RECEIVER DYER

teetified, in reply to questions b
Julge ‘Marshall-At the time 1
Wiote the letters to Auerbach and

It others I have mentioned, I
i'Vl'Otu to no one elee on the subject;

then went to Washington; after
Ame home I wrote to George Y
Wnl_lace on the same subject, and
{’“091 ved o re(j)ly', I can produce hig
etter if you desire it; I believe he
Btated that 5 per cent on the entire
imonnt, out of which I should pay

X Do nses— :

Judge Marshall — Did you ever
Writs to Mr. Baneroft on ‘the same
Sllbject?

Mr. Dyer—I think not.

Judge Marshall—Well, for the
{JU rposc of refreshing your recollec-
lon I will usk you if he did not tell
ﬁ:u that 35000 or $8000 n year would

ample?

MryDyer—I have a different im-
Pression nbout that; I think some-
9o did spenk to Mr. Baneroft before

@ hearing, and he said he could
aﬂt do me any good, or sumething of

Int kind.

t Judge Marshall-When the peti-
on for compromise was prepared
and presented to the court had you
l'ken nnly pains to inform yourself
Of the values of the property which
You agked to be permitted to com-
Promisey
Mr, Dyer —Well, yes.

OtJ“dgeMnrshall—Whnt reentage
the ful] value of the real estate did
yoi’ Buppogse you were getting?
th Ir. Dycer—About 50 per cent of
e Whole property. The Z.C. M. 1,
ai(;le factory was not taken into con-
aolration, 1 ineluded the land
APon which it was built.
aJU(_ige Marshall--Did you make
DY investigation ns to the Provo
oolen stopk?
whi *. Dyer—No. The evidence on
b ich that was based came out be-
i Examiner Bprague; Mr. Cutler
- id he paid more for if than it was
n"'”% do not remember getting
WY other information, save from
‘t’defendnnm' I never thought we
80t the full vajue of the strect rail-
wid Stock; I always understood it
W38 worth at Jenst $100,000; the
ek wny transferred to Francis

fggg_‘ﬂtrong about the 2d of Mareh, |7,

trao I never understood that the
w&“mctmn occurred April 8; I al-
o yﬂ_thought th® chances for recov-
{,“ ere good—at lenst fair.

o Judge McBride—I never had
rum“VUrBation with McBeth in re-
at I',leﬂ to tHe tithing office pruperty
abo ;‘yﬁon; he did say somethin

Wh: hay, but he could not te

bely ‘e it came from or to whom it
'thnt.nt, s he never informed me
there T¢ Were other Church cattle

fo;.rot#‘dgu Powers—I have looked

Geneme] letter rmzn the Attort;ey-

N reapect to my employ-

mef""f; é’f Mr. Pe]iers, but bave fhiled

offict 5, 1@ Contents wero to the

in th hat there was no im&m&riety
€ employment of Mr. Peters.

JUDGE J. R, M‘BRIDE _

_ gctm!tf&}le ha::é3 read the letter
fe ! rmey-(ioneral with re-
r;')’ue‘— to Mr. Peéters’ employment
el for the receiver; Mr. Gar-

testifie,
l'l'crm
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Iand had said that he saw no objec-
tion to such employment.
BISHOP JOHN R. WINDER
|was called and interrogated by
Judge Marshall, who inquired,
| #*What interest have the defendants
in this matter??

Mr. Winder—In this particular
proceeding, none whatever.

Judge Marshall—What is your
motive in attending this investiga-
tion?

Objected to hy Judge MeBride.

Judge Harkness—You ean hardly
inquire into the motives of a spueta-
tor. You may ask if he has any in-
terust.

Judge Marshall—Are you inter-
ested for either of these parties?

Mr. Winder—I am not.

Judge Marshall—Where are your
Interests?

Mr. Winder—They are with the
Chureh. Iam hereto see what goes
on, Mr. Young, of our eounsel,
has niso been here for the same rea-

son.

Judge Marshall — Haven’t you

rompted the respondent’s counsel

ere?

