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COMMISSIONERS REMOVED FROM OFFICE 
Judge Goss Removed From Office Commissioners Richardson and Carroll—Dramatic End

ing of One of the Most Important Cases Ever Held in Ward County—Richard
son When Cornered by the Judge Faints and is Carried 

From Stand—Could Not Stand the Strain 

>; VACANCIES ARE FILLED BY APPOINTMENT BY REMAINING MEMBERS 
h ; 

5 Of the Board, Judge Davis an! Auditor Fabrick—Many Corrupt Methods ol the County 
jjj Commissioners Brought to Light—Will Have a Healthy 
•- Influence on the County in General 
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O The case of Ward county 

against three of the members of 
CO the Board of County Cominis-
tOsioners, Leslie It. Carroll of Don-
5 neybrook. Win. Black of Chilcot, 
? and S. S. Richardson of Bo»vbells, 
•• after a series of postponements, 

finally came to trial Friday al'ter-
0- -noon before Judge (Joss at the 
M court house. • 
X States A ctorney McCiee assisted 
Jj" by Attorney < Irny of Ken mare 
O and Attorney \Vinenian from 

Grand Forks, appeared for the 
Z state. If there were any before 
•• the trial who believed that State's 

Attorney McGee would not prose-
I" cute the case to the best of his 
O ability, they must have admitted 
•J to themselves that they mis

judged him. From start to finish 
the three attorneys for the state 
had the case entirely within their 
hands,and seldom failed to make 
a point but that they were suc
cessful. Some very knotty prob
lems were placed before the de
fendants in such a way that it 
was hard for auyone to see how 
they could read their "titles 
clear.'' The records of the county 
auditor were not in the best of 
shape, but Auditor Fabriek can 
hardly be blamed for their con
dition. His work was done by 
clerks who seemingly were inlay
ing into the hands of the defend
ants all the way through. 

One of the peculiarities of the 
•^ase was that the commissioners 

fll, were defended by the former MS-
4 sistant state's attorney,.!olni H. 
^ - Greene, who was also alawpart-
U ner of states's attorney. Mr. Mc-

Gee. Greene is familiar with all 
the moves of the commissioners 
during the past year and has 
been their main counsel in their 
shady looking actions. 

In the first place, twenty-eight 
separate charges had been filed 
against the commissioners,by the 
auditor, Mr. Fabrick. Of these, 
Judge Goss threw out numbers 

^ I. 2, 3, 4. 5, (i, 7, 12, i;$, 14, 10, 
<19, 20, 21, 22, 23 and 27, leav

ing stand numbers 8.!), 10, 11, 
15.17, 18, 24, 25, 2(> and 28. 
In the first place, the Independ
ent wants to impress upon its' 
readers that it was not necessary 
for the state to prove that the 
commissioners were guilty of all 

^ of these acts, but that if the 
state could prove without a 

p question that they were guilty of 
Q put one of the charges, then they 
>• are not fit men to guide the reins 
f of the county, and should be re-
la moved from office. 
0 W. Fabrick, the county au-
Z ditor,was the first witness called. 
Z2 He was asked to produce the 
* records of his office and the first 

matter taken up by the state 
H was the letting of the contract 
10 for the erection of the east addi-
® tion to the county hospital 
> building. Fabrick turned to his 

records and saw that when the 
2 bids for the construction were 

opened, D. A. Dinnie had offered 
to do the work for $8,57.1, Van 
Tuyl & Teutsch, $8,919, and 
Fred McGulpin,Pionie's foreman, 

' had submitted a bid for $7,971, 
, or exactly $600 less than the bid 

submitted by D. A. Dinnie. Din-
nie's bid was at first accepted, 
but after a &econd thought, the 

? commissioners rejected the bid 
and accepted that of McGulpin. 
At the time this did appear 
regular to a great many in the 
county, for McGulpin shortly 

•.J after the contract was given him, 
^ stated on the stand that he sub-

^ ̂ lefc the contract to Dinnie. Mc-
'IxlGulpin with the exception of a 

I^w days at the time the con
tact was let, was in the employ 

1 ^j^\Dinni(ii« his foreman receiving 
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$140 a month. According toMc-
Gulpiivs testimony, Dinnie vir
tually worked for McGulpin and 
McGulpin worked for Dinnie at 
the same time. A very queer 
state of affairs. 

