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appear that the clty had a one-fifth
interest in sanid waters, and if the
council voted away one-sixth of its
interest, then the grantee would re-
ceive an actual one-thirtivth of the
waters of the river. While he did not
beliave that anyovne entered into the
coniract with the Hydraulic Canal
Company dishonestly, he wus un-
willing to deed snid company some-
thing when it was stated by coun-
cilors that the city reveived nuthing.
However, he believed the city could
have maintained its right if it had
officers who would maintain it; he
was sure if he bought it he would do
80, He Jid net tbivk thwe report
stated wnat it meant.

Councilor Younyg zaid Mr. Dooly’s
objection was merely a technical
ont and could be easily overcome.

Alderman Bliarp was unable to
understand the pojut raised by Mr.
Dooly. The report stated the matter
correctly. [t recomtuended that
the identical interest required by
the city {rom the county bedeeded
back and left the City Attorpey to
%lve his npinion as to whether the
deed should run to the county or

the cempany, There was no
member on the tHoor of the
vcouncil who would pretend to

claim that the traneraction wag nob
made in good faith by both sides
at the time, and for ome he Ihought
at the time that the city was making
a good purchace, and would obtain
for its money oae-sixth in the
waters of the Jordan River. He
thought so still. But the majority
of'the counvil having decided that
the right obtained by the city could
not be maintained except by ex.
pensive litigativn, the vommittee
had recommended that the identical
interest, be it much or littie, simply
that no more and no less be re-con-
veyed to the source frum which it
cAme.

Mr. Dooly was satisfied if it was
understood thut the city simply
relinquished what it acquired, but
he insisted that the report did not
say 80, and would thercfore vote
against it unless amended.

Councilor Roberts wasin favor of
the city attorney giving n ruling
aa to whether the city could main-
tain its right. It it could, thenthe
one-sixth interest im those waters
was worth $30,000 instead of $10,-
000, but he apprehended that the
ity could never hold its right. The
people out there would combine
against the city,and if the matter got
into the courts they would swear
the city’s interest all away. 1 op-
yosed the proposition from the start

Causy F foresaw that we would
nut be able to get what we pur-
chased.

Mr. Dooly (antlo voce) — Then
why did he sign the report in favor
of it?

Aldermnn McCornick—I nm no

‘Inwyer, but I apprehend if the city

vndertook to maintain its right to
the water acquired from the Hydrau-
lic Canal Company, there would be
many difficulties throwmn iu the way
by the people ibterested oo both
sides of the Jordan, and while a pri-
vite Individunl might be able to
defend it ifhe owned it, [ don’t think
the city can, and hence I am in
favor of relinguishing in favor of
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the County Court frum whence it
came.

Councilor Clark said: We bought
the grant that the County Court
made to the Hydraulic Canal Com-
puny for onv-sixth of the capacity of
the Jordan dam. On the rveords of
the County Coutt today it s recorded
that when the cotipany should in-
corporate they would receive a deed
to the water right. When the propo-
sition of the city to procure it wus
discussed, the question wus eon-
sidered as to whbether it would be
the better plan for the comyany to
incorporate and the deed to be male
to it, or whether it would be more
advisable for the court to deed di
rectly to the city. Thu latter plan
being the more expeditious, it was
agreed upon as a result of this under
standing. The Hydraulic Canal
Company vetitioned the County
Couri to make the deed accordingly,
and on that petition it was done.

Councilor 8owles thought thu city
got all the title that anybody could
get. It was identically the same as
the other cannl compauies got and
as the elty received in the first in-
stance. ¢ had never heard a legal
opinion in regard te the mmtter. [
voted for the proposition because it
appeared to me it was a gpood buy. I
am not convinced yet that it wasn’t.
If the city gut what it bought we
will be very foolish to relingulsh it.
If it didno®t, lets have our money
baek.

Councilor Young—I have heard
today that indictments huve leen
mnde against several persons for al-
leged wrong-doing in selling this
property to thecity. 1 do mot kmow
what the charges are, but let us cee
aboutit. We slmuld not beiv too
great a hurry. [If it wasa crime to
sell it, it may be a crime to buy it.
Let us take time to Investigate the
matter thoroughly.

