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My, President:
Your . ; ; . , ; Commitice

to which was referred the within

would respectfully report that we have considered the core and respecifully recommend that
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CHIEF CLERK

ASSISTANT CORPORATION COUNSEL ’ o R. B. McCLINTON

© WALTER B. BEALS > .
EoWIN . EWING . THE CITY OF SEATTLE
GEO. A. MEAGHER : : LAW CLERKS
ARTHxéR R. Glélsl;_ghl:l A. C. VAN SOELEN
FRANK M. PR W. D. COVINGTON
HUGH R. FULLERTON LAW DEPARTMENT WD B CARTNER
J. AMBLER NEWTON J. B. MACDOUGALL

CITY ATTORNEY THOMAS J.L.KENNEDY, CORPORATION COUNSEL
RAY DUMETT CLAIM AGENT
J. H. DENHNIS

March 28th, 1924.

Re: Transmittal of Annual Report
of Taw Devartment for 1923.

The City Council,

Seattle, Washington.

Gentleﬁen:

Pursuant to the requirements of Section
16, Article XXIV, of the Charter, we have prepared,
and herewith transmit, the Annual Report of the

Law Department for the year 1923.

Youii:zgfy truly,

7
Thomas J. L

Ketfinedy},
orporation/Counsel.

TILK: G
Enc.,
cec. Mayor.

yiaﬁéVcourtsﬁand\befd:e“the Départment of Pub}ic Wbrks_of Wash~

ington during the yéar:




ANNUAT REPORT OF THE IAW DEPARTVENT
OF THE GITY OF SEATTIE

FOR 1923,

To the Mayor and City Council
0f the City of Sesttle:

Gentlemen:‘ , ;
,Dectlon 16, of Article XXIV, of thevCity Chsrter,
requlres that the head of every department of the government

of The Clty of Seattle, except the Mayor and Pre31dent of

tne Olty Counc1l, make an amual report, on or before the

1st day of Aprll, show1ng the amount of business transacted

in bis department and the condition thereof, and containing

'recommenﬂatlons as to any munlclpal leglslatlon by him deem=

ed necessary or adv1sable to 1mprove the serv1ce rendered by,
h1s department, such annual report to be for the year endlng
December let precedlng the making thereof¢

Pursuant to this provision, I herewith submit the

annnal report of the Law Department for the year ending De-

- cember 3lst, 1923,

wlm ‘
GENERAL SIATEI NT OF LITIGATION. ,

-1le - Tabulation of csses:

The folloW1ng is a general tabulatlon of sults and

other proceedlngs pendlng in the Superior, Federal and appelu

‘1ate courts and before the Department of Publlc WOrKs of Wash-

ington durlng the year‘




. Pending Commenced - Ended Dur- = Pending
Dece 31 During ing Year Dec, 31
1922 Year 1923 . 1923 = .. 1923,

1. Condemnation Suits, 25 15 15 g

Condemmation Suits,
Supplementary, - - .. 5 12 - 10 . 7

Damageszfor;Personal,»; S T N R L I U -
Injuries, 61 58 ' - 46 73

Damages other then ) ' o
Personal Injuries, =~ . 56 B -1 T - 1 4 55

Actions relating to
‘collection of as- . . . . e e e
Ingunctlon Sults,““"'“ Bl 20 20 m

Mlscellaneous Pro~ : . :
ceedings, = . . . 52 22 - 3 38

Public Service Pro- L S el LR S
ceedings, 1 3 2 2

239 175 175 : 239

Totael actions pending during period of this report, o ddA

2¢ Personal Injury Actions: S — - Amount
' Number - Involved

Penaing becember 51, 1922, 6l  $482,178.40

Commenced since December 31, 1922;‘ B8 496,895.25
- meter, 119 %979’075;65‘
Trled and concluded ‘since Dec¢ 51, 1é22,*'46“ B15,276.20

Actions pending December 31, 1923, 75  8663,797.45

0f the personal injury actions pending in the de~-

partment during the year, forty-six, involving $3515,276.20,

were tried and finally disposed of.  Twenty-three of these
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cases’resulted'ig,judgmentsﬁin‘favor'of*the~01ty,'and in the
remaining twenty-three'cases,tthere were recoveries saggre-
gating $43,835,00, as against $22,318,00 for the preceding
year, -

0f the fifty-eight personal injury actions begun
during the year,,thirxy-nine; involving‘$555,607,00,'We?e“Qc~
casioned by accidents occurring in connection with the opera=-

tion of the municipal street railway system.

