.   I've already said I'm not giving you the22

names of all people that come in and out of my23

office.24

Q.   I'm not asking for the names of all who25
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come in and out--1

A.   Well, that's who could have taken it.2

Q.   Okay.  And so who did you follow up3

with to see what happened to it?4

A.   I made a general inquiry as to where5

that envelope and that chip is, and no one has6

acknowledged to where it went.7

Q.   Who did you make the general inquiry to?8

A.   To general people that would have gone9

in and out of my office.10

Q.   Okay.  And where is the chip now, then?11

A.   If I knew, I'd tell you.12

Q.   You said it was sent away.  Who was it13

sent away to?14

A.   I sent it in to have it duplicate15

(sic).16

Q.   Send it in to whom, a company?17

A.   I sent it to my office.18

Q.   Okay.  And you don't know where it's19

gone from there?20

A.   That is correct.21

Q.   Have you listened--did you ever listen22

to it?23

A.   I did.24

Q.   When did you listen to it?25
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A.   Right after it was recorded.  Right1

after the meeting with Mr. Wisan.2

Q.   So what are you going to do now to try3

to find that recording?4

A.   I've made several inquiries as to5

anybody--a general inquiry as to anyone that has6

seen it.7

Q.   Who have you made those inquiries of?8

A.   General inquiries.9

Q.   I understand the word "general."  But10

you won't tell me the name of anyone you've11

inquired?12

A.   No, because they were general.13

Q.   Okay.  The question is not what you14

have done, but what do you intend to do now to get15

that document?16

A.   Document?17

Q.   The recording.18

A.   I will continue to try to see if anyone19

has any knowledge as to where it went.20

Q.   And who will you ask?21

A.   I'll ask you.  Do you know where it is?22

Q.   Anyone else?23

A.   I've already made general inquiries to24

see if anyone has seen it.  How many times are you25
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going to ask me this question?  Is that 11 or 300?1

Q.   So besides me, you don't intend to ask2

anybody else?3

A.   That isn't what I said.4

  MR. PARKER:  Object to form.5

  THE WITNESS:  I said I have made--6

BY MR. SHIELDS:7

Q.   I understand what you have done.8

A.   --general inquiries as to where it is.9

Q.   How do you find--what do you mean by a10

"general inquiry"?11

A.   I made a note to some of the people12

that are around my office staff as to the need for13

this chip.  And I asked them to see what they14

could do to find it.15

Q.   But you won't tell me who "them" is?16

A.   No, I won't.17

Q.   Okay.  And did you do that after you18

received the subpoena, or before, or both?19

A.   Both.20

Q.   Was the note in writing?21

A.   What note?22

Q.   The note that you made to the people23

that you just testified about?  You said, "I made a24

note."25
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A.   It was a verbal.  I asked.  I made a1

general inquiry.2

Q.   So it wasn't a note, it was a verbal3

inquiry?4

A.   That is correct.5

Q.   And you said a "general inquiry." Again,6

what do you mean by "general inquiry"?7

A.   Zack, let's make it simple.  There was8

a chip of a recording.  It hasn't been located. 9

We've been trying to find it before the subpoena10

and after.  And if I find it, you'll be the first11

guy I call and say, I've got it. Is that a deal?12

Q.   No.  You should communicate with me13

through counsel.14

A.   Fine.  We'll do it through counsel.15

Q.   But you don't tell me what you've done16

to try to do that.17

A.   I told you I made a general inquiry of18

people that come in and out of my office.19

  MR. BRADSHAW:  If we were to make some20

assurances that we will make every effort, as21

counsel, as officers of the court, to try to locate22

this document, could we move on to something that23

has something to do with this case?24

  MR. SHIELDS:  I certainly appreciate it. 25
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And I will move on due to his nonresponsiveness. 1

But that doesn't mean that he's been responsive. 2

But we will move on.3

  THE WITNESS:  No, I have been4

responsive. You've asked me 20 times the same5

question.6

BY MR. SHIELDS:7

Q.   You've told me you've made inquiries,8

but you haven't told me what you've done.  You9

just--10

A.   I said I made some inquiries to people11

that have come in and out of my office.12

Q.   And a minute ago you defined "general13

inquiry" as a note; and now you're saying there was14

no note, there was a oral inquiry.15

  So I'm confused, but we'll move on based16

on request of counsel.17

  Turn to Exhibit 2.  These are the18

documents that your attorney produced to me in19

response to the subpoena. Looks like there's a20

couple of letters.  To start out, there's a letter21

dated November 12, 2006.22

A.   What are you reading?23

Q.   This is the first page of Exhibit 2--24

2007, excuse me.  November 12, 2007.25
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  And then the next page is February 27,1

2008. This is sent to you or the occupants of 5252

Field.  Do you see that?3

A.   Umm-hmm.4

Q.   Is that the address of your home in5

Hildale?6

A.   It is.7

Q.   Okay.  I notice the third letter--this8

is one dated June 26, 2008--that's three pages in. 9

It's sent to 685 North Homestead.  Do you see that?10

A.   Yes.11

Q.   Why is there a different address here?12

A.   Didn't these letters come from you.13

Q.   Why is there a different address here?14

A.   Good question.  Didn't they come from15

you?16

Q.   These letters are not signed by me, no.17

A.   Whose names are they addressed from?18

Q.   I'm asking a question.19

A.   Who sent the letter?20

Q.   Jeffrey Shields did.21

A.   Well, then how would I know how he got22

my address three different ways, or two, or however23

many you're asking me about?24

Q.   Well, are those different homes?  Is25
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that a different address for the same home?1

A.   I have those idea why he sent it to2

different addresses.3

Q.   But are those two different homes?4

A.   I don't know what he's referring to.  I5

didn't produce the document.6

Q.   What is the address of where you live?7

A.   525 West Field Avenue.8

Q.   That's the address of where you live?9

A.   That's the address that I use.10

Q.   Okay.  What is the address at 685 North11

Homestead?12

A.   Can you help me?13

Q.   Are you familiar with that address at14

all?15

A.   No.16

Q.   Okay.  Do you know where Homestead17

Avenue is?18

A.   I do.19

Q.   Where is it?20

A.   It's the cross section, as to it crosses21

Field and . . .22

Q.   Would you turn in--but you've never23

heard of that address before?24

A.   It's not one that I commonly use, no.25
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Q.   But have you heard it before?  I didn't1

ask if it was commonly used.  I asked if you've2

heard it before.3

A.   It's not an address that I use--4

Q.   Okay.  Why--5

A.  --to identify my home, no.6

Q.   Why don't you turn down in--maybe three7

pages from the back of this exhibit.8

A.   Okay.9

Q.   Go one more.  There.10

  Do you see this document?  It's called11

United Effort Land Trust Residential Occupancy12

Agreement?13

A.   I do.14

Q.   Is that your signature on the bottom15

there?16

A.   Yes.17

Q.   Okay.  And is this your writing there18

in the upper box where it says, "William Jessop"?19

A.   No.20

Q.   The occupant?21

A.   No.22

Q.   Whose writing is that?23

A.   I have no idea.24

Q.   Do you know who filled this out?25
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A.   I don't.1

Q.   It says for a street address, 685 North2

Homestead, right?3

A.   I assume that was made by Bruce Wisan.4

Q.   The handwriting?5

A.   I don't know who wrote it.6

Q.   Okay.  But you signed it?7

A.   I did.8

Q.   Okay.  And did you--if that's the wrong9

address, why did you sign this agreement?10

A.   Because it has right here that there's a11

disclaimer down here that says (as read), "In12

signing this Agreement or Occupant . . . it does13

not consist or acknowledge the property of the14

court's actions in removing former . . ."15

  So I don't know what it is they're16

asking me to sign.  But it says right here there17

is a disclaimer that if I have a problem with it,18

then whatever, sign it. Read your own document.19

Q.   No.  My question is:  If it had the20

wrong address.21

A.   What addresses are you trying to take? 22

I mean what's he--how do I know it's the wrong23

address?24

Q.   You just told me that you live at 52525
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Field and that you weren't familiar with 685 North1

Homestead.2

A.   Well, I have property along Homestead3

that I've been using.  And if that's what he's4

addressing, then that's what I've signed.5

Q.   Okay.  Why don't you do this.   Would6

you draw me what property that you--your house and7

the property that you've been using?  You talked8

about earlier that you've been using some property9

on Field and Homestead.  Would you take a minute,10

and we'll have this marked as an exhibit.11

A.   There is a lot that was used right here12

at one time.  There's a home right here.  And I13

have a pasture that I've been irrigating.  I've got14

an irrigation system and some corals and panels.  I15

have some vehicles and trailers parked right here.16

Q.   Okay.17

A.   I've been using that property.18

Q.   And is this--and you're drawing areas19

now on the, I guess it would be the southwest--20

southwest of the intersection of Home (sic) and21

Field, that block there, right?22

A.   Yep.23

Q.   Okay.24

A.   And this right here has some trailer25
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houses of--some different individuals on it.  And1

I've been using this property right here.  There's2

an alleyway that goes down the back here.3

Q.   And so you're showing property now on4

the other side of Homestead Avenue, still on Field5

Avenue--6

A.   Correct.7

Q.   --near your house?8

A.   And so whether this address right here9

referred to this property, I wasn't sure where he10

was going with it.  Or whether it referred to this11

property, I wasn't sure.  I've been using it on12

both sides.13

Q.   Okay.  Why don't you mark the first14

property as 1, and the second property as 2, so15

we'll be able to understand this.16

  So property No. 2, which is on the west17

side of Homestead Avenue, that doesn't have a home18

on it?19

A.   It does.  My house sits right there.20

Q.   And what's the address of that house?21

A.   525 West Field Avenue.22

Q.   Oh, this is where your house is.23

  What about these houses on--24

A.   This may or may not.  I'm not familiar25
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with this.  But I know that I'm using property1

along Homestead, and I assume that that was the2

property he was talking about.3

Q.   Okay.  So what you've marked as No. 1,4

is it a field, is it a--5

A.   It's a pasture.  It's got fences, and6

it's got trailers, and I've been using it since7

somewhere--it was around 2000.8

Q.   And it's got homes, too?9

A.   Does not have a home.10

Q.   Okay.11

A.   There's a basement here, and a basement12

there, and there's a lot right there that--13

Q.   Okay.14

A.   --that I've been using.  And I 15

was . . .16

Q.   But the homes on either side are17

occupied by other people?18

A.   No.  This one right here, I think, is. 19

And this one right here is just a basement.20

Q.   And you've been using it since 2000?21

A.   Umm-hmm.22

Q.   Who authorized you to use it?23

A.   Uncle Fred.24

Q.   Okay.  And he was a bishop of the25
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Church at the time, was he not?1

A.   I believe he was.2

Q.   And he was a trustee of the trust?3

A.   I believe that, also.4

Q.   Where is your barn that you referred to? 5

Why don't you draw that and put a B in?6

A.   Barn is right there.7

Q.   Where is your shop?8

A.   Shop is right here; basketball court9

right here; corrals; and there's another barn, and10

a place down here with pens along this back wall. 11

I got a garden right here, goes against here.  Then12

an orchard on across the bottom, right here; and13

then another garden spot across here.  And my yard14

drainage comes down through the whole thing.15

Q.   This line on the south, is that another16

street?17

A.   That's the neighbors right there.  And18

then there's the street.  You use only the state19

lines down the street there.20

Q.   Okay.  And it was Bishop Fred Jessop21

that gave you the authorization to live there.  Is22

that correct?23

A.   That is correct.24

Q.   And did he give you authorization to use25
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this piece across the street that's been marked as1

No. 1?2

A.   He did.3

Q.   And when did he do that?4

A.   The same time he gave me the piece down5

below.6

Q.   Bishop Jessop passed away, did he not?7

A.   He did.8

Q.   Did you ever have communications with9

his replacement regarding your stewardship or your10

right to use this property?11

A.   He told me that wasn't changing any of12

Uncle Fred's programs.13

Q.   Okay.  And who was that?14

A.   That was Bishop William Jessop.15

Q.   Okay.  And so he didn't specifically16

talk about this, but he did mention he's not17

changing what Uncle Fred did?18

A.   That is correct.19

Q.   Is he still the bishop now?20

A.   I assume so.21

Q.   You don't know?22

A.   I believe he is.23

Q.   I thought that there was a different24

bishop.  William Jessop is the bishop still?25
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A.   I believe he is.1

Q.   What's the role of Lyle Jeffs?2

A.   Ask Lyle.3

Q.   You don't know?4

A.   What role are you asking?5

Q.   What's his position in the Church?6

A.   I believe he's a counselor to the7

bishop.8

Q.   A counselor?9

A.   Umm-hmm.10

Q.   I thought I read that he was the bishop11

of Short Creek, so . . .?12

A.   May have been.  I can't tell all the13

things you've read.14

Q.   No, I want to know what you--and you15

would know better than I would, so that's why I'm16

asking you. It's your testimony, then, that Lyle is17

a counselor to Bishop William E. Jessop?18

A.   I don't know what you read, but that's19

my understanding.20

Q.   That's what I'm asking.  Okay.  And so21

you have been--did you ever specifically discuss22

this property with Bishop Jessop that you had the23

right to stay here, or was it just a general, I'm24

not going to change what Bishop Fred Jessop did?25



                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 117

A.   There was no--there was no discussions1

as to change or use of the property different.  The2

only thing he ever said, in general was, in my3

operations and what I was doing, is he said, "We're4

carrying on with what Uncle Fred had going."5

Q.   Okay.  How big is your house here on6

this property?7

A.   What do you mean how big is it?8

Q.   How many square feet?9

A.   Probably around 16,000.10

Q.   16,000 square feet.11

  How many rooms?12

A.   I don't recall right off.13

Q.   Do you remember how many bathrooms?14

A.   I don't even know that.15

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Relevance.16

  THE WITNESS:  No.  It's for17

psychological and sociological warfare.18

BY MR. SHIELDS:19

Q.   How many people live there?20

A.   My family.21

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Relevance.22

BY MR. SHIELDS:23

Q.   How many people?24

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Relevance.  What25
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is the relevance of this to the motion?1

  MR. SHIELDS:  He's alleging he has2

stewardships to use property.  I just want to know3

what his use of the property is.4

  THE WITNESS:  To take care of my5

family.6

  MR. PARKER:  The motion doesn't address7

this property.  I mean, we're letting--giving you a8

lot of rope here.  But at some point, I've got the9

pull up the slack.  This has nothing to do--10

  MR. SHIELDS:  You produced this11

document.12

  MR. PARKER:--with this--well, because13

asked me to.14

  MR. SHIELDS:  Right.15

BY MR. SHIELDS:16

Q.   Have you made--you said you built this17

house?18

A.   Yep.19

Q.   And where did you get the material and20

the finances to build the house?21

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Relevance.22

  THE WITNESS:  I worked for it.23

BY MR. SHIELDS:24

Q.   Did you receive any donated labor or25
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donated material.1

A.   I don't recall any donated material. 2

And I do know that I had family and friends come3

and help me at times.4

Q.   And have you always paid the taxes--the5

property taxes attributable to this property?6

A.   Yes, I have.7

Q.   How about the property across the street8

that's been listed as No. 1.  Have you paid the9

taxes for that?10

A.   It's my belief that I have.  I have11

always made a consecration to the general tax fund12

above the use of what my immediate home was on.13

Q.   Okay.  Let's look at this first letter14

of November 12th.  It asked for you to pay taxes15

for 2007. Do you see that?16

A.   Where are you looking?17

Q.   Just the first page of Exhibit No. 2.18

A.   What's your question?19

Q.   Are you familiar with this letter?20

A.   No.21

Q.   Have you seen it before?22

A.   I have not, other than just whatever may23

have been in the file that was forwarded.24

Q.   Okay.  Do you remember receiving letters25
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from Bruce Wisan, the Special Fiduciary, to pay1

taxes?2

A.   No.3

Q.   Do you open the mail?4

A.   Some.5

Q.   But you don't remember seeing this one?6

A.   No.7

Q.   Do you know how it would have gotten in8

your file?9

A.   I don't.10

Q.   Would that have been something your11

assistants took care of?12

A.   Could have been.13

Q.   How about the next page, this is the14

February 27th.  Is your testimony the same with15

this letter?16

A.   That's correct.17

Q.   And did you pay taxes, the 2007 property18

taxes, for this property?19

A.   It's my understanding I've paid all the20

taxes that are current on my home.21

Q.   Okay.  If you go to the last page of22

this document produced--one more page.  Last page23

there.24

  Do you see a--looks like it's a receipt25
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from Washington County.  Do you see that?1

A.   Umm-hmm.2

Q.   Have you seen this document before?3

A.   Not specifically.4

Q.   Did you--is this a receipt for the5

payment of property taxes?6

A.   It appears to be.7

Q.   Did you pay the taxes personally, or did8

you have someone else do it?9

A.   I believe I had someone help me.  I10

paid it, but I had someone pay it--deliver the11

check to them.12

Q.   And who was that?13

A.   I don't recall.14

Q.   One of your assistants?15

A.   Could have been.16

Q.   Okay.  How about the third page in17

here?18

A.   Which page?19

Q.   Third page of Exhibit 2.  I'm just20

going through the ones your attorney produced to me21

as responsive to the subpoena?22

  MR. PARKER:  The June 26th?23

BY MR. SHIELDS:24

Q.   June 26, 2008 letter.  Have you seen25
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this document before?1

A.   Not right off, no.2

Q.   Is your testimony the same, then?  You3

believe your assistant must have provided this to4

your attorney?5

A.   He could have.6

Q.   But you don't know?7

A.   I don't know what that was all produced,8

but I assume that's where they got it.9

Q.   This mentions payment of a monthly10

assessment of $100 a month.  Are you familiar with11

that request by the Fiduciary?12

A.   I understand he's got some program where13

he's trying to do that.14

Q.   Okay.  Have you ever made that payment?15

A.   I believe there's been some payments16

made to that.17

Q.   And did you make them, or did you just18

have an assistant do it?19

A.   In what way did I make them?20

Q.   My question is:  Did you make any21

payments for this house, personally?  Did you ever22

sign the check?23

A.   I'm the one that signed the check, yes.24

Q.   You are?  Okay.  And did you mail it25
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in, or did you have an assistant do that?1

A.   I don't recall how it was sent.2

Q.   And do you know how many payments you've3

made?4

A.   I have no idea.5

Q.   Are you current in your payments on the6

assessment?7

A.   I don't even know that.8

Q.   Would you turn to the next document. 9

It's a statement dated 8/1/2008.  Are you familiar10

with this document?11

A.   I'm not.12

Q.   Would your testimony be the same then--13

you assume that your assistant provided it to your14

attorney?15

A.   I'm assuming it's probably something16

that you--something somebody sent me.17

Q.   This indicates apparently one payment18

for $667.48.  Do you see that?19

A.   That's what it appears.20

Q.   And it was your testimony that you wrote21

that check?22

A.   I believe that I covered that check, or23

wrote it, yes.24

Q.   Did you ever send any payment other than25
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that one payment?1

A.   I don't know.2

Q.   Did you ever instruct someone to make3

the payment?4

A.   I don't recall.5

Q.   Have you made any effort to see that6

payments have been made since that time?7

A.   Have I what?8

Q.   Have you made any efforts to see that9

payments are made since this one--other than this10

one check?11

A.   Still don't understand the question.12

Q.   Okay.  You testified there was one13

check--that this shows one check was sent?14

A.   That's what it appears to show.15

Q.   And you said that either you signed it16

or you had it signed and sent in--17

A.   Correct.18

Q.   --is that correct?  It shows that you19

owe $218.  Is that correct?20

A.   I have no idea.21

Q.   You don't.  Have you made any effort to22

make a payment, other than this one check?23

A.   I don't recall of any.  I don't know. 24

I don't know what I've done or not done on that.25
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Q.   I mean, it's only been in the last1

couple months, right?2

A.   Correct.3

Q.   And you would remember if you had,4

wouldn't you?5

A.   I don't recall.6

Q.   Does that mean no, you haven't made any7

effort?8

A.   Is that what I said?9

Q.   That's what I'm trying to clarify here.10

A.   That isn't what I said.11

Q.   Is your memory of such that you could12

have made a check in the last two months and13

forgotten?14

A.   I could have.15

Q.   Do you intend to stay current with the16

monthly assessments?17

A.   I intend to tender the assessments to18

the court.19

Q.   Please explain what you mean by that.20

A.   Just that.21

Q.   That you intend to make the payments to22

the court?23

A.   Correct.24

Q.   And you will not make them to Bruce25
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Wisan, the Special Fiduciary?1

A.   We're hoping that we can get some relief2

from that.3

Q.   Okay.  And until the court changes that,4

do you intend to make any more payments to Bruce?5

A.   I don't know what I intend to do.  I6

haven't thought about it.  We're seeking relief,7

and that's what we're up here now is doing, is8

seeking relief as to the general behavior of Mr.9

Wisan.10

Q.   Okay.  And does that mean the motion11

that we're talking about here, or are you filing12

additional motions?13

  MR. PARKER:  That's--don't disclose any14

privileged information.15

  THE WITNESS:  I won't disclose any16

privileged information.17

BY MR. SHIELDS:18

Q.   Yeah.  Don't do that.   My question is: 19

Do you intend to file any further motions with the20

court?21

  MR. PARKER:  Well, I would instruct him22

not to answer that question--23

  MR. SHIELDS:  Okay.24

  MR. PARKER: --on the basis of privilege.25
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BY MR. SHIELDS:1

Q.   When do you plan to make the payments2

to the court?  You said you were going to tender3

payments to the court.4

A.   We're working through that--those5

details.6

Q.   But you haven't made any payments to the7

court yet.  Is that true?8

A.   I'm unaware of the current situation as9

to what I've done and not done as to that.10

Q.   Who would be aware more than you?11

A.   My legal counsel.12

Q.   Does legal counsel make your payments13

for you?14

A.   I've had legal counsel make payments for15

me, yes.  As to this particular issue, I'm unaware16

of it.17

Q.   Okay.  Let's turn a couple more pages. 18

Let me help you here.  We're on the Occupancy19

Agreement. Actually, let's turn to the second to20

the last page.  It appears to be a check to Mojave21

County Treasurer.  Do you see that?22

A.   I do.23

Q.   And can you tell me what this check is?24

A.   It appears to be a check to the Mojave25
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County Treasurer.1

Q.   And did you know what this was for?2

A.   I assume it's for taxes.3

Q.   For what property?4

A.   I assume it was for Arizona taxes.5

Q.   But for which property of Arizona?6

A.   Potentially, what I refer to as the7

South Yard.8

Q.   South Yard?9

A.   Umm-hmm.10

Q.   And that's with one south and west of11

the highway.  Is that correct?12

A.   Correct.13

Q.   And that's the one, I think you14

testified earlier, that you use?15

A.   Yes.16

Q.   And you use that for your business.  Is17

that correct?18

A.   Umm-hmm.19

Q.   Is that R&W Excavating?20

A.   It is.21

Q.   Have you always paid the property taxes22

associated with that property?23

A.   To my knowledge.24

Q.   Have you ever paid property taxes25
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associated with the Berry Knoll farm?1

A.   Yes.2

Q.   And when was that?3

A.   When the bishop made a call for help on4

the taxes.5

Q.   Will you explain what happened there?6

A.   He asked for help to pay the taxes, and7

I helped him.8

Q.   And which bishop is this?9

A.   Uncle Fred.10

Q.   When did this happen?11

A.   Many times.12

Q.   Did he specify it to the Berry Knoll13

Farm, or just a general tax fund?14

A.   General tax fund.15

Q.   Okay.  So you paid more than what would16

be attributable to your house.  Is that correct?17

A.   At times.18

Q.   And more than what would be attributable19

to your--I guess we call the South Yard.  Is that20

correct?21

A.   At times.22

Q.   Okay.  And so when you said you've23

helped pay for the Berry Knoll Farms, that would be24

the payment you're talking about?25
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A.   That is correct.1

