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tiong put by Mr. Varian in regard to
the legal assistance he had em-
ployed, and the expense of thesame.
Mr. Varfan then broached the sub-
ject of the comprotmise in regard to
personal property whi:h the Church
had tarped over to the various
Btakes, and for which $75,000 in

" cush waa paid to the receiver. Wit-
ness had no means of aseertalning
what this property consisted of, fur-
ther than the inventories furnishesl
hy representatives of the Chureb; be
believed these could he relfed
upon, but had he believed other-
wise he had no means nor power by
which to ascertain the truth, owiug
to the circumstances of the case.

The witness testified that sums of
money hal. been deposited in the
bauk of W. 8. McCornick & Co.aud
in that im which J. E. Dooley is in-
terested, and that W. 8. MeCornick
and J. K. Dooley were on his bond,
there was nn understanding that
the money would be so deposited
when those gentlemen went on his
bouil.

Witness had used for his private
purposes $11,000 ol the fuud, and
had returned it with interest; it was
at a time when more than a year
and a hall of his salary was due,
and he felt he bad a right to use
a smxll part of the fund in his hands;
he had a right to keep all of the
money in his safe, instead of depos-
iting it in bank.

Adjourned till 10 a.m. Sept. 2d.

At 10 o’clock this moroing
Heptember  Znd, the Inquiry
into ex-Receiver Dyer’s accouuts
were proveeded with before Com-
misgioner Stone, but during the
forenoon there was only one brief
reference to expenditures made by
him, whieli appears in the foliow-
ing repurt.  Other matters were in-
quired into, to the exclusion of the
acconnts proper. .

Mr. Varian began the proceedings
by examininz Mr. Dyer in regard
to the Church Farm. Mr, Williams
interrupted by asserting that Mr.
Varian was endeavering to mislea:l
the witness.

Mr. Varian—I resent such impu-
dent and insulting imputations.

Mr. Willianis—You?ll get more of
themif [ think you deserve them.

The commissioner endeavored to
reetre smonthness to the proceed-
ings, and with some success, ag the
questions and answers succeeded
each other for a time without
special friction.

Mr. Varian sought to impeach the
metives and methods of Mr. Dyer
in respect to the compromise by
“whic¢h the latturohhainurpossussion
of the Church farm, but the replies
of the witness id not afford Mr.
Vurian much capital.

The witness said that the atfor-
neys for the Church took but little
interest in the matter of his eom
pensation as receiver, for the reasgnn
that it mattered but little to the de-
fendant eorpnration what amouut
should be paid. This matter was
gone Into, but nothing new or im-
portant was elicited in regard to it.

The Commissioner — There are
many matters connected with this
case which have not yet been gone
into and if ceunsel shall fail to enter
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upon them, I shall fee! it my duty
tv examive witnesses myself.

Mr. Varian—I intend to go into
wvery phase of the case not covered
by testimouy previously taken.

To Mr. Williams-—I was in no
sense a patly to the statement of
facts agreed upon as a basis of a final
decree; Mr. Peters did not repregent
me in regani to that matter; the
reason why the lease to Mr, Winder
is dated some months after [ took
undisputed pussession of the Church
farm, is beeause there wasa delsy
io carrying out the terms upon

which  Mr. Armstrong deliv-
ered it to me; the matter of
leasing back to the Ciwuren

propertien | had seized came
up hefore the Terriforiz] Bupreme
Court,which approveil of the leases;
each lease wag mude on what 1 con-
sidered the hest terms I could hope
to get, except in the case of the
Chureh furm, which was leased at &
low figure in pursuance of a com-
promise in regard to the title.

Mr. Varian—Bince the final decree
wis entered the receiver has practi-
cally done nothing towards search-
ing out more property?

Wituess—Not much searching
has been done, as it is well koown
what property the Chureh owued,
and it has kept the receiver busy
taking eare of the property in his
possesslon. Further, under the ad-
vice of my attoruey, I did not plant
vxps neive litigation to recover prop-
erty, on account of the uncertain-
ties of the case, and the doubt as to
the constitutiouality of the law,

Mr. Varian—Did the Church at-
torneys agree to turn over certajn
properlies, on condition that a final
decree should be agreed to?

