The Alliance-Independent

Is the besi=S"

Advertising medium
in the west. It is especi-
ally valuable ss & means
of resching *he farmers,
Its circulation is as large
in Nebraska as the cir-
culstion of all the “farm
journals" combined,

Give THE ALLIANCE-
INDEPENDENT & trial if
you want good results,
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The Alliance-Independent

Advocales ==~

The government own~
ership of railroads and
telegraphs,

That freight rates
Nebraska be reduced
a level with those In
force in lowa.

The buildiog by the
natlepnal government of
a great trunk line from
North Dakota te the
Gulf of Mexico.

NO. 47

T GREAT  THIAL

Is Now Under Way.——Judge Pound
Arraigns the Acoused Btate
Officers.

DORGAN I8 PUT ON THE BTAND.

The Defense Reises many Tecknical Ob-
jecticms, but are Over.ruled. —Ques-

tion of Jurisdiction not yet Settled,

Tuesday Morning.

The third sitting of the supreme court
&f Nebraskn us a court of impeachment
was held yesterday afternoon, for the
apening of the main trial and for the
taking of evidence in the cases of the
three defendants,  Attorney-General
Hastings, Land Commissioner Hum-

brey and Becretary of State Allen,

fendants were represcnted by
J. R Webrtar of Lincoln, John
L. Webster of Omaha, M. L. Hayward
of Nebraska City and O, A. Atkinson
of Lincoln, while ex-Treasurer Hill and
ex-Auditor Benton and ex-Attorney
General Hastings were represented by
other attorneys, nearly all of whom
were present awaiting a decision on
their plea to the court's jurisdiction,

Judge Pound, G. M. Lambertson, and
Judge Doane were present 88 Attorneys
for the impeachment committee. com-

d of Representatives Casper, Barry
and Colton,
ANSWERS FILED,

The replications of the state to an-
swera filed by Mcasra. Allen, Hastings
and Humphrey were flled in the supreme
court yesterday, They are identical
in every particular and comprise seven.

teen pages of type written matter, one
more page than was devoted by the re-

lg::adenh in answering, The state de-|]j
n

that the matters charged in the
rrticles are of a legislative or judicial
v aracter, but avers that the oflicials nre
1ot vested with any legislative ar judi-
cinl  Tunctions, and denies that
the  state officers did not  in-
tontionally omit or leave wundone

{ out §7,000 or #5,000 without huving any
[idea of

cents per day. The members of the
board knew this, and if they had want-
od o serve the iuterests of the state
they shonld have called a halt. 1t wus
# case of gross negligence, to say the
least.

“Poseibly it may be #ir,” continued
the judge, “that the conviets who work
ed on the cell house was more skillful,
but I think we shall show you that
many of them were raw men, and were
no more skillful than those who worked
for other parties av 40 and 50 cents per
day,"

“We shall prove that the custom was
to give Dorgan a lurge warrant before
the work was done. They let him de-
posit the warrant in the bank and check

what work had bean per-
formed aside from his own statement.
It Is true that there was a bond for
something llke #10,000, but what kind
of bond was that? After he had pur-
chased the contract of Mosher he acted
us the agent of the board for some
thirty days. Placiog 86,000 to 8,000
in Dorgan's hands to check out as he
pleased was & lack of good judgment
if nothieg more, The duty was cast up-
on this board to take care of the funds;
there was no authorivy above them to
check thelr sccounts, which made it
doubly imperative upom them 1o use
care, Waeshall prove that Dorgan paid
for stone two or three times what [t
was worth aod two and three times more
than other parties had offeredit, There
was Atwood who sold Dorgan stoue for
45 cents per foot, when from other
parties he could bave bought It for
much less. They called a cubie foot of
stone 100 pourde, when the true weight
is 160 pounds. This l;l:)pel.n on the
account and can be read by any person.
That's the way they did business.
DIVERTED TO PERSONAL USE,

“Weo also claim that these purties
eommitted fraud when they took 8500
which had been set apart for the cell
house and used it for vraveling expenses
in going to Kansas aud other states to
visit prisons. This was in December,
1801.  Instead of walling until the
legislature should meet and make an
apprepriation, they got Mr. Dorgar to
give th2m the money that was appro-
priated for the cell house. If they
can divert §600 for another purpose
they can divert any smount. If they
had diverted money to some charitable
institotion, it could not have been
ustified, and how could they justily
this diversion for travellng exprnses?
Suppose they acted honestly, officials
who will o mirconstrue the law us to
honesty are unsafe parties to have In
power.

