the FEdmunds-Tucker law was
passed, has not acquired any since,
and never had any, to the best of
ray knowledge aud belief:

To Mr. Varian—The Stake presi-
dency preside over the members of
the Church, in the Stake; they are
sustainad by the people over whom
they preside; they are not general
Church officers; are not c¢hosen at

eneral Church assemblies, hut atl
take confereuces.

To Mr. Williams—Did the repre-
sentatives of the governmeut under-
staud that the property named in the
statement of facts comprised all the
Church had?

Lo answer to this yuestion the wit-
ness narrated how the uegotiations
fur a final decree were opened by
the government couusel, and how
the Church, in response to their re-
quirements, turned over a large
amount of property which they had
no . right to claim, satisfying them
and they presumably cousidered
they had obiained all the property
the Church owned, Such was the
fact 89 I understood at the time,
an:d have since understood, and I
thiok the governmeut counsel took
the same view.

To the Commissiouer—Col. Broad-
head concurred with me 1n the view
that the final decree estopped
further pursuit of property, nelther
the receiver nor his attorney had
anything to do with drawing the
rlecree.

To Judge Judd—There vwas much
difficulty in agrecing upon the state-
ment oi facts.

Mr. Peters threatened fo take
testimony; wlien an agreement was
renchied, I ubnderstand My, Peters
telegraphed to the Solicitor General
and [ was told that the Ilatter ap-
proved of the arraugement.

Recess till 2 p. m.

—

Tuesday afternoou, Sept. 2nd, the

roceedings opened by swearing Le-

rand Youug, ksq., who testified.
in answer to questions by Mr, Vari-
an~-lam one of the attorneys for
the Church; participated in the
negotiations leading to the state-
melut of facts upon which the final
decree was based; there had heen a
controversy regavding some of the
properties turned over under the
wratement of facts; some of thewn
had been couveyed to other parties,
and the government proposed to set
aside those conveyances; it was one
of the conditions uuder which cer-
tain properties were turned over,
that a final decree should be entered;
in effectiug the compromise regard-
ing the personal property in lieu of
which $75,000 was pald, the Chureh
atlorueys dealt with Mr, Peters and
not with the receiver,

Fhe witness anrroborated Mr.
Richards? statement of the negotia-
tions which culminated in the
atatement of factsa and final decree;
my view was that the final decree
ended the suit, und disposed of the
whole question; awm not familiar
with properties used for Church or
-tithing purposes throughout the
Territory; there are tithing proper-
tiea ut various polots; my view
is that while the general Church
authorities exercised a degree of
control over tithing properties, they
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always were helid to belong to the
people ‘188aily; this yuestion Lad
often arisen before thisTitigation be-
gan, aud the people locally always
claimed the tithing yards, eto.;
there ia but one Church, but there
are mauy branches, which are inde-
pendent in respect to the ow uership
ol property; Lthink the title to the
Manti Temple uever vestsl in the
Chureh; I do not know who ap-
poiuts the persons who have charge
of the Temples; I think the Church
authoritics recommend cortain men,
but the puople recelve ur reject the
uominees.

To Mr. Williams—Prior to the
agreement upon the stnlement of
favts, several suits had becu plauted
by the receiver to re-over disputed
properties, which were surrendered
for the purpose of obtainlng a fiual
decree, it was agreed by the gevern-
ment tht the Ogden suits should be
dismissed; there were three; L asked
Mr. Pecers to dismiss the suits, but
he claimed L had uot beeu directed
by his supetior offlcer to do so, but
I understood he had; my under-
standiug was that the final decree
ended further pursuit of Church
property; thought the goverument
atterneys had the same understand
ing; did not suppose the powers of
fhe receiver exceeded the scope of
this guit, but that when the suit
ended his power to pursue property
did; there was uot & lengthy
discussion between the attorneys
for the government and Church re-
spectively about pursding property
after tbe final decree, but ].P had a
conversation to the effect with Mr.
Peters and stipulated with him,
that the statement of facts and final
decree were to be deemed aa end to
the proceedit gs, to which he assent-
ed.

