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jenks the attorneys for the de-
fense were at washington I1 did
not converse with them mr
peters may have had a conference
with col broadhead but could
not say I1 was not present I1 did not
hear before I1 got to washingtonnUn
that there was to be a meeting orofthehe
attorneys on both sides I1 was not
presentresent when the compromise fortthehe was discussed I1 dontdoat
think there was any written agree-
ment of compromise I1 told mr jenks
what I1 had done as receiver he is
thoroughly on the cuecase I1 kadhad no
particular trouble in obtaining pos-
session of the tithing office and
grounds nor with any other of the
piecesfeces of real property except the
church farm afterwards took pos-
session of that we spent consider-
able time in making inventories of
the property obtained a clue to cer-
tain stock in corporations at the ex-
amination before judge sprague we
sued for those stocks which were
finally turned over at the compro-
mise after qualifying as receiver on
november 10 1887 1 demanded the
personal property the same month
and brought suit under a writ of as-
sistancesi I1 had the deputy marshals
on the watch for personal propropertyperty7
employed no one specially for thaitha1
purpose until may 1888 as we were
awaiting the decision of the court in
regard to personal property which
we already had in sight the nature
of the property named in the stipula-
tion was such that I1 knew much of
it was perishable we endeavored to
find out who gott away with theCTproperty but failedfai ed to learn of any
one whom we could hold responsi-
ble

a
the people belonging to the

church would give us no explana-
tion they simply would not talk
about it we could not find much
persopersonal proproperty ouourselves all we
couldcoul get tracktrac of was an tyinsignifi-
cant

ig fl
amount I1 heard of some

church hay in Sspanishnish fork to be
sold

mr critchelow did you get that
information from mcbeth

mr dyer I1 dont know I1 wrote
to mcchrystal I1 also sent wolcott
to emery wasatch and other coun-
ties the first6 expense for an agent to
operate outside orof salt lake county
was in may 1888 WolcottWol cottslfi mission
to san juan was net to inquire into
the killing of a post trader he was
to do that incidentally to his labors
in hunting church property he
found but little propropertyeearty1 and they
went to emeremery me compromise
stopped the fartherfurtKer search for per-
sonal00na 1 propertyrt I1 consider that I1
aactedeted with diligence I1 endeavored
to find out whatwha I1interest the church
had in Z C M 1I stock heard
thatchatthat hatthat property had been sold
to H J grant the figures were
above but I1 do not re-
member the exact amount I1 also
tried to find how much cattle the
church had before march 83 1887
I1 had nothing to do with cattle
brought in subsequent tota that date
did not look up any church ranch
because I1 did not know of the ex-
istence of such no one in behalf of
these school trustees brought me
any information

mr critchelow C 0
whittemore tell you of an interest

the church had in the
estate

mr dyer yes and hebe wanted to
bring a suit and ofik paid a percent-
age on the amount mrs
had leftsome property to be used bby
the church in work for the deadead
I1 demanded the property and was
letefused I1 referred the matter lo100 mr
williams who examined the will
and decided that we could not get it
because it waswaa left for superstitious
purposes mr sargent my deputy
toldfold me of some cattle he was fol-
lowingbowlM deputy steele of logan
also told me of cattle so did 8 PF
mount these cattle were all in-
cluded in the compromise C C
goodwin told me of some cattle
coming from the northnort I1 talked
with him a good deal I1 leased the
tithing house etc to mews pres-
ton burton winder did not ask
what they were going to use it for
but supposed they would use it for
tithing purpurposesses I1 had no conversa-
tion with eshopbishop preston george
Q cannon or any of the defend-
ants except col winder

mr critchelow were you not in
conference with wilford woodruff
george Q cannon bishop preston
BR T burton and others of the dde-
fendantsffend ants in this suit besides col
winder I1 meanwhilemean while negotiations
for the compromise were in progress