ABOUT THE ASYLUM COAL.

“We think that we shall be able to

nnything that was required of them;

thut respondents when accepting office

ok an onth to faithfully perform said |
duties, and if they have failed or ne. |
glected any of said duties they are guilty |
of misdemeanor in office and should not |
veceive immunity for failure by reason

o1 the nature or number of the same;

toat if the duties were of such a nature

that it wus neither practicable or possi-

bl for them to ])er!l|:|r1n the smme they

e.ould have resigned,

After & good deal of legal quibbling
over minor legal questions, the trial of
Humphrey, Allen and Hastings began
In earnest. Judge Pound made the
opening statement of the state’s case:

Judge Poungl Opens the Case,

Judge Pound, for the managers of the
impeachment, in stating the law and
the evidence, said that he was pleased
to know that the trial would be held
before the highest tribunal inthe state,
The court, he sald, could not be unmind-
ful of the character of the tria!, the im-
portance of the eveni; the prominent
positioa of the scoused miade the event
one that was being watched with in-
terest throughout the entire country
The impeachment, he sald, was of a
purely politieal nature, w punish ofli-
clals  for misdemennors ocommitted
in oMo, Impeachment trials
could not be confined W the olose rules
of evidence us cass at common law,
This tsot, he sald, gave the court just
discretion. [t was not a proceeaing
elther eriminal or elvil. It was =»
special proceeding, It was not a erlmli-
nal case; It was not an lndiotumeny; If iy
was, then the acoused would be entitled
ton jury irisl, While there was some-
thing about lmpeschment trials that
reseimbled orimioal proccedinge, [t was
on acvount of the severe ponally attach-
od Il the charges wole sustaloed. If
the charges were sustained the lm-
wached oMelals would be dlsqualitied
rom helding oiflce,

The judge then devoiled some time to
resding Irom the statutes which duﬂnm[

the duties of the Board of Publlo Lands
abd Hul dings and then rond at longih
the charges preforred, togother with
the fndings of the leglslative com- |
wlitve.

MOW DOWRLGAN WAS M AN D l

W hen the members of the boand em- |
ployed Lorgan they gave hlm wvery
sdvaniage. They knew ihat Dorgen
was Lhe agenl lor bwo partios, (the agun )
for the state and the agent for Moshe:
If they had boen golag W srot & well
huu-{u-r Vhelnselves would bhey bhave |
vinpiayed suoi & Wwan, & superiniesdun
who waa repevsonling \Woe  parties’
Toe Judge sald What be would prosa
hat llnnun ot e cun'ract labor &
8100 per day, while olher somvic 4
were working for olhe: pariles al 4}

[ enpacity for defendants

ghow you that when these respondents
were in offlee, the coul at the hospilal
for the lpsanc was paid for at nearlv
double what it was worth. Durlng 1888
the coal bill was $10,208; in 1889, 810,
R20: in 1800, 315,5647; in 1801, 816,747;
and in 1802, #5,310. This shows that
there was fraud, and when the returns
showed that the wnmount had nearly
doubled, wes it not time for the mem-
bers of this board to be on their guard?
Was it nov a circumstance that should
have caused any honest official to have
instituted nan {m;uiry? A fraud upon
the state—one that has passed unpun-
ished. We shall show youn thatnot
much more than one-half of the coal
was ever furnished. There were no ad- |
ditional heating apparatus put into the
hospital, and why did they show the
coal for 1801 to have cost so much move
than for 18627 Take the tlour !mrch-
ased for the asylum: Sewell & Co. bad |
the contract and they bought of John- |
son & Co. During one month the con- |
tractor bought 13,000 pounds and
charged the state with 15000 pounds, &
clear, palpable fraud which the board |
should have known something about il |
it had been looking alter the weltare of |
the state and the people, |