To Judge Judd — [ believe the
Church turned over all the property
it had, and some it did not own; [
don’t believe the Church has any
property now, it is poor.

Te Mr. Vartan—The reason why
we gave up the properties we (id
was because we feared decisions
agaiust us in the lower ¢ourts, ne-
cesgitating appeals to a higher, and
we preferred to get a final decree
and carry the whole case to the
United States Supreme Court; ali
its property was in the hands of a
receiver, or in jeopardy, and the
situation the Churech was in, for
mauy reasons, made it desirabfe to
have the litigation ended as soon as
possible; these are among the rea-
sons why the Church gave up the
property it did, mueh of which I
have always held the guvernment
could not have recovered.

To Mr. Richards—One great rea-
son why the Chureh turned over the
doubtful property was because it re-
lied greatly on the unconstitution-
ality of the law, and would bhe
turied back again.

To Mr. Varian—I presume €the
Church obtaiued by donation from
its miemhers the money with which
it bought the properties it turned
over, and which it did not own; T
don’t konow who would be more
likely to be ahle tu tell all about these
matters than Mr Winder; don’t
know whether or uot tlie President
of the Chureh could tell about them;
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dou’t kpow dJefinitely who had
charge or a full knowledge of that
buginess; John Tayler was trustee
of the Church, but since his death
and the dissolution of the Chureh,
there has been no such officer;
Wilford Weodraft did net succeed
to it; there is no officer now to sigu
a deed in bebalf of the Chureh; the
business afeirs of the Chureh are in
an uncertaiu esndition,

To the Commlissionet—It was the
agreeinent that the property named
in the statenient of facts, or the
price for which the Churgh had sold
it,should be turned over to the receiv-
er and deemed all the property the
Church had; the titles to the tithing
properties in various parts of the
Territory were talked of between
the Church attorneys and Mr, Pe-
ters, aud it was understood that
they, and the Temples, should not
be deemed Chureh propertics; the
povernment alterneys were fully ad-
vised In relatiou to the tit.hingé)rop-
vrties in the various Stakes, and the
Temples, before the statement of
facts was agreed to; after the final
decree, Mr, Peters said he would not
dismiss the Ogden cases because he
had uot been iustructed in writing
to do so, though he said lhe uuder-*
stood they were to be dismissed.

Judge Judd remarked: A statute
of the United Btates forbids a dis-
trict attorney to Jizmies a civil suit
planted in the name of The United
States without written authority,

[n answer to questions by the
commissioner, the witness stated
emphatically that the government
attorney uunderstood that the pursuit
of properties would cease, and that
ueither the receiver uor his attorney
had anything io do with the prepa-
ration of the statement of facts and
final decree, neither had they any-
thing to do with the $75,000 compro-
mise; the Ogden cases are still pend- .
ing; it was stipulated that they
should remaln 77 sfatu quo until the
United States Supreme Courtshould
Jetermine the main suit; I think
one of the suits iuvolves the title to
tithing property; on one otcasion
when I asked Mr. Peters to
disniiss the cases, he said he would
first like to confer with the attorney
for the receiver, Mr., Willianms, who
objected; the suits regarding the
disputed properties {n this city bave
rested on stipulatiou to remainin
atatu guo uutil the fiual deecision of
the United States Bupreme Court;
they are peniling on motions to dis-
miss. -

To Mr., Williams—Talked with
you about dismissing the Ogden
suits soon after the final decree wus
masde; then learned that we differed.
iu our views regarding the matter.

Mr, Richards was recalled and
questioned by Mr. Varian — Iu
Washiugton, the government at-
turneye agreed that the turuing over
of all the properties uamed in the
statement of fucts, shoulu be deemeds
to dispose of all the suits except the
main one, which had been brought
by the receiver or the goverument,
wheu I spoketo Mr. i%cters about
dismissing the Ogden suits he said
he was ln o hurry -but could do it
Inter;, the ngreemeut to dismiss the
suits was made in the presence of
Bolleitor General Jenks, My, Peters,



