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I knew of a stipulation of the trans-{ but they simply would not tel, so

fer
Btakes; the transfers of real estate
wWe found by resemich; as to the
$268,000 worth of personal property,
Which had belonged to the Chureh,

of personal property to the]we fook

i did not get that.far in the case,

proceedings to compel wit-
nesses to talk; we did not summon
witnesses from different localities,
but had that in contemplation

we belleved it hod been deeded away | Was all.

evade the Iaw; the first records of
ttle to real property that were ex-
Amined were those relative to prop-
trty in Balt Lake County; that took
Bome time; we labored quietly be-
Cause I did not want the county re-
Corder to know purpose; our an-
fagonists, I thought, were endeavor-
g to defeat us; we had a proceeding
Y writ of assistance in I‘.Ee oriyginal
Case; it was against Bishop Preston,
Col. Winder, Gen. Burton and
Other Jefendants; we took that
Proceeding to determine the title to
Certain personal Eropcrty about the
tithing ‘office, the surrender of
which was refused; the petition for
the writ of asslstance was made by
¢ recel ver; we took no steps to make
the Stake Aemsociationsparties to the
Inain guit; it did not occur to me; 1
heard the feasibility of such a pro-
Ceading was suggested 1 few mouths
o3 we might have got an injunc-
lﬂﬂ restenining them from dispos-
og of the Froperty they had re-
Celved; that view of the case did not
OCcur to me; it appeared at the
Outeet that Htigation would have to
¢ resorted to for allthe property;
“I'B took steps to investigate where
‘_“5 &mpet'ty in the different Btakes
l‘)‘hﬂ-ﬂ be found; there were a num-
*f of persons sent out for this pur-
Pose: Mr. J. H. Wolcott was out for
Some months before the compromise
;‘I’lﬂﬂ entered into; he took charge of
¢ Church farm later in the sum-
Mer; before then he had been to the
30uthern part of the Territory; he
g’l)ﬂl'tod from time to time; I think
e first trip to Emery and San
h“&n counties was in April, 1888;
;’ was also in Bummit, Wasateh
Ot"l‘gﬂn, Banpete, SBevler, Utah and
her counties in pursuit of property;
€ gotherod some testimony, but
i“el't}lly met with obstacles in all
unl'lﬁctlons I don’t know whether
bu{ one else was sent from this city,
Gl there were others in various lo-
tmltu:s from whom the recoiver ob-
inf"t'd information; we obtained no
mlormmion, prior to the compro-
of 8, that justifled the bringing
Buits; thers was a suggestion
m ‘test the title fto a ward
Me.tting-houae in 8alt Lnke City,
Dlt_“'as held hy the ward associa-
hh(?’ that was a matter belonging to
kmﬂin suit; it was our duty to
ol all Church property; the law
Droy tachents real property; we took
nepoTy that was exempt; we ex-
d but a nomina! rent for the
u';‘]l’lﬁ Bloek, becnuse it was notor-
did Y used for public worship; we
he'lot find property in Cache and
t: Countles that had been decded
o € Church to other parties;there
heldp'fupel‘ty thnt we heleved was
Pro or the Church; there was no
pmgﬂj’ situated like the Church
title ‘rty in Salt Lake County; the
had n"m! A} in private parties, and
hmam?t been in the Cilurch or by
acty o but I think the propert
Ually hef lf
pr“ﬂent{l held for the Church; the re-
nohmmt"'ﬁs of the Church would
ead us when not under oath,

Te
io

was

Mr. Baskin — \WWhy didn’t Mr.
Peters summon those witnesses, and
show his whole hand?

Mr. Willinms—You had better ask
him; 1 dom’t know. I think he
hasn’t had time up to the present,

Mr. Baskin—You knew it was im- | lenrned of the pro

portant.

; we |

that
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suits without knowing something o:
what we wanted; the property
was in the hands of those who
would not tell us anything
about it to save our souls from pur-
gatory, and you know it; we did
not know whomfo sue, nor what for;
to have proceeded as you have sug-
gested would have wen to enable
them to effectunlly conceal the
};roperh 8o we could not get any of

; we hnd the inventory just before
the compromise was sottled; I first
I to compro-
mise in May, 1888, from the govern-

Mr. Williams—Certainly I did, | ment attorney; I was familinr with

and we worked as hard as we could
under the circumstances, we con-
templated ealling witnesses from all
the counties where there was
Church property.