* If these charges are Lrue, they con. |
stitute misdemennor in ofMce, \\'Iu-ul
these reports of rhortages came o the |
attention of the legislators, they took |
steps to correct affalrs.  Sueh plain |
misconduct, such open vielatlon of
law ocould not be overlooked. |mpoesach- |
meut has been no efliciont engine n
the past, and must bo adopted as the
only means of protection It iy shall |
appear ot the elose of tho trial that |
these charges are untrue, and that the |
aceused rurllm are lnnocent, the peo
ple should rojoloe ™

WEDNESDAY MORNING

The court met at 1000 vestorday and
proceeded at once with the trial of
Allen, Humphroy and Hustings. Afwr
& few preliminary sta'oments by the
counsel avd the court the trial provesded
with the introduction of
the lmpeachient managem, (i M Lam
bertson acting s bl lawyer fur the
state aned John L. Webster (n the same

st lmony by

lll' "ll"ll-l-ll
wis oo iipled in intrslucing codl  house
and may lum vouchors in oy idvtiow
e with which the puldi
femiliny Wl Dorgan
bande vt AT TR
oull Gatklee wan (115
witiens st during  the  alternoos

Mo prostuced papers and hooks and w il
wrobabily bo on the stand during the on |

il
b petfoc Uy
LA LT LU AT
(LB

ol n

ol o

ure lorenoon today with other books
aud checks in his pusscssion. 8o far ny
new testimony has been  introduced,
which probably accounts for the slack
attendance of spectators and the aps
Y.‘ rent lack of interest felt by the public,
o the  surprise of all it is now stuled
thatl the cases will be ready  for submis’
sion lo the court by the 13th instant

Bome interest is talken by inlerested
parties in the desision of the conrt in the
cases of ex Treasuror Hill and ox- A udit
or Benton in which thowe gentlemon
question the court's jurisdiction, An’
opinion s expected this morning, and
because the court did not decido the
matber in time to allow the ex-oflicials
to join in the trial of the three incum-
bents and stand trial at the same time, it
is predicted that the plea of jurisdiction
will be sustained,

The lmpeachiment committee is still
waorrying over the guestionable state of
the appropriostion made to pay impeach-
ment expenses, bul witness fees are
being paid in some cases and no  trouble
8 anticipated over woney matters,

eviewlug History,

Charies C. Caldwell, deputy and act
ing secretury of state, was placed on tho
witness stund by the state in order to
identify ollicial bonds of the defendants,
records and papers passed upon by the
board.  Mr. L}lmlu-rb«-n ﬂrul«mlrmﬂlcml
the prison contract entered into between
the state and W, 1L 1. Stout, September
22 1877, to take eflect October 1st, 1877,
and be in force for a term of ten yeurs,
the state agreeing to pay 60 cents per
diem per capita for the support of each
Yonvict for the first two years, 60 centa
for the second two years, and
58 cents for the third perlod ef two
years. The act of 1879 extending this
yontract six years from October 1, 1858,
was mentioned, together with the cut-
ﬁn‘f down of the maintenance fee to 40
and 45 cents; also the act of 1887, ex-
tending the contract ten years, which
had been nssigned by Stout to C. :
Mosher, from October 1, 1880, the state
to pay 40 cents per day for each convict,
and last of all Mosher's assignment of
the contract to W. H. Dorgan, Febru-
ary 1, 1802,

Cell] House Vouohers,

Mr. Caldwell was asked to produco
the cell house vouchers, which he did
and an estimate for work done and ma-
terial furnished amounting to $8,100,
bearing date May 1, 1801, was offerced
in evidence, 0 an accompanying
voucher dated Jun- 1, 1801, for tha
same amount for malorial used.  The
estimate was not approved but the
voucher bore the approval of Messrs,
Allen and Humphrey, Both documents
were duly certitied to by Buperintendent
Yorgan as just and correct. The signa
tures were identified by Mr. Caldwell

Estimate No. 2 and voucher No. 2
were produced. This was for work done
inJuly, 1801, in the sum of #K000. It
was certified by Dorgan and allowed by
the bosrd. Estimate and vouecher No
4 were for work done and material
furnished in October, 1801, total $8.000,
This was approved by the hoard. Esti-
mate aod voueher No. 4 were for De.
cember, 1801, in the sum of 85,000, In
this the estimate set forth ‘for work"
done and material furnished, 13,000 "
The sum of $2,000 was et down without
any item opposite 1t. It was certified
by Dorgan and approved by the hoard,
Estimate and voucher No. 5 for March
1502, were In the sum of 85,000, certi-
fied by Dorgan and approved by the
voard.

