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that the amountas drawt on Angust 12th
were lo cover amounts due two other
men whose names had been omitted on
the payroll of July 29th. Affidavita were
made showing where such work was
done aud offered as proof by the men
who recelved the money. be water-
master was not informed of this transac-
tion by his deputy until after this investi-
“ patioD was orderad,

In further examining the payrolls and
interrogating the men we discovered two
instances where met were onthe payrolla
in other than their own names and signed
the rolls in sneh names. i

One of these makeas affldavit to having
worked and was entitled to the amount
overdrawn by another on Aogust 12th.
The eame man has drawn his pay in
July under another name.

The pay rell of July 2%th shows {full
time of twelve days at 32 per day for cne
man who makes affidavit that be did not
work at nll during that time, the amount,
224, being paid to the deputy water-
master on sn order purporting to be
from the man whose name is signed to
the pay roll by the deputy per bimself.

All pay rolls are certified by the
watermastar as correct.

We further learned that thedeputy was
not in the habit of using propertime
books and could produce none of any
kind hefore your committes, suoch names
and amonnts due belng given the water-
| master to make up hia pay-roll from

snch memorandn a8 he alone can explain,
Your committes has apent mueh time
and Incurred considerable expesnse in
Erosecuung this Investigation, and has
old severai meetings in order to got the
necessary information, and which has

prevented us from maklog this report |

earlier.

We have instrueted the watermaster to
dismins the deputy and withhold all pay
until the further erder of the council.

In view of the foregoing facts your
cominittes wounld recommend that any
employes fssning an order on the pay-
master for wages doe shall he requested
to satisfy tho paymanter aa to his ldentity
bafore such ordor is pald.

We further submit the following reso-
lation and recommend that it be adopted.

Resolved, That the tinance committee
be and they are hereby authorized to ex-
amipe into the presont system of keeping
time In all the departments, and that they
submit to the Council sueh recommmenda-
tiona as will in their judgment prevent
the posaibitity of irregularities in making
u%pamlh, and to report to the Council
w bat ks, records, etc., should bhe re-
quired to be kept lu the iatermastar's

j office.

'The minority report from Mr, Hardy
reads!

1 canpot fully agree with the majority
rcport of the committee appointed to in-
vestigate the aileged dishonest conduct
of Deputy Watermaster Huoghes. The
evidence obtained shows that Hughes jn-
duced workmen employed under him to
obtain monsy from the city tor work
which was never done by them. The
monev thus obtained was handed over
and pocketed by Hughea.

While there is muneh to palliate thecon-
doet of tho men nsed as tools by the said
Hughes, this ia not s0 n his case. He
bhas committed a grave crime, and it is
due to the people that he he prosecuted.
X men whe commit such offenzes are al-
lowed to escape the operation of the law
it will encourage others to pnraue a sim-
ilar conrse.

I recommend that fn the Interests of
law and official honesty an example he
made of this case hy the proper steps
being taken for the prosecntion of
Hughes.

An to the walermaster’s department
and the manner of conducting the same,
there {s a lack of business shown'inthe
loose manner of condueting the same, No

records are kept for water rights ac-
guired by the city and the different
righta citizens have agalinst the cily; also,
the loose manner in which the diilerent
watermasters’ payrolls are Ppresented.
Tho watermaster does not know how
many men afe hired in the different pre-
cincts, and isupable to tell until the pay.
roll is presented at the end of every wecek
of two weeks, as the caze may he, and
evidently does not know whether they
ars employes of the city or not, as the
evidence in the Hoghes case proves.

It was pear midnight last night when
the above reports were read by the
recorder In the council meetlng. The
speciators who bhad relapsed Into a
somnambulistic state were more than
aroused from thelr drowainess hy the
discussion that followed.

Karrick moved the adoptlon of the
majorlty report.

Rleh Immedialely afterwarda took
the floor and moved the adoption of
the minority report,

Hardy spoke earnestly 1n favor of the
adoption of his report., He declared
that the loose and questionable way of

dojng husiness that characterized Mr, ¥

Harvey’s office was a disgrace and a

crime and should be etopped. Harvey,

the alleged walermasler, excused him-

self on the ground that he didn’t
,knuw of the irreguluritiea which ex.
11sted in his depariment, especially as
{to the aoctions of thls man Hughes.
That was the trouble. The oity had a
watermaster that dido’t know anylhlng
—when he didn’t want to and when
it was not to his advantsge, He was
slmply & slnecurs in office, and & very
expensive ons at that, and the sooner
the city discovered that fact the better
it would be off,

Karrick, In bls quiet and unassum.
ing way, took up the cudgel of defoeuse
for Mr, Harvey and declared tbat it
was absolutely true that the water-
roaster knew nothing of the couduct of
bis deputies, *“Why,” he gaid, *Mr.
Harvey was more aurprised than any
other man when It was learned that
tricke and crooked work were being
indulged in.”* The censure that bad
been given Mr, Huarvey was premature
and unealled for, When Mr. Harvey
had learned of the true nature of
things he discharged Hughes.

