Background: Chicago skyline from Planetarium point.

Materials are presented for educational purposes only.

I'm not a licensed attorney and don't intend the materials presented here to replace the services of licensed attorneys
| work alone on a small, fixed personal income. If you appreciate my work, take advantage of it, and are able,
please make a financial contribution.(US Postal Service money order only)

Laurel Lee
Time For Democracy
Chicago, IL 60647-1127
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City of Chicage Community Areas
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City of Chicage Community Areas
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Neighborhood Types
By Census Tract
Chicago and Vicinity, 2000
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after scnonl matters
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from After School Matters prospectus
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From After School Matters prospectus
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found at www.cps.k12.il.us

REGION 1
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found at www.oism.cps.k12.il.us/aio.shtml
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pages 4-5. http://clear.cps.k12.il.us/Schools/hsdirectory/HS_Directory.pd
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http://www.cps.k12.il.us/Schools/hsdirectory/H
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Chicago Public Schools duplicate park and library services to create an excessive burden on taxpayers. City payrollers who interface with
children at parks and libraries do not put the same stressors on them as school teachers who test, grade, and judge. Unfortunately the
stress of school wears children out and they under-utilize the parks and libraries. School administration policy locks children out of school
libraries and recreation facilities except during school hours when they have to be in class. Consequently, children also under-utilize
school facilities. Nonetheless, many school payrollers talk as if they are community leaders and their facilities are the primary community
of children and parents.
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Demaris, Ovid. Captive City. New York: Lyle Stuart, Inc. (1969).
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Demaris, Ovid. Captive City. New York: Lyle Stuart, Inc. (1969).
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Belmont Cragin
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ILLINOIS LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS

LEGEND

Representative District
@ Senatorial District

& Misp Frepared by tne Cenier for
Revised: 03062003

http://www.illinoiscovered.com/assets/il_legdist_state.pdf
Illinois Covered — Affordable Health Care For All is a State of lllinois website and program
introduced by Governor Rod Blagojevich. Contact lllinois.Covered@illinois.gov
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NORTHEAST ILLINOIS LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS

LEGEND
Representative District

Senatorial District

Hap Prepared by the Center far Goveramental Studies,
Heethern Diimois University
Revised: 03/06/2003

http://www.illinoisatlas.com/illinois/political/pdf/il_cd2002.pdf
Copyright © 2001-2005 by the Regional Development Institute, Northern lllinois University.
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ILLINOIS CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS
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LEGEND
15 Congressional
! Districts (2002)
m&mwmm
Revised: 01/16/2002

http://www.illinoisatlas.com/illinois/political/pdf/il_cd2002.pdf
Copyright © 2001-2005 by the Regional Development Institute, Northern lllinois University.
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NORTHEASTERN ILLINOIS CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS
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CHICAGO AREA CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS
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WWW. cookcountyassessor.com
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f Chicago’s 8 irregular townships
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INDEX FOR P.L. 84-179 YOTING DISTRICT/STATE LEGISLATIVE DISTRICT OUTLINE MAP (CENSUS 20008)

US Census Bureau Voting District map Chicago area.
he Bureau overlaid the map with a grid that resembles

e congressional township 39N, Chicago’s original site.

congressional townships. The numbering is different
wnship numbering for Chicago. Square #23 in the lake
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http://ftp2.census.gov/pimap/pl_vtd/st17_lllinois/c17031_Cook/PV17031_000.pdf
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Westside Health Authority

Westside Health Center. Division 5437W. Chicago, lllinois.
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Westside Health Center. Division 5437W. Chicago, lllinois.
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2007 Feb

2007 Feb MAYORAL

2007 Feb ALDERMANIC

2007 Apr ALDERMANIC runoff

total

votes

votes for

votes for
winner or

registered cast winner % total votes | frontrunn | % total winner or # votes |votes for| % total

WARD voters (3runners)| (Daley) |registered cast er registered| frontrunner |runnersf§ cast | winner |registered winner
wotals b 1,407,979 456,765| 324,519 23% [} 448,365| 288,656 21% 95,727 54,934| 16% |(average)
21 40910Q 14,214| 7,176 18% 14,096 6,487| 16% Brookins| 5 10,555 6,418 16% Brookins
42 39,346 12,851 11,084 28% 12,711| 6,903 18% Reilly| 2

34 39,324 12,331 6,632 17% 12,204| 8,529| 22% Austin| 4

8 38,4950 14,162| 7,178] 19% 13943| 8,446| 22% Harris| 8

6 37,7919 13173] 6,370] 17% 13,047 6,912 18% Lyle| 4

41 37,2830 13,928| 11,516] 31% 14,021| 10,165 27% Doherty| 3

19 35,232 20,997| 16,547 47% 21,420 11,685 33% Rugai| 3

18 35,124 13,309] 7,638] 22% 13,228| 6,458 18% Lane| 5 8,967, 6,050, 17% Lane
9 34,489 9,786/ 5,169 15% 9,686/ 5,603 16% Beale| 4

32 34,393 8,078/ 6,516 19% 8,107) 3,799 11% Matlak| 3 8,232| 4,177 12% |Waguespack
2 33992 11,171 7,764 23% 11,103] 3,075 9% Fioretti| 6 9,387 6,172 18% Fioretti
17 33,784 9,066/ 4,755 14% 8,937| 5948 18% Thomas| 4

43 33,561 9,284 7,7197| 23% 9,307| 4,474 13% Daley| 5 8,317 4,481 13% Daley
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2007 Feb 2007 Feb MAYORAL 2007 Feb ALDERMANIC 2007 Apr ALDERMANIC runoff
votes for
total votes | votes for winner or
registered cast winner | %total votes | frontrunn | % total winner or # votes |votes for| % total
WARD |  voters (3runners)| (Daley) |registered cast er registered| frontrunner |runnersf§ cast | winner |registered winner
totals pr 1 407,979 456,765|324,519| 23% [ 448,365| 288,656 21% 95,727/ 54,934| 16% |(average)
44 33,123 6,572| 5480 17% 5824| 5824 18% Tunney| 1
24 32,841 8,541 4,313 13% 8421 3,053 9% Chandler| 7 6,409| 3,299 10% Dixon
7 32571 11,976] 6,456] 20% 11969 6,793 21% Jackson| 4
45 31,237 12988 10,926| 35% 13,141 7,389] 24% Levar| 4
28 30,698 7,588] 4,142 13% 7,551 4,518 15% Smith| 6
46 30,430 11,199] 8,835 29% 11,274| 5,987| 20% Shiller| 2
47 29,554 9,269 7,429 25% 9,239| 7,255 25% Schulter| 2
5 29,465 9,183 4978 1% 9,037 6,748] 23% Hairston| 3
37 29,400 7,650 4,233| 14% 7,571 4,485 15% Mitts| 6
1 28,980 5150 3,968 14% 4,629 4,629 16% Flores| 1
23 28934 13,284 11,491 40% 13,375 9,479] 33% Zalewski| 2
4 28,852 10,110] 5,355] 19% 10,004| 7,601 26% |Preckwinkle| 2
27 28,578 6,322 4,064| 14% 5,502| 5,502| 19% Burnett| 1

data at http://www.chicagoelections.com/election3.asp

79



2007 Feb

2007 Feb MAYORAL

2007 Feb ALDERMANIC

2007 Apr ALDERMANIC runoff

votes for
total votes | votes for winner or
registered cast winner % total votes |frontrunn | % total winner or # votes |votes for| % total
WARD voters (3runners)| (Daley) |registered cast er registered| frontrunner |runnersf§ cast | winner |registered winner
wotals Bt 1,407,979 456,765| 324,519 23% [ 448,365 288,656 21% 95,727/ 54,934 16% |(average)
36 28,336 10942 9,227| 33% 10,914| 8,315 29% Banks| 2
48 28,170 8,216| 6,372 23% 6,747 6,747 24% Smith| 1
38 27,381 8,038 6,889 25% 7,335 7,335 27% Allen| 1
15 26,995 6,541 3,671 14% 6,046 2,039 8% Foulkes| 11 4,632| 2,790 10% Foulkes
10 26,725 8,822| 7,387| 28% 8,838| 6,218 23% Pope| 3
50 24,7099 10,259] 8,660] 35% 10,489 5,069] 21% Stone| 4 §11,269| 5,965 24% Stone
20 24,467 7,206] 3,842 16% 7,133 4,461 18% Cochran| 3
16 24,317 6,206 3,621 15% 6,104 2,536/ 10% Thompson| 6 5271 2977 12% Thompson
39 24,203 7,970 6,884 28% 7,924| 6,282 26% Laurino| 2
11 23,814 9,861 9,104| 38% 9,650[ 7,615 32% Balcer| 2
26 23,805 5,522| 4,219 18% 5421 3,576 15% Ocasio| 4
3 23,634 8,062| 4,464 15% Tillman| 5 8,360| 4,513 19% Dowell
e S o T T e ey = - s
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2007 Feb