Mr, Baskin—How could Mr. Pe-
ters try the case without lknowing
&1l these facta?

Mr. Willinms—He hnd in contem-
plation the calling of witnesses for
that; the defendants made a substan-
tial surrender, such as would war-
rant o final decree for the purposes
of appeal; those in the government
above Mr. Peters were satisfled as
to this; the decree reserved for fur-
ther action the properties still un-

discovered; you are asking [aw
questions, nnd I will give you a law
lesson. [Mr. Williams then pro-

ceeded to explain the various legal
phasea of the ense as it stood on the
final decree.] Mr. Peters was not
diverted from his purpose by the
compromise; the question 1 wilt
nnswer in my way if you will not
interrupt me; the surrender of the
property suspended the prusecution;
Mr. Peters got the result of the
litigation he was pursuing.

Judpge Powers ohjec to M.
Baskin’s interru tln% the witness,
and protestedd that he should pro-
ceed in a gentlemanly, professional
and courtecus manner,

Mr. Baskin said he had not in-
tunded to do otherwise. He got u
little warm, however, and when
Judge Powers said he would ohject
to his appearing at ail, Mr. Bnskin
ex¢laimed “You can do that just as
soon ns you like.?’

At this point Judge J. R. Me-
Bride, having arrived from Wash-
ington, came in and took a seat be-
side Judge i'owers.

Mr. Williams continued his testi-
mony—I considered it the receiver’s
duty to secure all the property of

the Church thnt he ecould find;|$268

in the inguiry concerninge my eom-
nsation I said we had prepared
bring suits in several cases
when it woas st.ogpe(l by the com-
promise; among theso proposed suits
was one for a part of the Wells
roperty, several in regard to the
Jhurch farm, and several in re
gard to personal property; sll of
the property we expocted to sue
for was not delivered, hut most of
it in value was; we contemplate
snits for property in Logan and
elsewhere; we purpose going nhead
when we have proper ogportunit.y'
we had a schedule of the pumonni
property before the surrender on the
compromise; it is much casier to say
“why didn*t you do thia?» than to

do it; we could not commence

the negotiations incertuin portions;
Mesers. LeGrand Young and F. B.
Riehards did the work for the
Church, with Mr. Petérs; there was
continual contuntion between us;
Mr. Peters was rather aggres-
sive; the defendants were fronk
in their admissions of ownin

certain property; they proposeg
to surrender speeific property and
we wanted it all; they elaimed that
they did not own the outside prop-
erties you have referred to, and it
would have to be settled by litign-
tion; Mr. Peters insisted on getting
all of the Church property; the prop-
ert)y surrendered was accepted, but
not as ali the property.

Judge Powers objected to inter-

rupting the witness.

udge Harkness said Mr. Baskin
waa o little too rapid in asking a
question  before the witness got
through with his answer,

Mr. Williams, continuing— The
defendants claimed that they sur-
rendered all of their property; it was
not to end the original suit, and
that is not the effect of the original
decrec; ‘whether there were to be
supplemental deerces escheating
property of a personal nature was
not discussed; there was some
trouble in getting the property;
there were no “high Church offl-
cinls®? present at any of the negoti-
ations; Col. Winder and the attor-
neys were the principal partics to the
arrangements; I was present when
the final decree was entered; the
compromise was male between the
Church and the government, not the
receiver; the receiver was subject to
the ngreement; the receiver made
no compromise; he took all the prop-
erty he could gut, and proposes to
pursue the rest as he ean; there wis
an agreement to take $75,000 for the
property which was left of that
which had been Inventoried at
,000 more than a year before, I
think the 575,000 was a much larger
resnit than we could have got by
litigation; we could not have got
the property otherwise, and I think
the receiver had the duty to do the
Lest thing under the eircumstances,
without consulting the court; it was
his duty to take the most he
could get; it would have been a
fruitivss search on the evidence we
lind, and we had used due diligence
to get what there was; the Andings
of fact informed the court of the
compromise; Mr. Hobeon had to do
with thiat, and I do not remember
precisely ~ what occurred; it is not
cxactly n compromise; the facts
were Inid before the court; I would
refer you to the government counsel
for more explicit information; it wns



