VOUCHERS WERE DESTROYED.

Upon further investigation,however, we
found this state of facts:

t the principal portion of the $3,478.-
soTtlln?ﬂd mlx)t for detective sevices dn:;;
ring the three years covered by exibit *D.
was between the months of February and
October of this year; that in February
Jast the city marshal, in _connection with
the mayor, hired apnrt.y by the name of Z.
Coltrin to “‘spot” liquor dealers, houses of
ill-fame and street walkers, Coltrin to have
40 to 50 per cent. of the fines imposed in
each case, the money to be paid out of t.l,te
marshal’s contingent fund on the marshal’s

rsonal voucher, the voucher of
the ‘“‘spotter’” never being presented to
any one but the marshal and the mayor,as
hereinbefore stated. It is proper to speak
here that the police justice was not made
aware of the arrangement, he did not
know that the witnesses upon whose testi-
mony he was entering up fines and costs,
was aparty in interest in having these
fines made as sure and as high as possible,
and we believe him to be free from any con-
tact with this pernicious business.

In the month of April Coltrin refused to
continue to “runin” the housesof ill-fame
and their occupants on the 50 per cent. divi-
dend basis, for the reason, as he stated.that
it cost a good deal of money to procure the
necessary evidence in this class of cases.
Thereupon the marshal and the mayor held a
conference upon the subject and agreed that
if Brother Coltrin would continue in the
house of ill-fame business they would pay
him

THE WHOLE AMOUNT OF FINES

imposed in such cases. .

The amounts paid by the city marshal to
Coltrin, as near as we can ascertain, were
as follows:

February 21, 1889 ..o e 100
March 6, 1830 .. ... .. ... AL
Marel PUIBIR . Laai. s Ond Tt U ICIT O LU0
MATeH TR BN ot it e skl ol ) (B
March 93, 1880 . - . i B0
March 30, 1880 . ... .c....ce = e e ;-m
Aprily, 1888, .. ...k 3= - 150
¢ T T I N S S SR R ey i(l}_)
T E TR T S S S A 25
April 16, 1880 _. WA DR T lgO
April 95, 188D . o e idecaicacimmaccaaennn- 50
Ty g 16
F006

50

I

#0560

Up to this date Coltrin had 50 per cent.
of the fines in prostitution cases. but there-
after, including the following dates and
payments, he had all of such fines:

July 3, 1889
July 13, 1889 -
July 9, 1889 __.

August 1€, 1
August 22,
August 23,
August 20,
August 29,
August 30,
August 31,
August 31,

1
T I TR RN T R
Beptember 2, 1880, . ... cee oL

September 3, 1889

........................... =)
September T, 1889, _......ocooicaoaas 110
September 13, 1880. . .. o..ocoicoaiaiiaaaa 30
Beptenmber 17, 18 . e e o 100
Septernber 81, 1889 1. il 0L 21
September 21, 1880 50
Oclober 1. 1880 .. 200
October 11, 1888 154
(BT Tl A e P S S e 20
$1,252

956

£ M R R R R SRR £2,208

paid to this man Coltrim for this class of
work. All these transactions appear to the
jury to be illegal and demoralizing to public
administration and seem ¢ osely akin to
active partnership with crime on the part
of the city marshal and mayor.

We think this method ot conducting the
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business of this department needs no com-
ments from this jury ; it will appear at once
tothe minds of those who hear or see this
statement that he whose duty it is to guard
the public funds with every possible care
and to account for their expenditure with
a most zealous scrupulousness, has, by
advising and sanctioning such a course,
thrown w.de the gates and torn down
every barrier which should restrain those
in whose hands the hard earned taxes of
thousands are placed, from a wasteful and
villainous disbursement of the public
funds.

We also submit for your consideration
the following:

LIST OF VOUCHERS
for money paid for meals for regular and
special police and detectives.
1886,

June 11—Solomon Brothers & Gold, fifty
suppers served at hall for regular and
Epocial poloe. S s e .

July 1—Solomon Brothers & Gold, for

meals, J. Moore, detective, voucher 18, 700
Aug. 2—Sclomon Brothers & Gold, meals

J. Moore; WaFdB . [ N L e T 3 50
Aug, 2—Solomon Brothers & Gold, meals

for policemen. July 24____________._.... 1500
July 9—Solomon Brothets & Gold, meals

at hall 5, dinner and supper for volice.. 20 00
Nov. 3—Solomon Brothers & Gold, meals

for J. Moore, voucher No, 106.......... 305

1887,

April 6—John Gallacher, seven meals,

VOOCHDE PR o B S S N ey 300
July 4—Solomon Brothers & Gold, meals

for police and specials, 36, ... ... ... 24 00
July 31—Solomon Brothers & Gold, meals

for police and gpecials, voucher 130.__. 10 00
July 31—Solomon Brothers & Gold, re-

freshments, voucher 1836 ... _ 11 50

July 31—John Gallacher, refreshments
for pollee, voucher 141
Total..... ... ..

VOUCHERS FOR BEER-

1886,
July 1, S. L. Brewing company, three doz.
heer, vonoher48.... .- 2ol o
Aug. |, H. Wagner, two doz. beer for July 5. 3 50
Aug. 1, H. Wagner, one-hallf keg be
RGN R

T

#1175

Above does not include several purchases
of beer for Christmas and New Year's
dinners for prisoners.