Q.   But you never linked that to the Berry2

Knoll Farms? Is that correct?3

A.   I linked it to all the properties and4

issues that the Church held.5

Q.   So you linked it to the entire trust,6

is that correct?--all the property of the trust?7

A.   That the Church controls, yes.8

Q.   Okay.  Would you explain a little bit9

more about this tendering payment to the court?  Is10

it your intent to make a payment to the Third11

District Court?12

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Instruct the13

witness not to answer as to what we might intend to14

do, or plan to do, or be thinking about doing.15

BY MR. SHIELDS:16

Q.   I won't ask you anything that your17

attorney told you, just what you intend to do.18

  MR. PARKER:  Well, then he can't answer19

the question, can he?20

  MR. SHIELDS:  A lot of times we ask21

about people's intent.22

  THE WITNESS:  I'm not going to speculate23

on all my intentions.24

BY MR. SHIELDS:25
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Q.   Let's turn to Exhibit 3.  We previously1

identified this for the record.  This is the2

document that you had signed a verification of.  Is3

that correct?4

A.   Where?5

Q.   The entire exhibit--Exhibit 3.6

A.   On the back?7

Q.   Where you signed it, I can show you. 8

Remember, there was a--9

  MR. PARKER:  It's between page .17 and10

18.11

BY MR. SHIELDS:12

Q.   Yeah.  There was three pages between 1713

and 18 that were unnumbered.14

  MR. PARKER:  Could we take a short15

break before we go into this?16

  MR. SHIELDS:  Sure.17

  MR. PARKER:  And go down the hallway.18

  MR. SHIELDS:  Sure. 19

  (A break was taken from 2:21 p.m. to 2:29 p.m.)20

BY MR. SHIELDS:21

Q.   We were looking at the verification. 22

It's on the first page after page .17, and you had23

signed--I believe it's right there.  Do you see24

that?25
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A.   Right.1

Q.   Did you read this before you signed it? 2

Did you read the document?3

A.   Yes, I went through it.4

Q.   Okay.  And who was Boyd Knudson.  I5

notice his signature is here as the notary on your6

signature.7

A.   He appears to be a notary.8

Q.   Was he there when you signed it?9

A.   He was there when I signed it.10

Q.   Does he have any other role besides a11

notary?12

  MR. PARKER:  Role of what?  Object to13

the form. Role in connection with the document?14

BY MR. SHIELDS:15

Q.   Or anything.  I said who is he, you he16

said he appears to be a notary.  Do you know him?17

A.   Yeah, I know of him.18

Q.   And what is his occupation?19

A.   Notary.20

Q.   Anything else?21

A.   That's all I've used him for.22

Q.   Are you aware of another occupation?23

A.   He's a dry waller on the weekends, at24

times.25
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Q.   I thought--I may be wrong--I thought I1

saw his name associated as being associated with2

the Corporation of the Presiding Bishop of the3

Fundamentalist Church of Jesus Christ Latter-Day4

Saints.  Are you familiar with that?5

A.   That's your document, not mine.6

Q.   Excuse me?7

A.   What document?8

Q.   I'm not referring to a document.  I9

said I thought I had heard that he was--he had 10

been . . .11

A.   I thought you referred to a document.12

Q.   No.13

A.   Oh.14

Q.   Are you familiar with him having any15

role, any position in the Fundamentalist Church of16

Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints?17

A.   I believe he's a member.18

Q.   Okay.  Anything more than that?19

A.   No.20

Q.   You're not aware of his being a21

president, or a registered agent, or anything to22

that effect?23

A.   He's a notary.24

Q.   Nothing besides that?25
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A.   Not that I'm aware of.1

Q.   Okay.  Let's go back to this Exhibit 3,2

and turn to the first page.  The first line, you3

indicate that you are filing the motion on your own4

behalf and on behalf of others in good standing of5

the Fundamentalist Church of Jesus Christ of6

Latter-Day Saints.  Do you see that?7

A.   Correct.8

Q.   Who gave you the authority to file on9

behalf of other members in good standing?10

A.   Are you asking for all the members that11

are in good standing?12

Q.   No.  I'm asking who gave you the13

authority to file on behalf of the other members in14

good standing?15

A.   I gave it to myself, apparently.16

Q.   No one else gave you that authority.17

A.   No.18

Q.   And who determines who is in good19

standing of the FLDS Church?20

A.   I suppose that would be an individual21

issue.22

Q.   Is it individual or is it leadership?23

A.   Which leaders?24

Q.   Any leaders of the church.25
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A.   Define "leader."1

Q.   Bishop, prophet, bishop's counselors.2

A.   They could certainly have some say as to3

who's members and who's not.4

Q.   And whose say would govern, the member5

or the leadership?6

A.   I'd say both.7

Q.   Okay.  When you--here you're talking8

about filing this on behalf of other members in9

good standing. Who is making the determination of10

who was in good standing and who was not?11

A.   I suppose the members would have to make12

that determination.13

Q.   But you are purporting to be on their14

behalf. So who is going to make the determination,15

just each individual person?16

A.   There's been numerous amount of people17

that have contacted that are interested in joining18

a class action lawsuit, if that's what you mean. 19

And no, I don't know all their names.  But I know20

that it's more than--more than 100.21

Q.   Okay.  And did you purport to represent22

those people in this motion, or is that something23

that's come since then?24

A.   That could be part of this motion.25
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Q.   Have you had any communications with1

leadership of the FLDS Church in connection with2

filing this motion?3

A.   Which leadership?4

Q.   Any leadership.5

A.   Of course.6

Q.   Which leaders?7

A.   As far as involving in the motion?8

Q.   Yeah.9

A.   I've had communications with leaders,10

but not necessarily involving this motion.11

Q.   My question is:  Have you had any with12

this motion?13

A.   No.14

Q.   Have you had any with other litigation15

that you're involved in, or the Church has been16

involved in?17

A.   Which litigation?18

Q.   Any other litigation.19

A.   For instance, can you give me an20

example?21

Q.   The lawsuit against Bruce Wisan in Third22

District Court, as an example, but not limited to23

that.24

A.   I'm not involved in any--haven't had25
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any--talked about that with them.1

Q.   Have you been involved with legal2

counsel in connection with that lawsuit?3

A.   Yes.4

Q.   Do you have any formal role or position5

for the FLDS Church?6

A.   I'm a member.7

Q.   Anything more than that?8

A.   No.9

Q.   I've read in the paper that you indicate10

that you're a spokesman for the Church.  Is that11

true?12

A.   What paper?  What is the context?  I'm13

a member and I speak.  Is that fair?14

Q.   Have you ever been a spokesman for the15

Church?16

A.   As a member, I have spoken.17

Q.   Have you ever represented or held18

yourself out to be a spokesman for the Church?19

A.   Not necessarily.20

Q.   It's not necessarily--I'm confused. 21

Will you answer yes or no or explain?22

A.   I am a member of the Church, and I have23

spoken.24

Q.   Have you ever told people, or held25
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yourself out, or stated that you are a spokesman1

for the Church?2

A.   I'm a member of the Church, and yes, I3

speak.4

Q.   I understand that.5

  MR. SHIELDS:  For the record, his6

attorney is counseling with him off the record.7

  THE WITNESS:  What was the question?8

BY MR. SHIELDS:9

Q.   Have you ever represented or held10

yourself out to be a spokesman for the FLDS Church?11

A.   I've never been a spokesman for the12

Church, no. I've been a spokesman for members of13

the Church.14

Q.   And who has authorized you to be a15

spokesman?16

A.   Myself.17

Q.   You haven't had specific members18

authorize you to?19

A.   There's been members that have asked me20

to speak on their behalf, yes.21

Q.   How many?22

A.   Many.23

Q.   Do you have any other position of24

leadership in the Church--25
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A.   What leadership?1

Q.   --other than being a member?2

A.   I'm a member.3

Q.   How about, have you been asked to be a4

liaison to the legal counsel for the Church, or for5

leadership of the Church?6

A.   I don't recall of any calling that the7

Church has asked me to be involved in that.8

Q.   Any assignment?9

A.   On this particular issue?10

Q.   On any communicating with legal counsel11

on the Church's legal matters.12

A.   I suppose I've been there when there's13

been discussions about legal matters with different14

people of the Church.15

Q.   Haven't you been heavily involved with16

several attorneys involving Church-related matters?17

A.   Church members.18

Q.   What's that?19

A.   I've been heavily involved with legal20

counsel for Church members.21

Q.   But not--are you making a distinction,22

then, between the formal Church and members of the23

Church, then?24

A.   I'm not sure what your question is.25
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Q.   Well, haven't--have you been involved1

with any lawsuit filed by the Church itself?2

A.   Because I'm a member of the Church, that3

would make me a party to it, correct.4

Q.   Have you been involved with working with5

legal counsel in providing assistance?6

A.   Have I worked with legal counsel7

providing them assistance?8

Q.   Yes, on the lawsuit filed by the Church?9

A.   By the members of the Church.  What10

lawsuit has the Church filed?11

Q.   Well, for example, I think the one we12

just referred to in Third District Court.13

A.   This one?14

Q.   No, this is a motion in this case.15

A.   I've been involved as a member of the16

Church, involved with Church legal action, correct.17

Q.   Let's focus, then, specifically, then,18

on the lawsuit filed in Third District Court19

alleging fraud upon the court.  Have you had any20

involvement with the filing of that lawsuit?21

A.   Yes.22

Q.   Have you provided assistance to legal23

counsel?24

A.   Yes.25
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Q.   Did you--are you the one that authorized1

legal counsel to file that on behalf of the Church?2

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Privileged. 3

Instruct the witness not to answer.4

BY MR. SHIELDS:5

Q.   Do you have any agency, or position,6

with the church that you would be authorized to7

make those kinds of calls--to hire counsel, or to8

authorize the filing of lawsuits on behalf of the9

Church?10

A.   I haven't filed any lawsuits on behalf11

of the Church, only as a member.12

Q.   Have you ever authorized an attorney to13

file a lawsuit on the behalf of the Church?14

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Privilege. 15

Instruct the witness not to answer.16

BY MR. SHIELDS:17

Q.   Have you ever been given the authority18

to do that?19

A.   The Church hasn't given me--as a member,20

I give myself authority to do things, but as a21

member. What authorities are you talking about? 22

Which one?  What are you talking about?23

Q.   Have you been authorized--and your24

attorney won't let you answer if you were the one25
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that hired legal counsel and authorized him to file1

a lawsuit--2

A.   Define "who is" to me.3

Q.   What's that?4

A.   Who are you asking?5

Q.   Who am I asking?6

  Let me clarify.  Your attorney won't let7

you answer whether you were the one that authorized8

the filing of the lawsuit on behalf of the Church.9

  What I'm asking is:  Did the Church10

ever authorize you to hire--to engage attorneys on11

behalf of the Church?12

A.   I'm a member of the Church.13

Q.   Has the Church ever authorized you to14

engage attorneys on behalf of the Church?15

A.   Who in the Church, because I'm a member16

of the Church.  That's me.17

Q.   Any leader in the Church.18

A.   Which leader?19

Q.   Any leader.20

A.   I'm a member of the Church.  I've been21

involved in litigation to protect the Church.22

Q.   And have you been authorized to hire23

attorneys to file actions on behalf the Church?24

A.   Because I'm a member of the Church, then25
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yes I filed actions.1

Q.   On behalf of the Church?2

A.   On behalf of the Church and on behalf3

of myself.4

Q.   Have you been involved with obtaining5

funds for the payment of attorneys fees involving6

the Church and Church members?7

A.   I can only speak for myself.  I've been8

involved with obtaining monies that I've9

contributed myself to the Church.10

Q.   How about monies that others have11

contributed?12

A.   Who?13

Q.   I didn't say who, I said anybody else.14

A.   I don't know who "anybody else" is.15

Q.   Have you ever been involved with16

gathering, or any way involved with payment of17

attorneys fees, for litigation involving the Church18

or Church members, other than your own cases?19

  MR. PARKER:  I'm going to object.  I20

think that the payment of attorney's fees and21

method is privileged. Instruct him not to answer.22

  MR. SHIELDS:  I don't think it is, but23

we can save that for another day.24

  MR. PARKER:  Well, we might as well25
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draw the line early than run around it for ten1

minutes.  I do think that we do have a privilege.2

  MR. SHIELDS:  I won't go there, but I'm3

reserving the rights.  I don't think that's a4

legitimate defense here.5

  MR. PARKER:  I don't just don't want6

there to be a waiver.7

  MR. SHIELDS:  Yeah, but you've8

instructed him not to answer, so I won't go into9

that area to save time. But I'm certainly not10

waiving, either.11

  MR. PARKER:  No, I didn't say you were.12

BY MR. SHIELDS:13

Q.   Okay.  In your motion and memorandum14

here, you indicate that the sale of the Berry Knoll15

Farms would threaten the religious communal16

lifestyle.17

  MR. BRADSHAW:  What page are we on?18

BY MR. SHIELDS:19

Q.   I'm on page .2, and I think there are20

other places with a similar issue.  At the top of21

page .2 you say, ". . . a fundamental threat to the22

religious communal lifestyle and beliefs of the23

community because they threaten its24

self-sufficiency."25
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  What--is it your position that the1

Fiduciary should run this trust in a manner as to2

promote the religious communal lifestyle of the3

people?4

A.   Absolutely.  Absolutely.5

Q.   Is it your manner (sic) that he should6

run the trust in a manner to support and uphold the7

religious doctrines of the FLDS Church?8

A.   I think that was the intent of the9

trust all along.10

Q.   The question was a yes or no question.11

  MR. PARKER:  He answered it.12

BY MR. SHIELDS:13

Q.   You do understand that Judge Lindberg14

has reformed the trust, do you not?15

A.   We're seeking some clarification as to16

that, yes.17

Q.   Okay.  So do you want to undo the18

reformation of the trust?19

A.   I think the trust is--that's certainly20

part of our petition is to have the trust put in21

the context of how it was formed.22

Q.   Okay.  Now, that's not part of this. 23

When you say "petition," what are you referring to?24

A.   We're seeking some relief from the court25
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to put the trust into the form that it was--its1

original intent was.2

Q.   And that's not this motion.  Are you3

talking about a different petition, then?  A4

different motion?5

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Privilege.6

  It's privilege, so that means don't7

answer.8

BY MR. SHIELDS:9

Q.   In this motion, you're not seeking that,10

are you?11

  MR. PARKER:  Calls for a legal12

conclusion.13

BY MR. SHIELDS:14

Q.   What are you seeking in this motion? 15

What do you want?16

A.   I'm asking for the court to let us17

maintain our ability to use the property to sustain18

our family and our community and the members of the19

Church.20

Q.   And the sale of the Berry Knoll property21

would prevent that.  Is that what you're saying?22

A.   Absolutely.23

Q.   And how would it prevent that?24

A.   How do we raise our cows--how do we--to25
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take care of the members of the Church and my1

family?2

Q.   How--and you say the Berry Knoll Farm is3

essential to that?4

A.   Absolutely.5

Q.   Tell me about the use of the Berry6

Knoll Farm over the last five years.7

A.   It's been used heavily for that.8

Q.   Anything more than grazing in the last9

five years?10

A.   I think it's been used--I'm not sure all11

the benefits.  I can just relate to the benefits12

it's done for myself, and the part that I--the role13

that I play.14

Q.   And what would be the dollar value of15

the benefit you've gained from using the Berry16

Knoll Farm over the last five years?17

A.   I don't know the dollar value.18

Q.   Could you give me an estimate?19

A.   Not really.20

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.21

  THE WITNESS:  It depends on the year. 22

It depends on the grass.  It depends on how much23

it's able to hold.24

BY MR. SHIELDS:25
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Q.   Give me a rough estimate.  Are we1

talking hundreds of thousands of dollars?2

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form. 3

Speculation.4

BY MR. SHIELDS:5

Q.   Go ahead and answer.6

A.   It's, obviously, into many thousands of7

dollars, yes.8

Q.   That this Berry Knoll Farm has netted9

that much gain to you?10

A.   No, to the community as a whole.11

Q.   And how does it go to the community as12

a whole? Tell me how profits are generated from13

this land.  Do you pay rent for it?14

A.   I paid the cost to develop a lot of it.15

Q.   Back in the 90s.  Is that correct?16

A.   And continually.17

Q.   I'm talking from 2003 to 2005, have you18

ever paid any rent for use of the land?19

A.   The term "rent" has not been brought up.20

Q.   Okay.  So you've never paid any, have21

you?22

A.   The value that the farm--the value of23

the grazing goes into animals that go into--some of24

them are sold, and some are turned into the25
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storehouse to take care of the people--the faithful1

members of the Church.2

Q.   And how many are turned in to the3

storehouse?4

A.   Totally depends on the grass, and the5

year, what their needs are.6

Q.   Tell me in the last five years, how7

many have been turned in?8

A.   Hundreds.9

Q.   Hundreds of cattle have been turned in10

to the storehouse?11

A.   Umm-hmm.12

Q.   And you're saying the meat from those13

cattle, some of it is attributable to grazing on14

this Berry Knoll farm?15

A.   It's not attributed.  It's just to the16

needs of the people.17

Q.   But what I'm saying you're saying: This18

Berry Knoll Farm contributed to the growth of the19

cattle, right?20

A.   Correct.21

Q.   And what percentage of the time are the22

cattle grazing on the Berry Knoll Farms as opposed23

to other property?24

A.   It just totally depends on the moisture25
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content, how much it's able to produce as far as1

grass.2

Q.   Okay.  In the wet year, what's the3

percentage of time they are on the Berry Knoll4

Farm?5

A.   They've spent up to eight months there.6

Q.   Eight months of the year.  How about on7

a dry year?8

A.   None at all.9

Q.   Okay.  And in the last five years, how10

many years have been wet, dry--versus average?11

A.   About half.12

Q.   And how long would the cattle stay there13

in an average year?14

A.   We like to keep them there as long as15

we possibly can.16

Q.   And how long is that in an average17

year?18

A.   It can be up to a year--all year round.19

Q.   Now, you said in a wet year it's eight20

months, and  I want to know what it is on an21

average year.22

A.   Well, you're talking about the Berry23

Knoll Farm, I'm talking about all of it.  I can24

move it from off of the north side of the highway25
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to--1

Q.   I'm just talking about the Berry Knoll2

Farm here.  I'm not talking about all of it.3

A.   The use of the Berry Knoll Farm has a4

direct effect on what the ranges are--on the other5

range around the community is also doing.6

Q.   How many cattle have you donated to the7

storehouse in the last five years?8

A.   I don't have that account.9

  MR. PARKER:  Asked and answered.10

BY MR. SHIELDS:11

Q.   What would be the value of the cattle12

you've donated to the storehouse in the last five13

years?14

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.  No15

foundation. BY THE WITNESS:16

Q.   You know the value of cattle, don't you?17

A.   No, it changes.18

Q.   But you'd know what it's been over the19

last five years, don't you?20

A.   Not necessarily.21

Q.   Can you give me an estimate of what the22

value of the cattle donated to the storehouse in23

the last five years would be?24

  MR. PARKER:  Objection.  No foundation.25
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  THE WITNESS:  Tens of thousands of1

dollars.2

BY MR. SHIELDS:3

Q.   Okay.  What percentage of your herd has4

been donated to the storehouse, as opposed to the5

percentage that was sold elsewhere?6

A.   Totally depends on the needs of the7

storehouse.8

Q.   Well, help me out.  Let's go over the9

last five years, then.  How about this year?  Have10

you sold any cattle this year?11

A.   Most of them's gone to the storehouse.12

Q.   Most have gone this year?  Like what13

percentage?14

A.   So far, all of them.15

Q.   How many cattle is that for this year?16

A.   I don't know.17

Q.   Can you give me an estimate?18

A.   I'm guessing somewhere in the19

neighborhood of 30 to 40--20

Q.   Okay.21

A.   --so far.22

Q.   How about last year?23

A.   Probably close to the same.24

Q.   How about 2006?25
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A.   Probably not quite as many.1

Q.   And how many, then, were sold on the2

open market rather than going to the storehouse?3

A.   Which year?4

Q.   Let's go through each year.  This year5

you said none had been sold.6

A.   None this year.7

Q.   How about 2007?8

A.   I think I sold a few.  A dozen.9

Q.   So you did about 30 or 40 at the10

storehouse, and only a dozen sold at the open11

market?12

A.   Did that just to help me pay my field13

expenses and overhead to help take care of the rest14

of the herd.15

Q.   And 2007, similar?16

A.   Probably real similar.17

Q.   We already said--was 2006 similar?18

A.   Correct.19

Q.   What how about 2005?20

A.   I don't recall.  But it's been roughly--21

we've sold a few to try to cover our cash costs.22

Q.   Sold around a dozen.  Is that right?23

A.   Maybe a few more.24

Q.   And about 30 or 40 to the storehouse25

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 154

that year, as well?1

A.   Maybe not quite that high.2

Q.   How about 2004?3

A.   There's--we've been able to usually4

donate one to two a month, at least, consistently--5

Q.   Okay.  And how many--6

A.   --for the last several years.7

Q.   And how many have you sold on the8

market in 2004?9

A.   Probably eight to ten.10

Q.   Okay.  And so it's your testimony that11

without those cattle donated, that that threatens12

the self-sufficiency of the community?13

A.   Certainly has a big--an impact.14

Q.   Okay.  So then what do you want--in15

filing this motion, what do you want to accomplish?16

A.   I want the property to be left in our17

ability to raise our cows and take care of our18

needs of my family and needs of the other members19

of the Church.20

Q.   And anything other than the donation of21

cattle that probably has been used to take care of22

the needs of the members of the Church?23

A.   What's that?24

Q.   Anything other than the donation of the25
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cattle to the storehouse, has this property been1

used in any way to benefit the members of the2

Church?3

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.4

  THE WITNESS:  Of course it has.5

BY MR. SHIELDS:6

Q.   What other ways, besides the donation of7

cattle.8

A.   I think it has been able to also--9

there's been times when we've--we've had other10

people's cattle there, when we've had enough grass.11

And that money, also, was used by the storehouse to12

help cover the cost of the property and needs of13

the people.14

Q.   Do you know how much money, then, was15

attributed from the use of other people's cattle?16

A.   I'm not familiar with the exact dollars17

of it.18

Q.   Okay.  Anything else?19

A.   That's only the part that I've been20

personally involved in.21

Q.   Okay.  Now, I think you testified22

earlier that if the trustees determine the land23

would be better used for building of homes than to24

grazing, that it would be their prerogative to stop25
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the grazing and have homes to be built there.  Is1

that correct?2

A.   No.  You says, Has that happened? And I3

said, Yes, it has.4

Q.   Didn't you testify that it would be the5

prerogative of the Church leadership to do that?6

A.   No.  I said that there has been times7

where that has happened.8

Q.   Is that your testimony and your9

understanding that the Church leadership had the10

decision to determine how land was used?11

A.   I believe that the members of the Church12

worked together as to the best use of the land.13

Q.   What do you mean by members--14

  MR. SHIELDS:  Let the record show his15

attorney is whispering to him again.16

  MR. PARKER:  You know, I have a right17

to consult with the witness.18

  MR. SHIELDS:  Sure.  I just want to19

record to show it.20

  MR. PARKER:  So you can put it on the21

record or not put it on the record, but I'll talk22

to him after every question if I feel it's23

appropriate.24

  MR. SHIELDS:  And I just said the25
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record can show it.  That's all I said.1

  THE WITNESS:  What was the question?2

  MR. SHIELDS:  Forgot.3

  MR. PARKER:  Well let me pose it.4

  MR. SHIELDS:  Do you want to refresh my5

memory?6

  MR. PARKER:  No.  I was thinking, you7

know, if you wanted to let me take your questions8

for a while. I'll fix it.9

  MR. SHIELDS:  Sorry.10

  THE REPORTER:  QUESTION:  "Is that your11

testimony and your understanding that the Church12

leadership had the decision to determine how the13

land was used?"14

  THE WITNESS:  Is that your question?15

BY MR. SHIELDS:16

Q.   Yeah.  That was it.17

A.   I think the Church continually worked18

with its members to determine the just wants and19

needs of each member the Church.  And if that was20

what was determined, then yes, they did it.21

Q.   But who had the power and the discretion22

and the control to determine how the property was23

used?24

A.   That was the members of the Church.25
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Q.   It was the Church president, was it not?1

