
CompHny, but which suit they would not, of course, file, if they coulfl poHseas them-
selves a copy of the contract referred to. He stated to me that he had secured one oi"

the first issue of the Mutual Union Telegraph Compny and one of the subsequent
issue, and ton shares ufthe stock of the Mutual Union Telegraph ©ompany, \vh'\"A\

ftock they should transfer to Mr. Edwin Lord, thereby making him a stockholder, as
well as a subscriber to said Company's bonds ; threby making a better showing in the
coming su't against the Mutual Union Telegraph Company, to be brought in the
name of th*. said Edwin Lord. Later Mr. Wiman said that he had received the letter
for Mr. LoTil to send, and that the lawyer.s Lad re-reviseJ it and it had been very much
modified, but that it would make a very fine paragraph for the newspapers, and thnt
as soon as it had been sent it would be published over t!.s country by tne Associated
Press."

Mr, Plumb also deposes that at tlie time Mr. Wiman wrote the letter
oif ring to take care of Fearing he said:

"That if practicable I [Plumb] had bettipr retain the letter in my possession,
show it to Mr. Fearing and hold it in a escrow as a pledge between them ; for he said
he was now a Director in the Western Union Telegraph Company, and thai this was
a "Western Union matter, but that it Fearing msisted upon holding it he could
have it."

After Mr. Plumb had given us his affidavit and furnished us with the
original documents referred to, in order to deraonbtrate the absolute truth-

fulness of his statements, ho insisted that an interview with Mr. Wiman
f:hould be huld at his (Plumbs) office; at which any witness we might name
should have an opportunity to hear Mr. Wiman corroborate all that had been
alleged against him ana his aesoc'ites. We deemed this but justice to Mr.
Plumb, if he had not in any way exaggerated the facts, and but justice to

Mr. Wiman, if he had been in any waj^ misrepresented.
The interview was helu, ana our witness, a short-lxand reporter, took

do.>.j verbatim the whole shameful tale from Mr. Wiman 's lips, in a worse
form than Mr. Plumb had given it to us.

In this interview Mr. Plumb asked :
" Will Lord bring his sir*?" Mi Wiman

replied: *' Yes; he will bring suit to recover the ten thousand dollars he has paid,

but will not bring it for some time, as they arc waiting for the Mutual Union to sue
him for his default in payment of two thousand dollars sixth assessment, then they
will come back against them ; we are going to ilx up a suit against them to make them
bring the original of this contract into court."

Mr. Plumb asked : " Will Lord bring that vsuit?" Mr. Wiman answored : « Wc
have got another party who will bring it. We shall assign to him ten shares of the

Mutual Unioi stock, which we hold, to enable him to bring the suit. We now want
to get and will pay well fbr five hundred shares of the first issue of their stock. . .

I suppose it is selling at j.ar, and we will give par for it

. . You had oetter look out for to-morrow morning'b World, in the column headed
' Wall Street Gossip.' We shall stab pretty hard there. I think it will be a very hard
article against them. This advertisement recently in the papers (showing Plumb a
copy) was put in, not by Hamilton and Bishop, but by Connor, for Gould. Hamilton
and Bishops nam^s were merely r.iade use of by us."

When a man sets about tne commission of an act win h, if exposed, will

render him infamous, we must look somewhere for a motive commensurate
with the risk. That the conspiracy which was organized to bribe a con-

fidential clerk to commit a larceny, was in the personal interest of Mr.

Wimnn, will not be believed hyaiiybody. Or that it was necessary to steal

papers which the court would compel us to produce, if Mr. Wiman had any
lawful ground of complaint as a stockholder of the Company.

Mr. Wiraan is a Director of your compai^, and the President of your