‘ ‘ ‘ : Lo Cec o oo Amount
Damages other than personal 1nﬂur1es~ Number Involved
Suits pendlng December 31, 1922, \“f"‘t 56 $7§6\152;OO
Oommenced 81nce December 51, 1922 j;” 36 f L, 146 418 46

Total coverlng perlod of thls report, ez 81, 942 570«46

Trled and conclu&ed 31nce Dec¢ 51, 1922, 37 102 447 61
Pendlng December 51, 1923, - 55 %1 840,122&85

+'0f the total of ninety=two cases involving damages
other than personal injuries, thirty-seven cases, involving
%102,447,61;‘Werefdispose&gef during the year. - In twenty=
three cases, there were judgments entered in favor of the
City, and in the remaining fourteen cases, judgments were
enteredﬁagainSf“the,Gity-in»the aggregate amount of $37,312.41,

a $20,000 judgment being entered in one case, Rainier Heat &

Power Cos Vs Sesttle, involving damages to real property.

Injunction Suits:

Of the injunction suits maintained -ageinst the

0ity, those classes particularly worthy of note relate to -




vaeat1on of streets, gambllng deV1ces, dance halls, cabarets,
and 11censes. One 1ngunetlon case malntalned agalnst thek
State Department of Dublle Wbrzs, 1nvolv1ng telepaone rates,
was partlclpated in by the Clty. | This case is discussed
underrSubsdiviSion'III.

The Supreme Court, in the case of Taft v. Washing-

ton Mutual Savings Bank, et 51., 27 Wash. Decs 412, upheld a
city ordinance vacating that portion of an alley over an
imaginary“horizontal‘Plane;Sixfeenrfeet‘above~alley grade.

- In the case of Real Silk Hosiery Mills, Ince, Ve

Seattle, et al., the United States Distriet Court for the

Western District of Washington, Northern Division, held that
the city ordinance regulating peddlers, being a purely re=-
venue measure, could not be constitutionally enforced as .
‘against persons engaged in interstate commerce onlys - Since
the existing peddlers' ordinance is in no sense a police .
”?dwer'meaSure, an appeal would have been a useless proceed=-
ings

The case of Xetcham v, Seattle, et al., was insti-

-tuted in the Superior Court for the purpose of restresining
the city officials from interfering with the so~called "oum
ﬁsshiﬁes;é The case was contlnued from time to time, but
was 1mmea1ately foreed to a hearlnﬂ upon the present Corpor-
atlon Counsel assumlng offlce. | The machlne was g0 clearly
la gambllng dev1ce that the plalntlff unon belng forced to &
:hearlpg, abandoned hls sult. - |

The case of Asakura v. Seattle, 122 Wash. 81, in

which our Supreme Court held that the City, under its police
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power, coﬁld deny pawnbrokers'ﬁliCGnses'fO”aliéhs;kinciuding
Japanese, mentioned in our lest report, is still pendlng on

writ of error to the United States Supreme Gourt.

f&umamus Proceedlngs'ur‘\

One mandamus case, State ex rel. Seattle V. Northern

Pacifiec Rallwaz Com_panzz et al., was of more than ordlnary ,
1mportance,¢1nVOIV1ng the power o* the Clty to ~compel joint

construction by several rallroads of a V1aduct over their

tracks, and to apportlon the cost among the companies con=
cerned. From a favorable dec1s1on on the Clty s appllca*—
tlon, an appeal Was ta&en to the Sunreme Court by the "Mile
Wauxee Oompany,“ Whlch is stlll penﬁlng.

