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satlon upon false statements made
by him. I feel quite clear that I
must sustain this objection.

Mr. Critchelow-—Mr. Hills, under
the &ircumstances of the question I
have asked, Is $25,000 a far com-
pensation?

Objected to; objection sustained.

Mr. Critchelow—Do you consider
that amount excessive?

Bame objection; same ruling.

Mr. Critchelow—Would not such
a claim be grossly exorbitaut and
unconscionable?

Same objection; same ruling.

As to the suggestion to go to Mr.
Richurds® house, it was agreed to go
to Mr. Richards® house in the after-
noon.

MR. PETERS

was called by Judge Powers and
testifled—I was employed by the re-
ceiver shortly atter his appointment;
1 accepted only on condition that all
parties should consent; Mr. Dyer
received a communication from At-
torney-Generat Garlnnd, to the effect
that he had no ohjection to the em-

loyment; thereupon I accepted it;

he suit ngainst the Church was in
charge of ghc Attorney-General, nnd
I acted under hls Jdirection; I acted
as attorney for the receiver until last
November; there was never any
arrangement, confedernoy or agree-
ment with Mr. Dyer or any one
else with reference to my employ-
ment a8 attorney; I have never
known of any combination or under-
standing, open or seeret, by which
the receiver loreboro to do nnything,
or did anything he should not have
done in this guit; there was no col-
lusion with the defendant in any
way; the receiver always consuited
with hisattorneys before taking any
atep; I was consulted on tho ferms
of the compromise in the main cnsc,
it was my judgment, and is now,
that it was o fair compromise, with
all the matters that have since
been testifled to; T read the com-
promise to the court; in the con-
versation that followed, the defeu-
dante said they did not ohject to the
compromise, which was turning
-over the property; Mr. Marshall said
it was turning over the procceds of
the property; the court inguired if
all parties were agreed, and the
answer was In the aflirmative;
nothing was eold ns to values; all
on that subject is in the petition
for compromise; 1 kept the Attorney
General fully ad vised of all the steps
in the case; I stated to Mr. Royle
after I returned from Washington,
that the scttlement wds approved by
the Attorney General.

To Judge Marshall—I did not
know, at the time of the compro-
mise, that it wns ncceptable to the
Attorney-General; I do not consider
the receiver’s course as negligent,;
he did not delay, but was all the
time on the look out for property; I
did not inspect his lenves for sheep;
they wero left with Mr. Williams
and Mr. Dyer; I believe the petition
for compromisdcorrectly stated the
facts; I understood we were getting
nearer the value In some instances
than in others; in sotne cases we got
50 per cemnt. and in others 75 per
cent.; wo did not consider the value
of the Z. C. M.I. factory, becanse

we could not have recovercd that;
we got nbout 80 per cent. of the val-
ue of that part of the “‘constitution’?
lot that we had a chance ol recover-
ing; we pot about 70 per cent
of the walue of the street car stock,
that is if the corporation was prop-
erly managed; we had n flghting
chunce for thni; we had to depend
on Mr. Armsirong to make cut a
case agoainst himself, I did not
draw the order authorizing the com-
romise; 1 presume [ saw it before
t was prescnted, but could not say;
I rcmember that Mr. Marshall sal
to the court that he considered the
compromise fair and reasonable; it
wad the privilege of the court to
know the walue of the roﬁerty; I
thotht they had it, anLP they evi-
dently thoufht so too, for they
acted so; if they had had any
doubts tl,lﬂy woufc'i probably hnve
taken testimony; I did not deem it
my duty to volunteer anything, or
to appenr officious; I thought there
was  enough set  forth in the
petition; 1 was not specinlly em-
ployed by the Attorney-General in
this case; I was directed to work on
it, but wns Informed that I would
not get paid-anything extro for the
serviee; there was no written agree-
ment sf:owing that the $75,000 wans
in lieu of the $268,000, nnd that the
United Siates had pDo right to
further pursue, that personal proper-
ty; I know of no written acceptance
of the compromise, but that was the
undermstanding; there were several
pieces of real estate, suspected of
being held on secred trust, for which
no suits were brought.