Witness—[ knew that such an
arrangement was unier considera-
tion. I raised no objection to it;
cannot. say what negotiations took
place between counsel about it.

Mr. Varian entered upon the ex-
penditures made by the witness us
receiver. The latter said some ex-
peuditures incurred in pursuance of
the orders of the court were not
economical,- but all he bad control
of were.

To Mr. Richards—Do you know
how the ritles to the Temples are
held?

Witness— The Logan Temple
atands in the name of u corporation;
and [ am inoformed that the Bt.
George and Manti Temples are held
in the same way; none of thein
stand in the name of the Church of
Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints.

To Mr. Varian—It is a matter of
public notoriety that the Temples
are Church institutions.

F. 8. Richards was sworn and ex-
amined by Mr. Varien—Was one
of the attorneys for the Chureh, and
as such agreed to the statement of
facts upon which the final decree

was based; it was agreed that
certain  property  in Uispute
shoulkl be surrendered to the
receiver on coodition that a

final de¢ree ghould be entered; this
was the motive whijeh led the
defendants to turn ovar certain prop-
erty which they thought the gov-
ernment had no right to; the Chureh
bad no large amount of property
not turned over that I know of; the

——

tithing property in the various
Htakes did ot belong to the Chureb,
but to local corporations; no prop-
erty owued by the generai Chureh
that I koow of, was reserved
from belng turned over; the tem-
ples are not Church properties; they
are owneZ and controlled by tbe
corporations in which the titles
vest.

The witness degeribed his connec-
tion with the inatter of fixing
the compenpration of the receiver,
and stated conversations he had
with the receiver on the subject.
The result was the Church attor-
neys addressed a letter to Mr. Dyer
in which they informed him their
client would make 1o opposition to
allowing the amount of compensit-
tion be claimed.

To the commissioner—Mr., Dyer
Jdid not participate in making UP
the statement ot facts; it was agreed
to between Solicitor General Jenks,
Mr. Peters, Mr. Hobson, and the
Church attorneys; Mr. Dyer took 00
part, so faras 1 know, in the nego-
tiations, neither did h!s attorney,
Mr. Williama.

The commissioner—Was it agreed
that the property nanmied in the
statemnent of facts,should be deemed
all the property the Chureh had?

Witness—Such was my under-
standing; I bave since regarded the
decree as a finallly; before the state-
ment of facts was agreed fo the
attorneys for the governmert made
investigations, and examined ab-
gtracts, to aseertain if the Churei
had property not c¢mbraced in it
the condition of Ward, Stake and
Temple property was Investigated
by the tolicitor General before
the statement of tacts was agreed to;
from what the atborneys of the gov-
ernment said-at the time, and from
the ugderstandinz had, I counsider
the final decree would stop the gov-
ernment in efforts to pursue
property not named in the state-
ment of facts; none of the
government sttorneys suggested
that the suit should be kept open,
orthat the government should re-
serve any right to pursue property
after the rendering of the final de-
cree; any suils instituted since th®
decree are estopped by it, according®
to my coenstruction of it.

To Judge Judd--I think the gov-
ernment ¢annot recover the pro-
perty in Ogden, even if it is Chureh
property, berause of being barret
by the decree; T understand that the
property sued for in Ogden never
was Chureh property.

To the Commissioner—The local
corporations which own the Tem-
ples, are not considered bramches
of the general Church, but are inde-
pendent; the Mauti Temple was®
built by certain members of the
Chureh, but not by the whole
Church, for their use; the general
officers of the Clhurch do not col-
trol that Temple; it is controlled kY
the eorporation which owns it; that
corporation, as [ understand, 18
not controlled by the heads
of the Chutreh; a oumber of the
Stakes have been incorporated; the
Htake corporatious are wholly dis-
tinet from those which own and
control the Temples; the Church
had wo title to the temples whel