Another manaamns case, Sﬁate ex rel. Wevant Ve . Se-

attléu‘was malntalned by 2 c1ty employee, 1310 off by resson
of reductlon in force, 1n.oraer to test the "Veterans Pre~.
ference" prOV131on of the Charter and the Civil Service Com=

mission rule providing for layeffs in the inverse order of

efflcleney ratlngsg Thls case 1s stlll pending in the Sus;i;¢

preme Court but an early dec1s1on 1s expected.

Miscellaneous Cases-

f The thlrtywax mlscellaneous actions trled and

conclu&e& durlng tne Derlod of this report 1nclude numerous .

actions growing out of pollce regulatlons, condemnation pro-

eeedlngs, tax foreclosures, habeas corpus proceedlngs, pro= .

ceedlngs to quiet title, ana other matters not involving

monetary Trecoveries,




0f four hearings conducted by the department be-

fore the Ciyil ServiceVCommission,kone decision was rendered
sustaining dismissal of the emplojée from services The
other proceedings resulted in the reinststement of the civil
éérViée_émPIQyée coticerned,. | |

 tTﬁéﬁtj*fiveAﬁiﬁor‘acﬁionsLWere°comméﬁ¢ed for the
LighﬁingIDe@&ifmentiof‘yh§ Ci£y,fipvolving'ﬁhpaid light and
power bills, in which recoveries aggiegating $4,848,67 were
soughte. Judgments, including costs, were entered in the
éﬁm”cfi$4,250.65, and of this esmount $3,863.75 has been col=
lecteds Six claims were filed for the Lighting Department
inﬂéithériés%atééfin’Eaﬁkrupféﬁ"of'piobate'préceedihgs;“ :

| During the yesr, two tax foreclosure cases were

£iled in ébuit; fourtoen cases Were tried, lesving no cases
@enﬁiﬁg; As a result of the policy of pressing these tax

forgqlqsu;e’suits, meny delinguent tax rolls are being paid

up in full.
7s Statémeﬁtiand"Infestigation”df”DamﬁV"” s - Amount
_age Claims Filed Against the City: =~ Number = Involved
Claims for damages under investiga-= , o o
tion December 31, 1922, ' 388 $790,131.32

Cléims for damages referred to this
department for investigation, Dece. '
31, 1922, to Dec. 31, 1923, 870 1,328,902.60

1,258 $2,119,033,.92

Claims disposed of as follows:

Number  Amount Clsimed ~ Amount Paid
Settled, 287  $170,959.94 $44,067 .27
Rejected, 379 779,899,455

. ; 7666 - $950,859,.49
Claims pending Dece.
31, 1923, 592 $1,168,174,43
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Ten csses in suit, settled in conjunction with Claim Agent:

" Amount Ihvblvedr°~~ ;'$6o;995;00”-
Amount of Settlement, - 6,285,00.

Number of street railway accident reports received:
"from Department of Public Utilities and 1nvest1~
gated, December. 31, 1922, to. December 31, 1923, - _,5,962

Number of circulars and letters mailed in comnec= .
tion with the investigetion of foreg01ng claims
~and reports, . - Lt e b kvi:15,51¥

Garnishments:

~ During the period of this report, ninety-three.
writs of garnishment were served upon the City, which were
answered. Bighty-five of these writs were against the
wages of city employees, and eleven were for miscellaneous

articles. .

Supreme Court:

| - Durlng the year, there ‘were argued and submltted
to the State Supreme Court twenty cases on appeal. “Oft |
these; tén cases were d901&ea favorably to the Clty and ﬂ
nine agalnst the Clty, ‘and 1n one case the Judgment Was mod-

1f1ed.

CeIIe

‘PUBLIC UTILITIES MUNICIPALLY OWNED.