2007 Feb MAYORAL

2007 Feb ALDERMANIC

2007 Apr ALDERMANIC runoff

votes for

total votes votes for winner or

registered cast winner % total votes |frontrunn | % total winner or # votes |votes for| % total
WARD voters (3runners)| (Daley) |registered cast er registered| frontrunner |runnersf§ cast | winner |registered winner
totals Bt 1,407,979 456,765 324,519| 23% [ 448,365| 288,656 21% 95,727/ 54,934/ 16% |(average)
35 23,564 6,578] 5,021 21% 6,561 3,046 13% Colon| 3 6,537| 4,073 17% Colon
29 23,239 8,642 5,578 24% 7,836] 7,836 34% Carothers| 1
40 23,040 6,275 5,082 22% 5,625 5,625 24% O'Connor| 1
25 21,925 6,988 5,606/ 26% 6,854| 3,522| 16% Solis| 6
49 21,710 7,382] 5,040[ 23% 74411 3,668 17% Moore| 4 7,791 4,019 19% Moore
30 20,926 5060, 4,311 21% 5,014| 3514| 17% Reboyras| 3
31 20,657 5333| 4,629 22% 5,260 4,526 22% Suarez| 2
13 19,920 11,211] 10,164| 51% 10,828| 10,828 54% Olivo| 1
33 17,622 5101 4,266 24% 4590, 4,590 26% Mell| 1
22 15,264 4,327) 3541 23% 4,339| 2,466 16% Munoz| 4
12 13,371 4,400 3,874 2,592 19% Cardenas| 6
14 11,798 5,641 5,255 5,027 43% Burke| 2
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COMMUNICATION FROM HON., FRED A. BUSSE, MAYOR, T0 THE
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CHICAGO.

Mavor's OFFicE,
; CHicAgo, June 8, 1908,
To the Honorable, the City Couneil:

GEnTLEMER—I tramsmit herewith copies of correspondence with intereated de-
partments of the City of Chicago, and copies of various legal opinions bearing upon
questions at issue between the City of Chicago and the Semitary District of Chicago,
and respectfully recommend that these documents be printed in the Journal of the
City Council for the information of the members of the City Council, City officials
and the general public.

I take this mesns of putting the facts on record, because statements have
been made from time to time in various mewspapers and elsewhere, which might
give the public the impression that the Sanitary District of Chicago is meeting with
unfair treatment or diserimination at the hands of the City government in the
District’s efforts to gell and distribute electrieal energy. Many, if not all, of the
statements so made have been, I believe, misleading.

Communications from the Commissioner of Public Works and from the City

Electrician transmitted herewith, will show you that the City has at all times |

atood ready to co-operate with the Sanitary Distriet in its effort to distribute
electrical current; that it has not discriminated egainst seid District; that it has
permitted snid Distriet to set some thirty-three miles of poles and to string mnearly

one hundred miles of electrical conductors without permitsa; and that it has tried |

to accommodate the District ewen to the point of winking at the law as construed
by the City's legal advisers. In this connection, I may be pardoned for reiterating
that the City government and it various departments must follow the law as con-
strued by the City’a law deparfment until that law department’s construction is
proven to be wrong. '

The communication from the City Electrician will further show you in detail
the amount of work done by the Banitary District in setting poles and stringing
wires, and the character of such work in respect to its conformity to the ordinances
and regulations of the City of Chicago, framed and enforced for the protection of
life end property; and slso an estimate of the amount of power which the
Sanitary District has now available, and the smount which it may ex-
pect to bave at some future time when the maximum flow of water is being dis-
charged through the Drainage Canal. These estimates, I am informed, are figured
on the basis usually adopted by practieally all competent electrieal engineers. I
take the liberty of calling your attention particularly to that portion of the City
Electrician’s report, which shows that the Sanitary District has disregarded both

the apirit and letter of the City Code in putting up electrical construction and tn |
violation of the regulations covering electrical wiring in a manner that ought not|:

to be permitted to any corporation, public or private.

On the question of whether the Banitary Distriet should be required to secure|

frontage consents befdre detting poles and stringing wires, I submit copies of ti
diﬂ'srent_.oyi_niong prepared at different times by three different members of
law depacbmant’all bearing upon this question and all in substantial agreement
tolthe hw In this connection, I desire to make clear one point: I am informed
:,'i‘har'fnw department that the Sanitary District was invited about & year ago
j6in in & test case that would determine this question, but failed to do so. Theret
the law department, following what it believed and still believes to be the L
advised the Commissioner of Public Works not to issue any permits to the Sanit:
District to set poles-and string wires without securing frontage consents, beca
if poles and wires were thus put into the streets under authority of the C
government and damage should result from said setting of poles and stringing
wires, the City of Chicago would have been liable for damages. The Commissio
of Public Works has followed this advice from the law department in declining
‘leave the City liable for damages by reason of the work done by the Sanitary I
‘triet, but he has, as shown by his communication transmitted herewith, shut
‘eyes to the setting of some thirty-three miles of poles and the stringing of nem
one hundred miles of transmission wires when no complaint weas made by prope
OWners. 3 )
The City hae at no time on its own initiative stopped the setting of poles &
"atringing of wires by the Sanitary Distriet. If that part of the Sanitary Distric
work has been interrupted, the interruption has been due entirely to the action
‘individual citizens. )
Respectfully aubmitted,
Frep A. Busseg,
Mayor

FROM HON. FRED A. BUSSE, MAYOR, TO MR. WM,
CARROLL, CITY ELECTRICIAN.

CHicAGO, June 4,

COMMUNICATION

1008,
My, William Carroll, City Electrician:
Deaz Smr: With a view to clearing up various questions that appear to |

at issue between the City of Chicago and the Sanitary District of Chicago, I wis
you would inform me on the following points:

Has the Sanitary Distriet set any poles in the City of Chicago andstrung ove
head wires for transmission of electrical current or placed conduits for undergrour
transmission? If so, please state the extent and location of this work, size of pole
distance apart, etc., and how many wires and. how much current said poles carr,

Has the Sanitary District ever applied for, received or been denied permits fu
placing poles, conduits, ete., in the public streets?

What voltage does the Sanitary Distriet overhead wires carry, and how doe
this compare with voltage carried overhead on other wirest

What is the character of overhead construction and distributive facilities pu
up by the Samitary Distriet? Is it safe, and does it conform to City regulation
imposed upon all other classes of overhead electrical transmission wires?

Has the Sanitary District ever submitted a eomprehensive or co-ordinated plar
or even an outline of what-it desires to do in the way of setting poles, placing con-

duits, stringing wires, ete., for supplying electrical current to- private comsumers ag
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that the Sanitary Distriet and City Officials might co-operate in baving eaid poles,
ete., placed where they would be least objectionable to property owners and to the
public as street obstructions? _.
’ ‘What are other producers of t permitted to do in the way of
setting poles, placing conduits, stringing wires, ete,, subject to ordinances and rules
of the City that the Sanitary Distriet is not permitted to do?
’ Yours very truly,
{Bigned) Frep A. Busse,,
Mayor. -

lortvioal

REPORT OF HR. WILLIAM CARROLL, CITY ELECTRICIAN, TO HON. FRED

A. BUSSE, MAYOR.
CHicago, I, June 5, 1908.
Hon. Fred A. Busee, Mayor: '

Deagr Sie—Replying to yours of J une 4th, I beg leave to state that Sanitary
Distriet has set poles in the City of Chicago and strung overhead wires for trams-
migeion of electric eurrents na shown by the following statement:

Height of
Poles.
Feet.