A.   He could be involved.2

Q.   But didn't he have the ultimate say as3

to how property was used?4

A.   He could have the ultimate say.  I5

don't know that he did do that, but I think that6

he could have.7

Q.   Now, wasn't that your understanding of8

how it worked?9

A.   No, it isn't.10

Q.   So what's your understanding of how it11

worked?12

A.   It was determined as to the members13

would work together on the just wants and needs of14

each other, and they would accommodate it.15

Q.   And the Church president did not have16

the final say on it?17

A.   He could, if he wanted to intervene. 18

But I don't know that he did.19

Q.   But if he wanted to, he had the final20

say, did he not?21

A.   He could have.22

Q.   What do you mean by "he could have"?23

A.   You're asking me to speculate--24

Q.   No, I'm not.25

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 159

A.   --as to what he did.  I don't know of1

him having any say as to--final say on those kind2

of issues.3

Q.   I'm asking you to say what your4

understanding was as to the authority of the5

trustees of the trust, namely, the president of the6

Church, over who determines how property--trust7

property is used.8

A.   It was my understanding that the bishop9

would work with the members, and the members would10

work together as to what would be the best use of11

the property.  Then it would be administered by the12

bishop.13

Q.   And what if there was a situation where14

the member had a different desire as to the use of15

the property than the bishop had?  Whose decision16

would govern?17

A.   I think that's totally between that18

individual and the bishop.  And I think they went19

both--either way.20

Q.   And this is your honest testimony?21

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form. 22

Argumentative. Instruct the witness--23

  THE WITNESS:  I can only tell you--24

  MR. PARKER: --not to answer.25
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  THE WITNESS: --what I have been involved1

in. And for you to ask me what everybody else's2

conversation has been between them and their bishop3

and them with other members, you'd have to ask4

them.  My opinion--or answer to your question is: 5

Is I am unaware of a confrontation of that between6

people and the bishop.7

BY MR. SHIELDS:8

Q.   You never heard the bishop, or another9

agent of the trust, say that you are tenants at10

will with respect to the property?11

A.   They've always made it clear that we12

were beneficiaries of the property as long as we13

were members of the Church.14

Q.   The question is:  Did you ever hear him15

say you were tenants at will?16

  MR. PARKER:  Asked and answered.  We've17

been through this, Zack.18

BY MR. SHIELDS:19

Q.   Did Bruce Wisan ever authorize you to20

use the Berry Knoll Farm after he was appointed?21

A.   I don't know what Bruce has authorized22

and not authorized on any property.23

Q.   Are you aware of him ever authorizing24

you to use it?25
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A.   I'm unaware of him authorizing or1

unauthorizing anything that had to do with it.2

Q.   Did you ever ask him for permission to3

use the property?4

  MR. PARKER:  Was that the Berry Knoll5

property?6

  MR. SHIELDS:  Let's start there, yes.7

  THE WITNESS:  I haven't had any8

discussions about any of that with Mr. Wisan.9

BY MR. SHIELDS:10

Q.   How about the property you refer to as11

the South Parcel.  Did you ever have discussions12

regarding that?13

A.   He told me one time the he was going to14

sell it.15

Q.   And what did you tell him?16

A.   I told him it wasn't his to sell.17

Q.   Did you tell him you had a right to use18

it?19

A.   I told him that I'd bought an interest20

from the court, and the court had given me a right21

to that property.22

Q.   And how did--explain that.  What court?23

A.   It was--I don't recall the exact court. 24

But I had made an agreement with a trustee--trying25

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 162

to think of his name.1

  MR. BRADSHAW:  Ken Rushton.2

  THE WITNESS:  Ken Rushton.  I'd made an3

agreement to buy Steed's interest in that same4

property. They had invested heavily into helping5

make it into a nice place, and I bought their6

interest out.7

BY MR. SHIELDS:8

Q.   And what interest did the Steeds have? 9

Wasn't this UEP land?10

A.   It was under the direction of the11

Church.12

Q.   Wasn't it in the name of the UEP?13

A.   That was how the Church was holding the14

property, yes.15

Q.   Any other communications with Bruce16

about your use of property?17

A.   I don't recall at this time.18

Q.   Paragraph 10, second sentence.  You say,19

"The Law of Consecration in the United Order, by20

definition, cannot maintain their existence absent21

full ecclesiastical input and control."  Do you see22

that?23

A.   I see it.24

Q.   Is that what you are seeking in this25
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motion, to have full ecclesiastical input and1

control of the trust?2

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Calls for a legal3

conclusion.4

BY MR. SHIELDS:5

Q.   You can go ahead and answer. Sorry.  I6

thought you were thinking.  Are you waiting for me?7

A.   Yeah.8

Q.   No.  No.  I asked--there's a question9

there.10

A.   What was the question?11

Q.   Is that what you're seeking in this12

motion, that there be full ecclesiastical input and13

control over the trust?14

A.   I think what we're seeking in this15

motion is that the trust maintain that the intent16

of the trust was, or the way it was set up17

originally by the people that put the trust18

together in the original form of the trust-- which19

is that it be used for the benefit in the--to help20

and bless the members of the Church.21

Q.   So you are seeking to undo the22

reformation of the trust, then?23

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Calls for a legal24

conclusion.  Misstates his testimony.25

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 164

BY MR. SHIELDS:1

Q.   I'm asking:  What you are seeking?2

  MR. PARKER:  Well, he answered, "What3

are you seeking?"  Now you're asking him again.4

  MR. SHIELDS:  No, no, it's a different5

question.6

  MR. PARKER: No, it isn't.  It's the7

same question in different--8

  THE WITNESS:  What's the question?9

  MR. SHIELDS:  I'm entitled to do that10

to clarify.  It's not the exact same.11

BY MR. SHIELDS:12

Q.   Are you seeking to undo the reformation13

of the trust in this motion?14

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Calls for a legal15

conclusion and asked and answered.16

  THE WITNESS:  I'm asking for the--that17

the court recognize the intent of what the trust18

was originally set up for, which was to be of19

benefit to the members of the Church.20

BY MR. SHIELDS:21

Q.   Again, it's a yes or no question.22

A.   No, it's not.  You asked me what the23

intent of this motion was.24

Q.   I asked if your intent was to undo the25
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reformation.1

A.   And I gave you the answer to it.2

Q.   And is it "yes"?3

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Form. 4

Argumentative.5

  THE WITNESS:  I'm asking the court to6

recognize the original intent.7

BY MR. SHIELDS:8

Q.   I've heard that.  It's a yes or no9

question.10

  MR. PARKER:  No, it's not.  He's11

answered the question to the best of his ability. 12

You should move on to the next question.13

  MR. SHIELDS:  Well, I'll move on, but14

not because he's answered it.15

  MR. PARKER:  Well, I'm not asking for16

you to admit that, but just--let's move on.17

BY MR. SHIELDS:18

Q.   When you say "ecclesiastical input and19

control," who are you referring to?20

A.   I think that we clearly would like to21

have the members of the Church have control of22

their land.  That's what my understanding of it is.23

Q.   Which members?24

A.   All members.25
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Q.   Not leadership?1

A.   Leadership's certainly involved.2

Q.   But if there's a conflict between3

members and leadership, who would have the control?4

A.   What leaders?5

Q.   The prophet, the bishop.  You keep6

saying that game.  I'm talking about leaders. 7

Let's define leadership as the prophet and bishop8

for now.9

A.   Is there a conflict with them?10

Q.   I'm saying who would have control, if11

there is?12

A.   There would be no conflict if it was13

under the control of the members of the Church.14

Q.   There have been in the past, have there15

not?16

A.   I don't know of any.  I know of where17

there's been conflict between those that are18

against the Church and the leaders, but not members19

of the Church and the leaders.20

Q.   Aren't there people the consider21

themselves members of the Church in good standing22

that have been kicked out by leadership?23

A.   I don't know who that is.24

Q.   How about Isaac Wyler?25
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A.   Oh, he clearly knows he's not a member.1

Q.   But at the time he was kicked out, he2

considered himself in good standing, did he not?3

A.   Ask him.4

Q.   I have.5

A.   I can't speculate for him.6

Q.   Are you aware of anybody who was kicked7

out by leadership that thought they were in good8

standing up until the time they were kicked out?9

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.10

  THE WITNESS:  I'm not going to speculate11

as to what everybody knew and didn't know at the12

time they were kicked out.13

BY MR. SHIELDS:14

Q.   I'm just saying are you aware?15

A.   Who kicked them out?  And who are you16

talking about?17

Q.   I'm asking are you aware of anybody?18

  MR. PARKER:  How would he know that? 19

You can't establish foundation for that.  People20

say things.21

  THE WITNESS:  Do you want me22

substantiate all the rumors that you heard, or23

what?24

BY MR. SHIELDS:25
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Q.   No.  I want to know what you are aware1

of.  Have you ever helped inform somebody that they2

are no longer a member of the Church?3

A.   No, I haven't.4

Q.   You never have?5

A.   Nope.6

Q.   You never have told someone they've lost7

priesthood and they need to move?8

A.   No.9

Q.   Have you even been involved or present10

when that has happened?11

A.   I've been in general meetings when there12

was people that was notified of that.13

Q.   And you've seen it happen, right?14

A.   Seen what happen?15

Q.   You were there when they were notified,16

right?17

A.   I don't know if they were notified prior18

to, or whatever.19

Q.   But you said you've been to meetings20

when they were notified.  So were you there when21

someone was notified they're no longer in good22

standing, right?23

A.   I think there was some clarification as24

to people's inquiry as to it, and I think there was25
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some clarification to it.1

Q.   Who did the notifying?2

A.   Which case?3

Q.   You said you were there--any of the4

cases. All of them.  Let's start with the first5

one, and go through them.6

  MR. PARKER:  Lack of foundation.  Object7

to the form.8

  MR. SHIELDS:  He just said he was there9

when people were notified that they're no longer in10

good standing.11

  MR. PARKER:  Right.  The question now12

is so general that I--13

  MR. SHIELDS:  Well, I'm trying to get14

him to give me specifics.15

  THE WITNESS:  I don't recall right off16

who they are.17

BY MR. SHIELDS:18

Q.   You don't remember the name of anyone19

who was notified they're no longer in good standing20

while you were there?21

A.   Not right off.22

Q.   "Not right off."  What do you mean by23

that?24

A.   I don't--no names, in particular, come25

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 170

to mind.1

Q.   Okay.  But you just said you were2

there.  Do you remember who did the notifying?  Who3

told the person?4

A.   I believe that there was some5

clarification.6

Q.   You're not answering the question.  Who7

did the clarifying?  Who did the notification?8

A.   On what case?9

Q.   Any case.  You said you were there.10

  MR. SHIELDS:  Again, let the record show11

there's a pattern of nonresponsiveness, of changing12

the question. And I just want that on the record.13

  MR. PARKER:  I'll object to that.  That14

is an argument that's a gratuitous statement.  The15

record shows what it shows.  You can argue what you16

want about what the record shows.  And, you know, I17

can say that the record shows a pattern of18

badgering and continuing to ask the same question19

over and over.20

  MR. SHIELDS:  And I would strongly21

object to that.22

  MR. PARKER:  Over and over, even 23

though--even when the witness has tried to answer24

the question.  You just don't want to accept some25
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of his answers.  And we both have things to talk1

about here.  There's no point in putting those kind2

of arguments on the record and making me have to3

make my own speech for the record.4

  MR. SHIELDS:  Okay.  We'll move on,5

then.  But I'm trying to get some cooperation here. 6

I don't want him to say he hasn't been warned.7

  THE WITNESS:  Just to the fact that I8

don't answer a question that I don't know, after9

you went into great thing about wanting to know the10

truth and only--all that, you want me to speculate11

as to--12

  MR. SHIELDS:  No.13

  THE WITNESS: --what everybody else knew14

or not know, and if I don't give you your answer,15

you keep asking the question.16

BY MR. SHIELDS:17

Q.   Again, you're changing what I answered18

(sic).19

  You stated that you were present when20

somebody was notified that they were no longer in21

good standing with the Church.  I asked who was22

notified--and you said you don't remember.  Now I'm23

asking:  Who did the notifying?--and rather than24

answering, you've asked a new question and gone on.25
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  Who did the notifying?  You were1

present, you said.  Who was it that informed2

somebody they were no longer in good sanding?3

A.   I was there.  There was times when I4

was there when Uncle Fred made a note of that.5

Q.   Okay.  Uncle Fred.  But you don't6

remember who it was he told they were--7

A.   I don't right off.8

Q.   And who--if there's a dispute, if9

somebody--if a member says, I'm in good standing; 10

I still believe in this Church--and the bishop is11

saying, You're not in good standing; you lost12

priesthood--who governs?  Who is really in--is the13

person in good standing or not if the priesthood14

leaders are telling them that they are not in good15

standing?16

A.   Well, I think it goes to any Church. 17

If the Church over here across the street18

determines that you are not in good standing, they19

make that decision,  regardless of what you think.20

Q.   So leadership makes that call, right?21

A.   Well, I think the individual also knows22

their own standing; because if you're in opposition23

to your Church, you probably are in opposition. 24

And you know your own standing, don't you?25
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Q.   So you have never been in a situation1

where you have told somebody, or been there when2

they were told, other than this one time--or this3

time you said in meetings--that they have lost4

priesthood and they are no longer in good standing?5

A.   No.  I've been there when people were6

told that they weren't in good standing, and they7

knew it.8

Q.   Other than, you said, in the general9

meeting where Uncle Fred said it?10

A.   No.  That's what I recall.11

Q.   That's the only time?12

A.   Umm-hmm.13

Q.   You never stood at the door and told14

somebody, You're not welcome in this priesthood15

meeting?16

A.   That isn't what you said?17

Q.   I'm ask--that's similar thing.  You're18

informing people they're not welcome in.19

A.   That's correct.  There's been times20

that's happened.21

Q.   Didn't you do that to Jethro Barlow?22

A.   Do what to Jethro?23

Q.   You would not let him into a priesthood24

meeting?25
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A.   He wasn't a member of the Church.1

Q.   But he didn't know that until you told2

him.  Is that correct?3

A.   I have no idea what he knew and what he4

didn't know.5

Q.   Who made the decision that he wasn't a6

member of the Church?7

A.   I think he did.8

Q.   He thought he was.  He was going to9

priesthood meeting, wasn't he?10

A.   I don't know.  I don't recall that.11

Q.   Who told you to tell Jethro that he12

wasn't a member of the Church?13

A.   I don't recall the incident with Jethro.14

Q.   You don't?15

A.   No.16

Q.   You don't recall any other incidents17

similar,  where you stood in a meeting house and--18

A.   I've had people that are nonmembers of19

the Church try to come into the Church, and they20

were invited that it was for members only.21

Q.   And who told you who was a member and22

who was not?23

A.   They knew what they were and what they24

weren't.25
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Q.   How did they know?1

A.   Ask them.  I've never had anybody that2

says they were when they--when there was a3

question.  You could ask them whether they were or4

whether they weren't.  Then if I said it was only5

for members only, they knew what I was talking6

about.7

Q.   Okay.  So just to clarify, then, on8

paragraph 10 when you say there must be full9

ecclesiastical input and control, that means every10

member of the Church and leadership.  Is that what11

you were saying?12

A.   I think it's a cooperation of the two,13

looking out for the best interests of all members14

of the Church.15

Q.   You would have, then, every member of16

the Church be a trustee of the trust?17

A.   No.  I think that if they had people in18

the Church that they had confidence in to look out19

and seek for their best interests and their just20

wants and needs, then they would put that--they21

would extend that confidence into anyone that would22

be willing to do that.23

Q.   Wasn't it true that before the24

reformation it was--the president of the Church was25
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the president of the board, and the board was1

everybody appointed by him at his pleasure?2

A.   I don't know all the formalities of the3

board and how they came about.4

Q.   Do you see any way of running the trust5

in this manner--I mean with full ecclesiastical6

input and control with Bruce Wisan serving as7

Special Fiduciary of the trust?8

  MR. PARKER:  Object to form.9

  THE WITNESS:  No.  Bruce Wisan is10

clearly--had no interest of any of the members of11

the Church--12

Q.   How about if--13

  MR. PARKER:  He's not finished his14

answer.15

BY MR. SHIELDS:16

Q.   Oh, go ahead.17

A.   --and I think that the record will18

clearly show that Mr. Wisan has only been19

interested in his self-interest and the interest of20

his lawyers, specifically yourself.21

Q.   It would be interesting to see that22

record.23

A.   Well, look at your bills.  And I'll be24

glad to produce those bills for you; because all25
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the value that he's ever put into the land, I1

haven't received any value.  But I think he's paid2

you millions of dollars.3

Q.   Like I say, I'll be looking forward to4

see that.5

A.   Would you like me to produce the bills6

to you?7

Q.   I've produced them.  That's why you have8

them. We've been an open book.9

  If it can't happen with Bruce Wisan, can10

it happen with a board of trustees who are not11

members of the FLDS Church?  Is that possible?12

  MR. PARKER:  Is what possible?13

BY MR. SHIELDS:14

Q.   That this trust would be run with full15

ecclesiastical input and control, as you say.16

A.   I think that it requires members of the17

Church to seek the best interest of the other18

members of the Church.  And I think in order for19

them to determine their just wants and needs, it20

clearly has to be determined by the Church, and not21

by a attorney that is looking out for his fellow22

attorneys.23

Q.   I'm not asking about an attorney. 24

You're saying,  so no nonmember of the Church--25
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under what you're seeking, it would be impossible1

for any nonmember of the Church to serve as the2

trustee of the trust and fulfill this requirement3

you are asking for.  Is that correct?4

A.   I think it is very difficult to ask5

anyone to determine the just wants and needs of any6

Church--that is not a member.  But if it's doable,7

it's doable.  I can't think of how that would be8

very feasible.  But I'm not going to say it9

couldn't.  I'm just saying, I don't know how you10

could do that.  I can't determine the just wants11

and needs of everybody in your ward.12

Q.   So then if they're not a member--if you13

do have a nonmember of your Church on the board,14

isn't it fair to say that then you don't have full15

ecclesiastical input and control at that point?16

A.   That isn't what I said.  I said it17

would be difficult.18

Q.   You think it is possible, though?19

A.   I don't know if it's possible or not. 20

We're not there.21

Q.   Okay.22

A.   Anything's possible, isn't it?23

Q.   Turn to Exhibit B, here, to your memo. 24

Again, this is our Exhibit 3.  This is the Amended25
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and Restated Declaration of Trust.  Are you1

familiar with this document?2

A.   I've seen it, yes.3

Q.   When did you first see it?4

A.   I don't recall.  I've been--I was born5

and raised in the FLDS Church, and as long as--in6

my lifetime--the Church has always had a holding7

company to hold its lands to determine the just8

wants and needs of its members.  And so I was born9

up aware of this being an entity of the Church's to10

do that.11

Q.   Okay.  Would you turn to page .4?  I12

would just note it's signed by Rulon T. Jeffs.  Do13

you see that?14

A.   It appears that it's his signature.15

Q.   Dated November 3, 1998.  Do you see16

that?17

A.   Yes, I see it.18

Q.   Was he the president of the Church at19

that time?20

A.   I believe he was.21

Q.   And he was considered the prophet by the22

members of the Church?23

A.   By the members, I'd say that's accurate.24

Q.   Was he also the president of the board25
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of trustees for the trust?1

A.   It's my understanding he would have been2

the president.3

Q.   And did you see this document back in4

1998 when it was first signed and became effective?5

A.   I'm aware that it was--became effective,6

yes.7

Q.   Do you remember seeing it in 1998?8

A.   I don't recall when exactly I saw it9

the first, as far as the revised version.  But I10

have seen it.11

Q.   Okay.  Would you turn to page .2?  There12

in the paragraph at the top of page .2, it says,13

"The Corporation of the President of the14

Fundamentalist Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day15

Saints, a corporation sole, hereby ratifies this16

amendment.  This Amended and Restated Declaration17

of Trust has also been approved by the Priesthood18

and sustained by Church membership."  Do you see19

that?20

A.   Umm-hmm.21

Q.   Do you remember sustaining this22

document?23

A.   I believe I was there when it was24

sustained.25
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Q.   You were a member of the Church at the1

time, weren't you?2

A.   I was.3

Q.   And didn't they read this document out4

loud at a priesthood meeting?5

A.   They could have.6

Q.   Do you remember that?7

A.   I remember when there was a unanimous8

acceptance of this.9

Q.   They asked for a sustaining vote of this10

document.  Is that correct?11

A.   As I recall it.12

Q.   And it was unanimously sustained?13

A.   As I recall.14

Q.   And was that at a priesthood meeting or15

a general meeting?16

A.   I don't recall the format of the exact17

meeting.18

Q.   Did you vote to sustain it?19

A.   I did.20

Q.   And do you still sustain this document?21

A.   The intent of this document, absolutely.22

Q.   Okay.  Let's--23

A.   The intent of this document.24

Q.   Would you turn to page .3.  Would you25
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read the first full paragraph that begins with the1

word, "a consecration"?2

A.   (As read):  "A consecration is3

unconditional, dedicated to a sacred purpose.  A4

consecration of real property of the United Effort5

Plan Trust is accomplished by Deed of Conveyance. 6

Church members also consecrate their time, their7

talents, their monies, materials to the Lord's8

storehouse, to become the property of the Church9

and, where appropriate, the United Effort Plan10

Trust. All consecrations made to or for the benefit11

of the United Effort Plan are dedicated to the12

sacred purpose of the United Effort Plan and13

without any reservation or claim or right and14

ownership or improvements made by persons living on15

the UEP, United Effort Plan Trust. Trust property16

become the property of the Trust and are17

consecrations to the Trust."18

Q.   Is this an accurate statement of what a19

"consecration" is?20

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.  You21

mean to his understanding?22

  MR. SHIELDS:  Yes.23

  THE WITNESS:  Yeah.  Yes.24

BY MR. SHIELDS:25
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Q.   Do you support this language?1

A.   I support that very strongly that as2

long as it's under the control of the Church.3

Q.   Okay.  So if the trust is no longer4

under the control of the Church, this language is5

different?  You don't support it any longer?6

A.   Well, it says right here, "property of7

the Church."8

Q.   Yeah, it does say that.  But I want to9

know what your understanding is.10

A.   Yeah, into the form of the Church,11

absolutely.12

Q.   Okay.  So as long as the Church is in13

control of the trust, you think that donations or14

improvements to the property belong to the trust. 15

Is that correct?16

A.   They belong to the Church.17

Q.   What about donations to the trust?18

A.   As long as the trust is done just like19

it was--like it's stated in this document--the20

Church had control of this, and the members had21

control of it, and it's inviting all the members as22

to what that is.  And by someone taking out--it23

says the "Lord's storehouse" and "the property of24

the Church."  If the property is not of the Church,25
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then someone's stolen the property, or it's an1

attempt to remove the property from the Church.2

Q.   Okay.  So is your understanding, then,3

if the trust is no longer controlled by the Church,4

that changes things?5

A.   Well, of course it does.6

Q.   Okay.  So let's go back.  This is while7

the Church was in control.  Was it your8

understanding, then, that you agree with this9

language that consecrations made to the trust are10

dedicated for the sacred purpose of the trust, and11

this is the quote:  "Without any reservation or12

claim of right and/or ownership."  Is that your13

understanding?14

A.   As long as the ownership was on behalf15

of--the Church owned it.16

Q.   Okay.  So you would--you agree with17

this, as long as the Church is in control of the18

trust?19

A.   That's who you're giving it to is the20

Church. The trust is the Church.  That's really21

clear.22

Q.   The trust is the Church?23

A.   Of course it is.24

Q.   But that's not how Rulon Jeffs set it25
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up, did he?1

A.   Of course it is.  He always intended2

for the trust--or the Church to own the trust.3

Q.   Didn't he sign this document saying that4

it was a Utah charitable trust under Utah law?5

A.   For the benefit--for Church purposes.6

Q.   Sure.  That was one of the purposes,7

was to build up the Church, wasn't it?8

A.   Was there any other reason for it?9

Q.   I'm not here to argue.  But I'm saying,10

he did not set up the trust to be identical with11

the Church, didn't he?12

A.   Why didn't he?  That's my understanding,13

that it was the Church.14

Q.   That they were one and the same entity?15

A.   Absolutely.  Absolutely.16

Q.   Okay.17

A.   Who else would you donate your times and18

your talents to?  Are you donating your tithing to19

anything other than your Church, or is that to some20

Utah trust?21

Q.   I'm not here to answer questions, I'm22

here to ask them.23

A.   Well, I'm just asking for clarification24

as to what you're asking for on behalf of my25
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Church.1

Q.   My Church is structured very different2

than this, so we don't need to get into my Church3

here. That's not relevant here.  And again, I'm4

asking the questions.5

A.   Well, I don't want my Church structured6

any different than the intent of the Church,7

either.8

Q.   What I'm saying is:  This trust was up9

by this legal document, and I want to know your10

understanding as to what that meant?11

A.   It meant that as long as I was a member12

of the Church, I would be entitled to what I would13

be put into it in my time, my talents, and my14

efforts in the properties of the Church.15

Q.   No.  But it says you are not entitled. 16

You make it without reservation of claim of right17

or ownership. Is that right?18

A.   As long as it's under the hands of the19

Lord's storehouse and the Church, absolutely.20

Q.   So as long as the Church has control,21

you had no legal rights in the property of the22

trust?23

  MR. PARKER:  Objection--24

  THE WITNESS:  Yes I did--25
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  MR. PARKER: --calls for a--1