When o voucher for L2000 i favor
¥ Dan Hopkins, successor to Dorgan s

permitied to offer adaditonnt parts or tne
record of the same transactions, When-
ever Lthe state offered o part of the rec-
ord of any one meeting, counsel for de.
fendants asked leave to subsequently
offer in evidence the entire record of
such mevting,

When the state came to the record of
the Hopking vouchers, defendants raised
the same objection mude to introduction
of the vouchers themselves,

That part of page 361, showing that
Hopkins was ;ql»;u_lmt.ml Dorgun's suc
cessor vt §5 per day, with instructions to
seltle with Dorgan, was offerad, Do
fendunts objected to that part showing
Hopking hud been instructed to settle
with Dorgan in regard to property,

Attornevs  ross Swords

Mr. Lambertson sald it must bo of
vital importanco as it hid boen written
in the record since impeachment pro
eeedings began,

John 1. Webster assailed Mr, Lam
bertson’s assertion as not based on any
evidence, and in o mild way intimated
thnt statements not borne out by evidence
were thrown in to predjudice the case,
He said the case ought to be tried on the
record and all irrelevant matter which
was coming in should be excluded.

Mr. Lambertson contended that the
state had a right to follow up and see
whether this delegated authority for a
sottlement had ever been exercised,

The objection raised was submitted
with the understanding that the court
would render a decision upon convening
after dinner,

Is It Dorgan's Reportf

Considerable delay ensued after Mr.
Lambertson offered what he said pur-
ported to be a report of Dorgan, con
taining vouchers and papers, some of
which related to the stonos bought of
Atwood, o

JohnL, Webster objected, He said there
was no signature to the dovuments and
there was nothing showing that Dorgan
made such report, nor that the board
ever saw it or scted upon it.  He de-
clared it an attempt to introduce evi-
dence illegitimately, when the means
were in the hands of the state to intro-
duce it in the ordinary way, but for
some reason these means were disdained,

That Dorgan did make a report, Mr,
Lambertson said the records proved and
he questioned Mr. Caldwell as to where
the document was found. Mr, Cald-
well testified that he found it among the
cell house papers, in the wvaunlt, but he
was unable to identify the hand writing,

On cross examination Mr. Caldwell
testified that he was not a member of
the board; that the papers were never in
his charge previous to the time he be-
came acting secretary of state, that he
had never seen the papers prior to the
day before, when he found them amon
others in o box; that he had no lmuwr-!
edge that they were ever before the
board.

Other documents purporting (o be re.
ports of Dorgan were offered, objected
to, and the opjection taken under advise-
ment by the court.

The tilt between Lambertson and
Webster over these reports caused &
broad smile to creep over the facts of
spectators. Noone doubted that the
reports were exactly what they pur-
ported 10 be, but In order to have them
ru'ed out, the attorney for the state
officers showed that Dorgan had never
signed them, nor had the board ever
placed any mark on them that would
indjcate thut they had been received,
considered or approved. This itsell
was & most damsging admission. It
certainly showed that the hoard did
business in & most loose and irregular

superintendent, was offered Mr, Lam
bertson called attention to the fact that l
it was for labor and material, that ng
certificate was attached, and that it pur- ,
P-ur:ul to have been approved October |
d, 1862

Objection was matde by counsel for |
defendants to {ts introduction  Lecanss
thero was ne charge mde relative to
this voucher in the articles of impench
ment, and becauwse introduction of such
matters would necessitute an  investiga |
tion of an imaginary charge not sof
forth in the urticles, A controversy en-
suesd In which counsel for the state |
msintained that the voucher should be
adatted beuring on the
cell house transaction, wndl
as boaring on evidence to be introduced
lnter, relative o exhaustion of the fund
that it would be the means of showing
that if Hopkinsg properly spent the
monay, the shortage aceurred during
Lorgan's tinw Before the distussion |
windbed lwlli_\ every atborsey was o Wis
Hoor

e court took the mstter under ad
visomentl.  Sulsequently the saine ac
Lol wine mken on two other vouehers ol
the same nature, one amoninting to 4
000 and the other $2, 000, for the monihs
of Navember and Docvmnbar, 180