Beardsley stated that he had signed
the mojority report, but that be also
favored the minorlty report. The
statemente contained therein were car-
rect. He believed that Mr. Harvey
knew nothing of the dlshonest work of
Hughes, but there was no denying the
fact that Mr. Harvey conducted the
affairs of his oflice in a very careless
manner.

Mr, Evans concurred with what Mr,
Beardsley had said.

Rioch asked Mr. Evans, chalrman
of the committes on Irrigation If it
were not a fact that affldavits bad heen
drawn up In Mr, Harvey’s and City
Atlorney Hoge’s bandwriting ex-
onerating Hughee; also if it were not
true that Mr. Harvey kept no hooksor
records in his office and thatthe only
memoranda he kept of the mmany min-
ute affairs of his office was what he
carried under hia hat,

Mr. Evans admitted that this de-
plorabie state of affalrs was correot,

Rich alao wanted to know if it were
not true that Mr, Harvey did not kuow
who were employed in his office and
the only way that he could tell was hy
referring to the city pay rolls.

A painful and ominous flash of
sllence {ntimated that this _also
was correct. As lo the insulting

letter recently sent into the Council by
Watermaster Harvey, Rich deelared
be knew ‘whereof he spoke when he
stated Mr. Harvey had sald that the
councllmen were getting entirely too
| fresh and that he and other beads of
departments would =oon take o0-
caslon to call them down., Many
things in that department were
carried on In a strange man-
ner. The deputy watermaster
of the Third precinot had not been in
the Territory long enough to register
and vote without violating the law and
running chances of prosecution. Two
months ago the Councll had passed a
resolution suthorizing the watermaster
to clean out City Creek from Bizth to
Elghth West streets, For four weeks
the resolution was ip the hands of the
watermauster hbut he faflad to act.
It was then turued over 1o the
street department, hut Mr, Har-
vey showed hls stubbornpess hy
efusing to turn the water out of the
creek so that the work could be done.
That kind of business must he stopped.
Rioh conoluded his remarks by saying
that be gould call the matter up at the
next meeting of the Councll,

Folland stated that Hughes was an
all around rogue, entirely without the
senee of honesty or manhood. He wag
fot in favorof prosecution without just
and sufficlent caure,but here wasa man
that had proven himseell a fraud aud a
forger and should be dealt with ac-
ovrdingly.

Liawzon said there was every evi-
dence that the wronge of Hughes had
heeu wltked a! by ofllciale whose duty
it was to ferret out crime and prevent
{ta commission,

More dlscuseion followed and the
mnjority report was adapted.

THE AFFIDAVITR
referred to do not seem t2 be calculated
by those who have them in possession
to be made public. They wers made
by employes aud ex-smployes of the
clty before the commitlee onirrigation,
and show that a ‘general system of
forgery has been carried on.

A NEWS reporter asked to be allowed
to gee them todey buf was Informed
that Mr. Hardy bad them. This rumor
was incorrect as they scem to have
been turned over to Mr, Evaps. That
gentleman when called upon stated
lbat he had given them to the mayor
and le did vot see what good couid be
aocomplished in making their oon-.
tents public,

It 1 reported that a warrant will
probably Le iesued for Huoghes’ arrest
tomorrow and that he will he prosecut-
ed to the full extent of the law, Hald
several counellmen todsy,‘*he s guilty
heyond a shadow of doubt and must be
dealt with.”?

—_—

A LoNDON writer, who, it s falr to
atate In sdvance,was one of the stafl of
fruth, thue Inventor/es the articles
left on the aldewalk hy a lady who
lifted her train to avoid a puddle : Two
oigsr ends, nine clgaretle ends, & por-
tion of a pork ple, four toothpicks, two
halrpiue, one stem of a elay pipe, three
fragments of orange peel, one alice of
oat’s meat, Lalt the sole of a boot, one
plug of tobacco (chewed), straw, mud,
scraps of paper aund miscellaneous
street refuse ad ifb.