  THE WITNESS: --because I was a--2

  MR. PARKER: --legal conclusion.3

  THE WITNESS: --member of the Church.4

BY MR. SHIELDS:5

Q.   But only as a member of the Church; is6

that correct?7

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Calls for a legal8

conclusion.9

BY MR. SHIELDS:10

Q.   I want to know what your understanding11

is that--12

A.   My understanding is, as long as I was a13

member of the Church, I was entitled.  That's who14

it was donated to, that's what this document is15

clearly stating.16

Q.   Yeah, but it makes it clear that you17

are not entitled, that you're giving it away.18

A.   No, I am not giving nothing away.  Is19

you asking me--you're asking for the Church members20

to give it away?21

Q.   Well, let's read it again.  "A22

consecration is an unconditional dedication."  You23

don't hold conditions back.  Did you give this24

concentration with the strings attached, that I get25
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this back?1

A.   There's a cable attached to it as to my2

membership.  Are you cutting me off the Church with3

this?4

Q.   No.  What I want to know is what's your5

understanding--6

A.   It's one and the same.  This is a7

document that clearly connects the UEP and me to8

that.  And it clearly states that if I am not a9

member of this Church, then I have no entitlement10

to it.  But as long as I'm member, clearly I do. 11

That's what I'm giving my time, my talents, my12

monies and materials to is my Church.13

Q.   And if the prophet asks you to leave14

your home, did he have the right to do that?15

A.   He didn't ask me to do it, so I can't16

speculate to that.17

Q.   What was your understanding that if he18

did?19

A.   I think that there's been a very20

consistent pattern where some people acknowledge21

that, some people did not acknowledge that.22

Q.   And did you agree with the people that23

refused to move out?24

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.25
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  THE WITNESS:  I think that it was1

always very clear to everyone that if you were no2

longer a member of the Church, you are not entitled3

to the benefits of the Church.  And clearly, the4

benefit of the Church was access to its buildings5

and its property.  And if you're not a member of6

the Church, you clearly do not have that7

entitlement.  And that's what this document was8

trying to clarify.9

BY MR. SHIELDS:10

Q.   So let me see if I understand.  So when11

it says that consecrations are made without any12

reservation or claim of right and/or ownership, you13

are saying that only applies to nonmembers of the14

Church?15

A.   That clarifies that if you are ever a16

nonmember of the Church, you are not entitled to17

those rights, correct.18

Q.   But you're saying that members maintain19

reservations and claim of rights and/or ownership.20

A.   Members maintain the benefits of all of21

the value of the Church, which was clear to the22

United Effort Plan.23

Q.   Now, isn't it true you trusted Church24

leadership that they would use the assets for your25
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benefit?  But you didn't reserve--you didn't have a1

string attached that I can get this back if I don't2

like--3

A.   No, it was always clear that as long as4

I was a member of the Church I would receive the5

benefits.6

Q.   That was your understanding, then, as7

long as you--8

A.   It was everyone's understanding.  And9

this document made it clear that anyone that10

opposed the Church does not have any entitlement to11

it.12

Q.   And what language is there in this13

document that makes you feel that's--14

A.   Words like "the Lord's storehouse," "the15

Church," "the property of the Church," "the United16

Effort Plan," which was an extension of the Church. 17

"The United Effort Plan," which was a united18

effort, which was what you was given--and the unity19

of it was the membership of the Church.  It wasn't20

a membership of anything that was outside of the21

Church.22

Q.   Anything else besides that?23

A.   I think the word, "the sacred purpose"24

would clearly establish it was for Church members.25

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 191

Q.   Okay.  It says that, "The privilege"--1

the next paragraph--"The privilege to participate2

in the United Effort Plan and live upon the lands3

and buildings of the United Effort Plan Trust is4

granted, and may be revoked, by the Board of5

Trustees."  Do you see that?6

A.   Yes, I see that.7

Q.   Okay.  So when Rulon Jeffs set this up,8

he set it to the board of trustees have the9

privilege to revoke the privilege of living on10

trust land.  Do you see that?11

  MR. PARKER:  I object to the form.  I12

think you're taking it out of context.13

  THE WITNESS:  It clearly is out of it. 14

He clearly also put in this thing that if the trust15

was never not underneath the control of the Church,16

it was to revert back to the president, too. 17

That's also what he put into it.18

BY MR. SHIELDS:19

Q.   Okay.  I just want to know--so your20

understanding is, then, the board of trustees had21

the authority to revoke permission to use trust22

property, right?23

A.   As long as they were members of the24

Church.25
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Q.   You had to be--explain that.1

A.   There was no such thing--the United2

Effort Plan was never intended for anyone other3

than a Church member to manage it.4

Q.   But was the board prohibited from5

revoking the rights of a member of the Church, or6

does this limit it to nonmembers of the Church?7

A.   I don't know of the board ever revoking8

a member of the Church the privileges of anything.9

Q.   But do you think that they were 10

limited--they were prohibited from revoking the11

members of the Church?12

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.13

BY MR. SHIELDS:14

Q.   I want to know what your understanding15

was.  You sustained this.  You knew this was in16

effect, right, since '98?17

A.   Yes.  And what I sustained was, is that18

as long as I was a member of the Church, I19

understood clearly that the Church would maintain,20

and help me maintain, my times, my talents, my21

materials, my monies.22

Q.   My question is:  You understood, also,23

that the board of trustees had the right to 24

revoke--25
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A.   No.  The board of trustees were also1

the leaders of the Church, or members of the2

Church, and was under the direction of the Church. 3

And that's what I was giving my time, my talents,4

my monies to.5

Q.   Sure.  But you understood that they had6

the right to revoke your permission to use the7

land, right?8

A.   Not as long as I was a member.9

Q.   So you understood that this was limited10

to nonmembers only?11

A.   That is correct.12

Q.   Okay.  Okay.  How about the last13

sentence of that paragraph:  "People who are14

granted the privilege to live on the United Effort15

Plan Trust property acknowledge by their presence16

upon the land their acceptance of the terms of this17

Trust."  Do you agree with that?18

A.   To the way this trust was formed? 19

Absolutely.20

Q.   Okay.  So you continue to live on trust21

property, then.  So you acknowledge this trust is22

what governed--this document?23

A.   Correct.  It was under priesthood24

control, and the Church members' control, and the25
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leaders of the Church, and it was a Church1

organization, and I did believe in it.2

Q.   Now, the next sentence says,3

"Participation in the United Effort Plan Trust and4

use of property owned by the United Effort Plan5

Trust is not and does not become a right or claim6

of anyone who may benefit in any way from the7

Trust."  Do you see that?8

A.   Where are you reading?9

Q.   The very next sentence.  It's the10

beginning of the paragraph--beginning of the final11

paragraph of that page.  Be careful, these are the12

court's exhibits--I mean, these are the deposition13

ones, so be careful about writing on them.14

A.   Go ahead.15

Q.   Again, that first sentence, why don't16

you go ahead and read that to yourself.17

A.   That is correct, as long as it's18

maintained under the direction of the Church.19

Q.   Okay.  But is it your testimony that20

this only applies to nonmembers of the Church, or21

this applies to members, too?22

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Calls for a legal23

conclusion.24

  THE WITNESS:  It's clearly my25
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understanding that if anyone became a nonmember of1

the Church, they were not entitled to make any2

claim on the property.3

BY MR. SHIELDS:4

Q.   But is it your testimony and5

understanding that members of the Church were6

entitled?7

A.   Of course.8

Q.   Okay.  It goes on to say, "The Board of9

Trustees may require individuals and their families10

to relocate to different locations on United Effort11

Plan Trust property or to share a location with12

others."  Do you see that?13

A.   Yes.14

Q.   Are you ever aware of a situation where15

the board of trustees did that?16

A.   Yes.  Uncle Fred invited me and Merlin17

to work together to share the property, and18

different things, for the common good of--for the19

just wants and needs of the other members.20

Q.   Were you aware of anyone else being21

asked to relocate?22

A.   I don't think--I can't think of a23

specific incident.  But I know that there has been24

a number of those.25
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Q.   Was it your understanding this only1

applies to the members of the Church, or does this2

apply to everybody--or nonmembers of the Church?3

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.4

  THE WITNESS:  I don't think this was5

ever intended for any nonmembers, other than to6

make sure that they clarified that if they became a7

nonmember, they had no rights and entitlements to8

the UEP, or to any of the benefits of it.9

BY MR. SHIELDS:10

Q.   So is it your testimony that members had11

the right to not be relocated?  This says the board12

of trustees has the right to relocate individuals13

and their families.  Is it your testimony the board14

of trustees did not have that right as to members15

of the Church?16

A.   I think it clearly establishes that if17

the benefits of the Church came--that if you was18

against--if you was not a member of the Church,19

they had the right to ask you to vacate it.  And20

if you was a member of the Church and wanted to21

relocate, the Church had the authority to give you22

that permission.23

  MR. SHIELDS:  Again, just let the record24

show conference with counsel.25
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BY MR. SHIELDS:1

Q.   Do you have something you want to say?2

A.   No.  What's your question?3

Q.   You didn't want to clarify your last4

answer, then?5

A.   What was the question about--6

Q.   You gave an answer.  If you want--7

A.   I'd be glad to clarify it.  What was8

the question to the--question and answer?9

Q.   Well, the question was:  Is it your10

testimony this would be applied to nonmembers and11

didn't apply to members?12

A.   Did what?13

Q.   This provision that says the board of14

trustees may require individuals to relocate or to15

share.16

A.   I think it was very clear to everyone17

that if you was a nonmember, you knew that you was18

not entitled to the UEP land.  And if you was a19

member, you also acknowledged the fact that you20

would look out for the just wants and needs of your21

neighbor.  And the board would direct those22

movements to the members.23

Q.   So the board did have the authority to24

direct members to relocate?25
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A.   It had a directive to look out for the1

just wants and needs of the people.  And if that's2

what it required, then yes.3

Q.   What I'm saying, this appears to give a4

lot of authority and power to the board of5

trustees, does it not?6

A.   Not really, as long as they are doing7

what the president of the Church wanted.8

Q.   Okay.  And the president--he's the9

president of the board of trustees at this time, is10

he not?11

A.   That's correct.12

Q.   And he had a lot of power under this13

instrument, does he not?14

A.   Whatever people wanted to acknowledge.15

Q.   Well, that's what I'm trying to16

understand. There's a lot of power here, but you're17

saying this only applied to nonmembers and didn't18

apply to members.  And so I want to see which, in19

your understanding, which parts apply to nonmembers20

only and which parts apply to both.  And I'm just21

trying to get your understanding.22

A.   As long as I'm a member of the Church,23

I was--a member of the Church, I was entitled to24

all of the benefits of the UEP.  If I became a25
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nonmember of the Church, I had no entitlement to1

it.  And this document was to clarify that issue.2

Q.   So a nonmember was not entitled to3

anything of the UEP?4

A.   This is what this document clarified.5

Q.   And so the just wants and needs of6

nonmembers were not--7

A.   They're not members of the Church; and8

therefore, they have decided against the9

participating in the Church making those10

determinations for them.11

Q.   Okay.  Okay.  Would you turn to page .4. 12

The third paragraph down says, "The Board of13

Trustees shall act by majority of the vote of the14

number of Trustees in office and shall have all15

rights, powers, and privileges of an absolute owner16

in carrying out the purposes of the Trust."17

A.   Correct.18

Q.   So is it your understanding that the19

board of trustees could act as the absolute owner20

of the property?21

A.   As long as you refer to, as in22

paragraph 1, where it says as long as they are 23

". . . appointed in writing by the President of the24

Church," absolutely.  But if they are not appointed25
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by the President of the Church, then no, paragraph1

3 wouldn't pertain.2

Q.   So it's a matter of which manner the3

board is appointed then?4

A.   No.  It clearly states that they must5

be appointed by Church.6

Q.   I just want to know what the authority7

of the board is. So do the people that live on the8

properties, do they have any ownership rights, or9

is the Trust the absolute owner?10

  MR. PARKER:  Object--11

  THE WITNESS:  Of the members of the12

Church?13

  MR. PARKER: --calls for a legal14

conclusion.15

BY MR. SHIELDS:16

Q.   I want to know your understanding.  Yes.17

A.   If they're a member of the Church, of18

course they're entitled to all of the rights and19

privileges of the Church and the holdings of the20

Church, which was the UEP.21

Q.   No.  But this says that the board of22

the trust is absolute owner.  And does that apply23

to only nonmembers, or does it apply to members?24

A.   It says the board will clearly be under25



                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 201

the direction of the President of the Church.1

Q.   Okay, now let's not argue.  I know you2

are trying to argue your interpretation of the3

trust.  I want to know if you--4

  MR. PARKER:  Well, and you're trying to5

argue yours, Zack.6

  MR. SHIELDS:  No, I want to know his7

understanding.8

  THE WITNESS:  That's what--I gave it to9

you.10

BY MR. SHIELDS:11

Q.   No.  I want to know what--this language12

of "absolute owner."  Does that--13

A.   "Absolute owner" says that the ownership14

would be under the direction of the Church and the15

President of the Church.16

Q.   Okay.  That doesn't say anywhere here. 17

That's somewhere else in the--18

  THE WITNESS:  Read on paragraph 1.19

  MR. PARKER:  You can't pars it out like20

that.  I object to that.21

  THE WITNESS:  You're cherry picking what22

you want.23

BY MR. SHIELDS:24

Q.   And I understand.  You're saying if the25
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board is not appointed by the Church, somehow that1

doesn't have the same authority of a board.2

A.   That's exactly what I'm saying.3

  MR. PARKER:  I have an objection.  If4

you want to ask him what it says in paragraph 35

versus paragraph 1, you can ask him what it says. 6

And then you can confine yourself to any word you7

want.  But if you're asking him for his8

understanding, then you are opening it up for his9

understanding.  And then he can explain how he10

interprets his understanding of paragraph 3 by11

pulling it from paragraph 1, or the book over here12

on the shelf, or whatever he wants to pull from.13

  MR. SHIELDS:  Which I've allowed him to14

do.15

  MR. PARKER:  If you want to ask him for16

his understanding, you have to accept and let him17

give you his understanding.  If you want him to18

read from the document, that's a different deal. 19

And then you can force him to be as narrow as you20

want.  But you can't ask for--the way you're doing21

it.  I object to it.22

  I'm going to start to instruct him not23

to answer these kinds of questions, because you are24

not letting him answer the questions fairly.25
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  MR. SHIELDS:  I am.  He keeps1

answering--making arguments and not answering the2

question.3

  MR. PARKER:  No, he's answering the4

question.5

  MR. SHIELDS:  I understand.  I6

understand, and you can finish--7

  MR. PARKER:  Understanding is nothing8

more than an argument, Zack.  When you ask him for9

his understanding, you're asking him for his10

argument, and you should be prepared to receive it. 11

Don't ask for it if you don't want it.12

BY MR. SHIELDS:13

Q.   Okay.  So is it your understanding that14

if the board is appointed by the president of the15

Church, then they are the absolute owner of the16

property of the trust.17

A.   With its Church members.18

Q.   So the Church members have property19

rights, too?20

A.   Absolutely.21

Q.   And so the board is not the absolute22

owner because the people that live there have23

ownership rights, is true?24

A.   They are there--the board's intent was25
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to take care of their just wants and needs and,1

absolutely, they have standing with that.2

Q.   Okay.  So this language of absolute3

owner, then, who does this apply to?  Nonmembers4

only?5

  MR. PARKER:  Object to form.6

  THE WITNESS:  The absolute--what was the7

question?8

BY MR. SHIELDS:9

Q.   I said:  This language, "absolute10

owner," then,  in what circumstances is the board11

ever an absolute owner of the property?12

A.   As long as it directed by the President13

of the Church.14

Q.   Right.  I'm assuming that it's directed15

by the President of the Church for purpose of this16

question.  My question is this:  It says the board17

is an absolute owner.  I thought you said that18

doesn't apply as to members of the Church.  Members19

of the Church have ownership rights in the20

property.21

A.   Absolutely.22

Q.   Okay.  So does this language of absolute23

owner, is it your understanding it only applies24

when a nonmember is in possession of the property?25
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A.   "Absolutely owner" was as to those that1

are part of the Church.  It was the Church and its2

members that are the absolute owners.3

Q.   So not the board of the Church and its4

members?5

A.   The board was entrusted to determine the6

just wants and needs of its members.7

Q.   Okay.  So this says the board is the8

absolute owner.  It doesn't say the Church and its9

members, but you're saying--10

A.   But that was the intent of the document,11

clearly.12

Q.   Okay.  Is it your understanding that the13

members of the board of trustees had to give notice14

to every member of the trust beneficiary class15

before selling property?16

A.   I don't recall the--what procedures they17

did. I know that as members of the Church, and18

whatever, they work closely with the members to19

determine the needs.20

Q.   Well, do you think they were required to21

do that?22

A.   I think it was a courtesy that was23

certainly extended.24

Q.   And did they do that?25
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A.   To my knowledge.1

Q.   Are you aware of the Board ever selling2

property?3

A.   I was aware that there was some people4

that had needs for it.  The power--for instance,5

the power plant needed some property to put in a6

substation and different things, and I don't know7

what all the board did to accommodate, but it was8

my understanding there was certainly some great9

cooperation between members of the Church to10

accommodate.11

Q.   Any other property that you are aware of12

the board selling?13

A.   This board, or?14

Q.   Any board, up to the appointment of15

Bruce.16

A.   I am aware that there was--there was17

some--I don't recall all that there was.  But I18

believe that there was some.19

Q.   Can you specify what you are aware of?20

A.   I don't recall exactly what they were.21

Q.   Any other--you mentioned the power22

plant?23

A.   I believe that the UEP, or the members24

of the Church, accommodated a sale of land to them.25
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Q.   Do you know if they gave notice to1

everybody--everybody in the beneficiary class?2

A.   I believe there was meetings, and there3

was enough communications among the members that4

they were aware of it.5

Q.   Did they give everybody an opportunity6

to come in and be heard about the proposed sale?7

A.   I think the members have always been8

very sensitive, prior to Wisan, as to the just9

wants and needs of everyone.  And I think every10

member that was a member accepted those just wants11

and needs.12

Q.   That wasn't the question.  I said:  Did13

they give everybody an opportunity to come in and14

be heard as to the proposed sale?15

A.   My understanding is that anyone that had16

an interest, or needed, or wanted to be aware of it17

was certainly aware.18

Q.   How could you know they wanted to be19

aware if you didn't make them aware?  My question,20

did they--this is a yes or no question--did they21

make every member of the beneficiary class aware22

prior to selling or transferring the property?23

A.   What everyone in the Church was aware of24

or not aware of on every land transaction is25
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ridiculous for me to know.1

Q.   Did you ever see them publicize it?2

A.   I didn't see them publicize it, but I3

was there when there was a general acknowledgment4

of a need for property of different things.  And I5

vaguely recall the power plant--or the substation6

needing some property, and also maybe a school.7

Q.   Do you ever remember written notice8

going out to the members?9

A.   I don't recall any particular notices,10

no.11

Q.   Do you remember ever a hearing?12

A.   What hearing?13

Q.   Just a meeting where people could . . .14

A.   There may have been hearings where it15

was talked about, yes.16

Q.   Do you remember saying there was a17

hearing where people can come and be heard with18

respect to a proposed sale?19

A.   I think that there was plenty of20

meetings.  And I think anyone that had an interest21

in any proposed sales certainly had plenty of22

input.  I don't recall of there being that many23

sales.24

Q.   Let's talk about that.  We did the25
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power plant; can you recall any others?1

A.   I don't recall.2

Q.   Let's not limit it to sales for money,3

let's just say any transfer of property out of the4

UEP.5

A.   To who?6

Q.   To anybody.  Anything, other than the7

power plant,  you can recall?8

A.   I think there may have been some9

properties that was put into different10

organizations or businesses as to the just wants11

and needs of the different people.12

Q.   Tell me everything you can remember as13

far as what efforts were done to give notice to the14

people of those sales.15

A.   I think that there was a general16

understanding;  and people, as members of the17

Church, had a general knowledge of what was going18

on with the--with the assets of the Church.19

Q.   And how did they get that general20

knowledge?21

A.   The way everyone in every community gets22

general knowledge:  Through general communications.23

Q.   Okay.  You're familiar with more24

transfers than just the power plant, are you not?25
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A.   Which ones are you thinking of?  I1

can't think of any right off.2

Q.   Weren't you involved directly with some3

transfers of property, of the trust property, back4

in 2004?5

A.   With what?  In regards to what?6

Q.   I think the property was located out in7

Apple Valley in the Gap.8

  MR. PARKER:  Well, you restricted your9

question to exclude that property earlier, 10

because--11

  MR. SHIELDS:  No, I said--12

  THE WITNESS:  Yeah, you did.  You said13

prior to that.14

  MR. PARKER:  Yeah.  Prior to the15

appointment of Wisan.16

  MR. SHIELDS:  Yeah.  This was done17

prior to the appointment of Wisan.18

  THE WITNESS:  I thought you excluded the19

Apple Valley property.  You said excluding that.20

BY MR. SHIELDS:21

Q.   I did not.22

A.   You want to get into the Apple Valley23

property?24

Q.   I just want to know about your knowledge25
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about transfers of property out of the trust.  I1

certainly did exclude it prior to Wisan, but my2

understanding was this was all transferred--3

A.   If you want to discuss the Apple Valley4

property, I'll be glad to get into it with you.5

Q.   Well, why don't you tell me what6

happened there?7

A.   Bruce Wisan fraudulently represented to8

the court that--well, how far back do you want to9

go?10

Q.   Start from the beginning.11

  MR. PARKER:  Well, not very far, because12

it's not relevant to this motion.  But you can go13

ahead and go into it a little bit.14

  But I'm not going to let you take his15

deposition in the fraud case, right here.16

  MR. SHIELDS:  That's not what I'm trying17

to do. He asked.  I'm just giving him a chance.18

  THE WITNESS:  Asked for what?19

BY MR. SHIELDS:20

Q.   A chance to tell what happened with the21

Apple Valley.22

A.   No, I didn't.  I asked if that's what23

you wanted, and you said yes.  Don't be telling me24

what I wanted.  I asked you what you wanted.25
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Q.   Well, you were aware of those transfers,1

were you not?2

A.   What transfers, in particular?  The3

Apple Valley property?4

Q.   Yes.5

A.   I was aware that there was some land6

transfers in Apple Valley.7

Q.   And it went out of the trust into other8

entities, did it not?9

A.   No.  That isn't how I understand it at10

all.11

Q.   Well then, tell me what happened.12

A.   There was a promissory note made to the13

trust.14

Q.   Okay.  First of all, was the land15

transferred out of the trust?16

A.   It's my understanding that it was17

transferred for a promissory note on behalf--with--18

with the trust being a beneficiary of it.19

Q.   Who was the land transferred to?20

A.   You have all that information.21

Q.   Well, you're the one that said--22

A.   It was AMI.23

Q.   You just said that you weren't aware of24

these transfers, and now--25
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A.   But you--you earlier mentioned you1

didn't want to bring in Apple Valley.  If you want2

to bring it in, we'll get into it.3

Q.   A long time ago we may have been4

limiting the question to Berry Knoll.  But this5

question was about any transfers of trust property.6

A.   Well, we'll clarify it.  What do you7

want to know?8

Q.   Okay.  I want to know who it was9

transferred to.10

A.   It was AMI.11

Q.   Who was AMI?12

A.   It was Aspen Management, Inc.13

Q.   And is that an entity that you14

controlled?15

A.   It was an entity I was involved in,16

yes.17

Q.   Who else was involved in it?18

A.   There was other people.19

Q.   Who were the other people?20

A.   They'll be coming out in another action21

that--more action on this.22

Q.   And what are their names?23

A.   I believe Sam Allred was one of the24

names.25

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 214

Q.   You know all of them, don't you?1

A.   What name do you want? I would be the2

one responsible for AMI.3

Q.   You said you were involved with others. 4

Who else, besides Sam?5

A.   We'll stick with myself and Sam.6

Q.   Nobody else?7

A.   Not that had any say of it.8

Q.   When did those transfers take place?9

A.   I don't recall the exact time.10

Q.   Did any money change hands?11

A.   You were the one that did the12

transactions.  You tell me.13

Q.   No.  I'm not talking about what happened14

later.  I'm talking about when they was transferred15

from the trust to AMI.16

A.   As I recall, there was a promissory note17

to that.  And as the land sold, it was to pay the18

promissory note.19

Q.   And what happened to the promissory20

note?21

A.   It was stolen by Bruce Wisan and his22

attorneys.23

Q.   Are you saying that promissory note24

belonged to the trust at the time Bruce was25
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appointed?1