Forty-eighth avenue, from West 39th street to Weet 4lst utreet east side of
LR G e o A RN R R T B e e A R v a5

Forty-eighth avenue, frum 12th street to Kinzie street, east side of atreet.... 40
Kinzie street, from 52nd avenue to Hamlin avenue, north and south sides of atreet 40
Hamlin avenue, from Kinzie street to Potomac avenue, east side of street.... 40
Potomae avenue, from Hamlin avenue to Kedzie avenue, south side of atreet.. 40
"Alley west of Hamlin avenue, from Potomae avenue to North avenue, west side

OF SETEOE & 5 uuraunucasinrmis o wwroonin v/ uimc a0 ) e i SR AT N 40
Alley south of North avenue, from Hnmhn avenue to Lowell avenue, north gide

OEBEIEE - v om0 Aot ¥ A e 35
Lowell avenue, from North avenue to Wabansia avenue, west side of street.... 33
St, Louis avenue, from Potomac avenue to North avenue, east side of street.... 35
Alley east of Ballon street, from North avenue to Blo-omingd.a]e road, west side

of street ,..... ennRDE vassnies BB
Bloomingdale roa.d i'mm Lnundale avenue to Ashlam‘. nmmue, north side of

BEDBBE. | rcin v mnmiom onimvimor A B om0 L AT 10 5 B BB 35 and 40
Alley east of Ashland avenue, from Bioomin.gds.!e road ene block aouth.
Twelfth street, from G3rd avenue to 42nd court, north side of street.......... 49
Forty-fifth court, from 12th street to Fillmore street, east side of street...... 35
Fillmore street, from 45th court to 43rd avenue, south side of street........ 35
14th street, from 46th avenue to Avers avenue, south side of street.. -]
Avers avenue, from 14th atreet to 16th street, east side of street.............. 40
Sixtesnth street, from Avers avenue to Albany avenue, south eide of street..... 40

Rockwell strect, from 32nd street to 18th street, west side of street..........
25th street, from Rockwell street to 40th avenue, south side of street
40th avenue, from 25th street to 26th street, east side of street.,
26th street, from 40th avenue to 46th avenue, north side of street......

[
Height of
FPoles.
Feet.
Turner avenue, from 25th street to 30th street, east side of street............ 40

21st street, from Campbell avenue to Washtenaw avenue, south gide of street.. 40
18th street, from Rockwell street to Washtenaw avenue, south side of street.... 40
Twenty-third street, from Rockwell street to Western avenue, south side of
IR e R e TR R e
Wesatern avenue, from 31st street to 43d utreet west side of street
‘Weatern avenue, from 43d street to 103d street, west side of street............ 33
Forty-third 8treet, from Weslern avenue to Ashland avenue, north side of street 40
Aghland avenue, from 43d-street to 35th street, east and weat sides of street,
............................................................. 40 and 50

Tharty-suventh street, from Ashland avenue one block east.

Total number of miles of polea......cocvvivininiininnnnnnn
Total number of miles of wire.......cccviniiriasnasanrinas seraaass BT.00
Approximate number of polea ............ R S [ ) ]

They are nsing wooden poles, Yaryln,g in llmg(‘,h fro\m 35 feet to 50 fael.. and
ure set about 40 to the mile. There are in most places three wires on each pole
route. The total horse power to which they have made wiring connections in the
city up to May 23, 1908, including motors and 882 incandescent lamps, ja 1,057
H., P. .Current iz distributed at a pressure of 12,000 volts. The Sanitary Distriel
has not placed any conduits in the public streets. No permits of any kind hawe
been issued for the work they have dome. Applications were made for permita t:
eet poles which I was informed were not issued on account of the opinion of the
City Law Department that the city counld not legally issue such permits withowi

the Banitary District first obtaining the frontage consents required by law.

You ask what is the character of overhead construction and distributive facili
ties put up by the Sanitary District? Is it safe and does it conform to city regu.
lations imposed upon all other classes of electrical overhead tranamission wires?

The District is distributing by overhead circuits, at 12,000 volts’ pressury
from their terminal stations at Western avenue near 31st street, and have wired t«
serve 26 customers, to 156 of whom it is proposed to furnish incandescent light, amc
to 22 of whom it is proposed to furnish power for motors. The service is to I«
given to these compamies through transformers, located on poles, and stepping
down from 12,000 to 220 volts.

This class of service comes under the head of extra high potential systems, an¢
according to the rules of the Department of Electricity and National Board of Fin
Underwriters, the gecondary wires leading from these transformers into the build
ings, and throughout the buildings, should be installed under the rules for higl
potential systems, which rules would prohibit entirely the use of incandescen
lamps.

The present method of distributing current and serving customers employe:
by the Sanitary Trustees is in violation of the rules of the Department of Elec
tricity, which are a part of the City Code, and also a violation of the rules of th
National Board of Fire Underwriters, All other electric light and power companie:
operating inside the city limits are required to comply with these rules, which wen
compiled and put in force to protect life and property.

I have been asked, “Is it not true that the transmission wires of private cor
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porations, even though carrying a lower voltage, are equally dangerous to life if a
person comes in contact with them?t” This would depend upon the manner of
contact. A peréon might be partially insulated from the earth and come in
contact with a low voltage wire with no disagreeable results, while under'the same
conditions, contact with a high voltage wire would destroy life. As a general
propoeition it can be safely said that the lower the voltage the less the danger to
life and property and the higher the voltage the greater the danger. In my opinion,
the present distributing system of the Sanitary District is unsafe.

On April 2 I notified the electrical engineer of the Sanitary District that
my attention had been called to the fact that he was preparing to furnish current
_for buildinge for power and incandescent lighting and called his attention to the
rules referring to extra high potential systems. On April 3, I recsived a letter
describing their system of distribution and containing the following statment:

“This arrangement we have adopted temporarily until auch time as we can
get some idea of the distribution of our load and can design and locate such
stations at the proper points.”

On May 20th I caused the chief electrical inspector of this department to
notify the Sanitary Trustees that they were operatimg in violation of the rules and
regulations of the Department of Electricity which are a part of the City Code,
On June lst Mr. Ellicott answered this notification with a letter claiming in
subetance that the system which he was using was practically safe and com-
plied with the rules and stated there are “A large number of users of curremt
furnished by our competitors where the same rule is not now and never has been
obeerved.” After careful inquiry I cannot find any place in the City of Chicago
where a corporation manufacturing and distributing slec‘tl'lr:ity is not complying
with the rules.

I wish to state that the electrical inspectors and electrical engineers in this
department, the electrical engineer of the Board of Fire Underwriters, and all other
electrical engineers in the city (exeept the engineers of the Sanitary Distriet)
with whom I bave consulted agree with me that the present method of distribu-
tion and service of the Sanitary District is unsafe to life and property.

In answer to your next guestion, the Sanitary District has never submitted a
comprebensive or co-ordinated plan of what it desires to do in the way of setting
poles, placing conduits, etringing wires, etc.,, for supplying electrical current to
private consumers 8o that the Senitary District and City Officials might co-operate
in baving said poles, ete., placed where they would be least objectionable to prop-
erty owners and to the public as street gbstructions,

You msk what are other producers of electrical current permitted to do in
the way of setting poles, plecing conduits, stringing wires, ete, subject to ordi-
nances and rules of the city that the Sanitary District is not permitted to do?

Practically the only companies that set poles, string wires and place conduits
in this city are the Commonwealth Edison Company, the Chicago Telephone Com-
pany and the Traction Companies.

‘When the Commonwealth Edipon Company wishes to set poles or string wires
or place conduits in the street they male written application in triplicate, ad-
dreased to the proper officers of the City of Chicago, stating what work they are
required to do and giving a plan showing the proposed locations of the poles,
whether in streets or alleys. This application must have the approval of the Law

Department, the Engineering Department, Superintendent of Streets and the City

Electrician before the permit is issued by order of the Commissiomer of Public
‘Worka and signed by the Buperintendent of Streets and countersigned by the City
Electrician, They pay the sum of §2.00 for each permit so issued; 152 panniu
were issued during the month of May.

