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Dey for the rveeiver from shortly
after his nppointment until Novem-
r, 1888; connection in the
Mahagement of the trust had not
oen severed before the examina-
tion before Judge Sprague; I did not
conduct that examination; I ex-
Smined Mr. Williams; I did not
Appear as Mr. Dyer’s attorney there;

80 far ns I appeared at all I a
red for the government; I did
Doi, cross-examine witnesses; none
Were cropg-:xamined on the part of
ie povernment. I did not object
at l'.hut'f examination, to $26.000 com-
Pengation for the receiver; Mr. Hob-
500 filed exceptions, but I did not
m“,;n them; in July, 1888, [ went to
ashington with the receiver, to
“Onsult with the attorney-general
With reference to the sult against the
%{lurch; Col. Brondhead and Mr.
ichards, ns well as the attorney-
Behera], were present; there was no
BErecment at that tiime to turn over
g;"rperty‘ the agreement was made
org tflen; the Church had pro-
Dosed to gurrender all of thelr prop-
:”"Y, for the entry of n flual decrec;
‘hﬂ $75.000 given the rveviver cov-
‘é’ed property transferred to the
takes: that [s all that was left that
exigtod at the time of the compro-
Mise, the surrender of mouey- was
Made jn Qctober, the agreement
made before July 9th;

Way
the receiver accepted the pro]i?lo-.
the

Sition. upon the approval of
nt't‘)l'lley - general; the receiver
8¢ted both under the court and the
'l‘tt‘)l‘ueyﬂenem]; the Chureh prom-
Bed £o surrender the sheep owned
xhen the Inw went into effect; this
88 represented to be 80,000,and these
e acceptod by the recelver; it wus
0t ag reed to accept 30,000 in full for
MU, but they snid that was all; it wns
uhe understanding that a decree
nv‘;‘:]drlzﬁ enteredt Ontl t.}ge trE.urnlng
of the proper it the case
%Ould go to nge hupﬁ’eme Court of the
aited Btates; 1 would not consent
wr! final decrec 11} all the property
v“;oﬂulrrendewl;lthe mninIcnfl;]u is
nd my jurisdiction; ave
:“’k"d to be excused in matters con-
8ctod with the receiver’s report, be-
‘;ﬂuw 1 have been his attorney; be-
c‘;‘i" Commissioner S?m(.{ue the re-
wltVEI' safd he would be satisfied
ol l $25,000; he made no particular
& ; T used the words there, “He
olai he man that is making the
m;? he was making a claim for
en'Z? neatlon, and thought he was
- led to $25,000; I did not repre-
- }I]“" the receiver; when I was asked
mn"ther I reprceented the govern-
- 0t, I said [ did, iu part) the re-
i“’fﬂ' satd 1 was not representing
thg']’ 1 represented the receiver in
attol-mmm for property, the Church
an t:::.‘fﬂ_ claimed the ti’?ﬁ,()()ﬂ “r.il:l;

Cusgive price for the pro
‘tg eXistonce, Bt they paid vith
nn‘:lidea of getling & final decree
ecour. Ppeedy appenl to the higher
wige 1 did not call the attention of
theneﬂ*cﬁ who were testifying, as to
the ?Ompensation of the receiver, to
nd‘lct that the Church had sur-
look:md ita property; Mr. Willinms
Hide d up the Church property out-
Wheo of 8alt Y.ake; I do not know
repomade the interfineations in the
ud b of the examination before

&e Bprague,
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To Judge Powers—In reference to
the compromise, I will say the re-
ceiver had nothing to do with the
Eushlng of the case to n final decree;

e may have known of it, but it was
n matter entirely between the at-
torney-general and the defendant
corporation; other counsel for the
corporation yielded to the attorney-
goneral; I had called the attention
of the attorney-general to the fact
that there was to be an examina-
tion as to the compensation of the
receiver; I have letters received
from him; conversed with the attor-
ney-general about my employment
by the recelver; I appeared for the

overnment before Commissioner

prague simply to prevent any de-
lay; I did not agree to any sum be-
ing allowed to the receiver.

To Judge Marshall—I was at the
examinpntion before Judge Bprague
to see that the matter was conducted
properly for the government; my
own compensation was referred to
them; the examination was held
open till Mr. Hobson said be did not
desire to cross-exnmine witness; 1
ob_}ecu:d to the 325,000 for the re-
celver, by not consenting, I did not
want to fake any part in it.