A.   I'm saying it belonged to the members of2

the Church, because at the time the UEP was still3

part of the Church.4

Q.   And how did Bruce Wisan steal it?5

A.   He represented himself to the Church6

that it was in the best interest for him to take7

it--to the court, rather.  Excuse me.8

Q.   Bruce never took the promissory note,9

did he?10

A.   He took the money from the--that was off11

the proceeds of the sale.  And the promissory note12

went away, because the property never transferred13

to AMI, it was retransferred back to the UEP.  And14

then he represented to the court that it was sold15

for under fair market value.16

Q.   I'm confused.17

A.   It's real clear.18

Q.   So what happened to the promissory note?19

  MR. PARKER:  Asked and answered.  He20

said it went away.21

  MR. SHIELDS:  And that's not enough.22

BY MR. SHIELDS:23

Q.   What happened to it?24

  MR. PARKER:  Then it calls for a legal25
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conclusion.  You're asking him to comment as the1

lawyer about what happened.2

  THE WITNESS:  How does the promissory3

note exist when the property was deeded to Wisan?4

BY MR. SHIELDS:5

Q.   So do you say it went away when the6

property went back to Wisan?  Is that when it went7

away?8

A.   I don't know when he took it away.9

Q.   Okay.  Do you know if the board of10

trustees gave notice to the members of the trust11

beneficiary class before it transferred that Apple12

Valley property to AMI?13

A.   I believe that all the members of the14

Church--there was a general knowledge that they15

were doing--that there was a need to consolidate16

and take care of the land that was contiguous to17

the property of where we were--the immediate needs18

of the community.19

Q.   You say you believe there was a general20

knowledge.  Was there anything done to give notice,21

other than just a general knowledge?22

A.   What everyone had, or the general part23

of what was going on, I don't know what everyone24

knew.25
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Q.   Was there ever any document, or writing,1

or notice that ever went out about it?2

A.   To who?3

Q.   To the members of the beneficiary class.4

A.   Well, I was a member and I was notified5

of it.6

Q.   Well, certainly.  You were the buyer. 7

You received it.8

A.   I was the what?9

Q.   You were the buyer.  You were the10

transferee, right?11

A.   I wasn't the buyer.12

Q.   You received the property, did you not? 13

AMI, that you controlled, received the property?14

A.   Yes.  It had a promissory note.15

Q.   Right.16

A.   But we never bought the property.17

Q.   So I'm not surprised that you were aware18

of it. But I'm saying, did they ever send out a19

notice to members of the class?20

A.   What other members knew about the21

transaction, I would assume it would be individual22

to each member.23

Q.   That's not the question.  The question24

is:  Did they ever send a notice out--a written25
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notice?1

A.   I don't know what notices were . . .2

Q.   Are you aware of one ever going out?3

A.   To who?4

Q.   To members of the beneficiary class.5

A.   I had notices to myself.  And what6

other people knew, I don't know.7

Q.   Was there ever a chance for people to8

come in and be heard about this transfer?9

A.   It involved many people, and there was10

many people that helped do what they could to help11

market it and do whatever they could for the12

benefit of everyone.13

Q.   Okay.  So just the--other than the14

people that were involved in the actual15

transaction, anything else?16

A.   There was people that had donated the17

land that was anxious to see what--provide whatever18

information they could to help facilitate a19

settlement.20

Q.   And they gave them a chance to be heard21

with respect to the proposed transfer before it22

happened?23

A.   What they heard and what they don't24

know, I don't know how to sit and speculate to what25
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everybody knew, Zack.1

Q.   You're not aware of that, then.  That's2

what I want to know.  Are you aware of that3

happening?4

A.   What everybody knew and not know?5

Q.   No.  Of what efforts were made to give6

people a chance to come in and be heard.7

A.   I had a lot of people come in and talk8

to me about it.9

Q.   Who?10

A.   Different members.11

Q.   Can you give me their names?12

A.   Hundreds of them.13

Q.   Give me some of their names.14

  MR. PARKER:  Object to relevance.15

  MR. SHIELDS:  They may be witnesses. 16

I'd like to know.17

  MR. PARKER:  Well, if that's intended to18

intimidate the witness--19

  THE WITNESS:  It is.  It's part of the20

psychological and sociological warfare against all21

the members of the Church.22

  MR. PARKER:  Yeah, I object to it.23

  THE WITNESS:  That's exactly what it is.24

  MR. PARKER:  Explain the relevance of25
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it.1

  MR. SHIELDS:  It's not intend--I would2

like to have other people with personal knowledge3

as to what happened.4

  MR. PARKER:  You know, we all know what5

happened, Zack.  It's been approved by the court.6

  THE WITNESS:  You of all people should7

know. You are part of the fraud that did it.8

BY MR. SHIELDS:9

Q.   No.  We're talking about the transfer in10

2004.  I don't know why you keep talking about what11

happened in 2005. This is when the property went12

out of the trust to AMI.13

  MR. PARKER:  You know what happened.14

  THE WITNESS:  You of all people know15

what happened.16

  MR. SHIELDS:  We don't know what notice17

went out to the people.18

  MR. PARKER:  What difference does it19

make? What's the relevance of the notice?20

  MR. SHIELDS:  Because you filed a motion21

with the court saying that the Fiduciary that--has22

an obligation to give notice to all members of the23

beneficiary class and give them a chance to be24

heard. And I'm wondering if that's ever happened in25
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the past, if that's the way the trust operated1

before.2

  THE WITNESS:  Let's put it this way: 3

Anyone that had an effect on the land, or anyone4

that was using the land, certainly had an5

opportunity to know that it was being transferred.6

BY MR. SHIELDS:7

Q.   And how was that opportunity given to8

them?9

  THE WITNESS:  How did you know about10

it, Merlin?11

  MR. SHIELDS:  Merlin's not here.  He's12

not here.13

  THE WITNESS: Well, that's the farce of14

this whole thing.15

  MR. BRADSHAW:  Don't answer that,16

Merlin.17

  THE WITNESS:  This is pathetic.  How do18

you want me to speculate as to how all the other19

members knew about whether it was common knowledge?20

BY MR. SHIELDS:21

Q.   That's all I'm trying to get.  If you'd22

just answer the questions and not try to argue.23

  THE WITNESS:  Accept the answer.24

BY MR. SHIELDS:25
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Q.   It's a simple question as to what was1

done that you are aware of.2

  MR. BRADSHAW:  What if we take five3

minutes right now?4

  MR. SHIELDS:  That would be okay.5

  MR. BRADSHAW:  Let's take a break.6

  MR. PARKER:  Or did you want to answer7

first?8

  THE WITNESS:  What's the question?9

  MR. BRADSHAW:  Let's just take a10

five-minute break.11

  MR. PARKER:  There's no question12

pending, so it's a good time for a break. 13

  (A break was taken from 3:52 P.M. to 4:03 p.m.)14

  MR. SHIELDS:  Would you read back the15

last question?16

  THE REPORTER:  It's kind of a17

discussion.18

  QUESTION:  "Because you filed a motion19

with the [C]court saying that the Fiduciary has an20

obligation to give notice to all members of the21

beneficiary class and give them a chance to be22

heard.  And I'm wondering if that's ever happened23

in the past, if that's the way the trust operated24

before."25
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  And then, "And how was that opportunity1

given to them?"2

BY MR. SHIELDS:3

Q.   I guess the question is a simple matter. 4

Just from your personal knowledge, just tell me5

what you saw and heard as to what was done to give6

notice to the membership of the trust beneficiary7

class about sales of property prior to the time8

that the sales or transfers took place.9

A.   There was a website; there was a10

billboard.11

Q.   Are you talking about when AMI was12

trying to sell it on to third parties?13

A.   Correct.14

Q.   What about when the trust transferred it15

over to AMI.  What was done?  Let's go through two16

stages--that's helpful.17

  So there was a website and billboard18

after--that's when it was trying to be marketed to19

third parties, right?20

A.   When all the sequence of that was done,21

I'm not sure.  There might have been some of the22

marketing, or some idea of moving the property, may23

have done prior to. I'm not sure what the time24

frame was, but I do remember there was some of25
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this.1

Q.   Just stuff that--before it went from the2

trust to AMI, do you have any memory of what was3

done to notify the members of the beneficiary class4

that this was being contemplated before it5

happened?6

A.   I believe there was quite a few general7

discussions with different members of the8

community.  I remember there was a billboard put9

up, and I remember there was a web page.  And the10

sequence as to what happened at what time frame in11

the transaction, I'm not clear on.12

Q.   Okay.  All right.  Okay.  Then in May13

2005, you are familiar with the fact that the court14

suspended the trustees of the trust.  Are you15

familiar with that?16

A.   I've been aware of that.17

Q.   You were aware of it generally at the18

time, weren't you?19

A.   I wasn't very involved with what actions20

the court was doing with the trust, no.21

Q.   But you heard that they had been22

suspended?23

A.   There was some general rumblings that24

there was some activity on that.  I don't know that25
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it was--I think it was sometime later before I1

realized that they had suspended them.2

Q.   When did you first receive a notice from3

Bruce Wisan?4

A.   Are we going back to the Apple Valley5

issues?6

Q.   Sure.  When did you first have any7

communication with Bruce Wisan?8

A.   When he and Roger Hoole and yourself9

went down and filed a lis pendens, or tried doing10

something to stop the sale of the Apple Valley11

property.12

Q.   Wasn't there a lawsuit filed on that?13

A.   There could have been--I think there14

was.15

Q.   And what was your involvement at that16

point?17

A.   In what aspect of it?18

Q.   You just said that happened.  What19

happened at that time?20

A.   With Wisan?21

Q.   Yeah, and with the lawsuit.22

A.   He made a--some sort of a statement that23

he was there looking out for the interests of all24

the members of the Church and all the25
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beneficiaries.  And he put together some kind of a1

program where he froze the property up, and billed2

the court huge amounts of money to litigate it and3

then to settle it.4

Q.   Billed the court?5

A.   Yes.6

Q.   How did he bill the court?7

A.   Well, I've got the bills.  I can8

produce them.9

Q.   And they were to the court?10

A.   Yeah.  He billed the court and got11

justification to pay himself and the court.12

Q.   Okay.  And where did you get the bills?13

A.   You produced them.14

Q.   Okay.  And then was the matter settled?15

A.   No.16

Q.   The lawsuit, wasn't it settled?17

A.   No.  What he did is he purported to the18

court that it was an honest deal, and it was a19

good deal, and it was a fair market value.  And20

then after it was--we thought it was settled, and21

he signed off it was settled,  he then later went22

back and alleged to the court that the trustees had23

defrauded money after it was settled--to our24

interpretation.  25
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   And then he billed the court tens of1

thousands of dollars again to start up new2

litigation--after we assumed that it was settled--3

and tried to convince the court that the previous4

trustees had frauded--had sold the property for5

under market value, after he had billed the court6

to prove to them that it was fair market value. 7

And you was clearly involved in all of this.8

Q.   That's a different lawsuit, right?  The9

lawsuit for the Apple Valley property involved AMI. 10

Wasn't that settled for--I guess it involved--11

A.   I don't know what's settled, because12

what Wisan signed off and you've signed off as13

being settled, you've brought it back up and said14

that the previous trustees had done some fraudulent15

transfer on it.  And then two or three years later,16

you come back and presented some evidence to the17

court that there was some transaction that--that18

you disagreed with and thought that there was--19

after you'd billed the court to prove that it was a20

good transaction, you then later billed the UEP21

that it was a bad transaction and that the people22

involved in it didn't get fair market value--after23

you'd billed to prove that they had got fair market24

value.25
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Q.   And this testimony, this is all based1

upon your reading of the stuff that was filed with2

the court?3

A.   No.  This is based on your own4

testimony and your own billings.5

Q.   But where did you see that?6

A.   You produced those to the court, and you7

showed the court that--you produced a bill, I think8

it was around 80,000, or something, to show the9

court that it was a good value.  And then later--10

years later--you alleged that the previous members11

had sold it for under value, and you got this huge12

default judgment.  And then you come back and13

billed another couple of--lots of money to prove14

that it was a bad transaction.  I don't know where15

it's going.16

Q.   And you get this understanding where?17

A.   Well, you're the one that's doing it.18

Q.   But it's from the documents you've read?19

A.   No.  It's what you guys have done.  You20

guys have clearly gone in front of the court saying21

that there's a default judgment, and whatever else22

involving the Apple Valley property, where you stir23

up a conflict and bill the trust members for it. 24

And then you try to settle it.  And then we think25
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it's settled, and you bill to unsettle it.  And you1

keep doing that back and forth. And so when you2

say, What's settled, I think it's clear that you3

never know what's settled by what you agree to.4

Q.   Okay.  Let's just--let me--just one5

question.6

  The lawsuit--the first lawsuit for the7

Apple Valley filed against--who was it?  I don't8

remember if AMI was a party, but it was Team9

Stuart, and there was some D and C Saddles, or10

something like that.  That was settled, right.11

A.   Well, we thought it was.  But then12

later you went back to the court and said that it13

was unsettled.14

Q.   Later, there was a separate lawsuit15

filed against different parties, was there not?16

A.   Yeah, but you signed off that it was17

all settled to us.  You represented to us it was18

settled, then you asserted--made the claim that you19

had, but this is a separate lawsuit that--20

Q.   Yeah.  I just wanted to make clear,21

there were completely defendants in the two22

lawsuits, was there not?23

A.   No.  You're still the one that's24

involved in both.25
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Q.   Yeah, but we were the plaintiff.  There1

was different defendants in both lawsuits, right?2

  MR. PARKER:  I'm going object.  It3

calls for a legal conclusion.4

  MR. SHIELDS: Well, I just want to,5

because he's--6

  MR. PARKER:  Well, he's already--you're7

having an argument.8

  MR. SHIELDS:  I just want to have it9

clear on the record so we don't have--10

  MR. PARKER:  It's clear on the record11

because--12

  MR. SHIELDS:  No it's not.13

  MR. PARKER: --it's filed with the14

courts.  It doesn't need to be clear on this15

record.  We all know who the parties to the cases16

were.17

  Speaking of those cases, I asked you for18

a copy of that exhibit book a few times.  Have you19

been able to find it?20

  MR. SHIELDS:  I have not had time, but21

my client doesn't want me to waste any time looking22

for that.23

  THE WITNESS:  I'd be to glad to have24

you take whatever time you need to to find it.25
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  MR. SHIELDS:  I'm sure you would.1

  THE WITNESS:  Would that be your2

assistant that would have that?3

  MR. PARKER:  Well, we're going to4

request it in discovery.  It might be helpful if5

you provided it beforehand.  We'll expect it in the6

initial disclosures.7

  MR. SHIELDS:  We'll get to that.  It's8

in a different case here.9

  MR. PARKER:  No, I know.10

  MR. MERLIN JESSOP:  To the point, then.11

  MR. PARKER:  Everything we've talked12

about for the last half hour has been for a13

different case.14

  MR. SHIELDS:  Well, not really, because15

he's talking about what he did in this matter here.16

  MR. PARKER:  How are we coming on time?17

  MR. SHIELDS:  I think that it could18

take a week.  But, I don't have it, I know.19

  MR. PARKER:  You don't have a week.20

  THE WITNESS:  I think it was clear--for21

clarification on that, and that is when you said22

that it--would you state again it was different23

ones, because we understood that in the Apple24

Valley land transactions, all parties were cleared25
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of that.  Are you stating now that they are not?1

BY MR. SHIELDS:2

Q.   We're not here to debate Apple Valley. 3

I want to know your understanding is.4

A.   I thought that's what you brought up. 5

You're the one that brought it up.6

Q.   And I'm asking for your understanding7

and your personal knowledge.8

A.   My knowledge--personal knowledge is, is9

that Bruce Wisan used you and your firm to bill a10

large sum of money to justify that it was a good--11

it was a good transaction--12

Q.   Are you going to say anything different13

than what you've already said, or--14

A.   Well, if you need clarification on it.15

Q.   No.  I just didn't know.16

A.   I think you, of all people, understand17

clearly the issue.18

Q.   I clearly understand what happened.  I19

clearly understand, just for the record, that you20

are very confused as to what happened.  But I want21

to know--22

A.   I'll clear it up.23

Q.   --do you have any personal knowledge,24

other than what you've read from what we filed with25
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the court?1

  MR. PARKER:  How about we move on?2

BY MR. SHIELDS:3

Q.   Let me just say:  Do you have any4

personal knowledge, other than what we have filed5

with the court and what you have read there?6

A.   There's some items that I want you to7

produce for me.8

Q.   Okay.  But I'm saying, you haven't seen9

them so you don't have personal knowledge about10

those, do you?11

A.   I was hoping you'd produce them.12

Q.   Okay.  Other than what we have filed13

with the court, you don't have any personal14

knowledge as to what happened?15

A.   Yes, I do.  I have a lot of knowledge16

as to what you guys didn't disclose to the court. 17

But we intend to do that.18

Q.   Okay.  Well, let's move on, then.19

  You've answered that hostility--that the20

Special Fiduciary has acted with hostility to the21

members, and that over time the relationship has22

deteriorated.  Do you see that--the memo?23

A.   Oh, absolutely.24

  MR. PARKER:  Where are you reading?25

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 234

  MR. SHIELDS:  I'm on the paragraph 23.1

BY MR. SHIELDS:2

Q.   Isn't it true that the hostility between3

the parties was there pretty much from the4

beginning, and it came from the other side?5

A.   No.  No.  I think that Wisan went down6

and originally represented himself to seek the7

interests of everyone, and represented himself that8

he was clearly there to be fair and honest and put9

the property back in the control of the--of those10

that had built it and built it up, and the UEP. 11

And I think he clearly came, very quick, that he12

was more interested in sucking out all of the value13

of it to his attorney's fees and himself.14

Q.   Isn't it true that Church leaders,15

early, early on, after Bruce's appointment,16

instructed the members of the Church to not17

acknowledge Bruce's appointment and then not18

cooperate?19

A.   Which leader?20

Q.   It would be any Church leader.  We can21

start with the bishop.22

A.   Which leaders?23

Q.   Well, I want to know if any did.24

A.   I didn't hear the bishop say it.25
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Q.   Did you see Warren say it?1

A.   I didn't hear it.2

Q.   Did you hear any Church leader?3

A.   Which leader?4

Q.   Any leader?5

A.   Who's a leader in the Church?6

Q.   Well, you can tell me.7

A.   Well, I think there's a lot.8

Q.   And did any of them say that?9

A.   I think Merlin's a leader, ask his wife. 10

And he didn't say anything.11

Q.   You can play games here--you're wasting12

time.13

A.   No, no, no, no.  You got to define who14

you want to talk about, because there's many15

leaders in the Church.16

Q.   Did any of them ever tell you to not17

cooperate with Bruce?18

A.   Not that I'm aware of.19

Q.   None of them, okay.20

  So you never received any instructions21

from Church leaders as to how you should treat22

Bruce and the court on this trust?23

A.   What leaders, again?24

Q.   Any leaders, again.  It's a yes/no25
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question.1

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  I object to2

trying to restrict the witness to a yes or no3

answer.4

  THE WITNESS:  And I already answered the5

question.6

BY MR. SHIELDS:7

Q.   Okay.  Did you never hear an instruction8

to, "answer them nothing."9

A.   Who?  Answer who nothing?10

Q.   I'm not saying that.  Did you ever hear11

that guidance--instruction from Church leaders?12

A.   To answer what--in what context?13

  MR. PARKER:  You have to provide a14

context.15

BY MR. SHIELDS:16

Q.   I'm just saying, did it ever happen? 17

We can fill in the context later.  Have you ever18

hear the term, "answer them nothing"?19

A.   As to what?  In what context?20

Q.   In any context with regard to your21

religion.22

A.   Yes.  I instructed someone to answer23

nothing, and I've answered nothing.  In what24

context?25
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Q.   Isn't is true that Church leaders1

instructed the people, "answer them nothing"?2

A.   In what context?3

Q.   In any context.4

A.   They may have.5

Q.   It's a yes or no question.  Do you6

remember or not?7

A.   If you want to take it as a yes or no,8

I don't recall.  And I don't know what context you9

are asking it.10

Q.   So you don't recall ever being11

instructed by any Church leader to "answer them12

nothing"?13

A.   I think that there's times and issues14

and circumstances where there has been that phrase15

used, yes.16

Q.   Okay.  In here, you mention in your17

motion--this is paragraph 18--it says, "The18

immediate cause of removal of the--was the then-19

trustees' failure to defend two lawsuits which had20

been filed against the trust and others, which21

ultimately placed the Trust property in peril if22

judgments were entered against it."  Do you recall23

that?24

A.   Where are you reading?25
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Q.   Paragraph 18.  Basically, it says the1

trustees failed to defend two tort lawsuits.  Do2

you remember that?3

A.   Who is making the allegation?4

  MR. PARKER:  Do you know what a tort5

is?6

BY MR. SHIELDS:7

Q.   You were making this allegation.  This8

is your memo that you signed and verified.9

A.   What is a tort?  As for some10

clarification for me.11

  MR. SHIELDS:  Again, let the record show12

conference with counsel.13

  THE WITNESS:  Okay.  Yeah.  I needed14

clarification.15

BY MR. SHIELDS:16

Q.   And then trustees failed to defend those17

lawsuits, didn't they?18

A.   That's what was alleged.19

Q.   Did they defend them?20

A.   Did the trustees?21

Q.   The trustees.  Did they defend the trust22

against those lawsuits?23

A.   It's my understanding they did not.24

Q.   Do you know why?25
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A.   I don't know why.1

Q.   Isn't it common knowledge that the2

prophet said he'd received a revelation to, "Answer3

them nothing," and to not defend these lawsuits?4

A.   If it's common knowledge, then you've5

got a lot more common knowledge than I've got.6

Q.   So you have no knowledge of that?7

A.   I don't.8

Q.   You have no knowledge about an9

instruction to not cooperate with Bruce Wisan as10

Fiduciary?11

A.   No.12

Q.   You have no knowledge about an13

instruction--14

A.   I cooperated with Wisan.15

Q.   You have no knowledge about an16

instruction to not recognize Judge Lindberg's17

authority over the trust?18

A.   Absolutely not.  Where are you coming up19

with that?20

Q.   You have no knowledge--okay.  You said21

you did cooperate.  What did you do to cooperate?22

A.   I met with Wisan.23

Q.   And that was when the negotiation of the24

settlement of the first lawsuit--25
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A.   Is that answering him something.1

Q.   What's that?2

A.   Was that answering him something?3

Q.   Did you receive special permission to be4

able to do that.5

A.   From who?6

Q.   From Church leaders.7

A.   Which one?8

Q.   Any of them.9

A.   Not that I recall.10

Q.   So it could have happened, you just11

don't recall it?12

A.   Do you want me to speculate at what13

could have or not could have happened?  I don't14

recall any such a conversation.  You're sitting15

here saying there's all this common knowledge16

stuff; and I'm saying, based on your own common17

knowledge you're--you're contradicting yourself.18

Q.   So you're denying that that was common19

knowledge, then?20

A.   What part of your common knowledge are21

you asking me to respond to?22

Q.   Well, you already answered the23

questions, we'll move on.24

A.   Oh, great.25
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Q.   What I'm asking is, then:  I want to1

know about your cooperation.  Did you pay taxes on2

your property when asked by Bruce?3

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Asked and4

answered.  We've been through the taxes.5

  MR. SHIELDS:  That's been through one6

year one house.7

  MR. PARKER:  No.8

  THE WITNESS:  Did Bruce have anything to9

do with me paying my taxes?  Is that your question?10

BY MR. SHIELDS:11

Q.   I'm saying:  Did you cooperate with12

Bruce and pay taxes when asked?13

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.  Two14

questions.15

BY MR. SHIELDS:16

Q.   Did you pay taxes when asked?17

A.   By who, the tax assessor.18

Q.   By Bruce.19

A.   I've always paid my taxes.  They might20

not have always been perfectly on time, but I've21

always paid my taxes, and it didn't matter who22

asked them.23

Q.   Isn't it true that you didn't pay taxes24

until Bruce had to post a notice on your house25
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threatening eviction?1