To Judge Powers—I consented to
the compromise because of the un-
certainty of the result of the ltiga-
tion; I understood the street railway
franchise would soon expire, and ns
the city otflcers were not friendly to
the suit, it eould be made of little or
no value in a short time; it was
necessary for us to work quistly; we
endeavored to get all the property
wae eonld,

Court teok n recess till 2 p. m.

At 2 o’clock in the afterncon Ex-
aminer Harkness, Aftorneys Me-
Bride, Marshall, Critchelow and
Peters, Marshal Dyer and the
stenographer repaired to the resi-
dence o{pHon. . 8. Richards, who
was slirbtly improved, but was still
in il health.

MR. RICHARDS

testificd—I am one of the attorneys
for the Cburch in the sujt by the
government; the petition for com-

promise, filed in the Supreme Court | for
on July 9, contaiped all there was; | the circumstances;

there was not much compromise in
the matter, compromise menns giv-
ing and taking by both parties, but
inthis case we did all theglving nnd
the government did all the taking,
it was forced upon ug; one item of
settlement was the taking of 575,000
for what was left of the 5288,000 in
personal Yro serty that was trans-
}erred to the Stake Associations; the
amount was to be in full satisfaction
of these transfers; the compromise,
ae you call it, involved no conditions
with the receiver; in June,
1888, I arrangeu with the Attorney
General at Vbaahlngton for n speely
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hearing of the case in the SBupreme

Court of the United Btates, when
the finnl decree should be
obtained; the Attorney General
wanted the case advanced as
well as ourselves; the renson
we turned over so mwuch prop-
erty, wns to get a final de-
cree; we turned over property
that they could not get, and
never would bave got, but to obtain
a final decree; we turped over nmore
than they were entitled to; Mr.
Peters wonted $268,000 worth of
personal property, fut when

enme to investignte we oniy had
$50,000 left; wo finally agreed
on 375,000; a statement of facts wns
made as a basis for the deeree; I un-
derstood that that was floal as to
that property; inasmuch as we had
turned over all the property of
tbe corporation, and more, we were
to havea final decree; [ wanted that
deeree, and if I had not expected it,
[ would have opposed the turning
over of the property; I have my idea
as to the scope of the final decree]
it was not a purt of the understand-
ing that the recelver of the United
States could follow other property;
it was not the wunderstanding
that, ns the property was turned
over, the receiver would con-
tinue to pursue prggerty aileged to
belong to the Church; no agreement
was made on that; I don’t know
thatI would like to say whether, un-
der the decree, there could ben fur-
ther pursuit of the property;
one provision of the decree wus
the continuing of the receivership;

I had no understanding as to the

offect of that; 1 did not suppose
other property would be pursucd,
because we had no more; I under-
stood that it wase to be the end of
litigntion; 1 expected the final de-
cree to be the end of the litigation;
the obtainlng of the decrec was

the condition of surrendering
the property; on this basis
I consented to the settlement; thers

wns no compromise; they arbitrarlly
demnnded certain property, and we
had to aecede to gut the decree; they
did not saeu;“tg want o final decri:ei
they were r property, propertys
I w“;ns the ouly otﬂa \}\fho fnl:anbioned
final deeree; I gmet Mr. Peters in
Washington, in July 1888, in the
resence of Solicitor General Jenks)
he items of the settlement were ap-
proved, and he understood the prop-
erty was surrendered only for the
purpose of getting the final decrce)
we talked the maitterover fully., A8
to the letter Mr. Young and 1 wrote
to Receiver Dyer, as to 825,000
compensation, 1 remember
after the com-

neatlon question was relerred to
udge Bprngue, Mr. Dyer ngked me
how much I thought he should
have; I said I had not thought
of it, but said that probahly it
should be the same as nn executor

of an estate; I toldd him I
did not know; afterwards MI:
Dyer came to me nagain, and
said he was golng enst, Al
would like to have our idens
on the subject; I asked himd

what he would like; he said he hnd
the opinions of business men placing
the figure above what he wnnbedf
he said $25,000 would suit him,