The applications of the Chicago Telephone Com'puny to set poles are approved
by the City Electrician, Corporation Counsel, Commissioner of Public Works,
Superintendent of Streets and both aldermen of the ward in which the poles are
to be located before the permit is finally issued. The ordinance does mot requirs
that these permits be sent to the aldermen of the ward, but the Telephone Com-
pany prefers to have it done in order to avoid subsequent friction. .

+ It has been the custom for this department to maintain friendly relations
with the companies meintaining poles and conduits in the City's streets, Under
these relations the department gets quite & few privileges for the City in the way
of help during storms when it is imperative that the City’s fire alarm and police
telegraph syefems be kept in as good working order s possible, and under these
relationa the City is using 1,678 of the Commonwealth Edison Company’s poles and
the Commonweslth Edison Company bave wires on 462 of the City's poles. The
Commonwealth Edison Company is not ocoupying any of the City's conduits, neither
is the City occupying any of the Commonwealth Edison Company's conduits. The
ordinance of the Commonwealth Edison Company provides that the City shall
bave the use of one cross-arm on the company’s poles, but in & great many places
the City is using more than ome cross-arm of the Company’s poles without com-
pensation. .

The SBanitary District maintain about 33 miles of three-phase transmission
lines, overhead, at 12,000 volts, and no underground. The Commonwealth Edison
Company maintain about 17 miles of three-phase transmission lines overhead at
a voltage of 5,000 and under 12,000, and about 27414 miles of underground.

The City maintains 121} miles of aerial three-phase transmission lines op-
erated at 6,000 volts and 2 miles underground. Also, 4 B-10 aerial operated at
12,000 volts, and 1174 miles underground.

The voltage used on the old City lighting cireuits vary from 5,000 to 11,000.
The wvoltage on all City lighting circuitsa built during the years 1908 and

. 1907 and planned for future work is 4,250. These transmission lines are used for

conveying electrical energy to sub-stations and from there distributed for street
lighting. They are not used for interior lighting.

In a communication to the Finance Committee, which is printed in the Council
Proceedings of June 1, 1908, on pages 437, 438, 430 and 440, I called attention to
the comparatively small amount of power which the District has to sell and the
large area over which it is proposed to distribute. The statement that they bave
about 1,500 horse power to deliver at Western avenue has been disputed and
called misleading. I beg leave to state that the estimate is based on the amount
of water the Government will allow the District to take from the Lake, the head
at the power plant and the unavoidable losses in turbines, generators, lines and
transformers, With a full flow of 600,000 cubi¢c feet a minute in the District’s
Canal when the Calumet Channel is finished, the Distriet will be able to deliver at
the City Limits approximately 23,000 horse power and distribute to customers a
little less than 19,000 horse power. The estimate as to this follows:

McCabe, J. R. (City Clerk). Sundry Communications and Legal Opinions Concerning the Use of the Streets by the Sanitary District for the
Laying of Conduits, Erection of Poles and Stringing of Wires for the Transmission of Electrical Energy for Certain Purposes. Reprinted from
the Journal of the Proceedings of the City Council of the City of Chicago (1908 June).

A public domain book scanned by Google from Harvard College Library. Found at http://books.google.com. Please respect Google terms

and conditions.

85



ESTIMATED ELECTRICAL HOBSE POWEE TO BE DELIVERED FROM LOCEPOET WHEN THE
CALUMET CHANNEL SHALL HAVE BEEN COMPLETED AND THE FULL FLOW EUNNING
THROUGH THE DISTRICT CANAL—ESTIMATE BASED ON DELIVERY IN OHICAGO.

Low water Lake Michigan assumed.............

T ¥ PR PR 1.5 ft.
Flow through canal, 800,000 cubic feat per minute......... ......000,000 cu. ft.
Elevation of water in forebay...........cccoiviiuninn o 7.5 ft.
Maximum elevation of water in pool at Jnllet LT 36 ft.
Fall from power house to pool T5 1t
This data will make the head........ 27.75 ft.
To be liberal we will assume a head of 30.00 ft.
600,000 X 30 X 62.5 .
—_———34,00]l—gross horse power........... 34,001

33,000
Losses in water wheels deducted, 22%........ b R 26,591
Deduet losses in generators and step-up transformers, '5.5%,

BOURLE o oo mowm om0 538 op o it e W A ... 25,128
Deduet losses in line and stap-down trlmsiormem available at

City limits, 8.6%, equals......cocviiiiiiiinniininann, 23,017
Deduct line and transformer loss for distribution through City

estimated at— ’

Line and feeder, 10%......c0nevurivinionnnirnes. 20,715
Transformers, 8.8% .......cciieeniinininnianinas . 18,684
Leaves power that can be delivered to consumers........ T .18,684

The Calumet Channel is not yet completed. The United States Government
limits the amount of water that may flow through the river now to 250,000 cubic
feet per minute, This flow would develop at Lockport only 14,200 horse power.
Add to this the additiona]l power that would be furnished by the flow from the
30th street pumping station and make the necessary deductions for unavoidable
losses in transmission, ete, and it will be seen that my estimate of power
available at the present time and in the near future is very liberal.

Respectfully submitted,
{Signed) Woriau CaReOLL,
City Eleotrioian,

REPORT OF MR. WILLIAM CARROLL, CITY ELECTRICIAN, TO HON. FRANK
I. BENNETT, CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON FINANCE.

Cricaco, 111,
Hon. F. I. Bennett, Chairman Finance Commitfee:

May 27, 1008,

Desp Siz—In response to your request for a report showing the location of
conduits in which the City has vacant duct space and pole lines that might be
available for the joint use of the City and Sanitary Distriet of Chicago and any
other facts bearing on the proposal of the Sanitary District to distribute their
r power throughout the City of Chieago for commercial power and lighting, I beg
leave to submit the following faets and figures, some of which are well known but
will bear repetition as they are pertinent to the guestion:

The City of Chicago has an area of 180.0 square miles and a population of
about two and a half million people. There is in this City an available electrical
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powsr, exel vdwe of the City's municipal plant and the Hydro-electric power of the
San.ih.ry Distriet of about 397,000 horse power. To the best of my information,
the Samtm‘, District has about 15,000 horse power to deliver at Western avenue
and 3lst street, less than four per cemt of the present available power. The City
is -mow using 4,000 horse power of the Canal current for might service, and within
ten days will be taking 7,000 horse power. If as much money is expended on the
Municipal lighting plant during the year 1808 .as was expended during 1007, the
City would at the end of the year probably be taking all the power for night ser-
vice that the Sanitary Distriet could or would .allow. This service is for eight
heurs in the summer and fourteen hours in.the winter, so that practically all
the power the District will have to sell. will be during the daytime and the time
will vary from 10 to 16 hours per day, The City may later decide to build a few
supplementary electricilly operated pumping stations to operate during the time
of the maximum use of water, and if so will be able to take nearly sll the
power allowed it for twenty-four hours a day, and in that event the District would
have practically no power to sell for commercial nse in Chicago.

It appears to me that it would have been better policy for the District to have
sold their surplus power within the limited area and give the entire population of
Chicago the benefit of the profits in-reduced taxes, rather than attempt to spread
over the entire 104 square miles of the City to give the benefit of low prices to a
comparatively few people.

The Distriet has now set about 32 miles'of pole lines and have 28 commer-
cial installations containing 980 horse  power in motors, five are lamps and B82 in-
candescent: lamps, a total of 1,057 horse power. The current is delivered in these
places through transformers (located on poles), that step down from 12,000 to
220 wvolts., The installations that operate incandescent lamps under these com-
ditions operate in violation of the Department Rules and are dangerous. A grmt.'
many of these poles were set without the knosledge of thizs Department and the
current was put into the buildings without the current permits required from other
corporations and in viclation of the Department Rules which were compiled by
the Electrical Engineer of the Drainage Board when he was City Electrician,

During the past two years it has been the policy of this Department to re-
duce the pressure on the street lighting cireuits and to do everything practicable
to reduce the danger from electrieal circuits. Also it has beem the policy of the
City ‘for some time to underground wires as fast as practicable, The present poliey
of the Sanitary Distriet is in direct opposition to this. The danger to life froa
electrieal circuits. should mot be overlooked in a proposition of this kind. Ther:
have been over seventy persons killed in this City during the past seven years from
high potential wires and apparatus, and the spreading of 12,000 volt aerial trans
mizsion lines through the City as they are being spread IJy the Sanitary Distric
officials will certainly not decrease the death rate.