On motion action was deferred to

son to mar or destroy or in any
way interfere maliciously with the
aglarmn boxes, wires or other appli-
ance of the fire alarm. In all cities
using the fire alarm the laws in this
respect are very rigid.”?

Referred to the city attorney with
instructious to prepare the required
addition to the existing fire alarm
ordinance.

Alderman MeCornick said the
plans for the joint city and county
building had been cpenmed hy the
city’s commiltee, but the county
officials were mot present and no
action waus taken, he plans sub-
mitted were gquite handsome, the
architeets, five in number, being
W. Ward, W. E. Wure, T. 0. An-
| gell, C. R. Apponyi, all of 8alt Lake,
and A. Morris and C. B. Stuckert,
of Deunver.

The Council adjournud to meet
on Friday evening. After adjourn-
| ment the members spept some time
|in looking over the plans for the

building.

UTAH COMMISSION DECISION.

December 19th the Utah Commis-
sivn decided upon the following
agreement in relation to the course
of the deputy registrara, and the
ehnrges ngainst them. The Iatter
part pnrticularly affords foud for re-
flection. in view of the poiitical
situation here:

/’Heber M. Wells, vice clmirmnn"
R. W. Young, secretary municipal
ceutral committee of the Peuple’s
Party of 8alt Lake City, ve. H. 3.
McCallum, E. R. Clute, J, R, Mor-

ris, R. D. Winters and Louis
Hyams, registrars for Salt Lake
Clty.

Before the Utah Comruission.
On the 30th day of November,

{1888, an iuformal charge against

the next council meeting. A motion | said registration officers wus tele-

was nlso made that the ¢ity attorney
investigate the question as to whom
the deed should be made,

The city marshal asked to make a
verhal report, and said that bhe had
been arrested on the charge of mis-
appropriating public fuuds. He
asked that s commitiee invesiigate
his affairs und if auything crooked
was found, he was ready to retire
from office. Detferred till the next
meeting of the Couneil,

The mayor with the city attorney
associnted, to whom was referre:d
the petition of Soren A. Olsen fora
deed to part of lot 1, block 28, pfat
F, reported that several transfers
of property had taken place bub
that no deed had been 1ecorded
and recommended that such deed
issue to N. Norberg, the original
owner, who was shown to be still
living.

Recorder Wells, in behalf of G.
M. Ottinger, chief of the fire de-
partment, offered the follewing sug-
gestitn: *“lo view of the fact that
our fire alarm system will be in
working order Inia few days, I re-
spectiully suggest that theCity Coun-
eil an ordinance, supplemen-
tary to the present ordinances, re-
lating to the city fire department,
making it a misdemeanor for any
evi] or mischievously disposed per-

graphed to G, L. Gudfrey, chairinan
of the Cowmmissivn, hy the said
complainants, Whereupon he, by
telegruph, called a specia]l meeting
of the Cuommission te be held ut
Salt Lake City on the 8th dny of
December, 1889, In response to
sald eall a quorum of the Commis-
sioo met at its oifice in Balt Lnke
City on said 9th day of December,
and notified said complainants that
the Commission was ready to re-
ceive aud act upou any charges
they might prufer agninst satd regis-
tration officers.

On Wedpesday, December 11, anid
complainants presented to the ecom-
mission the following charges (pub-
lished in the DESERET NEwWS of that
date) ngainst said registrution offi-
cers, whercupon the commission,
decining the said charges defective
for want of certainty, on the rame
duy caused the recretary of the com-
sion $0 communijcate t the com-
plsinants the following order (pub-
Hahed in the NEws)and oo Friday,
the 138th day of seember, at 9
| n*ulock,said complainacts presented
| nmended written charges (olso pul-
| lished. }

And ov Monday, the 18th day of
Derember, 1889, said commission
having met In pursuanee of said
order to hear said charges and the