Mr. Winder—I suggested on two
or three occosions that they nsk
some questiona to bring out the facts
nnd correct some mistakes that had
becn made, but they rejected my
igggestions and I ceased offering

cm.
Judge Marshall—Haven’t you
furnished and examiuned withesscs
for them?
Mr. Winder—1I have not.

WALLACE’S LETTER

to Receiver Dyer was then intro-
| duced. It 8 as follows:

BaLr Laxe Crry, Nov. 14, 1888,
¥, H, Dyery Fay., City.

Dear Sir—Ycu ask me to give you
my Ideas a# to what your services as
receiver lor the property of the Mor-
mon Church are worth.

As ndministrator for an estate
worth 750,000, you would have re-
ceived 1 per cent, or 37,500 and all
the property turned over to you
without any trouble. As 1 under
stand this case, only some $200,600
was 80 turned over. and the balance
ou had to find, which was no amall
job. I should think 5 per cent. none
too large for such services, or from
$25,000 to $30,000.

Very Respectfully,
GEL. Y. WALLACE.

CHARLES 0, WIITMORH
was sworn for the res}mndents, and
examined by Judge Powers.

Q.—Whete do you reside?

A .—Balt Lulke City.

Q.—What is yon business?

A —Attorney at Inw.

Q—Been acting as attorney for
school trustees during the progress
of this investigation?

A .—Yes, sir.

Q.—will you state to the court
how many men you had out look-
inz up testimony in this case?

BIr. Critchelow—What ia the ma-
terinlity of that?

Judge Powers—We propose to
show that there have been at least
five men out during the ¥|ngrms of
this trial, searching for testimony,
over this Territory, in order to show

L -

-l ir g

the thoroughness of this examina-
tion.

Judge Marshall-—We object to
that as immaterial and irrelevant.

The Examiner—I think it is im-
material. The order required the
school trustees to furnish all the
;vldence, and witnesses that they
ad.

Judge Powers—I donot suppose
counsel will deny the fact, and I
want to know the names of those
men who were out.

udge Marshall—For what pur-
?

pose

Judge Powers—I stated.

Judge Marshall—I thought it was
for another purpuse you wanted to
know the names? .

Judge Powers—Yes, I want to
know for another purpose.

The Examiner—I don't ace the
materiality of that now.

Q.—You have been familinr with
the conduet of this prosecution,
haven’t you?

A.—Yes, partially so0; untll the
last three or four days, 1 have been
80 busy with other matters that T
bavent.

Q.—Well, as a general thing you
have kept the rin of it; you have
known how it has been managed,
haven’t you?

A.—Wel, to a certaln extent, yes.

Q.—It is a fact, isn’t it, that all
the witnesses, or nearly all of the
witnesses who have been subpoenacd
here, have first been taken to the
office of Zane & Zane and there ex-
amined, and the materinlity of
their testimony determined before
being sent up here to this room?

Mr. Critchelow—Wo objeet.

The Examiner—I think it {2 im-
material.

Judge Powers-— We propose to
prove the facts stated in the gues-
tions, and degire to take an exeep-
tion. .

Q.—Will you state to the court
how many witnesses have been sub-

snaed by the partics representlng
| the sehool trustees, for this exam-
ination?

Mr. Critchelow—Wae object.

Judge Marshall—We object as
imrmaterial and frrelevant.
| The Examiner—I think the objec-

tion is well taken.

Judge Powers—Note an excep-

tion.
Q.—Who employed you in this
matter?
Judge Marshnll—We olject to
that as immaterial and irrelevant.
Mr. Critchelow—It is not shown
|t.hnt he has been employed yet,
oither. °

|

Judge McBride—You have in-
quired a good deal about cmploy-
ment here.

Mr. Critchelow—1t has not been
shown that be was employed.

Judge Powers—I1t wis stated that
he was employed as representing the
school trustees.

Judge Marshall—1 dou’t under-
stand that that fact bas any materi-
ality to this investigation.
| Judge Powers—What 1 want to

know Js, who eniployed hina.

The Examlner—Woell, he may
answer. I cannotsee that it is ma-
terinl. but if any officious persen
has been improperly intertering,
and sending in attorneys—