: I may. be. going outside of your imstructions in this communication, and if sc
1 erave vour indulgence, but I feel that this subject in all its bearings is such a;
important one that it should be looked at from every angle. The water wil
probably be flowing through the Drainage Channel for several hundred years, an
it is better that the question be settled right than wrong, even though it take
some time to become familiar with all the details,

The accompanying tables show approximately the eleetrical horsepower awvail
able in the City from all sources, the customers to whom the Sanitary Distric

have made wiring connections up to date, the loeationa-whcre the City own
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conduit systems containing more than two ducts, also the locations where the City
owns one and two duct conduit systems. The large map shows the conduits econ-
taining more than two ducts and the pole lines that would be fit to carry additional
high potential feed wires without being rebuilt. The two duct systema were built;
for the most part, for the purpose of undergrounding the City’s wires on streets
to be repaved, one duct being placed for the Fire Alarm and Police systems pnd
one duct for electric street lighting. The City bas not placed the wires under-
ground in all cases on account of lack of funds, and where the list shows vacant
ducts the wires are still aerial. None of the City conduits were built for joint
cceupancy with other corporations, and only the systems having. more than two
duets and built in recent years are fit for joint use, the manholes being too small
for heavy cables. It has heretofore been the policy of the City, as it has been the
policy of the other large electric corporations, to keep their underground work as
much apart as practicable. Especially is this true with manholes, where joint con-
duit systems have been built they have been provided with separate manholes. For
example, the City owns two duets in a joint system built by the Chicago City Rail-
way Company on Archer avenue, from State street to Ashland avenue, and ecach
corporation having separate manholes. The City owns eight ducts in Blue Island
avenue, from Harrison street to 18th street, in a joint system built by the Chicago
Telephone Company, each corporation having separate manholes. I have not shown
any of the two duet systems on the map, as I believe it would be poor policy to
ghare their use with the Drainage Trustees under any circumstances.

Nearly all the City pole routes not shown on the map, which have not been
rebuilt as joint lines by the Commonwealth Edison Company or the Chicago Tele-
phone Company were built to sccommodate from one to six small wires and are
unfit to earry heavy feed wires and would have to be rebuilt as joint lines if used
by the SBanitary District. A great many of these poles have been set on streets
where the property owners and Aldermanic consent was obtained on the represen-
tation that the poles were to be used for street lighting only, and that only from
ane to two No. 6 wires would be maintained on them. A large part of the Citys
pole lines and conduit systems were built for the use of the Fire and Police Alarm
systems and I try to keep the Fire and Police wires as far as possible from high
potential cireuits, and I would not approve any plan which provides that high po-
tential wires should oceupy the same pole lines with the Fire and Police wires on
aceount of the danger during wind and sleet storma,

With suitable arrangements it might be advisable to allow the Sanitary Dis-
trict cables to be placed in some of the unoccupied ducts shown on the mep, but the
size and kind of cables, thickness and quality of insulation, voltage and current
carried, and all other essential gualifications of the imsulation, together with the
work of placing and maintaining them, should be subject to the approval and
supervision of the City Electriciam, and the District should pay to the City its pro-
portionate - cost' of the conduit used immediately wpon beginning its wuse, and
annually thereafier its proportionate cost of the maintenance of the conduit so used.
The zame rules should apply to the joint use of pole lines.

The small ‘map attached shows where the Sanitary District have installed
pole lines insidé the City limits. The small section of the City shown in the emall
map; shaded in red and bounded by 22d street and Blue Island avenue on the north,
the Chicago River on the south and east and Western avenue on the west, is shown
merely as ‘an indication of the area in which it might be possible to sell 15,000
electrical horse power, provided the price and continuity of service were satisfactory.
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In this district I am informed that reaper works, planing mills and other manufac-
turing concerns use about 20,000 mechanical horse power daily. Referring to the Can-
ners Can Company, 225 West 45th place, near Wentworth avenue, where I understood
-electrical apparatus had been installed to be operated with Canal power, I find
there is nmo record in this Department of any electrical work having been done in
the building. The law directs that persons or corporations before commencing or
doing any electrical construction work of eny kind whatever, either installing new
electrical apparatus or repairing apparatus already in use must file an application
for a permit to do such work with the City Electrician and a permit be obtained.
As there hes been no such application filed, I take it for granted that no work has
been dome,

It is estimated that it would cost the District approximately $6,000.00 to
extend its service to this plant from 33th street and Centre avenue, provided per-
mission was obtained to use the City conduit on Wentworth avenue and City pole
line on 35th street, and the estimate does not inelude any charges for the duct in the
eonduit or for space on the pole lines,

A3 1 understand the subject, it was the intent of the [aw requiring Ironl
consenta to prevent just such work as the District officials have been doing a
wish to continue such as setting poles and stringing wires in fromt of propert;
which is not bemefited in any way. For example: The poles and 12,000 volt wil
placed on Western avenue, from the Canal to 87th street, do not benefit the Weste
avenue property owners so that they can motice it, but probably does Lelp the to
of Morgan Park end a few manufacturers east of Western avenue. This part
the subject is mot appreciated by the citizen whose property is not affected, but
by the property owner in front of whose houses the poles have been set or are
be set.

Tables and maps are forwarded herewith.
Respectfully submitted,
Wy, CammoLL,
City Electrician.
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REPORT OF MR. JOHN ]. HANBERG, COMMISSIONER OF PUBLIC WORKS,
TO0 HON. FRED A, BUSSE, MAYOR.

CHicigo, June 5, 1908,
Hon., Fred A, Busse, Mayor:

My Deap Ma. Maxyor: In answering yours of yesterday I beg to make the
following report in relation to the question asked ss to what permits, if any, the
Sanitary Board had for erecting poles and stringing wires in the various streets
named in your communication:

The Sanitary Board have no permits for any kind of work in connection with
the erection of poles or the stringing of wires in the strects and alleys of the
city for the reasom that the City Law Department advised this Department that
there was no authority wvested in the Commissiorier of Public Works to issue
permits for such work for the remson, first, that the State law did not permit it,
and seeond, thgt there was no city ordinance permitting such ereetion, The Sani-
tary Board mevertheless have erected about thirty-three miles of lines, consisting
of about 1,520 poles varying in height from forty to fifty-five feet, upon which
wires are strung, The reason that these violations have been possible is due to
the fact that when the Department found it could issue no permits under the law
the writer upon comsulting with Your Honor ascertained that it was your desire
to have the city authorities co-operate to the fullest extent with the Sanitary
Board, inssmuch ae the City and said Board practically represented the same
conatituency, and not to interfere with the work of the Diatriet excepting upon
complaint of property owners by themselves or through their representatives. In
& number of cases such objections were made, principally on account of lack of
judgment in selecting the proper places for the erection of poles. In such cases
the Department was compelled to interfere, and in most cases the differences were
adjusted by placing the poles either in the alley or in such places where the
property owners could and would offer no objection.

Respectfully submitted,
(Sigmed) Jomws J. HaxmERG,

Commissioner.

SUNDRY OPINIONS OF THE LAW DEPARTMENT. .

IN RE RIOHT OF SBANITARY DISTRICT TO LAY CONDUITS IN WESTERN AVENUE AND OTHER
BTREETS OF THE CITY OF CHICAGO FOR THE FURPOSE OF TRANSMITTING ELECTRICITY
FROM ONE DIVISION OF ITS WORKS TO OTHER DIVISIONS TIEREOF,

May 15, 1908.
John O. Williams, Esg., Attorney, Sanifary Distriet:

Dean Smm: Your favor of Oth inst, addressed to Mr. Emil C. Wetten, Firat
Assistant Corporation Counsel, has been referred to me for reply.