On Sept. 1905, a warrant 
was issued by the county order 
at the direction of the commis
sioners for $1,500 for I). A. Din
nie, but it. w to -» ventuall.v 
given to Dinnie by McGulpin. 
McGulpin explained that he 
had purchased material for 
the hospital from .Mr. Dinnie and 
that; the warrant was made di
rectly to Dinnie. that lie might 
be paid lor same. 

The rebatement of the 11. 
Parker taxes was the next point 
considered. According to the 
auditor's records, Parker made 
an application for rebatement of 
his taxes and Commissioners 
Black, Riehardson and Carroll 
voted for the* petition, while 
Swanson and Tor ben son voted 
against it. Parker's taxes were 
rebated .$(>09.02, while the as
sessed valuation of all other real 
estate property in the city, with 
the exception of the banks and 
the electric light plant, was 
raised 50 percent. It is said that 
this is the second time that 
Parker's taxes have been re
bated. 

A. V. Swanson, commissioner 
from the Fifth District, was 
called to the stand,and furnished 
some excellent evidence regard
ing the rebatement methods em
ployed Swanson told of a con-
versation he had with Commis
sioner Black regarding the re-
datement and also the high 
taxes for the city of M inot. Swan
son says that Black remarked 
that the commissioners had a 
right to rebate taxes when they 
wanted to and Minor could go to 
Hell. 

Swa nson told how he had asked 
the commissioners to refer the 
matter to the city council, under 
the circumstances, ,\s the Board 
of Commissioners were not at 
that time sitting as a Board of 
Equalization, but this the ma
jority of the hoard refused to do. 

Attorney Greene then tooK the 
wituess and tried to shake his 
testimony in cross examination. 
Swanson was there with the 
goods however, and made a first 
class witness. As usual the de
fense attempted to shoulder the 
blame of the Parker warrant on 
Fabrick, but Swanson testified 
that the commissioners had au
thorized his making out the war
rant and Black signed it. 

The next point brought up was 
the practice of the commissioners 
in some cases to allow contract
ors' warrants to cover the dis
count on the warrants given 
them by the county for work 
done. One of these warrants, 
a certain one given to D. A Din
nie. for $44.37, was introduced 
as evidence. The attorney for 
the defense, admitted that this 
was a warrant issued to make up 
a discount on Mr. Dinnie's bill. 

THE MYSTKUIOUS CONTRTACT. 
Couitnissisner Black's method of 
conducting business for the coun
ty came out very nicely in Audi
tor Fabrick!s testimony regard
ing some grading which was 
done by one of Mr. Black's neigh
bors.]. W ilson, south of White 
Earth. A slip of paper introduc
ed as evidence, was purported 
by Fabrick to be a bill handed to 
him by Mr. Black at the October 
meeting, for $1084. The evi
dence brought, out. proved to be 
interesting and we give a part of 
it, Auditor Fabrick being on the 
stand: 

Fabrick testified that he wan 
standing in the vault alone and 
that Black entered and handed 
him the slip of paper, which was 
not a regular bill, asking him to 
draw a warrant for the amount, 
$1084. 

"Did you draw a warrant for 
that amount? 

So. 
Why? 
Because I did not think it was 

a proper bill. 
Was that strip of paj .er ever 

audited by the Board? 
1 think not. 
Did Wilson submit a bid for 

grading? 
I think he must have. 
What did Black say when you 

refused to sign it? 
He said he would bring in a re

gular bill. 
Did he? 
Yes. 
Fabrick hei\j looked at the rec

ords and showed that Wilson 
had put in a bid for grading on 
Sec. 32, Twp.l 50, Kg<-. 91, at 1-4 
cents per yard. 

Did you ever have in t he office 
a bond for the faithful perfor
mance of the work? 