A.   You would like to flatter yourself and2

think that's the truth, and it's not.  I've always3

paid my taxes.  And now it's a leading question as4

to whatever you want to do.  But no, that's what5

Bruce would like to represent, and you would like6

to think it, but it's not true.7

Q.   So what's the truth?  Why were you were8

you so late in paying taxes?9

A.   I've always paid them.10

Q.   But you didn't pay them until after11

Bruce was compelled to--how late were you in paying12

the 2006 taxes?13

A.   I don't know that I could recall exactly14

when I paid all my taxes.  And maybe you could15

help us.  How do you pay yours.16

Q.   No, I'm not here--the question is this: 17

How late were you in paying your taxes?  Do you18

not remember?19

A.   What year?20

Q.   Since Bruce was appointed--each year.21

A.   I don't recall when I paid each tax on22

each year.23

Q.   Okay.  Have you ever--24

A.   I think it was as to when funds became25
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available.1

Q.   Did you ever pay taxes before Bruce2

posted the notice on your door?3

A.   I don't know when I paid or not paid. 4

And I don't know what posting he's talking about.5

Q.   Did you receive postings on your door to6

pay taxes?7

A.   I don't recall seeing any postings on my8

door.9

Q.   Did you ever receive an instruction to10

not pay taxes until after you received the posting?11

A.   By who?12

Q.   By anybody.13

A.   I don't recall anybody giving me any14

instructions about my taxes.15

Q.   Okay.  What about the assessment?  Have16

you ever received instructions from Church leaders17

regarding payment of the $100 monthly assessment?18

A.   What leaders?19

Q.   Any leaders.20

A.   Can you be more specific?  There's a21

lot of Church leaders.22

Q.   How about let's say--let's change this23

to any member of the Church.24

A.   I don't recall having any specific25
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conversation with any member of the Church about1

the issue.2

Q.   Doesn't have to be a specific3

conversation.  Did you ever receive an instruction,4

Don't pay the assessment, or later to pay the5

assessment?6

A.   I don't recall any discussion with any7

member of the Church as to the question.8

Q.   Why did you wait--let's go back to your9

exhibit you produced here.  Looks like you didn't10

make any payments until July 1.  Why did you wait11

until July 1 before making any monthly assessment12

payments?13

A.   Might have been when funds were14

available.15

Q.   Might have been?16

A.   What year?17

Q.   We're talking 2008--this year.  The18

assessments started in January, and you didn't make19

any payments.  According to this document you20

produced, the statement was January--or July 1st21

was your first payment--first and only payment.22

A.   So what's the question?23

Q.   Why did you wait six months before24

making your first payment?25
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A.   Because I strongly disagree with the1

context of how he's extorting the money out of us.2

Q.   Why did you decide the make a payment3

when you did?4

A.   Because I decided I'd make a payment5

now, and I'd fight about it later.  And here I am.6

Q.   But you never received an instruction7

from any other member of the Church regarding8

whether to make or not make a payment.  Is that9

your testimony?10

A.   Which members are you thinking of?11

Q.   Any member.12

A.   I don't recall any discussion with any13

members about the issue.14

Q.   How come you haven't made a payment15

since then?16

A.   How do you know I haven't?17

Q.   I'm just looking at your statement here.18

Your most recent one is September 1.  Shows you19

haven't made a payment since the one in July.  Have20

you made one since then?21

A.   I don't know.22

Q.   Well, who would know if you don't?23

A.   I usually have some help as to what I24

pay and not pay.25
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Q.   And who gives you that help?1

A.   It's my assistants.2

Q.   You won't give me their names?3

A.   Well, because you'll harass them and4

intimidate them and use it for part of your5

psychological warfare against me and my religion. 6

I'd be glad to produce you their names, if you'd7

leave them alone.8

Q.   So do you deny that there was recently9

instructions from Church leaders to no longer pay10

the monthly assessment, but to use it to pay11

attorneys' fees instead?12

A.   What leader?13

Q.   Excuse me.  I know you have a problem14

with that term--any member of the Church.  Are you15

denying, then, that recently instructions were16

given from a member of the Church to no longer pay17

the monthly assessment to Bruce?18

A.   I haven't heard any discussions from19

anybody particular about that, that I can recall. 20

I know that about every member in the Church does21

object to paying Bruce Wisan $100 a month for the22

psychological and sociological warfare that he uses23

against every member of the Church with their24

hundred dollars.25
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Q.   Do you know why there was virtually no1

payments until April, and then suddenly they came2

by the dozens and hundreds in April?3

A.   I can only answer for myself.  And I4

think you'd have to ask each individual to whatever5

motivates them.6

Q.   You have no information as to why that7

happened.8

A.   He probably started threatening to kick9

everybody out and sell their house so he can10

continue his warfare against us.11

Q.   Do you know why they suddenly stopped12

coming in about August and September?13

A.   I don't.14

Q.   Okay.  How many times did you receive15

notices in the mail or posted on your door from16

Bruce?17

A.   I have no idea.18

Q.   More than ten?19

A.   I don't know.  I'm not going to20

speculate as to all the harassment that Mr. Wyler,21

and Bruce, and you, and Jethro, and Richard has22

tried to do to all of us.23

Q.   You characterize notices as harassment?24

A.   Oh, I think that they're put on as that25
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way, of course.  I think everyone does.  I think1

Mr. Wyler could vouch for that.  I don't think2

anybody that looks to him as someone of anything3

other than harassment.4

Q.   Do you read the notices you receive from5

the Fiduciary?6

A.   Which notice?7

Q.   Any of them.8

A.   I don't recall reading any.9

Q.   Do you just throw them away without10

reading them?11

A.   That isn't what I said.12

Q.   But have you ever done that?13

A.   Done what?14

Q.   Have you ever thrown it away without15

reading it?16

A.   Which one?17

Q.   Any of them.18

A.   I don't recall getting any.19

Q.   You don't recall getting any notices?20

A.   I think there's been some sent, but as21

far as me picking them up and caring about all the22

attacks that you're doing on us, no.23

  I think you've clearly put us all on24

notice of what your intents are.25
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Q.   Did you support the decision to not1

defend the two tort lawsuits?2

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Relevance.  I3

mean--really.  At some point we've got to draw the4

line.  That has no relevance.5

  MR. SHIELDS:  Sure it does.  We have a6

whole waiver thing here.  You've sat around for7

three years doing nothing.  And now you're coming8

in, wanting to reinvent the wheel.9

  MR. PARKER:  That has nothing to do10

with--11

  THE WITNESS:  I'll tell you why we sat12

around for three years doing nothing--is that we13

were lied to, and there was an assertion by you and14

others that there was people that was truly in the15

interest of the people. And by the time the people16

realized what your true intent was, then--I think17

that's been exposed.18

BY MR. SHIELDS:19

Q.   And that's why you've changed now--20

position and are now involved?21

A.   I think that has a large part of it.22

Q.   And it's not because of instructions23

received from any member of the Church?24

A.   Not really.25
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Q.   Not really, or is it at all?1

A.   What members?  I mean . . .2

Q.   Any member.3

A.   I don't think that has--I don't really4

think that has any bearing of what I'm doing.5

Q.   Okay.  Well, let me just say, in 2004 a6

lawsuit was filed.  There was no defense by the7

trustees of the trust, who were leaders of the8

Church.9

  In 2005, a lawsuit was filed by the--10

this lawsuit was filed by the AG's office to11

suspend the trustees.  There was no answer given,12

there was no defense.  There's been no defense,13

basically no participation for three years, and14

suddenly there's an onslaught of lawsuits.  What15

made that difference?  Why was there no defense--16

A.   I think it became very clear to the17

people that this was truly not about anything other18

than the psychological and sociological warfare of19

the attorney general and your office and Wisan's20

office in a joint task force to find a way to use21

your abilities for the psychological and22

sociological warfare against our people.23

Q.   And that's the only reason?24

A.   Well, I think that was--do we need more?25

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 251

Q.   I'm just wondering why that happened--1

A.   What more of a reason can you think of2

we need?3

Q.   I'm just wondering if that's--you're4

telling me it did not come from instructions from5

any member of the Church?6

A.   Well, I'm a member of the Church.7

Q.   I know.  But you just told me there's8

no instruction to that effect.  And so this whole9

beginning of new lawsuits, and now participating,10

did not come from instructions from any member of11

the Church?  It's all come from just--12

A.   On behalf of myself?13

Q.   On behalf of any of these filed.14

A.   You'd have to ask anybody that was15

there.  I can only answer for myself.16

Q.   Which ones are you involved in?  Are17

you involved in the lawsuit of alleging fraud on18

the court? You seem to know a lot about it, or19

think you do.  Have you been involved with that?20

A.   Be specific.  As to what?21

Q.   As to the filing of that lawsuit, or22

anything to do with that lawsuit.23

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Privilege. 24

Instruct the witness not to answer.25
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  MR. SHIELDS: Okay.  Same objection to1

all the other pending matters in other courts?2

  MR. PARKER:  Yes.3

  MR. SHIELDS:  Okay.4

  THE WITNESS:  I think clearly our5

intention is to bring to court awareness to what is6

truly going on with what your firm has done, and7

particularly with Wisan.8

BY MR. SHIELDS:9

Q.   But why didn't you do that in 2005,10

'06, and '07?11

A.   If we'd had known the heart of Wisan12

and you and Jeff, I think clearly there probably13

would have been.14

Q.   And what's happened in 2008 that was15

different that what Wisan--16

A.   He told everybody when you first got in17

he wasn't going to evict anybody, you wasn't going18

to--you was trying to be these big nice guys that19

were looking out for everybody's best interest. 20

And I think you've clearly demonstrated to the21

whole world whose interest you truly care about.22

Q.   What's different about 2008 than what we23

did in 2007 and 2006?24

A.   Probably nothing.  It's just the rest of25
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us came to the realization of what your intents1

were.2

Q.   And what made you all come to the3

realization at the same time?4

A.   Probably the psychological and5

sociological disclosure that you gave to us.6

Q.   And what are you referring?7

A.   Your bills to the court.8

Q.   And what is that?9

A.   Exactly that.  You billed the court for10

the fact that--you billed the court stating that11

the land transactions in Apple Valley was a good12

thing for the trust.  Then you come back and sued--13

tried to sue the former members of the trust that14

it was a bad transaction.  And I had no knowledge15

of that.16

  And when I became aware of it, I came17

up here and found out if he was--Mr. Parker was18

aware of it, and we found that you guys had been19

playing all this hanky-panky with the court in ex20

parte issues. If you had a problem with the Apple21

Valley land, why didn't you involve me?  Because22

clearly you signed it off as settled lawsuits.  But23

then you come back later and you've been billing24

the UEP and the trust and the members of the trust25
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to feed your fraud.  And yes, we're here today to1

try to get relief from that.2

Q.   And so that's what caused this3

reawakening?4

A.   Oh, I think that--what more do we need? 5

What more excuse do we need?  You're trying to sell6

our land. You've already taken it.  You're just7

sending out eviction notices.  All the things you8

told us originally you was not going to do, you've9

done everything you said you wouldn't.10

Q.   When were you ever told there would be11

no eviction notices?12

A.   I think Wisan made that very common. 13

When we was in the Apple Valley negotiations, he14

told me that he had no intentions of kicking anyone15

off the land.  And he was very blunt about it.16

Q.   Hasn't he made it clear, early on,17

there's minimum occupancy requirements.  If you18

don't abide by those minimum requirements, you will19

be evicted.  Didn't he do that as early as 2005,20

in connection with taxes, or maybe early 2006?21

A.   Any conversation I had with him, he said22

that his intent was, was to get the property given23

back to the people.24

Q.   And is that what he's still trying to25
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do?1

A.   Absolutely not.  You, of anyone, could2

clearly know that answer.3

Q.   What do you want to see happen to the4

property?5

  MR. PARKER:  Which property?6

  MR. SHIELDS:  The UEP property.7

  MR. PARKER:  All of it?8

  MR. SHIELDS:  Umm-hmm.9

  THE WITNESS:  Restored back to the10

intent of what it was put in the trust for.  What11

was the intent that my grandfathers, and everyone12

else's grandfathers here, put it into that trust13

for.  It was to be used for the just wants and14

needs for the members of the Church of Jesus Christ15

of Latter-Day Saints.16

BY MR. SHIELDS:17

Q.   Didn't you say under oath at the hearing18

that you wanted what everybody everyone else had,19

you wanted to own your property?20

A.   Absolutely I want to own it.  I want to21

own it just how I want to own it, which is to look22

out for the interests of, not only myself and my23

family, but my Church.24

Q.   Isn't Bruce trying to subdivide it and25

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 256

allow the people to get ownership rights on the1

property?2

A.   Absolutely--if he is, he's trying to do3

it in such a way that no one else believes that4

he's looking out for their interest.  Or they are,5

I haven't found anyone.6

Q.   Okay.  So which do you want?  Do you7

want this stayed as a trust to fulfill the purposes8

of the FLDS Church, or do you want to own your9

house, like every other person in America?--because10

I've heard both testimonies from you.11

A.   Oh, yes.  If I owned it like any other12

American, I could take it, and I could either put13

it into my Church, or I could take it and have it14

to myself.  But you know what?  I would get to15

make that decision, and not have the court or you16

or Wisan make that determination as to how I own my17

property.18

  And I think it's inappropriate for you19

or Wisan to determine how I hold my property.  And20

if I choose to take property and give it to my21

Church, that's my business.  And if it's for the22

just wants and needs of my neighbors, and other23

fellow members of my Church, that certainly is not24

the job of a state ordained bishop to determine.25
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Q.   Bruce isn't a state ordained bishop, is1

he?2

A.   He volunteered it to me he was.3

Q.   He told you he was--4

A.   Yes.5

Q.   --or did he say people call him that?6

A.   He clarified that at the court.  But7

no, that isn't how he said it to me.8

Q.   Okay.  And so which do you want?  Do9

you want to own it, or do you want it to go back10

to the way it was?11

  MR. PARKER:  Asked and answered. 12

Irrelevant. Instruct the witness--13

  MR. SHIELDS:  Well, I've heard both14

sides, so I'm not sure--15

  MR. PARKER:  Right.  And I'm instructing16

the witness not to answer it further.  It's just17

badgering at this point, and I think I can draw the18

line on that. He's answered it several times.  I19

think you know what he wants.20

  MR. SHIELDS:  He just said he--I've21

heard both.22

  MR. PARKER:  It doesn't matter.  I'm23

instructing him not to answer.  It's irrelevant,24

anyway.25
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  MR. SHIELDS:  Well, I don't know what1

he wants.2

  MR. PARKER:  Well, let me answer--3

  MR. SHIELDS: This whole motion is--this4

whole motion is to what he wants this trust to be5

treated like.  It's very relevant.  It's the direct6

point of this motion.  Is the Fiduciary restricted7

from selling property because he has a duty to run8

it for the benefit of the FLDS Church United9

Effort--the United Order Plans?  That's very much--10

  MR. PARKER:  What we're seeking in the11

motion is clearly stated in the motion.  And it12

doesn't matter what he says.  I think he wants to13

answer it, though.14

  THE WITNESS:  I clearly wanted the15

trust, and always have wanted the trust restored to16

the very purpose of what its foundation was.  What17

was it's original intent, and not what was the18

intent of some lawyers that are trying to19

capitalize on it for psychological and sociological20

warfare against the members.21

BY MR. SHIELDS:22

Q.   And please don't take my not arguing23

back on some of these allegations as deeming, or a24

waiver of admission of what you're saying.  I25
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strongly disagree.  I just want to make that clear.1

  MR. PARKER:  I think we knew that.2

  THE WITNESS:  Are you denying that you3

put that into your bill to the court?4

BY MR. SHIELDS:5

Q.   I think you are talking about some other6

attorney than me.7

A.   Could you help us clarify what attorney8

that was?9

  MR. PARKER:  It was Jeff.10

  THE WITNESS:  Was it?  May the record11

show Jeff put it into the . . .12

  Is he part of your firm?  He is.  Yeah. 13

So it is this firm.14

  Do you share his interest in that? 15

     (Mr. Parker conferred with the witness.)16

BY MR. SHIELDS:17

Q.   So do you have any personal knowledge18

about the status of the Corporation of the19

Presiding Bishop of the FLDS Church, or the20

Corporation of the President of the FLDS Church?21

A.   Which one do you want me to answer?22

Q.   Either one.  Do you have knowledge about23

either one of those?24

  MR. PARKER:  Any knowledge?25
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  MR. SHIELDS:  Umm-hmm.1

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.2

  THE WITNESS:  Can you be specific as to3

what you are asking me?4

BY MR. SHIELDS:5

Q.   Do you know who any of the officers of6

either of those corporations are?7

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.  Calls8

for a legal conclusion.9

  MR. SHIELDS:  I just want to know if he10

knows.11

  MR. PARKER:  Well, it's still a legal12

conclusion whether he knows or not, but . . .13

  MR. SHIELDS:  Okay.14

  THE WITNESS:  Are you asking me who my15

bishop is?16

BY MR. SHIELDS:17

Q.   No.  I want to know if you know who the18

officers of the Corporation of the Presiding Bishop19

or the Corporation of the President of the FLDS20

Church.21

A.   I know who the bishop is.22

Q.   I think you previously testified that's23

William Jessop, right--William E.,  not you.24

A.   Correct.25
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Q.   Any other information other than that? 1

Any knowledge other than that?2

A.   As far as the legal standing of all3

those corporations, I'm not aware of them.  I can4

research those, if you'd like.5

Q.   I'd like you to do that, if you would. 6

Could you provide me that information?7

  MR. PARKER:  No.  We're not going to8

provide you that information.  That's--it's a9

matter of public record as a legal conclusion. 10

It's not the witnesses' job to do that work for11

you.12

  THE WITNESS:  I got a question:  Does13

that save the UEP members or the members of the14

Church money if I do it instead of you?15

  MR. PARKER:  No, because they'll do it16

anyway, so it really is an inappropriate request.17

  THE WITNESS:  Sorry.  I was trying to18

be accommodating.19

BY MR. SHIELDS:20

Q.   Would you turn to Exhibit 5. Oh, I21

haven't even given it to you yet, have I?22

  MR. PARKER:  Yeah.  We don't have it.23

  MR. SHIELDS:  Just a minute, here.  I'm24

going out of order here, too.25
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  MR. PARKER:  What's 4?  Is this 4?1

  MR. SHIELDS:  Well, let me give you 42

and 5, and then we'll take it from there.3

  Would you mark that as 4? 4

             Exhibits-4thru5 marked5

BY MR. SHIELDS:6

Q.   We may not get to 4, but I want to keep7

them in order.8

  Let's jump to 5.  Let's start with the9

final page.  It's Exhibit A to the document.10

  First of all, I'll represent this is the11

reply memorandum your attorney filed in support of12

this presently pending emergency motion.  Are you13

familiar with this document?14

A.   What would you like to look at?15

Q.   Are you familiar with this document?16

A.   Yeah.17

Q.   You've seen it before?18

A.   I've seen it in the form that I could19

read it, like photos that I could recognize.  I20

didn't grasp those right off being photocopies.21

Q.   Do you know where these photos came22

from?23

A.   I don't know the exact origin of them,24

but I've seen them.25
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Q.   You didn't provide them to your1

attorney?2

A.   Yes.  I was part of that.3

Q.   Who--4

A.   You'd have to ask the attorney.5

Q.   Who else was part of it?6

A.   I think Merlin's been a part of it, and7

Dan. And what they've shared with him, I'm not8

sure.9

Q.   Okay.  And the first one says, "200310

View of Community with Fields in Production."  Was11

this taken in 2003?12

A.   I believe it was.13

Q.   Okay.  And then the other one is, "200814

View of Fields in Desolation Creating Sand Storms15

and Dunes."  Do you see that?16

  MR. SHIELDS:  Let the record shows he's17

conferring with his attorney.18

  THE WITNESS:  Sorry about that.19

BY MR. SHIELDS:20

Q.   Who else was involved in getting these21

documents to your attorney?  You said you--22

  MR. PARKER:  I object to--you know, I23

don't know why we have to keep doing this, but24

that's privileged.  You can't ask who gave things25
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to me.  It's privileged.1

  Now, you can ask questions about the2

document, but when you couch it in terms of me,3

it's privileged. And I'm going to continue to4

object to those questions. And you're free to ask5

him questions about the photos, but not about how6

they got to me.7

  MR. SHIELDS:  Well, he said he was8

partially involved with others in getting these9

documents.10

  MR. PARKER:  It doesn't matter.11

BY MR. SHIELDS:12

Q.   Who else was involved in getting these13

documents?14

A.   To who?15

Q.   I'm not going to--just getting these16

documents.17

  MR. PARKER:  Well, I'll object to the18

form. What do you mean "getting the documents"? 19

Who took the pictures, is that what you mean?20

  MR. SHIELDS:  Who took the pictures, who21

gathered them.22

  MR. PARKER:  Well, you take pictures.23

  MR. SHIELDS:  Yeah, who?  People do. 24

They don't take themselves.25
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  THE WITNESS:  I don't know right off1

who was actually the one under the camera when2

those photos were taken.3

BY MR. SHIELDS:4

Q.   You said you were part of it.  Who else5

were you involved with?6

A.   What part of it?7

Q.   The part of either taking the pictures8

or gathering these documents up.9

A.   I think there's a lot of interest from10

a lot of members of the Church that are interested11

in providing whatever documents Mr. Parker needs. 12

And who they are and exactly what form, I don't13

know.  I know that Uncle Merlin's involved, I know14

Dan's involved, and they may have assistants15

involved.  So I don't know specifically as to where16

you're going with that.17

Q.   Okay.  And why are these documents18

attached to this memo?  What are they trying to19

show?20

A.   I think it clearly shows that the21

Fiduciary has had no interest in the welfare of the22

community, and that it is--goes clearly in the23

billings to the court that it is very much part of24

his strategy to commit warfare--psychologically,25
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sociologically.1

Q.   Are you saying the Fiduciary is2

responsible for deterioration of the property?3

A.   Absolutely.4

Q.   And how is that so?5

A.   Because he has no interest to making 6

it--seeking the interests of the needs of the7

people, but only the needs of his attorneys, it8

appears.9

Q.   What has he done to the Berry Knoll10

property to cause this?11

A.   He certainly hasn't offered to look out12

for the interest--for the people, and . . .13

Q.   What did he do to cause this desolation14

you are showing here?15

A.   By asserting an action against it.16

Q.   Asserting an action against it?  How did17

he assert an action against it?18

A.   I think just by turning other people's19

horses, and not having any regard for it, like I'm20

dealing with right now, where he is asserting other21

contracts and leases on top of us that we have just22

become aware of.23

Q.   Didn't you testify that you've used it24

for the last five years to graze your cattle?25
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A.   There is portions of this, and let me1

look at it again.  I don't recall seeing any that2

I particularly--I don't particularly--able to make3

out where I was--there's part of that.  But by4

looking at the photos, as unclear as they are, it5

doesn't distinguish the Berry Knoll, as such.6

Q.   What is the condition of this property7

now? Isn't it sandy?8

A.   There's some feed on the top portion of9

it that we're anticipating using.10

Q.   Would you put an X where that top11

portion is that you're talking about?12

A.   The photo is unclear enough for me to13

see the landscapes that I'd be most familiar with. 14

But it would be in the top piece here.15

Q.   Use this blue pen, try to make it more16

dark there.17

A.   I believe it would be in this area,18

right here.19

Q.   Can I look at that?  So there's still20

feed available in that portion of it?21

A.   There appeared that there'd be some; and22

it would be good place to keep our cows, even if23

we have to subsidize feed.24

Q.   What's caused the actual deterioration? 25
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Looks like there was--in your 2003 photo, it looks1

like there was--appeared to be something growing on2

it, something green.  There's three circles, look3

like pivots, and there's not in 2008.  What caused4

that?5

A.   Because Merlin was directly involved6

with the farming operation.  I can only speculate,7

to what my knowledge of it is.8

Q.   But you grazed it, didn't you?  You had9

cattle on there grazing.10

A.   I would have at this time.  And at this11

time in condition, I haven't, on that particular12

part.13

Q.   I think you said you grazed it last14

year--15

A.   Yes, there's parts of this I have.16

Q.   But you didn't graze the areas that17

appear dry?18

A.   No.  There could have been some areas.19

Q.   So again, how--20

A.   Are you asking why it looks that way?21

Q.   Yes.22

A.   Because when you have Mr. Wisan assert23

an action on it, and Isaac assert an action it, and24

Merlin--and it's not in the common interest of25
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everyone's interest to make it nice, then this is1

the result of it.2

  But I think it's the intent of the3

Fiduciary to do this to the entire community, from4

what it appears.5

Q.   Did the Fiduciary ever instruct people6

to not plant seeds--not to plant the property?7

A.   It was my understanding that he told8

some people that they couldn't.  Then he 9

informed . . .10

Q.   Who?11

A.   He informed one of my little brothers,12

as I understand it.  I think I need to get it13

first-handed, but I was informed as him driving14

through there one time that he wanted the cows15

removed from the property.16

Q.   Grazing is different than planting it17

and watering it, isn't it?18

A.   Well, I think Mr. Wisan would clearly--19

and you--would clearly like somebody to plant the20

wheat and plow the ground, sow the wheat, and then21

give it to someone else.  It's the concept there.22

Q.   So you admit it hasn't been planted and23

sown in recent years.  Isn't that true?24

A.   I think it hasn't been maintained to its25
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best ability, because there is a conflict as to how1

and to what standing we would do.  It's one of2

those things where it's really hard to know how3

enthusiastic it is to build the bread, knowing that4

there's Wisan and you there to make sure that we5

don't receive any of the benefits of it.6

  And we're asking the court to give us7

relief so that we can put it into production. 8

That's what we're asking for.  We've got cows we9

want to graze.  They need ground, they need the10

water system, they need the cooperation of the11

community.  And Wisan is driven to where there's no12

cooperation, only to his own interest and the13

interest of you, his lawyers, but certainly isn't14

in the interest of the best just wants and needs of15

the people.  And that's what we're asking the16

court, to take a look at what you're doing, he's17

doing, and grant relief that there is a cooperation18

between myself and Merlin and other members to put19

it back the way it was before he took it.20

Q.   But Wisan has never prevented anyone21

from growing--22

A.   It has prevented.  Merlin will clearly23

say that it's been frustrating to know what he can24

and can't do, knowing that there's clearly someone25
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there--like what you did at Harker Farms to make1

sure the barns were full of hay before you stepped2

in and took them.  That's what you did out there. 3

You took the farm when the hay was all bailed and4

in the barns.  And if we did the same thing, where5

would you be?6

Q.   So it's a lack of faith in Wisan, not7

that he's instructed you not to plant.  Is that8

correct?9

A.   Oh, I think he's made sure that Isaac's10

gone out there and made sure that anybody that uses11

it--he wants to make sure that it's confusing as to12

how we can do it, how we cannot do it.  And, then13

to top it all off, he's trying to sell it.  And we14

don't know how to get that relief. And clearly, he15

hasn't been honest and forthright with any of us,16

to where we're asking the court to grant us the17

relief.  That's the whole foundation of this18

motion.19

Q.   Okay.  So I just want it clear:  He has20

never instructed anyone not to plant?21

A.   I think he has instructed people as to22

how they can use it and how they can't use it. 23

And that's what they're asking the court to24

intervene on.25
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Q.   Do you have personal knowledge of Bruce1