mr dyer no sir I1 was not I1
never met any of them but col
winder

mr Critecritchelowbelow did you not tell
clayton L haines that you obtained
information as receiver that you
coul i not use as united states mar-
shall

mr dyer did haines tell you
that

mr critchelow I1 am asking the
questions you are the witness

mr dyer I1 refuse to answer
mr critchelow why do you re

fuse to answer
mr dyer did mr haines say

that to you
mr critchelowCritehelow I1 am not saying

that he or anyone else said it I1 am
only asking you

mrmr dyer 1I want to know as
united states marshal whether he
said that to you I1 want to know ifhe
has been divulging the secrets of the
grand jury room

mr critchelow oh I1 say
he told me anything

mr dyer I11 want to know who
has been exposing the secrets of the
grand jury room I1 will answer
your0ur question0O 1 now I1 did not makeththee statementn t you have repeated I1
stated that there were times
when I1 might have gotten some
of the defendants if I1 had followed
uupp ssome of the men who were
ddealingeal ing with me and who had
to seeme tmemhem it is a question whether
it was proper for me to do that I1
was in contact with the rrepre-
sentatives

re
sentatives of these defenddefendantsdefendantanje I1
have no money to prosecute the de-
tective service necessary to find the
defendants in this civil suit

mr dyer continued his testimony
theT money I1 have from the

church aggregates over
which is deposited in three banks
when I1 was to receive the money
on the compromise in july I1 took
a note which was paid with 2300

or 2400 interest in october have
loaned none of the money in
any other way have ad-
vanced some money to ththe
attorneys expectf to receive no
money from the banks for the use of
the funds deposited there I1 hadbad two
clerks in the receivers office for
about a year mr moffatt was theethe
principal one mr west did some
running about do not consider himmhim
a competent bierkclerk and did not pay
him as such I1 think I1 had suf-
ficient to do to employ him the
report of the expenses of the re-
ceiver for the first year and mr
dyers testimony before judge
sprague were offered in evidence
I1 did not take possession of the stone
quarry in little cottonwood can-
yon we intended to do so it was
not a part of the compromise that
no more suits should be brought for
real property on my part I1 do not

mlknow the effect of tthee decree but 1I
understood we could follow any
property real or personal which theburchchurch had I1 understood that the

was ioto be paid either in cash
or cattle and other personal property
the idea was that the church wouldbouy
turn over what property it had we
were to take the cattle on hand at
the price inventoriedinventoriesinventoried I1 demanded
interest on the street railroad stock
from march 3 1887 and obtained it
did not obtain interest on any other
stocks

to judge mcbride I1 have made
no claim for any distinct sum as
compensation my object in trying
to arrange with both sides was to
obviate any controversy or the tak-
ing of testimony that was the rea-
son I1 got the letters I1 talked with
these men before I1 wrote to them
I1 saw mr richards because he rep-
resented the defendants not because
I1 expected any favors amfrom him I1
saw no impropriety in it or inin go-
ing to the attorney general mr
Itrichardsichards never suggested that as a
result of his consent to he
might receive favors nor did I1 in-
timate that his consent might be
beneficial to his clients I1 thought
that if the parties agreed to a rea-
sonable amount that the court
would not object and that was
the purpose of my efforts to have
them aagree I1 susupposedPOsed in my deal-
ings wwithfreetth mr picpickardtard that he was a
heavy shee helas generally
understood to be in a prosperous
financial condition the sheep got
from armstrong were not tithing
sheep but were given in lieu there-
of and were of much better grade
I1 now consider the arrangement
with mr pickard an addanadvantageousbous
one under the circumstances

recess till 2 pm
in the afternoon the petitionerspetitioners

called
jT s

who testified that the tithing
grounds at Payson were worth 2000
called mr dyers attention to some
haybay there saw head of church
cattle there a few days ago

to judge mcbride 1i suppose the
hay was put there in 1887 the cat-
tle

cat-
tie

A
were branded with the ahmchurch

brand I1 dont know who holds the
legal title to the tithing yard at pay-
son