Prhsrgam’s &gl ment

That peart ol the rovousd ol w buarid
O gy § AU wlaling o the ap
pedisiment of Inwgan on May 4 18D
lersd v evilenen W whooew Blami
Aden, I wisd Humphroy wops prevsen | |
Ehat HOA vl Ihargni's & peoskitinenl
#ov vdml Liy Sibom o bttt A bn ﬂlnll-‘,
that Lorgan reguiredd o farnish 8
Brotnd 606 B wtimy of J100 008 DR weconnd
b o Wt oo weobion of Allen, Dorgan s |
waligr v woas e W gy nanith

wihinsial far W slale  thes  aoswss o]

b wilfer thasd jars of the board's evuisd
shiowing that oerlain  mwmlers  wu
| e il e ..lkn‘lll‘ o the varl s
ol howse vouchers provionaly  subuun
bl Vippeming cvinsel comsenbed wilh
e undersiambing thas thay woald be |

s

e

LC

style,

;’i’he lawyers for the impeached offi-
cers have adopted the policy of raising
ever possible tecknical objection, The
lawyers for the state on the otherhand

|go on the theory that all the facts

which will throw light on the oase
should be admitted. The conrq bas un-
ltormly approved ht latter poliey.

Anylum Conl Hils,

Passing on the state offered in evidenee
a voucher for 1,132 for coal furnished
the Lincoln hospital for the inssne, ap
proved by the board May 2, 1801,

Counel! for the defendants were sbout
to object, but after bringing cut the fact
that each  voucher wes  ptified to by
Superintendent Konapp as proper and
correct and not |ni-r bofore passed on
by the board, the objection was not
madle,  One of the vouchers was cortl
fed 1o by Dr. Koapp per Dr, Hay.  The
vouchers were for various sums in pas
ment of cosl pllrlmllui o have boen
furnished by Hetts, Weaver & U One
i the sum of §1 48 bore s correction
of something over B, which was
deshnetmd AMtentbon was callisl to this
by John L. Welster to show that the
correction was made by Nuperintendont
Kouapp and that thervfore the board hsd
vensodl 10 Urust him

The stnte  onlledd
mivagvriess of the vouchers there being
o Onr niiabers or other facots sel forth

CH e hon was rabwed 10 8 coal voue bes
whivh originally reprosented §1,071 95,
but had bien corrected in e ink o
el $0 085 0 Defenddanis stated that
the vouehers in hawl were nerely
dupliontos el that the ovigingl on e
e e asebitonr o oo woukd  show
detall what the nature of cotrections

The state wokiod have 1o sond e the
uelginal sone bers The vourt thes ok
& tvvems Witk 9 ovloek

Aham i iaesal o By blones,

U roconvening afwe dinner the
Court  annosnesd  that W purpertesd
tvporis of Durgas would b u,mllunl in

atbenbion b the

(11}

EVIAENes merely a8 DAving been Toundq
in the office with other papers; that ths
Hopkins vouchers would be admitted
to show that o purt of the $40,000 wp-
propriation was crawn by him; thay
that part of the testimony relating to
the board instructing Hup{iml to mako
settloment with Dorgan wounld also ba
admitted.  In making this statement
Chief Justice Maxwell said the court
recognized that there were no charges
agninst Hopking in the articles of im.
peachment,

Continning, Mr. Lambertson offersd
in evidence a number of vouchers for
conl furnished the Lincoln asylum for
the ingune, varving in amounts from
#9490 to #1400, which had been approved
by the board,  In cach instance defen-
dunt's counsel rogquired the state to ad-
mit the signature of the asylum super-
intendent to the certificate attached o
cach voucher, Some were for cool
furnished by the Whitebrenst compuny,
and several bore corrections made in rod
ink by the asylum accountant before
they came before the board,