Wisan ever instructing somebody not to plant it?2

A.   I would need to confer, but it was my3

understanding that yes, Mr. Wisan had instructed4

Isaac to make sure that Merlin was not using it and5

Daniel was not using the property.6

Q.   Okay.  Let's make a distinction between7

planting and grazing.  Grazing--8

A.   Well, the whole--it's got to be9

together.  You don't want to go grazing it without10

being able to plant it.11

Q.   Sure, because grazing without planting12

would cause it to become desolate, wouldn't it?13

A.   Well, and what is the incentive for the14

cooperation?  If I go and bring my cows in and try15

to help Merlin put it into seed, knowing that16

Wisan, or you, will step in and take the17

beneficiaries (sic) of it without giving anything18

back.19

Q.   Did you ever ask--I think you've already20

testified you never asked Bruce for permission to21

graze it, did you?22

A.   I already had permission.  I've had it23

for the last many years to use it.24

Q.   So you never approached Bruce and25
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discussed the use of it, did you?1

A.   No, but that's what we're here for.2

Q.   Do you know if Merlin did?3

A.   I don't.  I believe that he did.  I4

don't know who he did, but I think that Mr. Wisan5

has been very evasive about giving any kind of6

contracts, other than just oral insults to us, and7

instructions through Mr. Wisan--or Wyler, excuse8

me.9

  But yes, that photo was the clear motive10

of what it is we're asking the court to intercede11

to prevent this from continuing.  And not only does12

it continue to that degree, but the next step that13

he does after he destroys it is then to sell it.14

Q.   Wouldn't selling resolve that problem? 15

There would be a buyer that would no longer--that16

would be able to plant it or build houses,17

depending on what they wanted for it?18

A.   Is that for the just wants and needs of19

the people, or is that to promote the psychological20

warfare against the people?21

Q.   Would you answer the question?22

A.   What was the question?23

Q.   I said:  Wouldn't selling it prevent24

this problem of the land becoming desolate?25
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A.   It would promote the psychological1

warfare against the people, and it certainly isn't2

out for the best interest of the just wants and3

needs of the people. And I understood that was the4

Fiduciary's--what he has portrayed to the court,5

and what you guys have told the court that your6

interest is.  And it clearly has nothing to do7

with--what you say to us and what you have done is8

clearly two different things.  And we're asking the9

court, in this motion, to take a look at the10

honesty of what is really happening and grant11

relief.12

Q.   Turn to page .7 of Exhibit 5.  Would you13

read Footnote 1?14

A.   "The Berry Knoll property, which is the15

property that is precipitated in the present16

motion"--17

Q.   No, Footnote 1.18

A.   Oh.  "Contrary . . ."19

Q.   Yeah.20

A.   "Contrary to the Fiduciary's argument,21

none of the movants are presently using the22

property, and haven't--having been forced off the23

property by the Fiduciary.  Attached to this motion24

as Exhibit A is photos at Berry Knoll . . . 25
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2008 . . ."1

  That is clearly not true.  We've been2

using property.  And determining on the time of3

year that we-- and the moisture that's on it, we4

clearly intend on using it.  And if he's not5

denying it, that's great.  That's exactly what we6

were trying to do is move some animals that are7

coming out of Panguitch back down there on that8

range.9

Q.   So you haven't been forced off the10

property by the Fiduciary?11

A.   What does the term "force" mean to you?12

Q.   Well, this is your memo, not mine.13

A.   No, he hasn't ran me off with a gun. 14

He's trying to sell the ground.  He's trying to15

take it from me and sell it to somebody.16

Q.   So you are presently using the property?17

A.   Well, we're going to.  Unless the court18

doesn't grant us that continuation, we believe19

we're going to.20

Q.   So what did you mean when you say,21

"Having been forced off the property by the22

Fiduciary"?23

A.   Well, he's trying to sell it.  And if24

he's trying to sell the property, then what does25
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that do to us as far as seeding it?1

Q.   Yeah, but that hasn't--2

A.   So your argument is that I should have3

seeded it?4

Q.   That hasn't happened yet, has it?5

A.   What?6

Q.   Hasn't been sold, has it?7

A.   Well, if he's asserting an action that8

he's gone so far as to--not only has he had Isaac9

have us run our sheep off of there and tell us not10

to be out there.11

Q.   Well, grazing is very different 12

than . . .13

A.   Well, how do you graze it if we can't14

seed it and we can't believe that there's enough--15

there's enough--that our interest is going to be16

more than just what you did to Harkers, which is17

not only do we seed it, we harvest it, we put it18

in the barn, and then have you step in and take19

the hay when it's full--the barns are full.20

Q.   When is the last time you planted a21

seed on that property?22

A.   It's probably been two-and-a-half years23

ago.24

Q.   You did two-and-a-half years ago,25
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though?1

A.   Yes.2

Q.   And when is the last time you put any3

water on that property?4

A.   About the same.  Well, it's been sooner5

than that.  We used--we had some water in the upper6

part where the--where the grazing was and the sheep7

on the lower . . . 8

Q.   But not the big areas that appeared as9

sandy in the photos of that area?10

A.   I need clarification.11

Q.   Again, on the photo, you put the upper12

part as--13

A.   Yes.  There was some water that we had14

up there for stock water.15

Q.   You say "upper."  That's closer to the16

highway?17

A.   No.18

Q.   Didn't you--wasn't--I thought that was19

the area you drew.20

A.   It borders the highway.  But it would21

be--the tanks.  If I understand where the knoll is,22

the knoll would be here.  And this right here is a23

separation fence.  And there's stock water and24

water that's been maintained to there.25
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Q.   So stock water.  But you have haven't1

done any type of crop--growing of crops?2

A.   I think that there has been a3

intentional effort on the Fiduciary's part to not4

allow the cooperation between the parties.  And I5

think that Mr. Jessop clearly not wanting to plant6

the property and irrigate it has made it very7

difficult for me to want to join in with him and8

participate with that and the other members of the9

community, even though we're trying to, and we're10

asking the court's relief for this.  This is the11

very foundation of our relief is to not only stop12

trying to sell our land, but allow us to have13

access to it, to the value that we believe that we14

are entitled to.  And if he's changing that, we15

want to know; and we want clarification so that it16

can look like that instead of that.17

Q.   So the question, then:  When was the18

last time you watered crops on any of the property?19

A.   I think that there has been some20

problems with the--21

Q.   Just a question.  When did it happen? 22

It's a date, it's not an explanation.23

A.   I'd have to look and see.  And I think24

a lot of that is determined as to what water's been25

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 279

available.1

Q.   Just tell me, then, when did you last2

to do it?3

A.   I don't recall.4

Q.   Has it been since 2003?5

A.   Oh, yes.  And the other thing, as far6

as watering it, the watering is directly determined7

as to the just wants and needs of the people.  And8

if the water goes out on the fields versus in9

people's gardens, it would probably be more10

valuable putting the water to the individual11

homeowners and allow them to use it to their12

individual gardens than a communal effort that is13

under the potential of being taken away by the14

Fiduciary--or not Fiduciary, but by Mr. Wisan.  I15

don't think all fiduciaries would do what he's16

done.17

Q.   Turn to page .6.18

  MR. PARKER:  Which document are we on?19

  MR. SHIELDS:  We're still in Exhibit 5.20

  MR. PARKER:  Can I look over your21

shoulder?22

  MR. SHIELDS:  It's the Reply Memo.23

  MR. PARKER:  I think my copy ended up24

down at the other end of the table.25
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BY MR. SHIELDS:1

Q.   The bottom paragraph in this little--2

four lines from the bottom:  "The Arizona courts3

reached similar conclusions in UEP v. Holm and UEP4

v. Chatwin."  Do you see that?5

A.   Yes.6

Q.   Were you involved in either of those7

cases?8

A.   I was aware a little more of the9

Chatwin.10

Q.   Just aware?  No other involvement than11

being aware of it?12

A.   I was there at the hearing.13

Q.   Oh, you attended the hearing?14

A.   I did.15

Q.   Did you testify?16

A.   I did.17

Q.   And what was the nature of your18

testimony?19

A.   That Ross did not build the home that20

he was making a claim on.21

Q.   Did you testify that he was a tenant at22

will?23

A.   No.  Not that I recall.24

Q.   Did you believe he was a tenant at25
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will?1

A.   I don't believe he was a member of the2

Church; and therefore, I don't believe that he was3

entitled to the home.4

Q.   Okay.  Back up.  The first sentence of5

this paragraph--same paragraph--I believe in the6

second line  it says, ". . . it nevertheless has7

certain express or implied contractual8

relationships with its participants which give9

those participants legal rights to demand redress." 10

Do you see that?11

A.   Yes.12

Q.   Do you believe that the Trust has13

contractual relationships with this its14

participants?15

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Calls for a legal16

conclusion.  No foundation.17

  THE WITNESS:  I think that there was18

clearly an intent to get the court to recognize the19

intent of the trust and have it recognize what the20

trust and what the intent was.  And what it's--21

legal conclusions that is, I'm not sure.22

Q.   I don't understand your answer.  Do you23

believe the trust participants have contractual24

relationships with the Trust?25
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  MR. PARKER:  Same objections.1

  THE WITNESS:  Are they members?2

BY MR. SHIELDS:3

Q.   I don't understand.4

A.   Are they members of the Church or5

nonmembers?6

Q.   So it all depends on if they're a7

member of the Church?8

A.   It clearly determines on what they're9

entitled to and what they're not.10

Q.   Do you believe members of the Church11

have contractual relationships with the Trust?12

A.   Well, certainly.13

Q.   And they have legal rights to demand14

redress?15

A.   Well, I would sure think so.16

Q.   Okay.  Because I think earlier you said17

members of the Church of rights just because18

they're members of the Church, and they're going to19

all work together and cooperate.  But it's your20

testimony that members of the Church have legal21

rights to demand redress, as it says here in your22

memo?23

  MR. PARKER:  Well, this is why we have24

the objection "calls for a legal conclusion,"25
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because what you're asking him to do is comment on1

legal argument. And you're getting confused2

information here, because you are asking him to3

draw legal conclusions and comment on a legal4

argument that he didn't make, that was made by his5

counsel on his behalf.6

  Object to the form of the question.  I7

don't think it's appropriate to continue to ask the8

witness to comment on legal arguments.9

BY MR. SHIELDS:10

Q.   I just want to know what your11

understanding is, the rights of the--12

A.   As long as I'm a member of the Church,13

I certainly had rights and privileges to the trust.14

Q.   The next line--next page, fourth line15

down, it says, ". . . by receiving promises from16

the former trustees concerning their right to use17

the property."  I think we touched on that earlier.18

  I want you to tell me, the best you19

remember, every promise you received from a former20

trustee concerning your right to use the property.21

A.   It was clearly an understanding to all22

of us that if we remain--23

Q.   I'm not asking for understanding, I'm24

asking for promises.25
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  MR. PARKER:  Again, you're asking him to1

comment on a legal argument.2

  MR. SHIELDS:  No.  "Promise" is a3

factual matter.  Did you receive a promise?4

  MR. PARKER:  No, a promise can be an5

expressed  promise or an implied promise.  It isn't6

that simple.7

  MR. SHIELDS:  If it's implied, he can8

tell me that.9

  MR. PARKER:  So are you asking him--10

well, he doesn't understand the difference.11

BY MR. SHIELDS:12

Q.   Did you receive any express promises? 13

Was there any promises stated to you?14

A.   Yes.15

Q.   And what were they?16

A.   I think--well, they were stated that as17

long as we were faithful and was members of the18

trust  and members of the Church, we were entitled19

to the benefits of the access of the Church assets.20

Q.   Are you referring to an outside source?21

A.   No.  I'm just doing some clarification.22

Q.   Is there a note in there to you?23

  MR. SHIELDS:  Let the record show he's24

reading a book with some yellow paper in it.25
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  MR. PARKER:  Let the record show that1

he's looking at the Doctrine and Covenants.  And2

there's a bookmark in it, which he's not referring3

to and is not a note.  I mean, let's be fair.4

  MR. SHIELDS:  I didn't know if it was a5

note or not.6

  MR. PARKER:  Well, but you knew what he7

was looking at.8

  MR. SHIELDS:  Well, sure.  I said it9

was a book.10

BY MR. SHIELDS:11

Q.   Let me simplify.  Did you receive any12

express promises, other than what's in the Doctrine13

and Covenants?14

A.   I think the Church leaders have tried to15

follow the promises and covenants that are made in16

the Doctrine and Covenants.17

Q.   Sure.  And did you receive any express18

promises other than what's in that book?19

A.   I think they've made it very clear that20

the Doctrine and Covenants clearly outlines the21

intent of the UEP, and the Church, and its22

intentions, and what it intended to have done with23

its land and its promises. And I think that we all24

drew the--a promise from that as to what we could25
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expect.1

Q.   But didn't they repeatedly say you are2

tenants at will?3

A.   They've clearly always maintained that4

it was--the trust was put together following the5

direction that was laid out in the Doctrine and6

Covenants, and it's the very foundation of our7

religion that we look out for the just wants and8

needs of each other.9

Q.   But they also said--10

A.   And if you choose not to be a part of11

the religion, then you were not,--you are a tenant12

at will. And if they allow Mr. Wyler to stay on13

his property, and he's no longer a member of the14

Church, clearly the rules were that he is a tenant15

at will.  And what made him a tenant at will is16

the fact that he left the Church.  And if the17

Church chooses to allow him to continue to use the18

property, he understood it, and we all understood19

that that would be the rules.  But if we're a20

member of the Church, there is no separation as to21

the . . .22

Q.   But didn't they tell members of the23

Church repeatedly, You're a tenant at will?  They24

didn't just tell that to nonmembers, they said to25
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the members of the Church.1

A.   They made it very clear that anyone that2

left the Church had no entitlement to access to the3

Church buildings and property.4

Q.   But they also made it clear that members5

of the Church were tenants at will, didn't they?6

A.   Well, I think that the Church has always7

been a church that allows people to believe how,8

where, and what they may.  And I think that they9

made it clear that we have a choice as to what we10

believe and not believe.  But one thing that they11

clarified in is, if you are a nonmember of the12

Church, you're not entitled to the assets.13

Q.   Right.  But they didn't say nonmembers14

are tenants at will, they told members you're15

tenants at will, too, didn't they?  Didn't they16

send letters to members and nonmembers alike saying17

you're tenants at will?18

A.   I think every church member in any19

church, in any religion, is a tenant at will,20

unless you're into--21

Q.   I'm talking about--22

A.   --some cult that doesn't acknowledge23

that--24

Q.   I'm not talking about--25
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A.   --and I think every church stresses it--1

Q.   I'm not talking about--2

A.   --and so in the context of--3

Q.   --your membership of the church.  Many4

churches don't own property that their people live5

on, so their members are not tenants at will on the6

property.7

  My question is:  Didn't they tell8

members and nonmembers alike, You are tenants at9

will as to trust property?10

A.   I'm trying to give you the context of11

how it was understood, and you don't seem to want12

to hear.13

Q.   The question is--answer the question,14

and then if you want to explain more, yes.  But15

didn't tell member and nonmember alike that they16

were tenants at will?17

A.   I think that they have continually18

stressed that everyone as a member of the Church is19

a tenant at will. And it wasn't just a UEP, it was20

to the members of the Church.  You are a member of21

this Church as a tenant, and that is--and it wasn't22

in the context that you are trying to shove it down23

my throat.24

Q.   Okay.  So even your membership of this25
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Church is tenant at will.  The leaders decide if1

you are a member or not?2

A.   Well, of course.3

Q.   Okay.  So if Isaac says, I am still a4

member, and the prophet says, No, you're not;5

Isaac's not a member, right?6

A.   Well, I think that's the way it is in7

any Church, sir.8

Q.   Okay.  So separating from membership in9

the Church, didn't they them you're tenants at will10

as to the land?11

A.   Every member in any church, anywhere,12

teaches their congregation that they're a tenant at13

will.14

Q.   I'm not asking about tenant at will as15

to membership in the Church.16

A.   So what are you are asking today?17

Q.   To the houses they live on.  Didn't18

they tell the members that they were tenants at19

will as to the houses they were living in?20

A.   I think that they made it very clear21

that every member of the Church had an agency; and22

part of that agency, there, is part of that23

tenant-at-will issue.  And it had to do with the24

entire scope of it.  And it wasn't limited to their25
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house, or whatever asset, or however you are trying1

to get whatever answer you're asking. Because the2

contents of a tenant at will is:  We were all3

members of the Church as to our own free will and4

choice; and we lived on the land as to our own5

free will and choice; and we came on our land and6

we left our land as our own free will and choice.7

Q.   Are you aware of trustees ever making a8

specific promise to you, or anybody else, that had9

a relationship different than a tenancy at will,10

that you'd have specific--you could live here11

forever, or something to that effect?12

A.   That was a very clear understanding as13

long as we were members of the Church.  And as14

long as we're a member of the Church, we basically15

had a promise that our just wants and needs would16

be taken care of to the best ability of all the17

other members of the Church.18

Q.   Prior to the time that you met with19

Bruce Wisan at P.F. Chang's--when did that happen? 20

Was that in June of this year?21

A.   I don't recall the time.22

Q.   May or June, is that correct?23

A.   Could have been.24

Q.   Prior to that time, when was the last25
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time you communicated with Bruce Wisan?1

A.   I don't recall.2

Q.   Been years, hadn't it?3

A.   I don't think it had been that long.4

Q.   Tell me--can you think of another5

instance when you communicated with Bruce Wisan,6

other than in connection with settling the7

fraudulent transfer lawsuit back in 2005?8

A.   No.  I think I'd bumped into him a9

couple of times.  I was out riding my horse, and10

he came bebopping out there in his white Denali, I11

think he was driving.12

Q.   So you just--it was a happenstance13

meeting?14

A.   I was up working some cows, and he15

dropped by and started asking the other guys about16

who the cows were.  And he looked like he was--they17

were getting some sociological influence from18

Jethro while he was driving around.19

Q.   So you didn't seek him out though,20

right?21

A.   Seek him out?22

Q.   Yeah, seek him out, or try to23

communicate with him?24

A.   No.  He had--I'd invited him to come25
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and meet with me and discuss the issues about my1

South Yard.  And he said that he declines to do2

that.3

Q.   Okay.  Any other time?4

A.   I'd have to think about it.  I can't--5

nothing comes to mind right this minute.  But I6

recall the incident of trying to meet with him and7

discuss the South Yard, and . . .8

Q.   Now, the trust, I think in 2005, then9

again in--excuse me, the court in 2005 and again in10

2007, opened it up for people to apply to be11

members of the advisory board.  Are you aware of12

that?13

A.   When they did that, and all that, I was14

unfamiliar with that.15

Q.   But notices went out, didn't they.16

A.   To who?17

Q.   To the members of the class.18

A.   How were they sent?19

Q.   Did you ever receive one?20

A.   What address did they send it to?21

Q.   Did you ever receive one?22

A.   I don't recall seeing one.23

Q.   Okay.  So you weren't aware that the24

court had opened it up for advisory board members?25
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A.   I haven't been following it.  I was1

unaware of what they were doing.2

Q.   Even--both 2005 and 2007?3

A.   Not really.4

Q.   Could you have received a notice, but5

you just didn't read it?6

A.   No.  I'd have probably read it if I'd7

have got it.8

Q.   So is it your testimony you never9

received a notice?10

A.   Not that I recall.11

Q.   Okay.  Did you ever try to do anything12

to get involved with this trust probate action13

until this--what was it, July of this year or14

August of this year?15

A.   I think that there has been a very16

series of aggressive actions on Mr. Wisan's part to17

dismantle the community.  And I think that he's18

been very straight about where he stands.19

Q.   Okay.  That wasn't my question.20

A.   Well, what is your question?21

Q.   The question is--22

A.   Why is it that I wasn't involved?23

Q.   No, my question is:  Did you ever try24

to get involved at all until you came to that25
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hearing on August 14th?1