To Judge Powers—The receiver
demanded all of the sheep, as well
as other property of the Chureh, in-
eiuding 15,000 that had been sold,
and the defendnntes nceeded to the
demand; the receiver also took
stops to' get a knowledge of the
property on hand at the time
of the compromise; the defen-
dants claimed that there was
not $30,000 worth of property left;
it had been used in temple building;
the Pt'rlshab}e articles had also been
used uli; these eovered over $82,000
of the inventory; there was wheat
to over $64,000, and other jtems.
which had disappeared b{ use; it
was nil claimed by the Btake Asso-
ciations, and we would have had to
maintain suita for it recovery; we
had to search for our proof nmong
those Interested in retaining the

roperty for the Church; none of
?hem volu ateered information about
the illegnlity of the title, but all
elajmed that their titles were good
all of these matters were consiﬁer
in the compromise.

To Judge Marshall—The receiver
hal no inventory of this property;
he had a schedule of the property
testified to.

Judge Marshall—Weaskfor copies
of those inventories.

Judge Powers—They are publie
documents, in the possession of the
court. The gentlemen can get them
there, but we will not furnish them
for their convenience. Mv. Dyer
will get copies, and help them all he
can,

Mr. Peters, continuing—T ex-
amined the validity of the Binke in-
corporntions; we came to the con-
clusion that they were illegal, and
the transfers to them void; we might
have followed the property if we
could have found it.

To Judge Powern—To follow it we
would have bhad fo communce nu-
merous suits, and involved much
expense; lawyers might disagree as
to the legality of the Biake incor-
porations, and of the transfers.

Judge I'owers—Is it n fact that
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Judge Zane filed an opinion that
you had been pursuing an uncon-
sclonable course in going after this
property?

Iixnminer Harkness—That I8 im.

pr%'er.

0 Judge Marshall—The decision
of the court was ndverse to the wval-
idity of the assignmentsof the stakes.

JOS. J. SNELL

testified—I was at one time the
owner of an undivided interest with
my brother in the Church quarries,
Little Cottonwood; that is where
the Temple granite is obloined; at
one time 1 extended nn easement on
thoe property to the Church; we were
in possession then, and the Church
also had buildings there; we had the
patent.

Judge Powers—I move to strike
out that testimony as incompetent.
I call upon the gentleman for the
lease they have been falking of}
overruled.

Judge Marshall (to the recelver)—
Have you the lease referred to?

Recciver Dyer— Never heard of it.

Judge Marshall—Then we offur a
certified copy. It is dated in No-
vember, 1877, and is a purpetual
lense to the Church.

Judge Powers—You offer it to
show there was other property which
the receiver could have obtuined.

Judge Marshali—Yus, sir.

Judge PPowers—There is nothing
to show that the grantors have any
title to this property.

The lease was admitted in evi-
dence,

Judge Marshall explained that
the inferlineations referred to were
on a private copy belonging to Mr.
Young, and bound in with the
offieial copy by nn error.

Judge rowers said he had pro-
posed to the other side that, if they
were through on the point of mis-
leading the court, the defense would
offer proof on that sulject, to avoid
waiting for witnusses. This wae ae-
ceded to, andn recess taken till 2
p. m.

THE DEFENSE BREGINS.

In the afternoen br. Critchelow
stated it was agreed by the parties
that the eastend of the Wells corner
had becn enhanced, bet ween March
2, 1847, and July 9, 1888, $30,000, b
the erection thereon of Z. C. M.
shoe factory.

~ HON. THOMAS MARSHALL,
of the firm of Marshall & Royle, tes-
tified-——We were employed b{ the
receiver In the suita for the Wells
corner: there were two suits; were
eraployed in May, 1888; examined
the ¢ases bofore instituting thie suits;
Mr. Dyer called on us and asked us
to bring the suits; heand Mr. Peters
told us the fucts, and we expressed
a doubt of umint.uiningI the suits; the
property waa held by Jos. F. Smith,
and the only thing we had to go on
wans the faet that he was n promi-
nent member of the ¢Moimon”
Chureh; he conveyed it to Geo. D.
Cnppon, who in turn conveyed it
to F. Armstrong and A. H. Cannon;
all the deeds were apparcotly
good, there belng no _ intlma-
tion of fraud; we declined to
proceed; afterwards Mr. Peters