Before They Woere tn OfMee,

The state brought out an objection
when an original  voucher, approved
Aprll 10, 1801, was presented, Juhn Iy
Webster e the objection beeause the
voncher was for su 1[~1ilm bought prior (o
the induction into oflive of defendanis, He
explained further that o duplicate of
the voucher wis presented to  the legis-
ture with the statement that there was o
deficiency.  The legislature referred it
to o committes, which investigated the
claim, reporied and recommended its
allowance, snd thereupon the legislature
mide an np[rrnlt')rinlinn which was in-

temded to cover the voucher.  The hoard
formally nliowed the cinim, so that

warrant could be drawn, The claing
was really allowed by the legislature,
and the board performed merely a formal
duty. This wus not controverted by the
state's reply to defendant’s answers,
Judge Doane interposed by saying that
it was not denled,

Chief Justice Maxwell answered the
objection by saying that the voncher
could be admitted to sustain the charge
that the board audited the ¢laim.

The state offered u voucher for coul

furnished the asylum to the amount of
$11,421.95, in furha;:hofmthe Whlﬁwbmn“
company, to w ENe o on
wu?: . It was admitted that
defendants were in office when the
voucher was audited, but it was claimed
that the claim '.?.1 cl:‘lmnd limt{or-
mer one by & legislntive ap on,
and that ytbo legialature really did the
auditing.

As in the cell house vouchers the state
offered in evidence that part of the re-
cords of the board which showed that
the board had audited asylum vouchers,
and as in the other caso the defendauts
gave notice thut when the proper Ume
came they propused to present the en-
tire record of the meetings cited by the
state,

On cross examination Mr. Caldwell
testiied that vouchers were carefully
gone over in the office of secretary of
state, that the computation on each item
wana verified and prices charged were
compared with the contracts to ascer-
tnin whether or not they corresponded.
Changes made by the clerks were acted
on by the board.

Testimony of Dorgan.

W. H, Dorgan was placed on the
witness stand. He was questioned first
by Mr. Lambertson and testified that he
had lived in the state sixteen years, had
lived at the penitentiary for six years
past; that about six years ago ho was
made Mosher's manager of the prison
contract; that he was at present prison
contractor, having taken posession

metime in February, 1802;

wt  his  duties  required  him
to look nafter the business gonerally,
Mr. Dorgan testitied that he was ap-
pointed superintendent of construction
of the new cell house in May at a sala
of §50 per month by the board of publie
lands and buildings; that he was then
Mosher's manager: that it was his duty
to assign convicts to labor, and also his
duty to look after the conviet labor for
the board, He had not solicited the ap-
pointment of superintendent of construe-
tion, but did not know just how it came
ubout; that he got §1 per day for each
conviet, just what was always received
for state work,  Somelimes thirty men
weore b work, but they came and wend
and the number varisl. He did not
keop any account of time for the state
other than that kept by  the guards in
charge of the men Hooksa were
kept  with  the state  and  sab.
vonbractors, being mmle up, however,
from books kept Tlp' the guards.  When
convicts are assigoed e work their
thie bs counted unless they are oxoused
by the doctor, whether they work op
nob; if they are in (he hospital their
e shicuild ot be eosnted Witnesa
didd pat vemwmbor evor asking the board
anyihing about charging time of the

Mr. Dorgan testified that the price
made for Stout was the result of a
tract growing out of the anignmﬁ
the prison contract to Mosher, but
did not know the price char The|
average price now charged wans from
forty to fifty cents per day; he did no#
care to tell what the Western Manufao-|
turing company or any other person
company paid,

Drew Monev in Advance, [

lW’h’.n';-m;l miltéulhnl #l zar dlz was
charged Mr. nmzer Co, -
the time the cell was e
erected , that it might have amounted to'
only $18 in all but it was ut the rate of|
#1 perday, Witness could not sny thas
ho always drew money either bu!{)m nrl
after tho work was done; that he had!
no  money to  carry on thel
work, | before .
responsible for material ho had to have :
the money sdvanced; that he wanted
the money on hand before making him-

sell lable for contracts which to be
ullllt-ﬂnl :nw. e
n reply to n question a8 to one {tem)
inan cﬂtimm llur “hlank, §2,000" wige
ness gaid: “That was made in orderhi
dmww $5.000, " I Sk -

“Wasn't that the chiel ob
these vouchers and L-utjmswj:i?'t llkﬂ
Mr. Lambertson.