-Never. 
Ever have a contract? 
No, there was none. I never 

saw one till this morning. 
Where did you see it? 
In the pigeon hole of my desk. 
Do the commissioners occupy 

the same room? 
Yes. 
Do you know how the contract 

came to be there? 
No. 
Do you always file away the 

contracts? 
Yes. 
Did you say that a verified bill 

finally turned up? 
res. 
Who brot it to the office? 
Black. 
Did he present the bill to the 

board? 
I am not certain us to that. 
Was that contract . in your 

desk yesterday? 
No, sir. 
The defense here attempted to 

shake the testimony of Mr. Fab-
rick but without success, ^ab-
brick testified that one of his 
reasons for refusing to make out 
the warrant fo»* Mr. Wilson, be
fore a regular bill was presented, 
was he believed that Black had 
some sort of graft connected 
with it. Fabrick had been told 
that Wilson had not had time to 
do the grading. The surveyor 
had not taken the measurement 
of the grade and Black had brot 
in the estimates, which had been 
made with strings thrown across 
the banks of dirt. I {lack had 
said that lie did not think it ne
cessary to send the county sur
veyor out to take the measure
ments. 

How BILI.S AUK PASSED. 

Fabrick here gave a little l Jicv 
testimony as to how some of the 
bills were passed. He said that 
it was the custom of the defend
ants to wait until one or two of 
the other commissioners had left 
the room before certain bills were 
passed. 

Commissioner Swanson was ex
amined and testified that Black 
brot in the Wilson bill and said 
that it was not necessary for the 
county surveyor to go out to 
take the measurement. Mr. 
Thomas, a civil engineer in the 
employ of the county, testified 
that he had been given a slip of 
paper bearing the measurements 
of the grade. This was handed 
him by Mr. Black and he had 
figured out the amount of grad

ing from these figures. 
Deputy Countv Auditor Wil

son was placed on the stand. He 
testified that he was present 
when Auditor Fa,brick pulled the 
mysterious contract from the 
pigeon hole of his desk for the 
first t ime. 

A good pourtion of Sat urday 
morning was taken up examin
ing various bills presented by 
Ueo. W. Kemper of the North
western liridtreCo. The bills are 
remarkable in that they are in 
nearlv every case improperly 
made out and usually with a lead 
pencil at  that.  

The bills vary in size from 
$1,500 t o $3,000 and all the in
formation that is eon rained in 
them is that the amount applies 
on bridgecontrnot.  Uusually the 
vouchor  mi  the back of  the  bi l l  i s  not 
filled in and yet the commissioners have 
allowed a #ood many such bills to pass. 

A bili of S:5T.r>0 presented oythe M :not 
Optic was given in evidence. Auditor 
Fabriek stated that the records never 
show who vote for or against bills, for 
usually the chairman does not call a roll. 
If bills are allowed or rejected.he marks 
them so. 

Tho state offered in advance a second 
bill of the Optic. The auditor testified 
that when the bill was first presented,it 
Consisted of but one page, while the bil 
$vas taken fioui his office and when re
turned, it had the second page attached. 
This was the famous Optic bill contain-
taining anion# otner items, a charge for 
£>89.90 for l.")0 court calendars. 
:  The bill as first presented was allowed 
l>y tho commissioners, and a warrant 
was drawn for the amount. SJWD.OO. 

At the. next meeting of the Hoard of 
Commissioners, it was moved by Car
roll and seconded by Richardson that a 
resolution be passed, whereas a war
rant was issued July 11, '05. to the Optic 
for court calendars, for and the 
same being an unduly high price, and 
escaped the notice of the boiad of 
county commissioners by their rush of 
business, tho county auditor be instruct 
ed to recall the warrant for S3S9.90 and 
a new one issued for SH67.40.including a 
charge of SloD for the court calendars 
Such a resolution was carried. Swanson 
voting "No." 

Fabrick here testified that about that 
time the voucher disappeared but was 
later returned by Commissioner Carroll 
Fabrick presented the stub of the Optic-
Varrant lor 8.'i98.{)0 dated July Sth, 1905, 
and also the stub of the warrant dated 
Oct. M 1905, and for 8207.40. This lat
ter sum was paid to R. C. Sandborn as 
Receiver of the Minot Optic. 

