except that 1 have @ rermembrance
that Mr. Peters made some remarks

. that were concurred in by the others.
I had forgotten all about Mr. Thos.
Marshall being there until I saw in
some paper the other day that be
wns conneoted with the case. 1
femember that severn]l attorneys
Enade remarks there; so that it was
‘a general thing.”’ it scemed to me
all sjdes were represented.

Judge Marshall— Can you state
the substance of those remarks in
any way?

udge Boreman—Well, T don’t
know that I can, except the idea
was that here were some suits that
were contested; the attorneys had
examined into thom, and there was
considerable doubt about the ability
to maintain the suits, or somethin
o that effeet; and somebody sai
that while they were in this quan-
dary that the de:fendnnt’s { Chureh’s)
attorneys had offered to let them
have the money that they got for the
[’I‘Operty, they claiming what was
he value themseives; that is, the
Church, T think, elnimed that, and
After examining it they had con-
tluded that that was the best thing
to be done under all the circum-
Etances of the difficulty of the title.
My recollection is the whole trouble
was shout the title.

Judge Marshall—-Was anything
sald that you recolleet to lead you

suppose that this sum of money
claimed to be the value of the com-
Promise was not approximntely the
value?

Judge Boreman—No, I did not
bay any attention to that, as to
whether it was the true value or
not, and I de not konow whether
any of the parties did, only that
was what somecne snid-—that the
Chureh thought it wadthe value.

Judge Marshall—Did you not take
into copsideration or think about
how mueh the receiver or the parties

e represented would lose on any
Compromise. .

Judge Boreman—Well, I think
We took it into consideration some-
thing lile this: That the Church
claimed that wasthe full value. The
other gide claimed it was of more
value, but there was n detect in the
title, or something they were not
fble to prove to make good thelr
Cliim, and thercfore they thought
the best thing would be to maken
compromise in seftlement. That is
ibout the substance of it.

Judge Marshall—Was anything
8aid at that time to lead you to sup-
Poss that the receiver. could not
Prove the allegntions in his own
complaints in this case?

,Judge Boreman—I got the impres-
Blon that his cojnsel or the attorneys
ere were very doubtful about their
ability to maintain the sults. That
WS certainly my impression. The
Whole thing, it secmed to me, hinged
on that,.

Judge Marshall — To maintain
their suits as a mafter of law or evi-

8lce?

Judge Boreman—Their inability

rove the facts.
th udge Marshall—Did not the fact
at the Church was willing to give

;;?“t they claimed, or the value of
. 8 Eﬂperty as a compromise, eon-
e impression to your mind
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that perl;zj[n these suilts might be
maintained?

Judge Boreman—No, I do not
know that it did, only that they
thought that they would have fo
give thut money up anyway. Even
if they got the money they would
have to give it up as a Church—the
money they would get for the prop-
erty. They thought that was the
full value, and did not want to con-
test it further.

Judge Marshall—-Do you remem-
ber anything specifically being said
there 1o lead you to suppose it waa
not a true or approximate value?

Judge Boreman—1I do not reinem-
ber that anything was said there.
My recollection is that the other
sld’u thought there was more value,
but how muech more I do not re-
member. I say the actunl value; T
do not mean the value upon the
compromise; but the value provided
the title was good, in which ecase if
would be worth more. But as a
matter of compromise they thought
it was o fair thing to be done under
the sircumstances.

Judge Marshall-—What proportion
of the value of the {am rty did
you understand the Un States or
the receiver was getting at that
time?

Judge Boremsan—1I do not remem-
ber that there was anything said
about that; but the idea that passced
through my mind—and T think it
was from the statement made at the
time—was that they would get that
or nothing. That is, if the receiver
had no right to it and they could not
prove that he had that that was so
much gnined.

Judge Marshall—Did you think
the court should approve the com-
{)mmise on the fact that they
hought the receiver had no right to
it?.

Judge Boreman—No, but there
was a doubtful right—n question of
great doubt in the minds of the at-
torneys, and these parties offered
that amount; and they thought it
better to take it.

Judge Matshall—You did not un-
derstand that that amount bore any
partioular relation to the actual
value of the property?

Judge Boreman—I did not se un-
derstand it. That is the impression
on my mind now.

Judge Marshall— Had you any
irglpression at that time as to the
value of the land?

Judge Boreman—I had not, and 1
do not know now the value of it. If
any man asked nie todny to fix a
value upon it I vould not doso.

This concluded the examination-
in-chief of Judge Boreman, and
Judge Powers thereupon intimated
that he should not ¢rossexamine the
witness.

LE GRANDE YOUNG

was the next witness. He testified:
-1 was attorney for the Chureh in
the sults brought agninst it by the
Recelver; remember the petition
bging ﬁied; I remember some
question being asked and some
statement being made; the receiver
and hig counsel, the way I under-
stood it, were of the opinion that
the amount named in the pefition
was all they could get in case the
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suits were pushed to trinl. T think 1
know by whom the offer to com-
promise was made; I do not know
whether it was in writing or not; I
do not care to state who it was, un-
less 1 am compelled to; 1 presume
Mr. Richards made it; Ido not know
that he even told me so, but T know
that T did not; Mr. Richards is
either in Washington or Chicage
now;,; 1 doubt very much if
there wns A writlen offer; if there
was one, I do not know it. M

clients in the case are the defend-
anta genemlly; I do not know that 1
could tell them all. T wasemployed
by the defendants in these eases; 1
have been in the regular employ
of the defendant chureh, but have
ent bills to others. I sent bills to
Grant, Dinwoodey, Armstrong and

others. 1 do not think T ever en-
tered any of the cases without bein
neked. think all of them, wit

the exception of Parry, came to my
office; T talked with John R. Win-
der, the Z. C. M. 1. people and
others. I think the compromise was
authorizod by the whole of the
defendants; the people who pur-
chnsed the property were merel

anxious that their titles be mnde
secure — that the consideration
money be turned over,

To Mr. Willams—My impresion
was that you read the petition, but
1 am not certain about it; 1 have
that in my mind, but it may be the
matter was talked of elsewhere. Re-
ferring to the compromise, there
was considerble oral communies-
tlon off and on, bhefore an agree-
ment wns finally reached. Mr.
Richards, I believe, conduected it.

J. L. RAWLINS

was the next witness: He was an
attorney for the defendant in the
case of the United Btates vs. the
Church. T remembwcr the filing of
the petition of compromise; I was in
the court at the time it was
presented. Thers  were some
guestions nsked and some re-
sponses made. SBome questions were
nsked the attorneys for the defend-
ant, but I do not remember whether
any gquestion was” put as to the
value of the property; I believe the
chief justice asked whether it was a
fair valuation, and the re})ly was in
the affirmative. I couldn’t state
whether they asked whether it was
a fair valuation or not. I did not
understand there was any com-
promise; but that the money re-
ceived was in consideration of the
property, in order that the suits
might he dismissed. 1 think I
understood that the prices named
were fair valuation.

To Judge Powers—The personal
property turned over was in consid-
erntion for the real property—that
the amount was the actual consider-
ation; that the offer had been made
that if the receiver would dismiss
the suits and allow the property to
remain with the grantee, they
would turn over whatever consider-
ation they had recelved. The sub-
stance of what was said before the
court wus that the amount received
for the property was a fair one; that
it was a fair value at the time
of the transaction; that the Church
was turning over the considera-