As T understand the situation, the Sanitary District is desirous of laying a
conduit in Western avenue and other streets of the city for the purpose of trams-
mitting eleetricity from the sub-station of the Sanitary District at Thirty-firat
street and Western avenue to a new pumping station of the District to be erected
at Wilmette, near the lake, and your contention is that inasmuch as this is
necessary to enable the District to carry on the work which it was organized to do,
the District is acting therein in its public capacity as distinguished from what has
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been termed in previous Dplmm from this Department jts pnn.t-e sa.pwty,
which it has been held to oceupy in the supplpng of electrical energy, to private
consumers, and that by reason of such work being public in character, as aforesaid,
the District has the right to lay conduits in such streets as it may d:eﬁgna,te or
select for that purpose, tha only qualification being that the publi¢ use is not
unnecessarily interrupted or interfered with and the property is reat.ored t.o its
former usefu'lnew as acon as prachcabla

In otﬂer ‘to arrive ‘at & proper solution of the questiong mvo]vea It will be
necessary to consider and determine the powers and duties of the City of Chicago
a#nd the Sanitary District, both with réspect to their relations and duties to the
general public and their relations and duties to each other. The only power of a
municipality directly involved in:the questions at issue ls as to their respective
‘rights in and to the use of the streets of the city.

The City of Chicage and the Sanitary District are separate and distinet
wnnicipal corporations and they each possess separate and dlatmct ‘purposes, fune-
tions and powers.

Bee: Wilson v. Hoard of Trustees, 133 TIL, page 447.

Both municipalities are absolute creatures of the Legislature and can exercise
puch powers only as are ¢xpressly conferred or necessarily incident thereto. It
is further conceded that the paramount authority over the streeta of the eity exists
in the Legislature, and that in the absence of any constitutional prohibition the
[Legislature has absolute control over municipal corporatioms, to create, change,
iuodify or destroy them at pleaaura,

As to the City of Chieago: '

The City of Chicago is a municipal em-pcrs.ncn proper, and as orgsn.med. aon-
stitutes the local government, including both territory and inhabitants, nubsldu:ry
ito that of the state.

The Cities, Villages and Towns Aect, the provisions of which have been ldoptﬂﬂ
by the City of Chieago, and under which it is organized and exists, and particenlarly
iClausea 7 and 9 of Article V thereof, expressly vest the City of Chicago with the
care and control of ita streets.

With particular reference to the question of the control of streets as between
different municipalities, see Kreigh v. City of Chicago, 86 Ill., page 410 of opinion:

“The euthority to establish and open streets and improve and keep them
in repair, a8 the public necessities requma, is witdl to the well-being of
municipal eorporations.”

It will be admitted, T take it, that the express delegation of this power with
reference to streets by the Legislature to the City of Chicago charges the City
with a duty in regard thereto, and the scope and limits of such duty is clearly

eseribed by the provisions of the Cities and Villagea Act, and that there is

erefore an express delegation of power with reference to an express subject,
o be exercised in a manner clearly prescribed; and that thereby the City becomes
he trustee of the general public in the care and control of such streets, subject
nly to the continuing power of the Legislature with respect thereto.

As to the Sanitary District:

The Sanitary District was organized for a governmental purpose, but not for
a purpose like to that or those of a city or ordinary municipality. In thia respect
the Sanitary District may be likened to a park municipality. With reference to
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the status of the Sanitary Distriet our Supreme Court, in the case of Wilson v.
Board of Trustees, above cited, says:

“The Distriet was organized pursuant to an affirmative vote of the electors
within its limits as a municipal corporation for sanitary purposes, entirely
distinct from and independent of the government of the City of Chicago, and of
that of every other municipal corporation, and it has municipal authorities of
its own, elected by the electors within the district pursuant to the requirements
of its charter, whose funetions are in no wise connected with any other municipal
government.””

The acts of the Legislature under which the Samitary District is organized
and operates clearly set forth its powers, functions and duties, amd it thereby
becomes charged with a duty to the public to earry out the purpoaes for which it
| was organized :

Therefore, it seems clear that the two municipal corporationa are each organ-
ized for separate and distinct purposes and possess separate and distinet govern-
mental functions in their relations to the public, and that such functions are so
essentially distinct and different that each may operate within its own particular
field, as designated by the Legislature, without in any manmer interfering or con-
flieting with the other. Bearing this in mind, we will now consider their reapective
rights in and to the streets of the city.

As above stated, the Legislature has clearly, under the Cities, Villages and
Towns Act, vested the City of Chicago with an express power and duty relative to
its streets, and until the contrary appears such control must be admitted to he
sn exclusive one. BSee, again, Kreigh v. City of Chieago, supra, wherein the
Supreme Court, in referring to the. question of the control of streets as between
a patk board and the city, page 410 of opinion, says:

“and it is never to be presumed that the Legislature, having invested them
with this power, has, at the same time, authorized them to surrender it to others
over whose acta they can exercise no control. It devolves on those who assert
the existence of such an extraordinary authority to prove it by the clear letter
of the law.”

It must be remembered that the Sanitary District has been defined to be a
separate and distinct municipality over the acts of which the municipality of the
City of Chicago can exercise mo control.

As opposed to this express delegation of power and authority by the Legis-
lature to the City of Chieago with respect to streets I am unable to find anywhere
in the act under which the Sanitary District is organized, or the acts amendatory
thereof, any express delegation to it by the Legislature of any power over streets.

As I understand your position, you do not contend that the Legislature haas
expressly delegated to the Sanitary District any control of or right in the streets
of the city, but that such right in the District exists by implieation, by reason of
Bection 6 of your act, reading as follows:

“That the power made available by the works constructed under the pro-
vizions of this act shall be converted into electrical energy and shall be trans-
mitted to the various cities, villages and towns within said Sanitary Distriet,
or adjacent to the main channel of said Sanitary Distriet, and may be used in
lighting of said cities, villages and towns, or parts thereof, or for the operation
of pumping plants or machinery used for municipal purposes or public service,
or may be disposed of to any other person or corporation upom such termas
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and conditions as may be agreed to by said Sanitary District; provided, how-
ever, that it shall be the duty of said Sanitary Distriot to utilize so much of
gaid power as may be required for that purpose to operate the pumping stations,
bridges and other machinery of eaid Sanitary Distriot.”
and that, owing to the fact that the duty is imposed by the Legislature upon the
District “to utilize so much of said power as is required to operate its own ma-
chinery,” under the rule that statutes containing grants of power are to be con-
strued so a8 to include the authority to do all things neceasary to accomplish the
objects of the gramt, the Legislature must have intended, by implieation, to
confer upon the District the right to occupy streeis with conduits and wires neces-
sary to transmit such electrical emergy from ome point of its works to another,

The act of the Legislature, as I underatind it, whereby it is assumed such
power is granted, is the Sanitary District Aet, which was passed subseguent to
the Cities, Villagea and Townas Aet.

In order that sueh power shall exist by implication it must be that the latter
aect relied upon to comfer such power is 8o inconsistent with the former act that
they both can not stand, and that thereby the latter act operates ms a repeal of
the former act in this respect.

Ag to repeals by implication our Supreme Court has saijd:

“It is the duty of the courts to conatrue them (statutes) so as to avoid
repeal, if such a construction can be given, and a statute will never be held to be
repealed by implication if it can be avoided by any reasonable hypothesis.”

Village of Ridpeway v. Gallatin County, 181 Ill., page 525 of opinion, and

numerous cases there cited. i

It iz therefore clear that the necessity which compels us to resort to the
doctrine of repeal by implication is the clear inconsistency between the two acts,
and I can not see wherein such clear incomsistency appears, inasmuch as the
Sanitary District, as any other distinet and separate corporation, can acquire the
privilege it desires by compliamce with the statute and ordinances of the city
relative thereto, and that thereby both acts ean stand and both be enforced by the
courts.

