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levy of 13 per cent.ln all bhad beeu
sim{;ly op lhp.;se who appearedbaslliu:
gants, nothing would need to be nhq,
Lut, in f{aet, the lists on whicb t is
levy was made included maLY persons
who had not in any way appeared av
Utigants, and who hud no desire to
aphear as guch; and jpnorerked more
than double the amount iuval.v.ed in
the claime of those who desired te
be represented 1D the euits, and
Congequently the cee Involved in tlhe
oder allowiny the same. We are lf:
formeu that the total amouut n'::lua y
in controversy in the sults that Ien.
talled this court refunding was less
than $5000, aud that the grose ameunt
carried in the claims of sil who finuliy
consenled that anppearunce might e
made for them in coutt w?s about
$13,000 even by the attorneye’ olnime.
Yet the base of the taxing o! costs anu
Blturneys* fees was Bome $33,000 and
thils wus reckoned irom, because it was
the totn] pum at lesuc, whether Jithants
appeared or not. Wo nre informed

and beljeve that the represcotatlves of | p

half of the amount
much more then as erred that nu

wou ave much pref

noli(l:‘; sil:ould Lnve been taken of them
in the court procedure, preferring to
tely on this board to do them justice,
withgut wuste or contention,

But apother unjuat feature in this
matter remaiae to be plated. By' rea-
somof the teking of a0 arbitrary date,
ag abuve nuted, for the llneof dlvision
between those who protested against
the payment of thess ppecial wobool
taxes und those who did not, 'somc
plucings the reverse of thosahahose rlu.
ferred to took plnce. For whereas, In
the care of thote oo the coutt list,
many were there who 4id not wish to
#0 appear, and for whose dragging lmo.
court no authority whatever appears,
in the case of the board’s liat, sume
appesr who were D fuct among the
Hitgants; that Ie to eay, Eome w ho ai?-
tually and willingly jolned in the suitd

were by reason of the taking of an ar-’

bitrary date instedd of the fact in
makl:{g up the lists, put on the bon'mt;s
lUet, and were pald in full, with-
out rebale or taxlng of costs
that they themselves had been inetru-
mental in tneurring. The result oi
this com) liontion was, briefly, that
many who did pot want to litigate
ware forced to do so, and court coste
and atlorneys fees were laled against
them, while others, who dii want to
litigate, apd who actunlly did so
were turned over to the board to be
pald in (ull, without any rebate what-
wyer,

For an exact sintement of thoee wh;)
litigated wo refer to Collector Hardy’s
statement ns referee, appended hereto
and parked exhiblt €A%

In addition to the sbove recital, we
report that scme cost biils have been
presenteu to this commitiee and pay-
ment asked thereob.

©ur recommendation in view of the
facte above cited are that the proctical

workings of this whole matter be pre. |

sentey to the court by the altorney of
this Loard, with a view to correcteuch
inequities aws 1t may etill be posihie to
to reach; und that the coutt be asked to
apply the large pum—nearly four thou-
sand dollars—iaxed a8 court and atter-
ney coste io these puilte, in liquidation
of ull fees that may have accrued,
agquitting this beard of all labilivy for
the pame, or any part thereof, or for

| forming the

any oot In any way growlng out of
tbe suit,

Reporting further your commitee
adda tbat underits direction the sum
of $76,624.24 has been toAugust 1,1892,

refunded to the taxpayers of the $85.

226.82 pald on school taxes of 1890,
EXHIBIT A.
[Title of court and cause.]
To the honorable, tho said court:

The undersigned was, by order of 1he
court, dated Septcmbar 21,1831, appointed
referee in this cause, to determine what
parties had paid to (he colicctor of taxoe
of Salt Lake counly, the fund of which is
the subjec. of thie kuit, being 2 part of
the gpecial school taxes ordered levied in
the month of December, 1889, by various
school dleiricts formerly existing, in-
cluded within the corporate limits ol Salt
Lako city, and which has been extended
upon the tux assessment roll of Suit Lake
county of the year 1890, aud at various
times paid into the bands of 1he eollector
of saitfcount.y, and o report the amount
of such fund nowgin tle custody of tho
cmﬁ: which each of such parties bave
Rl
Your referee has for fifty-five daya
been continuounsly engaged in the taking
of evidence upou the questions rub-
miited in suid order of reference,anid apon
said evidence now reporta io the court,
that, of the funds now in the custody of
the court in this case, the parties whose
nemes ura alphabeticaily sec forth in two
books or lists herato atinched and made
part of this report (marked by exhibits)
paid to the said colleotor the sumas aet op-
posite their respective Dames, the said
sums belng the amounts of said distriet
school taxes assessed respectively against
sald pariies and borne upon sald assess-
ment roll of the year 1490,

The compensation of your referce,
whiclk, in and by suid order of reference,
was fixed at $12.60 per day of each day in
which he sbould be employed in per-
duties of suid referee,
amounts to the sum of §887.50:

Your reteres furtber reports that the
time when the order was made hereln,
that the delendant herein, L. G. Hardy,
pay into court all said special school
taxes then in his hands as collecter afore-
paid, aaid defendant wus nnable to ascer-
tain or calculule without n complete search
of said aesessment roll of 1890, and said
collector’s receipt of stubs of said year,
the exact nmount of said fund in his
hunds as aforesaid, but paid iuto court
thesum of $32,803.53, as belng more than
pnough to cover said amount, and as be-
ing as near an appreximation to the rea)
mmmount As he wasthen able to maka,
But that ln point of fact said sum was in
pxcess Of the uotual amount in bis hands
with which he was chargeable as collector
sforesaid by the sum of $2011.23.

The charges upon kaid fund under said
order are ag follows, to wit:

The compensation of the referee
amounts to $87.50, which 1s equivalent
to 2 1-256 per cent. n the entire sum

colleeted.

As tu the compensation provided fer in
the decree of 10 per cent. for atiorncy’s
fees, your referee reporte the lollowing
facts tothe courl:

Afer the datw of the order the attorneys
for the plnintiff furniebed the referee
witl: a list ot persons sho, it was cla‘med,
were ihe plaintifts in the suit. Tbat list
does not contain the enme names a3 those
who paid the momey. 'The list furnished
by the attorneys for the plaintiffi is to be
found in a supplementury book, also
herewith ebtered and referrcd to by
index, and that book alse contains the
amount of tax thus puid by each, but in
large manner the tax 1thus paid engh
of the persons in tbat lis{ have already
been paid over by tho Collector 0 the
Board of Edueation under proceedings
beroiotore tuken in another cause, and

had been collected and paid over to the
Board of Educatlon prior to the com-
mencemeut of thls mandamus suit,

The names of persons who have asslst-
ed in paying money, and who have pald
a partof the money whieh is now on
nand in court, who are also clients of the
altornoye who bring this suit as appears
from their li:t, are to be found in thoe ori-
ginal two hooks, and are marked with
the letter *“S.”? E

The additional book, No. 3, containing
the list furnizhed by counsel for plain-
titfy, is furnished al their request,togeiher
with the amount of tax paid by cach,

The amount of tax collected belonging.
1o the clients of Sutherland & Judd is
£10,956.65, as by reference to the aaid firat
two books will mere fully appear.

The amount belonging te the clianta of
R. H. Cabell is §2194, as will also appear.

The fund in court belonging {0 persons .
not represcnted by ocither of sald ai-
tornoye amountis to $20,531.64, as appears
by the said statement,

All 1the foregoing sums are to be found.
by reference t0 the suid Ihree books,
which are berewith returned and made n
part of this report.

The per cent. to be pald every taxpayer
can bo asceriained only by deducting the
amount to be allowed uuder 1be order of
the court, io wit: per ccnl. for the
collector, and if that is tho order, 10 por
cent. for aitornoya’ fees.

And ycur referee respec’fully submila
to this honorable court the question as to
whether 10 per eent, ahall be allowed op-
on any, and if 8o, upon what sums col-
lected by bim,

L. G. Harny, Referee.
ROUTINE BUEINENS,

Some other routine buslness was.
transacted, after which Raybould
moved that a contract be awarded to
the Henley & Myers Engineering com.-
pany for 1he heating and ventilating
of the Lincoln gchoul and the Bryant
school, provided thut if an engine is
reguired to ron the funs that aald com-
psny shall furnish an engine jor $2560
for each svhool, which ahall run at not
more thao ten pounds pressure; pro-
vided further, that at the figures glven.
by them on the terms proposed by
them, include entire cost of their plant
and any cost of placing samoe in the.
puildinge, luoluding any changes that
may be pecessary in the bulluinge
themselvee.

Adopted, and the clerk und president
fnstructed to eign the contract on he-
half of the board when the same las
been submitted to the bovard by the
2ommiitee on eites and buildinge,

Adjourned for cne week.
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MAYOR BASKIN MAKES AN APPOINT=~
MENT WITHOUT CONSENT.

Another merry war I8 pow threat-
ened between Mayor Baskin and cer.
taln members of the City Council.
The cause of the ¢xpected conflict was
given to 8 NEWS reporter todny by a
“Liberal’” ccuncllman who enjoys the
Jistinction of being olassed o8 n
ataunch supporter of the “minority?*’ op
l“oppos'llion"’ He allegee in terme
meore foroible than eliquent that the

Mayor has been guilty of the
impropriety  of groealy  insult-
ing the City Qouncll by spurn.
fug He  actione and  illegally

aseuming asuthority whiot the righte
ad privileges of his office do not con-
fer upen h:m, The particuler oase to
which objectlon is made is what some
of Lhe counciimen lerm the oreating,
and Alllng of an office without their con-~