Light and Eower-

The. department has handled meny matters. .connected



with the affairs of the municipal light and power plant and’
conducted considersble litigation in its behalfs

In the case of Q. L. Willett v. George ¥, Russell,

et s1., the plaintiff sought to enjoin work on a substation

at Eighth Avenue Northeast and East Seventy~fifth Street,
which was being constructed as a part of the Skagit project.
The complaint was based'uponfalleged’nonécOmplianee‘With
Chapter 183, Laws of Washington, 1923, -requiring published
cost estimates to be made in commection with municipal en-
terprises not constructed under contract. A decree favor-
sble to the City was entered, and the plaintiff has taken
the case to the Supreme Court, where the matter”iSWnOW“pend-
ing.

' We mentioned in the last report that the condemna=
tion of the rlght of Way for the transm1331on 11ne of the
Skaglt progect across Snohomlsh County had been temporarlly
abandoned, pendlng an appeal from & de01s1on of the knohom~ V
1sh County Court Whlch would have requlred us to condemn the‘
entlre fee 1nstead of an easement along the prooosed right

of way. ThlS matter was determ;ned oy the Su@reme Court in

- the case of Seattle v. Faussett, 125 Wash. 615, sald court

holalng that the Clty need not condemn.the entlre fee but
only such easement as mlght be necessary for 1ts purposes.
F0110W1ng thls declslon, the condemnatlon of a right of way
&Cross Snohomlsh County was completed by this department in
all cases involving contests. In respect to certain tracts
where easements had been secured by deed stipulating that

the City might procure the entry of dollar verdicts in re=
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Spect to the particular property mentiomed in the deeds, the
SnOhomiSh‘County‘Cotft held that we could mot pursue the conw
demnatlon proceedlng for the purpose of perfectlng title to

the perpetual easements granted. Thls matter is on.appea13

to the Supreme Court in the case of Seattle v. Fritsch,

- Condemnatlon Droceedlngs have been’ 1nst1tuted in
Skaglt County for the purpose of securlng a rlght of way
therein,  Summons and netltlons have been served snd trlal
will be had st an early date, |

In addition to setusl 11t1gatlon in respeet to
thls progect we heve rendered nnmerous oplnlons, attended
numerous “conferences and drawn numerous resolutlons, oiaie
nanees, resolutions, deeds, easements, franchlses and other

1nstruments pertalnlng to the subgect matter.

. The lltlgation arising out of the Boxley Creex
disaster of December 28, 1918, ‘mentioned in previous reports,

is stlll pending, . Althouah the remlttltur in the North Bend

Iumber Company case. has been . on file for .more than a year,
0y

the plaintlffs‘have not pressed the case to trial,

- The case of the Chicago, Milwsukee & St. Paul

Railway Company in the District Court came on for hearing in

January, 1923, ani,oafterea;six,weeks‘;tria;,»resulted,in a
disagreement of the jury. - No re~gsetting of the case has

been had.,

Street Railway:

Numerous damage suits arising~out:ofoaceidents in
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connection with the municipal street railway system have
bééﬁ’friea“dﬁfing thé'yéai‘." e | .

’ It was noted in our preV1ous reports that the so~
called "SPGlelc performance“'case, which was 1nst1tuted by
the Puget Sound Power & Light Company &s & ‘résult of the
pendency of the "Asia" case in the:Superior"Cdﬁrt,ihéd‘beén
reveréed-by the Circuit Court bffﬁpbeals and a favorable de-
cree entered fof‘the‘City; The Cdﬁpanv‘épnliéd}te the Su-
preme Court of tne United States for a ert of certlorarl in
order to review said decisione Te 1nterposed a brlef op=-
posing the issusnce of said write. The United States Supreme
Gourt, on April 16th, 1923, handed down an opinion in which
the ssid writ was denied. This concluded the "specific per-
formence” cases - S o