The witness stated that the former 
warrant had been returned. Judge Goss 
questioned the witness closely as to the 
date of the issuance of the warrant and 
found that it was on Saturday July Sth, 
OR TWO DAYS BEFORE THE 
COURT CALENDARS JI AD ACTUAL 
LY BEEN COMPLETED AND TURN
ED OVER TO THE CLERK OF THE 
DISTRICT COURT. 

Mr. Fabrick 

III  epartment 
Do you know that we have one among the lm.st 

repair departments in North Dakota, equipped 
with up-to-date toois and machuierv and s toe It of 
material and repairs that a city shop ueeu not. be 
ashamed of 

A pretty broad 
nevertheless, and 

assertion, but it i* a fact. 

Twenty Years at the Bench 
lias taught lis the "whys and wherefores' ;*e.'t\--
sary to handle it successfully. That it it-, a .suece-x 
is shown by the constant stream of \V ate fie,' 
that is daily being brought to us for repair. 

O u r  M o t t o  I s  

"We'll Do It Right or Not at All I 

W. H. Reighart, 
The Alinot Jeweler. 

T i 11) e. Inspector for Ore a t X o r u a i f 

bill until the goods had been received. 
PORTION or .V1CKI:EVEI>'S TESTI MONV. 
Did you make any objection? 
A good deal. 
What did they say? 
Said Ileiner nee .led tie money to pay 

for paper. 
Was that what induced you to O. K. 

the bill? 
It was. 
J. E. Smith, clerk of court testified 

that the Optic had actually delivered 
1-iT calendars. He had instructed Mo-

spread in the county. ;  ^formed 
Carroll that th^ warrant had already 
been deported in Second NHi)t.nal 
Bank, and as the Optic wa* 
hind in its accouu; with tii- i.mnk. it 
would be impossible to-ecur.j its return 
Palmer say* that neither hp nor tleiner 
had the money 
Palmer said."\Y<- 'i 
the count 

wan\i7.i back 
e .'la.i a not ner bill a^aiiiv.1 

- fwr nearly ?5u aa.' Cu::dl 
said I could put the court calecd-r-- :z 
at --ei-A attach the £7J bill and if 
the bill was not lari/e enouch. 

Keever not to O. K. Portion of Smit h'* j swell the amount 
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testimony: 
Why did you tell the clerk not to O. 

K. the bill? 
Because I had been told that it would 

be presented before the goods were de
livered, and the chairman of the boaid 
Mr. Black had told me not toO. K. any 
bill until the goods had been delivered. 
1 had heard Mr. Carroll and Mr. Heiner 
speaking of the bill. Heiner said he 
needed the money and had to have it. 
The goods were about to be delivered. 
Heiner came to rnv office and wanted me 
to take a ride with him. I went with 
him. (Here Smith was asked if Heiner 
had any beer with him.) and replied. 
"Only what he had inside of him."' 

When McKeever saw Smith Monday 
morning he said,"I have done just the 
thing that you told me not to do." He 
stated that Carroll, Richardson and him 
had drunk a glass or two of beer. That 
they had told him that if Smith was 
here he would O. Iv. the bill, and that 
is how he came to do it. 

Mr. Smith being asked if Heiner had j 
j anything to say regarding tne bill while 

ghi 
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1 got th 
|  and began copying down the j./o* ;  ;iero 

the original job book was 
'evidence.i Julys, for 

Well I figured out oi, a piece ci 
the different items from this j«». ww** 
iheie were four dozen short hand books 
that cost us sl.50 nr.d we did not do any 
work to tiif.ui at ail. We tli«m •* 
chaigeu at •* t and Carroll said w<- -nou'ld J 
make them <>n the bill at £10.90. So 1 ™ 

papei-
bcuk.-j 

put down sio.fi.i. Then we had ivy £ 
memo circulars booked -• 
Carroll s suggestion the pri 
to ?-10..x). Then there 
Manila envelopes. These 

from s*j to SS. Then 
Citizens papers for the 
When we had them marked at ifV.r. and 
Carroll said that I should tSieai 
in at &><;. 