It must be conceded, I take it, that if there is any express provision in the
Drainage Act whereby the District is direcfed to do this work in any particular
manner, such direction must be observed and followed by the District in exelusion
to any other, and thia notwithstanding the fact that compliance with sueh provi-
pion may, in the judgment of the officials of the District, involve what may be
considered by them useless expense and delay. This, of course, would also
remove any question of a resort to repeal by implication,

Recurring to your statement and contention that the laying of this conduit
lis necessary in order to permit the District to carry on its work of a public char-
lacter, 1 would respectfully refer to Section 17 of tha Act, which provides:

“When it shall be necessary in making @ny improvement which any district
is authorized by this act to make, to enter upon any public property or property
Reld for public use, such distriet shall have the power o to do and may acquire
the necessary right of way over such property held for public use in the same
manner &8 ia above provided for acquiring private property, and may enter
upon, use, widen, deepen and improve any navigable or other ways, waterways,

canal or lake; provided, the public use thereof shall not be unnecessarily inter-
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“ruptéd or interfered with, and that the same shall be restored to its former
* usefulness as soon a& practicable; * = =
I appears to me that Section 17 covers and applies to the situation now before
us, and if so it is well settled that when a municipal corporation is vested with
"a certain power or authority, and the mode for the exercise of such power or
authority is preseribed, nheh mode so prescribed must be followed to the exclusion
of any other,
1t further follows, therefore, that the Sanitary Distriet, being a municipal
' corporation, and the mode in which it shall exercise its powers being expressly
pregeribed, such mode must be followed by it, and that the City of Chicago, being
also & municipal corporation, the same rule would apply to it, and following this
rule to its logical.sequence it must be clear that in the event of there being mo
power conferred upon the City of Chicago to permit the use in question—and I
can find none—the City of Chicago has no right to grant to the Sanitary District
the privilege to occupy the streeta in question except upon compliance by the
Sanitary Distriet with the provisions of the Cities, Villages and Towns Act and the
Samitary Act relative thereto. .
It may be suggested that the City of Chicago should grant this privilege npon
o consideration of public convenience, but with reference thereto it has been *well
said by our Supreme Court, in the Kreigh case above referred to, page 407 of
opinion.

12

signed by the City Electrician, under a penalty of one hundred dollare for each
and every offense; and each and every day any such telegraph pole, line or
wire, or eleetric conductor, shall be maintained or used after the first conwie-
- tion shall constitute-a new and separate offedse.”

No such “valid and existing ordinance™ has been pessed, and neither can it be
‘passed except by a full and complete compliance with Section 186, Chapter 24 Cities
and Villages Act (Starr & Curtizs Revieed Statutes), which provides:

“That the City Council in cities, or the President and Board of Trustees
in villages and incorporated towns, shall have no power to pass am ordinance
granting to any person or corporation the right or privilege to lay any ges
pipés for the distribution of inflammable gas for fuel or lighting purposes, or
to pase an ordinance granting to any person or corporation the right or privi-
lege to lay in or on the ground, or string on poles any wires on, oger or by
which electricity for lighting purposes is to be used, conveyed or distributed
in any street, alley or public grounds in any such city, village or ineorporated
town, except upon the petition of the owner of the land representing more than
one-half of the frontage on the street or alley, or 8o much thereof as is sought
to be used for the purposes above mentioned, or any or either of them, and
when the street or alley, or part thereof sought to be used shall be more than
one mile in length, no right or privilege to lay pipes, or lay or string wires
for lighting purposes, shall be granted, unless a petition therefor ahall be

A municipality can not by its acls alone inveat itself with a power not
conferred or divest itself of a power which the charter confers.”

T am therefore constrained to express myself of the opinion that the ity has
no right to grant to the Sanitary District the use of the streets requested in your
letter, except upon compliance with the conditions above set forth.

Yours reﬂpectfully,
(Signed) Oscam H. OLsEN,
Assistant Corporation Counsel.
Approved :
(Bigned) EMiL C. WETTEN,
First Assistant Corporation Counsel,

IN REE SANITARY DISTRICT—TFURNISHING ELECTRICAL ENERGY TO CITY.

June 1, 1907.

Hon. John J. Hanberg, Commissioner of Public Works:

Dear Sie—In the matter of the application of the Sanitary District of Chicage
4o erect poles and wires upon certain streets named in said application, for the
purpose of transmitting electrical energy to the villages of Evergreen Park, Morgan
Park and Blue Island, I beg to advise you that I do not consider the application in
legal form, and you are therefore not justified in granting the permit.

The Revised Municipal Code providea (Section 2166):

“No person or corporation shall ereet, construet, maintain or use any pole,
line or wire; or electric conductor of any description whatever, within the -city,
without first having obtained a permit therefor under a valid and existing ordi-
nance, from the Commissioner of Public Works, which permit shall be counter-

pr ted to the City Council of the city . . . . in which such right or
privilege is sought, signed by the owners of the land representing more than
one-half of the frontage of each mile, and of the fraction of a mile, if any, in
excess of the whole mile, measuring from the initial point named in such
petition of such street or alley, or of the part thereof wught to be used for the
purposes above mentioned, or either of them.”

You will therefore note that it is impossible for you to issue a permit unless a
“wvalid and existing ordinance” has been passed by the City Council authorizing the
location of the poles, and further, that the City Council is without authority to pass
sueh an ordinance without a petition, attached to the application for such ordinance,
of the owner of the land representing more than ome-half of the fmut-age on the
street or alley upon which the poles are to be placed.

In this connection I am advised, however, that the Sanitary District contends
that, in view of the fact that they are a municipal ecorporation, the provisiona
of said Clause 186, Chapter 24, do not epply to them and that they are entitled to
the permit without the passage of the ordinance. If they are entitled to the permti
without the ordinance, they are unfoubtedly entitled to proceed without the permit.
But I am positive that in this contention they are in error.

ction 03, Chapter 24, Clause 90, Cities and Villages Act, grants to the City
Council the power to regulate the use of the streets, which would seem on its face
to give the City Council full and complete power to provide by ordinance for the
use of the public streets in any manner they saw fit, provided there was not an
abuse of that power, and provided, further, that the grant of such use did mot
eprive the inhabitants of the city of the right of free passage over, upon and across
such streets. But our Supremc Court has held that Paragraph 9, granting to tha
ity Council the right to regulate the use of the streets, has had a definite limita-
tion placed upon it by Clause 80 of Section 63, Chapter 24, which reads as follows:

“The City Council or Board of Trustees thall have mo power to grant the
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use of or the right to lay down any railroad tracks in any street of the city to
any steam, dummy, electrie, eable, horse or other railroad company, whether
the same shall be incorporated under any general or special law of the State
now or hereafter in force except upon the petition of the owners of the land
representing more than one-half of the frontage of the atreet or so much
thereof as is sought to be used for railroad purposes.” (Chicago Dock and

Lanal Us, v. Garnty, 115 1L, 155.)

The Sanitary Distriet, when engaging in the business of selling superfluous
electricity, must be held to be mcting as a private corporation, and not as a
municipal corporation, on the same principle as the City of Chicago when engaging
in the business of supplying water to its inhabitants. Being engaged in a private|

H

buasi: , the fact that they are & municipal corporation does not give them any

greater or better rights than if they were a private corporation, and if it should be
Teld That the Samitary IASETICE Gas & TIght to place poles upon and along the public
streets of the City of Chicago, under a permit which ia pot authorized by a “wvalid
and existing ordinance” passed by the City Council in accordance with Section 188,
Chapter 24, Cities and Villages Act, then the Sanitary District wounld have a perfect
right to build a steam, dummy, electrie, cable, horse or other railroad upon the
streets of Chicapo under a like permit, and without securing the necessary frontage
consents as provided in Clause 90, Section 63, Chapter 24, Cities and Villages Act,
in order to sell the superfluous stone which is located along their right-of-way and
which is not necessary in order to operate and maintain the eanal, and be able to
deliver that stone to their customers within the city limits of Chieago, or, perchanes,
to some suburban town beyond the limits of the City of Chicago.

I do not think the Sanitary Distriet will contend for a single moment that they
would have the right to build such a railroad, even if the Legislature had pass&l an
enabling statute; and yet Clause 00, Paragraph 83 of Chapter 24 and Paragraph
186 of Chapter 24 are framed along identical lines and absolutely prohibit the City
Council from passing the necessary ordinance until they bave the frontage consent:—
the only difference being that in Paragraph 1868, relative to electric light poles, it
specifically provides that the owner of any lot fronting on any street or alley may
enjoin a person or corporation from using such street or alley unless proper frontage
consents have been secured.