"We also noted in our last report the pendency in
the Supreme Court of the United States of a writ of error
directed to the State Supreme Court in the case brought by
the Puget Sound Power & nght Comoany to set aside the tax
for 1919 levied- on the- ‘street railway system purehased pur-
suant to Oralnances Nos. 29025 and 39069, This matter is
stlll pendlng and 1s note& on the Unlted States Sunreme |
Oourt calen&ar for February 19th 1924, The Clty has 11t-
tle 1nterest 1n.tnls matter,hexcept 1ts own.proteetion in

case the Comgany should secure a reversal 1n the Federal Su~

preme,ccurt‘

Water:
" ‘On behalf of the municipsl water systém; we have

filed, and are serving, Summons and Petition in Cause Nos
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170525, entltled, “In re ¢6tlt10n of the Glty of Seattle to

condemn, £k g rlght of wgy for a plpe 11neL * for the

dlverS1on of the Waters of Honez Creek.r” Thls 1s a conaem~

natlon nroceedlng, hav1ng in V1ew tne protectlon of tne mu~

nlclpal Water supply from pollutlon, by diverting the waters

of Homey Creek away from Lake Youngs, which 1is intended as

an impounding basin for the municipal water supplye

We noted in our last report the institution of a
sait“threcqyer>damages,fxqm’théyGreatuNorthern,and,Northern
Pacific Railway Companies by reasonﬂofﬂthe*bursting-ofia'

watermain over the Fourth Avenue Tunnel as & result of the -

subsidence of the soil sbove the sames - A compromise agree-

able«t01theAintérested«departmentsfwas,effected;and said suit

dismisseds

~III~
- PUBLIC UTILITIES PRIVATELY OWNED.

‘Seattle ngntlng Companz

N Dursuant to ordlnance passed &urlng the precedlng
'year, we flled a complalnt before ‘the State Department of
j?ubllc WOrks complalnlng of tne rates, plant facllltles and
neatlng content of the gas furnlshed by the Seattle lehtlng
Company.iﬁ A report was made by'an englneer seeured by the

Department of rubllc Utllltles coverlng matters 1nvolved in

the complalnt.‘ Slnce we did not con31der the ev1dence se=

curea sufflclenx for our purposes. we are endeavorlng to se-

=1l=
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cure further ev1denee in Support of our cause of action,

Thls case, which is entltled,Seattle V. Seattle Ii htls;__

Compagy Ho, . .5527,. will . be heard by -the Department of Pube
lie Works Some time in May, 1924,

The Pa01flc Telephone and Telegraph Comp_gy
| mentlon was made in our 1ast report of the penden=~
cy before the State Department of Publle Worrs of the case

of Seattle V. The Daclflc Telephone and Telegraph Compa

No, 5544, 1nvolv1ng the rates and tarlffs of the Telephon
Gompany. ‘ Thls case, whleh 1nvolved demands by the - Clty for
a reductlon in rates and demands by the Company for 1ncreas~
ed rates in Seattle Taeoma and Spokane, was declded by the

Denartment of Publlc Worxs on March 5lst 19254 o 3ehgthy"

A reductlon in rates, as well as a blanket reparatlon order,
was denled. The Company s prayer for an 1ncrease in rates
was also denled. The Telephone Company, 1nstead of sulng
out a wrlt of reV1eW'1n.the Thurston County Court as requ1r~
ed by the Public Service Commission Law resorted direct to

the ederal Courts, filing its bill of complaint in the Unit=

ton, Southern.31v131on, in Cause Ho. 167!3 eﬁtitle&”ﬁThe Pa-

lele Telephone and Telenraph COmpagz_z. auyzendall et alo,

seeklng thereby to restrain 1nterference Wlth its proposed in-
crease in rates, A hearlng was had before the statutory o
"threeujudge court " with a view to the securing of g tempor-

ary injunetion., The temporary 1njunctlon hav1ng been denied,

=12~



the cbmpaﬁy“gﬁpealea*ta'the*Uhitéd'Statéé*Supreme Court. A
motion to dismiss haV1ng been.lnterposed as agalnst the Com=
pany s blll, the same came on for hearlng on‘December let,
1925, and the court at that tlme made an order dlsmlss1ng '
'the complalnt and renderlng gudgment for tne defendants,
From this order the Welephone Company 1ikew1se ‘appealed to
the Sugreme Court of the Dnlted States, where both such ap-
peals aTe nNoOw nendlnv and haV1ng been advanced upon the
calendar, W111 be subgect to argument early in 1924,