A.   In what capacity?2

Q.   In any capacity.  Did you try to get3

involved at all with this trust probate action?4

A.   I would ask for clarification as what5

you mean by the "probate action."6

Q.   This case, It's In re United Effort Plan7

Trust.8

A.   I think that there has been some very9

anxiousness for a long period of time to get some10

action and get Mr. Parker motivated to get in this,11

yes.12

Q.   But you haven't done anything until13

August of this year.  Is that correct?14

A.   No.  I've been--there's been some15

sociological planning on how we're going to counter16

it.17

Q.   But none of that before August of this18

year?19

A.   It could have been long before August. 20

              Exhibit-6 marked21

  MR. SHIELDS:  I'll hand you what's been22

marked as Exhibit 6.  Are you familiar with this23

document?24

A.   Yes.25
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Q.   What is it?1

A.   It appears to be a photocopy of a2

letter I sent addressed to the judge.3

Q.   And why did you send this letter?4

A.   Exactly to the grounds of what I laid5

it out for, is to bring the court aware that there6

had been many misleading informations and a7

breakdown of communications between the Fiduciary8

and the people of the community.9

Q.   And is it your desire to serve as a10

member of the board?11

A.   I believe that I'd be willing to do12

that.  I would be willing to do it.13

Q.   How do you think you would be able to14

add something to the advisory board and to assist15

the Fiduciary?16

A.   I believe I'd be able to bring the17

court more aware of the true intents of what it18

appears that the Fiduciary is doing--which is to19

justify litigation against the FLDS, while publicly20

stating they're uncooperative--privately taunting21

them and intimidating them to leave the property--22

and try to bring some coordination between the23

parties.24

Q.   What private taunting and intimidation?25
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A.   Well, clearly he says we're1

uncooperative and that we're uncommunicative; and2

yet when we showed up in court, he wanted to make3

sure and take private pop shots at each one of the4

members of the Church that showed up.5

  And I think that the representation from6

his legal counsel has clearly made his intent that7

it is a psychological and sociological warfare,8

that I think that the court truly did not9

understand that that was the intent of the10

Fiduciary.  And I think bringing these types of11

things to light, and bringing the intent of what--12

your intent, and specifically Jeff's intent-- which13

is to suck out all the money they possibly can,14

sell all the property to pay themselves.  And in no15

way, and in any condition, has any of the money16

gone back to benefit the just wants and needs of17

anyone, other than people that are--haven't even18

been in the community or haven't been even members19

of the Church.20

Q.   Okay.  Willie, you've made a lot of21

speeches today.  The question was:  When have there22

ever been private taunting by the Fiduciary?23

  MR. PARKER:  Well, he was in the24

process of answering that question.  So don't try25
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to intimidate him into not answering the 1

questions--2

  MR. SHIELDS:  I'm not trying to do3

that.4

  MR. PARKER: --he was answering the5

question.6

  MR. SHIELDS:  I'm asking for private7

taunting.8

  THE WITNESS:  In the courtroom, to be9

specific--just to show you one that you should have10

watched yourself--is he wanted to make personal11

insults against me.12

BY MR. SHIELDS:13

Q.   And how did he do that?14

A.   By addressing, then telling the court15

that we had been uncooperative.16

  He also went and presented to the court17

that the property had been fraudulently sold under18

value.19

Q.   Okay.  None of this is private taunting. 20

These are things he said in open court.21

A.   And then he's hired people that are22

solely anti-FLDS, who has a crusade against me, in23

his employment for the sole purpose of his24

psychological warfare against us.  And that is the25
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reason he has employed someone like Isaac, is to1

make sure that everybody in the community knows2

that his role is employing only those that are3

anti-FLDS, such as Richard, Jethro, and Isaac.4

Q.   Isn't it true that no FLDS would work5

for him?6

  MR. PARKER:  Object to the form.  Lack7

of foundation.8

  THE WITNESS:  I think he has clearly9

made sure that anyone that is working for him--this10

is an opportunity for him to see it.  If that is11

truly the case, then we've opened that12

communication right here.13

BY MR. SHIELDS:14

Q.   Are you aware of any FLDS person that15

has agreed to work for Bruce?16

A.   I think that Bruce has clearly17

established--18

Q.   No--19

A.   --his intent.  And I think his intent20

has been very disturbing to the people.21

Q.   The question--you are explaining why he22

hasn't.  If you want to make a speech, fine. 23

Answer: No, I'm not aware and here's why, that's24

okay.  But don't--but answer the question first25
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before your speech.  Are you aware--1

A.   What speech?2

Q.   --of any FLDS person who's been willing3

to work for Bruce?4

A.   In what capacity?5

Q.   In any capacity.6

A.   I don't know of anybody that's been7

offered.8

Q.   Okay.  Are you aware of any FLDS person9

that has ever been willing to serve on the advisory10

board, until your most recent letter?11

A.   I don't know what everybody else has12

been willing or not willing to do.13

Q.   Are you aware of FLDS person that14

applied back in 2005, when the initial board was15

assembled?16

A.   I don't know what was assembled or not17

assembled back in that time frame.18

Q.   Are you aware of any FLDS person that19

applied when the court opened it up again in 2007?20

A.   It's been our understanding that Mr.21

Wisan has only surrounded himself with anti-FLDS22

people.23

Q.   That's not--the question is:  Are you24

aware of any FLDS person that even applied to be on25
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the board?1

A.   It wasn't until the judge offered an2

extension to it that we believed that it was3

sincere.4

Q.   Okay.  So the answer is:  No, you're5

not aware of anyone in 2007?6

A.   The answer is that clearly by the people7

he surrounded himself with, with an agenda against8

the Church, it's very obvious what his intentions9

was, which was to keep us off the board by putting10

people like Jethro and Richard who are declared11

anti-FLDS people.  And so--12

Q.   How was he to surround himself with FLDS13

people if none of them were willing to serve with14

him, or even communicate with him?15

  MR. PARKER:  Object.  Argumentive.16

  THE WITNESS:  If I go surround myself17

with everybody that objects to you, and then you18

want to know why you don't come and apply for me,19

is that the clarification you need?20

Q.   No.  I'm talking about back in 2005.21

A.   2005, he clearly established that his22

interest was not for the interest of the Church,23

but only that of destroying the Church.  And I24

think his bills go back--and you if look at his25
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bills even back then, he was clearly motivated to1

not have cooperation with the members.  And the2

more he could--to--could show a conflict, and you3

could show a conflict, then it would establish the4

fact that you could get these huge legal fees.  And5

he didn't want us on the board.  He never asked. 6

He's never asked me to be a part of the board.7

Q.   Didn't they send out notice to everybody8

that the board was being appointed?9

A.   What did I just say?  I never got one.10

Q.   Okay.11

A.   And I don't--and I think he purposely12

made sure I didn't get one.13

Q.   Any other private taunting, other than14

the two things you said that were both said in open15

court.16

  MR. PARKER:  Argumentative?17

  MR. SHIELDS:  I'm asking--that was the18

question.19

  MR. PARKER:  Then, again, you argue. 20

You're arguing with the witness.21

  MR. SHIELDS:  No, I said other than--22

  THE WITNESS:  Yeah.23

  MR. PARKER:  Commentary arguing.24

BY MR. SHIELDS:25
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Q.   I asked you for private taunting.  You1

mentioned one, and it happened in open court, when2

you said--at the most recent hearing.  And then you3

said the other one was at the court in the, I4

guess it was the lawsuit against the--5

  MR. PARKER:  And then he talked about6

hiring Isaac Wyler and all the stuff at that7

Isaac's done--8

  MR. SHIELDS:  Okay.  Is that private--9

  MR. PARKER: --and he went down that path10

and all this other stuff.  So he's answered your11

question. And so if you want to have further answer12

of the question, you can ask for that.  But you13

can't now take all of that answer and try to erase14

it by say, Anything else other than two things,15

which are not the complete answer.16

  MR. SHIELDS:  I didn't.17

  MR. PARKER:  So--18

  MR. SHIELDS:  I didn't understand the19

hiring of Isaac to be private taunting.  I thought20

that was--21

  THE WITNESS:  That is exactly what it22

was for.23

  MR. PARKER:  It's the conduct--in the24

conduct.25
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  THE WITNESS:  Of course it was.  That's1

what it was for.2

BY MR. SHIELDS:3

Q.   So hiring Isaac, you characterize that4

as private taunting?5

A.   Well, of course it is.  He goes over6

and climbs over other peoples' walls, and changes7

out locks, and puts papers on their deals.  And8

there's been hundreds of incidences of his breaking9

and entering, and--backed up by you guys, and10

brought in lawsuits against every business down11

there.12

  You brought in lawsuits against the13

city, the police department, every restaurant--14

anything and everything.  And you've used Wisan--or15

you've used Isaac, and Jethro, and Richard, and16

ever other hatred group to promote hate against me. 17

And then you want to know why I don't work for18

him?  And then, of course, he didn't give me an19

invitation.  Is that part of his motive?  It's20

never been.  And the record clearly shows it.  You21

know what the taunting is.22

  He's tried to destroy every restaurant23

in the community.  He's tried to destroy our police24

department. And then you want to know if there's25
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any private taunting going on?  Who's launched all1

this crap?  It's you.  You know the answer to2

this.3

Q.   You stated that Bruce--you complained4

that Bruce had said that you were uncooperative. 5

Isn't it true that you didn't cooperate with him in6

2005 until now?7

A.   Uncooperative in what way?8

Q.   For example, you wouldn't--you didn't9

ever pay taxes until after he was forced to post10

your house. Isn't that true?11

A.   That is not true.  When I paid my12

taxes, and all that--you are drawing your own13

conclusions to those facts.  And I don't think they14

have any bearing as to when and what I did in15

paying my taxes.  I've always paid them.  And if16

you want to dig this up again and continue to slam17

me with this, I've always paid my taxes.  And no,18

they weren't always right to whatever time they19

were there, but I've always paid them.  And it had20

nothing to go with your abuse, or Isaac's, or his.21

Q.   So is it your testimony that you have22

been cooperative for the last three years?23

A.   I think that we've been cooperative to24

our best abilities, knowing that he is clearly out25
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to destroy the FLDS, and all of its members.  And1

he's attacked every entity publicly that he can,2

and you've been a part of it.3

Q.   You complain that he said that you were4

not communicative.  Is it your testimony that you5

were communicative during the last three years?6

A.   Absolutely.7

Q.   What did you do to communicate?8

A.   What forum has he given us to9

communicate?10

Q.   Did you ever come to any of his town11

meetings?12

A.   The hate rallies.  What else are they? 13

Whose going to be there?  Everybody that has a hate14

against me, like Mr. Wyler and you?15

Q.   Again, you can answer the question16

first, then you can make your speech.17

  Did ever attend any of the town18

meetings?19

A.   What meetings--20

Q.   It's a simple yes or no.21

A.   --he had and all that--I don't know what22

all he had.  I know that he had--23

Q.   Did you ever attend one?24

A.   One what?25
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Q.   A town meeting that he held.1

A.   I don't recall going to any of the2

anti-FLDS rallies.3

Q.   Did you ever send him a letter?4

A.   I don't know if I did or not.5

Q.   Did you ever call him after the6

settlement with the first lawsuit finished?7

A.   Yeah, I think there's been some calls.8

Q.   How many?9

A.   Several.  I don't recall all they are. 10

But yeah, I've had some.11

Q.   Did you ever respond to any of the12

notices that were sent to you or put on your door?13

A.   From who?14

Q.   From Bruce.15

A.   Through who?16

Q.   Through whatever means, whether they17

were mailed or posted.18

A.   What notice are you talking about?  What19

notice?20

Q.   I believe he sent dozens, or at least a21

dozen.22

A.   What notes?  What are we talking about?23

Q.   Well, there was many.  Did you ever24

respond to one?25
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A.   What notice?  What are you asking me to1

respond to?2

Q.   Things sent through the mail or posted3

on your door.4

A.   Was there an invitation to respond to5

them?6

Q.   Some of them had them, yeah.7

A.   Which one?8

Q.   I'm not here to answer.  Did you ever9

respond to any of them?10

A.   I don't know which ones was asking my11

response.12

Q.   But was there ever a response?  It13

doesn't matter which ones asked, did you ever14

respond to any of them?15

A.   I don't know of any that was asking me16

to respond to any of his notices.17

Q.   Okay.  So the answer is:  You didn't18

respond to any.  Is that what your answer is?19

A.   If there was none that asked for it,20

I'm sure I didn't.21

Q.   Okay.  And even if there was some that22

did, you still didn't, right?23

A.   Is there some that did?24

Q.   If the court declines to reform--to25
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change the reformed trust, would you be able to1

function as an advisor on the advisory board?2

A.   I'm sure that when all the issues that3

has been--that will be--I think that we're seeking4

for relief from the court.  What the court is5

willing to do or not able to do, I'm not sure. 6

But I don't think we could be in a worse situation,7

to the delight of some, as far as who is in8

control of the trust.  And what the court's able to9

do and not able to do with it, I don't know.10

Q.   Okay.  But you would like to serve on11

the board, right?12

A.   I would like to help be more active in13

getting more credible information in front of the14

court.15

Q.   You've also said that you want to get16

rid of the reformed trust and go back to the way17

it was with the FLDS leadership in charge.  Isn't18

that true?19

A.   I think that would be awesome.20

Q.   If the court declines to that, and she21

says, No, we're going to live with the reformed22

trust, are you willing to live by that reformed23

trust and to advise consistent with the provisions24

of the reformed trust?25
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A.   Are they asking me to separate ourselves1

from the Church?2

Q.   No.3

A.   As long as we're not separating from the4

Church, I think we'll be fine.5

Q.   So you would be able to sit as a member6

of the advisory board, and ultimately a board of7

trustees, and follow the reformed trust as your8

constitution?9

A.   No, I don't think you can follow them10

both.  I think it's one or the other.  I think11

that the intent of the trust--the trust clearly12

stated that it if it was ever dissolved, the court13

was to revert it back to the President of the14

Church.  It failed to do that.  We hope that the15

court, at some point, recognizes that it does16

require a Church to recognize the just wants and17

needs of its members.  And if it thinks it's got a18

plan to do that, we'll work with it.19

Q.   Okay.  And if the court says, No, I'm20

not going to do that.  I'm going to leave it as is21

with the reform trust--22

A.   If that's what the court's saying.  I23

don't--24

Q.   --would you be able to function?  Would25
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you be able to follow that reformed trust?  Would1

you be willing to live by its requirements?2

A.   I think, clearly, that there can't be3

anything but improvement by some communications as4

to that.  I think that the relief that we're5

clearly seeking is for the court to recognize that6

Bruce Wisan cannot determine the just wants and7

needs of the members of the community, particularly8

the FLDS.  And I think he's purposely surrounded9

himself with people that are not interested. And I10

think by going on to the board, there can be a11

some better communications as to that issue.12

Q.   So the answer is yes?13

A.   Well, you're asking me for a14

hypothetical.  I don't think that's what the court15

is going to do.16

Q.   Well, I think if you are going to be on17

the board--right now it is--the Reformed Trust is18

in effect; and I want to know, could you serve and19

follow that, or would you always be trying to go20

back and run it the way it used to be, even though21

Reformed Trust is still in effect?22

A.   How do you run it the way it used to23

be?24

Q.   Favor FLDS over non-FLDS.25
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A.   Oh, certainly.  I think that was the1

intent of it all the way along.  I think it was an2

FLDS trust.  I think it was intended to be there3

for the just wants and needs of the FLDS members. 4

And I think if the court is suddenly saying it's5

not interested in doing that, then we carry on with6

the Wisan plan, which is the hate group against it.7

Q.   Could you serve on the board of the8

trusts?  As it's presently written, it says you9

must be neutral, you may not favor FLDS over10

non-FLDS.  Could you do that if you were on the11

board?12

A.   What am I there for if I'm not to13

explain to the court the needs of the people? 14

Because clearly, that's what my interest is. 15

That's why I'm asked to be there, I thought.16

Q.   Well, that's my question.  Do you want17

to be--18

A.   So if I'm anti-FLDS, then I'm welcome. 19

Is that what you are saying?20

Q.   No.  The question is:  Can you be21

religiously neutral?22

A.   I don't think he's got anybody on that23

thing that's religiously neutral.24

Q.   I'm asking if you could be.25
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A.   I'm saying, no; I would certainly favor1

to do all that I can to bless the members of my2

community and my Church.3

Q.   Okay.4

A.   I'm saying that that's what my interest5

would be.6

Q.   Okay.  And if the court says, No, the7

Reformed Trust stays in place,  I'm requiring8

religious neutrality.  You couldn't do that?9

A.   That isn't what I said.10

Q.   Well, you said no--11

A.   I said I'd do all I could--12

  MR. PARKER:  It's asked and answered13

about six times now.14

  MR. SHIELDS:  I don't believe so.15

  MR. PARKER:  Well, we're running around16

in a circle.17

  THE WITNESS:  Lets him give him one18

more shot at it, and we'll try it.19

  MR. PARKER:  But, there's no reason,20

Willie. We're running around in circles here.21

  THE WITNESS:  I've clearly stated--22

  MR. PARKER:  It's almost--it's getting23

on to 6 o'clock, and there's no point--24

  MR. SHIELDS:  We didn't start until25
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11:30 to meet your schedule.1

  MR. PARKER:  But there's no point in2

running around in circles here, Zack, so let's move3

on.4

  MR. SHIELDS:  I didn't get a yes or no. 5

I thought I did get a no, but now it sounds like6

he's backtracking.  So I wanted to clarify.7

BY MR. SHIELDS:8

Q.   Did I get a "no" or a "yes" to that9

question?10

A.   What was the question?11

Q.   Could you sit on the board and treat12

with religious neutrality, in which you would not13

favor FLDS over non-FLDS?14

A.   I believe that everyone on that board is15

against FLDS--16

Q.   That's not the question.17

A.   --and I would do all that I could to18

bring their needs to the board.  That is my answer.19

Q.   The FLDS?20

A.   Absolutely.21

Q.   Okay.  So you would favor FLDS over22

non-FLDS?23

A.   That's isn't what I said, is it?24

  MR. PARKER:  That's not what he said.25
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  THE WITNESS:  It isn't what you wanted1

to hear, or . . .2

BY MR. SHIELDS:3

Q.   I'd like a yes or no, if you can do it.4

A.   Do you still beat your wife?5

Q.   Wasn't that question.6

A.   Well, it's real close.  Could you, and7

whatever, could you stop beating your wife?8

Q.   I'll give you chance to say "yes" or9

"no."  If you can't, then we'll go on.10

A.   That isn't the way the question was11

asked.  And it's not a "yes" or "no" question. 12

It's clearly a question as to what would my13

interests be if I was on the board.  And that's14

what your question was.15

Q.   Are you seeking a full position on the16

board, or are you seeking to fill the limited role17

of an FLDS representative to give information as to18

just wants and needs--or are you familiar with that19

distinction?20

A.   I'm not familiar with what you are21

asking.22

Q.   All right.  Why don't we take a short23

break.  We may be done quickly here. 24

  (A break was taken from 5:37 p.m. to 5:52 p.m.)25
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BY MR. SHIELDS:1

Q.   Let's go back on the record.  I think2

we're pretty much done here for today.  I just3

wanted to clarify.4

  Did you say you did place seeds, or5

plant crops, on the Berry Knoll Farms in the last6

five years?7

A.   Yes.  We did some broadcasting out8

there.9

Q.   What does "broadcasting" mean?10

A.   It means--that's a way of planting it.11

Q.   What kind of seeds did you plant?12

A.   It was what they call a dry pasture13

mix. 14

   (The reporter interrupted for clarification.)15

  THE WITNESS:  Dry pasture mix.16

BY MR. SHIELDS:17

Q.   So, you didn't irrigate it, it's just--18

A.   No.19

Q.   Okay.  And did Bruce Wisan take that20

crop from you?21

A.   I grazed it.  It's a dry--it was not22

underneath the pivots.23

Q.   Are you aware of any crop that Bruce24

Wisan has taken from the Berry Knoll Farms since25
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he's been appointed?1

A.   There's more than one way to take it. 2

You can take it psychological and sociologically,3

which is clearly what the evidence in the photos4

show, is that that would go into that very5

structure.  As he tells one farmer that he'd better6

not use it, and he tells another farmer he7

shouldn't use it, or back and forth, and--to where8

the land ends up looking the way it does--and we're9

still trying to use it.  But then on top of that,10

now he's telling us he's going to sell it.11

Q.   He didn't tell you, you shouldn't use12

it, did he?13

A.   I'm glad that he didn't.14

Q.   He didn't know you were using it, did15

he?16

A.   Well, of course he did.  He come out17

and saw my cows.18

Q.   So he knew you were using it?19

A.   Oh, sure he did.20

Q.   And he didn't tell you not to.  Who did21

he tell not to use it?  Can you name one person he22

told not to use it?23

A.   I think it was mostly Isaac that was24

informing everybody what they should do to use it,25
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or not do it--to use it.1

Q.   Okay.  Then who did Isaac inform not to2

use it?3

A.   I understand he made comments to Merlin4

and Dan on the use of the property.5

Q.   And told him they should not use it?6

A.   Correct.7

Q.   And when did he do that?8

A.   You'll have ask them.  It was just what9

I was told.10

  MR. SHIELDS:  Okay.  I just want to put11

on record--why don't we mark this--is it Exhibit 712

now?13

  THE REPORTER:  Yes.14

  MR. SHIELDS:  This is the handwriting--15

  THE WITNESS:  If you want a little16

better detail of that, I could do it--besides17

whatever you're looking at.18

BY MR. SHIELDS:19

Q.   Well, it's what we did here.  This is20

your hand drawing of where your home is and the21

pasture across the street on Homestead and Field22

Avenue.  Is that correct?23

A.   Well, and it was also clarification as24

to what address I was supposed to be accounting for25

                                                     Deposition of William Jessop   09/22/08 318

when I signing an occupancy agreement--whether it1

was the pasture across the street or the pasture on2

the east side or the west side.  There were several3

discussions over the same.4

Q.   Right.  And this is that one.  We just5

want to get it marked.  We hadn't marked it.6

A.   Well, it looks pretty marked.7

Q.   Just mean marked as the exhibit number. 8

                Exhibit-7 marked9

  THE WITNESS:  Is there a clarification10

as to the use of it--that Mr. Wisan is not opposing11

to the use of the property?  Is that what I'm12

reading?13

BY MR. SHIELDS:14

Q.   I'm saying that communication would be15

very helpful.  And you could talk to--talk, a phone16

call, a letter, a discussion.17

A.   We have been using it, we've been18

consistently using it, and there's several19

conditions of using it.20

Q.   Water?21

A.   All of these other factions as to what22

he's doing, and that's what I wanted to find out23

from you as to what--if he's not opposing us to24

using it, then we need to clarify that while he's25
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here.  He's obviously here today, isn't he?1

Q.   No--2

  MR. PARKER: Well, and your memorandum in3

connection with this motion suggested they do not4

have permission or are using it against permission.5

  MR. SHIELDS:  I'm not aware that they6

ever received permission, no.  Bottom line:  I7

don't know that it was ever requested.  I don't8

know if it's ever been discussed.9

  MR. PARKER:  And we have a letter from10

Bruce directing no grazing of the sheep to Dan--11

  MR. SHIELDS:  Yeah.  There is that. 12

That came just this summer.13

  MR. PARKER:  --so there is plenty of14

confusion over this issue.15

  MR. SHIELDS:  And again, communication16

would be helpful.  Bottom line:  It appears it has17

deteriorated horribly.  Whoever has been using it18

doesn't appear to have been using it well.  And the19

consensus was that grazing would only make it20

worse.21

  THE WITNESS:  No, that's not true.22

  MR. SHIELDS:  We're not here to argue23

that. Maybe off the record we can have a24

discussion.  I would love to communicate.  Again,25
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communication is a lot, because I can tell you1

there's been a lot--a lot of mis-, either2

understanding or willfulness and distortion. But we3

can communicate.  There's a lot for discussion. My4

understanding is Bruce was not aware of anyone's5

use, other than the recent request of Dan Johnson.6

  I just want to put on the record--we'll7

go ahead and close it now.  But I'd be happy to8

sit and discuss after we go off the record some of9

these questions you may have.10

  I just want to put on the record--what11

was I going to put?12

  MR. PARKER:  While you're thinking, the13

witness reserves the right to read and sign.14

  MR. SHIELDS:  Let me just put on the15

record my request to--that you produce that16

recording as soon as it's available, if it has17

hasn't been deleted.18

  THE WITNESS:  And we will go back on19

the record as stating that if it ever becomes20

available, and if we can locate where that chip is,21

you'll be the first to be notified of it.22

  MR. SHIELDS: Okay.  And I noticed there23

was a video camera here.  Was that the court24

reporter that was taping this deposition?25
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  THE REPORTER:  No.1

  MR. SHIELDS:  Who was recording this2

deposition? You doing that?  And I would ask that a3

copy of that be made available, too--provided.4

  MR. JOHNSON:  Okay.5

  MR. SHIELDS: And I would note, then,6

that we did receive . . . 7

  MR. PARKER:  Just so you know that at some8

point during the--9

  MR. JOHNSON:  At some point it quit--10

  MR. PARKER:  It died, so it's not a11

complete--so when you get an incomplete video,12

you'll know why.13

  MR. SHIELDS:  Okay.  That makes sense.14

  And I just want to put on the record,15

Exhibit 2 was everything we have received from you16

in response to the subpoena.  We received it Friday17

afternoon.  Again, we would request if there is18

anything else responsive, to produce it as soon as19

you can.20

  MR. PARKER:  And I will renew my21

request for that exhibit book in connection with22

the $8.8 million judgment.  You did ask the witness23

some questions about that case today.  And I think24

it's fair, in connection with this deposition, to25
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ask you to find that exhibit book for us.1

  MR. SHIELDS:  Well, like I said, my2

client--3

  MR. PARKER:  I know what your client4

says, but I'm--you know.  I still think it's an5

important document that you owe us, so . . .6

  MR. SHIELDS:  I don't know that we owe7

you anything, but I'll talk to him.8

  MR. PARKER:  You will.  Sooner or later9

you're going to owe us production of that book. 10

You might as well make it sooner.11

  MR. SHIELDS:  Well, I'll talk to him12

again about it.13

  MR. PARKER: I mean, if he wants to14

facilitate communication, let's start with the15

book.16

  MR. SHIELDS:  He wants to facilitate17

good faith communication.  Let's say that.18

  MR. PARKER:  Then in good faith, give19

me a copy of the book.20

  MR. SHIELDS:  If he felt like there was21

good faith on the other side, I'm sure he would in22

a minute. Why don't we go off the record, then. 23

    (The deposition was concluded at 6:00 p.m.)24

.25