"Were there any amounts hi.-erted in 
that amended bill that ha.i be. ;. tJnjd 
for?" 

in: At 
' was raisetj 

were >;t\ i-2 

were ra:«-eJ 
there were 100G 

clerk of court. 
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"i-our items. I relieve " 
At whose suggestion?" 

"Carroll's." 
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; out riding with him, he answered."Yes, 
stated that the second j h0 sajc\ ^at the bill 

page of the bill was attached after the! 
first page had been alllowed. Ali sta
tionery for the county was supposed to 
be delivered and with Mr. Smith, he 
checked it up and delivered it to the 
proper office. This had been his in
structions from the commissioners. 

In the case of the Optic's famous 
court calendars, however, Fabrick had 
not seen their bill nor the calendars. 
He was asked to point out the iteuis in 
the two Optic bills which ho believed 
had been charged twice. He selected 
5,000 Memo heads, bearing different 
dates, and was almost positive that but 
one lot had been delivered at the court 
house. 

Deputy Wilson testified that he had 
filed the original bill and drawn up the 
warrant. The bill was taken by Carroll 
and when he returned it, it had another 
sheet attached. Carroll stated that he 
had had the Optic's bill "itemized." He 
told Wilson he had bettter O, K. the 
itemized bill and Wilson did so. Wil
son knew that the items had been fur
nished at the court housed, but was not 
aware of any duplicate charges. He did 
not however O. K. the court calendars. 

MCKKEVKR O. K.'S THE BII.L. 

C. F. McKeever, former Deputy Clerk 
of Court testified that on a certain Sat
urday when Clerk of Court* Smith was 
at the Shorb farm north of Surrey. 
Richardson and Carroll stopped him 
just as he was leaving tho courthouse 
and asked him to O. K. the bill for the 
famous court calendars. McKeever had 
been told by Smith not to O. K. the bill 
but after they had coaxed him for five 
minutes or so. hn did put his O. K. on 
the bill, and that is how the warrant 
for 8389.90 came to be written. McKee
ver says that at first he refused to O. K. 
tho bill. His office had instructions from 
Mr. Black himself not to O. K. .anv 

was high at this 
time, but he had to have the money to 
pay on a note, at this time, and that 
made the bill high. Black told me to 
take the job of printing the court calen
dars to the Optic. 

PAL.MEK TKU.S OR CKOOKKD WOI:K. 
E. A. Palmer, one of the former 

owners of the Minot Optic and Heiner's 
partner at the time the court calendars 
were printed, gave some very important 
testimony, which threw much light on 
the entire situation. Palmer told how 
Carroll camo to him and wanted him to 
get the warrant for $389.90 or the pay
ment for the calendars, back, because 
there was such a terrible howl going up 
in the county. It would not do to 

(C'liit .uiKd «.u F\iur;'i 1>; 

LET US BOND YOU. 

Surety on Bonds. 
Those wlio are required to ;lve h«»ruj« 

HI positions oi ant? who desire •.) 
uvoul asking friends to become T.IH'M 
sureties, or xho may wis.i to relieve 
iriend" from timber oMij.-atio'i* ;i» bondsmen, -lionld :ijrp!v in IU-I-m-A or in letter to 

•JOHN H. LEWIS. Ast.. 
MINOT, - XOP.TII DAKOTA. 

AMERICAN SURETY COMPANY 
Of New York 

CAPITAL, S2.000.00C 
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A MERCHANTS BANK. 
Merchants m and out of town will find it 
convenient to do your banking business 
with us. We are Conservative^ Safe 
and Obliging ;a our business transactions. 

j* We Pav interest on Time Deposits. ^ 

UNION NATIONAL BANK, 
O f  M I N O T .  
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C a p i t a l  $ 5 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0  

13 YOU ENJOY 
t?* .GOOD COFFEE? Try MINOT BRAND Sold only in one and two pound 

cans by all Grocers. 
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