At the tlme of the commen01na of said Federal suit,

the Company filed & $ariff conformable to one suggested by

My, Cleland, who' Wrote a dissenting opinion in the Departu

ment of Publlc Wbrks Cause No, 5544, whlch nec3531tated our

filing a complalnt‘agalnst said tariff. - This was done and

the cause, entitled, Sesttle v. The Pacific Telephone and -

Telegfaph Compagy, No. 5547, having come on for hearing, the
company withdrew its tariff and an order dismissing the "Cle-
1and‘Tariff" was entered on behalf of the plaintiff, The City

of Seattle. The Company having failed to sue out a writ of

review in the mein rate case snd having gone into the Federal

Gourts, we swed out & writ of review, entitled, State ex rele

Seattle“fi'Kuzkenﬂallg et al., and The Pacific"Telephbne and -

Telegraph Company, Cause No. 8972 of the Thurston County

Gourt. This metter is still pending, Said writ of review
case having been mede, in part, the basis of an order requir-
ing the Telephone Company to litigate its rates in the State

courts, the Company sued out & writ of mandamus before the

Circuit Court of Appeals in its Cause Nos 4070, entitled,

‘=] %




The Pacific Telepnone and Telegrapn Company v. CuShman, in

order to compel tne 1ocal Dlstrlct Court o proceed to hear
certaln.motions and to nroceed to tfl&lo ‘ Pursuant to the -~
ert of mandate, the Dlstrlct Court heard the motlon to dls~
miss above referred to. Conce1V1ng ourselves to be aggrlev-
ed by tne sald ert of mandate, we proceeded to take the
same, by writ of certlorarl, to tne Supreme Court of the
Unlted States, where thé Same Was docﬁeted as Gause Eo. 669

and entitled, Cushman v. Tbe Paolflc Telephone and Telegragg

Comganz.; The dlsmlsSal of the Company s b111 of complalnt
haV1pg rerdered the certlorarl proceedlngs a moot cause, the
seme was ﬁutharawn.: "J": , S

In 8 numoef of sala eases, The Clty of Seattle is
not named as a- party, the State‘Department of Dubllc Works
belng named as the party to the actlon, but 1n V1ew of the
fact that the ley was one of the real partles in 1nterest
we appeared in all of sald cases of couneel w1th.the Attor~
ney Generalo | | | | | :

mhe Telephone Company franchlse exPlred on July
19th, 1923, and, notwithstanding the pendency of said 1iti=

gation, the Company made application to the City Council for

a new franchise and submltteo a framehlse ordlnance practlcalw

ly unlimited in 1ts terms ano Wlthout any prov1elon for rates,
service or other safeguards of the public interests. We
submitted to the City Council a resolution motifying the Comn~
pany, in substance, ﬁhat;ite franchise application would not

be;coneideredeuntilxits.rate litigation.Waswdismissed;;‘This

resolution was adopted by the City Council. Just before .

w14
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thegexpiration;of;its_“SunsetV frgnchise, the unexpired

franchise secured by the Telephone Company from the old In-

'ftdepenaent cOmpany, which had approx1mately three years to
run, was a331gned by the Paclflc Company for the ev1dent

’4purpose of "unloaalng.

’Seattle & Rainier Vall_gﬁRallway Company:

Durlng the early part of the yesr, a eomplalnt was
filed by the Department of Public Works, entitled, Depart=

ment of Publlc WOrks, ex rel. Engo Kelley, et ale, v. Seat=-

tle & Reinier Vallgg;Rallway Comp 4x, ‘Cause No. 5486, in=-

- volving the rates and service of ssid company. AlThough

the City was not,a,partyfto;this;acticn,”We were directed by

the City Council to appear of counsel for the complainents.