The jury was unable to gain any expla-
nation of the above except that ““We aim
to treat the boys pretty well.”

We also call your attention tothe follow-

ing copy of two vouchers which attracted
our notice:

GENERAL EXPENSE VOUCHER NoO. 3.

December 11, 1886, Receipt of Pacitic
Express company for $45, charges on two
boxes of seventy-five books, valued at 2360,
Marked Hon. John T. Caine, M. C., Wash-
ington, D, C.

(Signed) H. O. Youxa, Agent.

July 1, 1887, F. Armstrong, mayor,
debtor to C. R. Savage, bill for books, $6.
Expense voucher No., 20. Notation—books
were for Prince TLeopold, of Germany.
Bill is correct. H. M. W.

Why should the eity be required to pay
express charges on books to John T, Caine,
or furnish books to the amount of 26 for
Prince Leopold? These payments should
have been made by individuals, if made at
all. Thereis no reason why city funds
should be used for any such purpose.

THE HYDRAULIC CANAL COMPANY.

As has been elsewhere ﬁointed out in
this point, the so-called Hydraulic canal
company, desiring to obtain control of
what they considered a valuable water
priviliege, amounting to one-sixth of the
waters of the Jordan river, represented to
the county courtin August, 1885, that they
were about to construect a canal for certain
purposes set out in their petition, which
appear in full in our reference to county
affairs. Nothing was ever done so far as
we have been able to ascertain in re-
spect to the construction of that canal, ex-
cept to get estimates of the probable cost
of the work. That being ascertained, it

the projectors were able to pay, and the
whole business was abandoned. Some of
the parties in interest who had located
desert lands along the line of the pro-
posed canal, sought out and purchased
other water rights to enable them to prove
up on the lands so located. Others unable
to procure or purchase water for such pur-
pose, abandoned their locations charging
up their first payment of twenty-five cents
per acre to profit and loss.

This was the condition of affairs in
August, 1888—three years after the first
petition was filed in the county court by
the Hydraulic company—when said com-
pany filed their second petition in that
court, setting forth in substance the fact
that they had never organized the com-
pany, had abandoned the project, and re-
quested the court to deed the water to Salt
Lake city.

Following this comes a report of a com-
mittee of the city council, recommending
the purchase by the city of the one-sixth
interest of the Hydraulic company in the
Jordan river, granted by the county
to that company, and the cost of
that purchase is stated to be the
sum of £9.607.94, and is submitted in
the form of a detailed bill of costs, ac-
companying the committee’s report to the
council, made up of items of expense in-
curred by the projectors of the Hydraulic
company in entering land, purchase of
water rights, labor, material, etc., ete.
Said cost bill and the committee’s report is
as follows:

SaLr Lake Crry,'U. T., Oct. 9, 1888,
Honorable the Mayor and City Council of Salt

Lake City:

GENTLEMEN :—Your special committee
appointed for the purpose of negotiating
for one-sixth of the Jordan river (in ad-
dition to the one-sixth to which the city is
already entitled through the Jordan and
Salt Lake City canal) respeetfully report
that we have performed the labor assigned
us, and herewith submit the cost of the
purchase of said one-sixth interestin the
Jordan dam and the waters of said river,
and ask speedy action hereon. Very re-
spectfully, JaMes SHARP,

JonN CLARK,
Borivar RoBerts,
Special Committee,

EXPENSE ON HYDRAULIC CANAL LANDS.

On west half of northeast and northwest
quarter of section 28 and east half
of northeast quarter section 29, in
township 3 south, range 1 west—320
s e et et S
On south balf of northwest quarter and
southwest quarter section 4, and east
half of southeast quarter and south
west quarter of southeast quarter sec-
tion 5, and east half of northeast quar-
ter and northwest quarter of north-
east quarter section 8, and northwest
quarter section 9, in township 8 south,
range 1 west—640acres._ ... .._._.......
On north half of southwest quarter and
south half of southeast quarter sec-
tion 32, township 2 south, range 1
west, and lots 1 and £, section 5, town-
ship 3 south, range 1 west—600 and
$-100mores.. oo Lo 1l Un T
On section 29, township 2 south, range 1
weat—Jdl - acres. J. Lo T D T s
On section 20, township 2 south, range 1
west—640 a0res. . ... ... ..
Liabilities of Hydraulic canal company
;consisl.ing of labor done not yet paid
or)

90 00

2,158 23

1,794 41
1,820 05
3,495 00

240 25
$0,607 94
Received payment, October 16, 1888,
RUuLoN S. WELLS, agent.

EXPENSE OF GOFF ENTRY, o =it

.- #80 00
... 1000

STATEMENT OF EXPENSE ON

south half of morthwest guarter and south-
west quarter section 4, and east half of south-
east quarter and southwest quarter of southeast
quarter section 5, township 3 south,range 1 west,
640 acres; and east half of northeast quarter and
northwest quarter of northeast quarter section
B, and northwest quarter section 9.

1885, 1

Jan. 13 To United States land

was found that to purchase machinery and
construct the canal, would cost more than

offlce,
certificate of filing_..........

3 60 00
Bird & Lowe, attorney fees....

10 00