1 haul to have the money to carry on
the work,” replied Mr, Dorgan, i

Checks an Recolpts, i

Witness said he always placed the
money inthe bank to his own eredis,
and that he was willing to produce the
bank ; that he made reports to,
the board, but some of the items waere
not accompanied by vouchers,
salary claims; thab{ he wmﬁ'ﬁl
would be nminpc enough,

Witness testifled that the board told
him be must furnish vouchers for every-,
thing, but that he told the nnm' of'
sl b o
0! ut m in
1o did not remember whether the board|
asked him for the checks and vouchem. |

Got His Nalary.

"W, H, Dorgan, salary, $50," said Mz,

Yon wir,” Dorgsn. . |
“I don’t see it,” suggested Mr, Lams

I got it,” retorted with
em which mude

sm " )
“I don't doubt it,” replied the
t," rep ques-

Further testifyiug Dorgan said he
flled vouchers for t on mat
and the board ought to have them; &
he lglut money drawn from the state
with his private funds, but he o
overdrew on the bank account.
ness identitied the various
bye‘l;im w:lt:;ﬂae bwds'h?“ he had
filed no final ro : t according to
his last reportpho:t had received in
£32,100, but turned over $6,800 of
amount to his successor; that May
three months after he had taken
prison contract, he made the last
ment to Hopkins, who in turn
back what was due for con labor
that he believed he had made a full a0~
counting of the money handled by him.
The Board's 1rip,

In regard to the item *‘board, $500,
Dorgan said that in looking at the check
stub he found that it was to be used ta
examine cells, that he did not have
check, as he found since the grand
investigation that he was short
checks. He admitted that during
recent investigation he had found
bhut one check; thut he never asked the
board for an accounting for the money;
but he understood that the members
wished to examine various cell as an aid
in putting in eighty new cells.

Contracts in Dorgan’s Name.

Dorgan declared no settlement had
been made with his successor, Mr. Hz
kins excepting a compliance with
board's order to pay over what mone
he held for the state, together with
and other [nroporty.

“Why did you make all contracts in

your own name, whilo an agent of the
state board?’ was nsked.

~ Dorgan said he did not feel like writ.
ing the name of Nebrnska on his own
responsibitlity ; that it waa true that ha
practically receipted to himself whila
ncling for the  board and prison ocone
tractor.

Prioces for Stone,

Dorgan said he knew very little aboul
stone, and in looking around he med
Mr, Atwood at Omaha and saw  samples
of stone from the Cedar creck quarry,
and made an appointment to meet him
;:thu GORrry ulu-nmy. Conrad Veiscel

ing nt; he no memory out
side of the prices in  vouchers, but re-
menbored that U3 conts was  paid
one kind; e did not know what &
cuble foot  of stone weighed &nd
did ot know whiot hey ho
wid 10 conts or B3 conts per 100 pounds

wen.  During the month of January the
men wore al work, soie of them did
ot bevause there was no stone. It was
triae Lhat their tie was charged whoth. |
r they wirked o nol

Prtew of Couviet Labar,

The §1 per day datod back tothe Wime
b Nt bogan at the pen and was  the
peiee always oo ged the slale

Ohjection was rulsed by  defondants’
vodibaed o pehmliting  [Dorgan W wil
wihal the prison contractor chargsl W
OB Seous for conviek labor in bl
e briok house  The oourt avorrabe
the  objeciion,  bul sinbes  that
undess the evidence waa connocted in
ot way i wettld not harm defuodanie '

|
|

| of proving only

or some stone, neither did he  know
that the Nomaha stone wel 180
pounds per  eublo  fool; tha
ratlrowd youchers wbd the
stone was welghed and ha had no m
through  Atwoesd
the frelght bills: witness sald It
oovurmsd to b that i was by
W put 40 foot of sloane on & oAy
ho believed there were cars w hieh hanled
80,000 pouids; if the vouchors said ba

| poorivesl the cars it waa

but ke didd not know whether the
paid was at the rate of 40,000

r oar
e ——

(Ontintsd on Eighih Pags. )