Thig matter came on regularly,for hearing;and was stormy

enough‘to‘suit‘all;parties eoncerned,‘anﬁ,thareafter”nearly

811 of the matters in issue were ad justed by conference be~-

. tween the State Department of Public Works and the Companye

o ’ TV ‘
MISCELLANEQUS BCARD HEARINGS.

Zoning Commission:

The Corporatlon Counsel being constltuted legal
adviger to the Zoning Commlssion crested by Ordinsnce No.
40407, an Assistent Corporstion Counsel has been detsiled to

sit in &t the numerous regular;and'SPecial-meetings of the

o =1B=
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Commission and to advise it from time to times

Buildin uche,GQmmissiOn: =

. The Building Code Commission, organized during
1921, continued to function during the year 1923, and an As-
sistant Corporation Counsel has been detailed to sit in with

and to advise said Commission.

WORK OF THS CITY ATTORNEY.

Prosecutions for Violations of City Ordinances:

During the year, the City Attorney disposed of

27,101 cases in the Police Court, resulting in the imposi- =
tion and collection of fines and forfeitures to the amount

of $Elé,401;70':,InTthe-caseSVinv01ved, 5%8 were prosecutions
for violation of the ligquor ordinances and proceédings upon
search warrants, resulting in fines and forfeitures amount=
ing to $190,586.70 Appeals to the Superior Court were tak-
en in sixty-one cases, of which forty were tired and dispos=
ed of, resulting in the collection of fines in the sum of

$3,876.40

~VI-

CPINIOQNS

- During the yesr, in addition to innumerable con-



ferences with city officials concerning municipel affairs,
of which no formel record is kept, this department rendered
one hundred'fiftymeight wxitten ;eg§1,gginiqns upon various

guestions submitted. by the several departments of the city

governmentes

~VII=

CRDINANCES, RESOLUTIONS AND BONDS.

The members of the City Council and the Mayor have,
from time to time, requested this department to prepare ordi=
nances and;resoluxions,;,;Complying With_sugh.:equests, the

department has drawn, during the periodwf:om_DecemberkSlst;

1922, to December 3lst, 1923, one¢hundrea sightygthree ordi=-
nances and resclutionss ,‘ L B
During the year, 1150 bonds of officials, bidders,

depositaries and others were examined and approved.

-VIII~
SERVICE OF PRQOCESS.

During the'year; 2040’servicés of process were

msde by our witness clerk, who travelled 12,820 miles by.

the Ford sutomobile assigned to this department, making such

service at,anﬂexPense,of~approximatelywﬁ,oa%_per mile, prac=

g
‘ .

‘ tically cutting in two the mileage expense shown by tThe pre-
P vious year., = The cost of such service of process represents



a sav1ng of thousands of dcllars as eompared Wlth the cost

of the same serv1ce 1f performed by the county Sherlff.,‘

1.

~TX-

MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS.

Charteraﬂmeﬁdments:

A number of resolutions proposing'charter amend=
ments were, on request of the City Counecil, drawn>by thisv
departmeht. Two of these, intended for submission at the
general municipal election of:1925, were not adopted by the
City Council. Two others, having in v1ew the grantlng of -
authority to the Chlef Debufy City - Comptroller ‘and the Flrst
Asgistant City Treasurer to act in behalf of their respec-
tive prinéipals during their absence or dissgbility, were
adopted by the City Council and will appear on the ballot
at the general municipal election to be held March 1lth,
1924, |

CONCLUSIGOCHN

Nin éoncluding this fépoft;’it is proper to express
a high degree of sppreciation of the industry, efficiency
and loyalty of the personnel of this department. The meas=-
ure of their devotion to the service is not prescribed by

the office hours designated in the City Chsarter. They have



at all times been anxious and willing, during office hours

and after office hours, to do anything and everything neces=

sary to the success of the cause and the interests of the
Citye.

Public expression of appreciation is also due the
other department heads and theApersonnel of their depart-
ments for their uniform courtesy and consideration in their
dealings with this department. They have all shown & com-

mendable spirit of help and co-operation.

Respectfully submitted,

~ (Thomas J. L. K& ;
CeoTporation Co