I am not now prepared to agree with the contention of the District that, be-
cause the statute empowering the Sanitary District to develop electrical energy
authorized that it “shall” be transmitted to the various cities, it meant to give to
the District carte blanche authority to violate any and all existing statutes in
order to tramsmit their electrical power with as little trouble and expense as
possible.

I do not think that Section 186 has been repealed by implication, becaunse it is
not inconsistent with the act authorizing the District to sell their superfluous elec-
trienl energy, and both might well stand without any great harm or injury coming
to the Sanitary District.

Repeals of statutes by implication are not favored by law, and a later statute
will never be held to operate as a repeal of an earlier statute unless the two are so
inconsistent or repugnant that they cannot be recomeiled, amd it becomes the duty
of the courts to so construe them as to avoid such repeal by implication in all
cases, if such a comstruction ean be reasonably adopted. (Hunt v. Chicago Horse
& Dummy Railway, 121 111 638.)

I am therefore forced to conclude that if the Sanitary District has the power
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they contend for under the statute, they do nof require a permit of sny kind from
the city, but if they do require such & permit, then the City of Chicagoe has “mo
power” to grant such a permit without & “valid and existing ordinance™ passed on the
petition of the owner of the land repmenti.u,g more than one-half of the frontage
on the street or alley or so much thereof as i sought to be used for the purposes
above referred to.

With sincere regards I am,
Yours very truly,
i EMnn C. WETTEN,
Geoee 'W. MILLER, Agsistant Corporation Counsel.
First Assistant Corporation Counsgel,

Approved:

IN RE SANITARY DISTRICT—¥FURNISUHING ELECTRICAL ENERGY TO CITIES; TOWNS,; ETC.

Awgust 8, 1907.
Hon. John J. Hanberg, Commisgioner of Public Works:

Dear Sre—Under date of May 13th last there was presented to you an applica-
tion by the Sanitary District of Chicago to erect poles and string wires thereon on
certain main streetas in the City of Chicago for the purpose of furnishing electrical
energy to the villages of Evergreen Park, Morgan Park and Blue Island.

Section 1 of an act entitled “An Act to regulate and preseribe the conditions
for the granting of rights and privileges for lighting and heating purposes by citles,
villages and incorporated towns, and providing n remedy by the property owner
where such conditions have not been complied with,” approved June §, 1897, and in
foree July 1, 1897 (Starr & Curtis” Revised Statutes, Vol. 4, p. 218}, provides in
part as follows:

“The City Council in cities . . . . . . shall have no power to pass

an ordinance granting to any person or corporation . . . . the right or
privilege to string on poles any wires on, over, or by which
electricity for hghtm,g purposes is to be used, conveyed or distributed in any
street, alley or public grounds in any such city . . except upon the
petition of the owner of the land representing more than one-half of the
frontage on the street or alley or so much thereof ms is sought to be used for
the purposes above mentioned. . . Any person being the owner of or
being interested in any lot fromting om any street or alley or part thereof as
is sought to be used for any or either of such purposes, shall have the right,
by bill in chancery, in his or their own name, to enjoin any person or corpora-
tion using such street or alley or part of street or mlley for either of such
purposes under any grant by the City Council ., . . . which is not made
in conformity with the provisions hereof, and the sufficiency of the petition
herein required shall be ascertained by the court in which such bill in
chancery may be flled.”
No petition of comsenting property owners, as required by the section thus
quoted, has been obtained; mor has the City Couneil attempted, by ordinanse, to
authorize the Sanitary District of Chicago to erect poles and string wires in the
streets included in the applieation for a permit.

The question raised by the application for the permit is, whether tha act of
1807 applies to the Sanitary District of Chicago, for if it does, it follows from the
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statement previously made that the City has mo authority to gramt the permit]
requested, nor has the Sanitary District any right to erect poles and string wires
thereon in the streets enumerated.

This same question arose under an application heretofore made for such a)
permit, and under date of November lst last Mr. William D, Berge of this Depart|
ment rendered an opinion to the then Commissioner of Public Works advising him
that the frontage mct in question applied to this case and that he had no authority|
to issue the permit applied for. Under date of the 26th of that month Mr. James
Hamijlton Lewis, then Corporation Counsel, reviewed the question, and in an
opinion addressed to the then Commissioner of Public Works expressed a contrary
conelusion to the one announced by Mr. Barge.

Upon the receipt of this present application the question was investigated by
Mr. Emil C. Wetten of this Department, and in an opinion of some length he agresd
with the conclusions announced by Mr. Barge. It appears also that the Sanitary
District invited an opiniox from Mr. P. C. Haley, a distinguished member of this|
bar, upon this same subject, and upon a line of ressoning different than that|
adopted by Colonel Lewis he reached the opinion that the frontage act of 1897 did
not apply, and that under the statute authorizing the Sanitary District to dispose
of its surplus electrical energy, it had the right, even without securing a permit
from the City, to erect poles and string wires thereon in the public streets of
Chicago.

With this contrarity of opinion upon the question, I have, persomally, exam-
ined the statutes iqvol\md and authorities throwing light upon the question itself,
and beg to sunounce to you my eonelusions:

Section 6 of “An Act in relation to the Sanitary District of Chicago to enlarge
the corporate limits of said Distriet and to provide for the navigation of the chan-
nels created by such District, and to comstruct dams, water wheels and other chan-
nels mecessary to develop and render available the power arising from the water
passing through its channels and to levy taxes therefor,” approved March 14, 1903,
in foree July 1, 1803 (Hurd’s Rev. Stat., 1005, p. 371), reads in part as follows:

“The said Sanitary District of Chicago is hereby authorized to construct

all such dams. .. .. .. . 4s may be necessary or appropriate to develop and
- render available the power arising from the water passing through its main
c¢hannel and any auxiliary channels now or hereafter constructed by said

Distriet.” . .

“Section § of the same act provides in part as follows:
“The power made available by the works constructed under the provisions
of this act shall be converted into electrical energy and shall be transmitted to
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the use of same,” and Clause 10,
obstructions upon the same.”

‘The Sanitary Distriet of Chicagt is a muni¢ipal corporation. (Reddick v. The
People, 82 IIL. App., 85.) As such its powers may be divided into two clasees: '(1)
those which are governmental or politieal; and (2) those which may be described
83 proprietary or private,

In .the exercise of the latter class of powers, it stands precisely as an indi-
vidual or a private corporation, and has to be governed and controlled accordingly.

- Dillon, in his work on Municipal Corporations (Vol. 1, Section 66) makes this
division of power, and speaking of such corporations acting in their proprietary or
private character, says: ’

M and as to such powers, and to property acquired thern-
-n.nder, nnr.‘l contracta made with reference thereto, the corporation is to be
regarded quo ad koo ms & private corporation, or at least not public in the
sense that the power of the Legislature over it or the righta represented by it
is omnipotent.™
The same author in the mext succeeding section saya:

“To prevent and remove encroachments’ or.

“This division of the powers of & municipal corporation into two classes,
one public and the other private, has been before alluded to, and is well
established.”

A leading case on this subject is Bailey vs. The Mayor, ete,, 3 Hill 531, where
the City of New York under acts of the New York Legislature and ordinances of
the City erected a dam in connection with its efforts to supply the city with pure
water, and where, by reason of the negligence in the erection of the dam, damages
resulted to the property of a citizen. The Court, in a suit brought to recover tha
damages, had occasion to mark the distinction between these two classes of powers,
and in the course of its opinion said (539):

“To this end regard should be had, not so much to the nature and char-
acter of the various powers conferred, as to the object and purpose of the
Legislature in conferring them. If granted for public purposes exclusively,
they belong to the corporate body in its publie, politieal or municipal character.
But if the grant was for purposes of private advantage and emolument, though
the public may derive a common benefit therefrom, the corporation, quo ad hoec,
is to be regarded as a private company. It stands on the same footing as would
any individual or body of persons upon whom the like special franchises had
been conferred.”

the various cities, villages and towns within eaid Sanitary District or adjacent
to the main chanhel of siid Sanitary District, and may be used in the lighting
of said cities, villages and towns or parts thercof, or for the operation of
pumping plants or machinery used for municipal purposes or for public service,
or may be disposed of to any other person or corporafion upon auch terms

Tt was held that the comstruction o the dam by the City im the course of
its efforts to create a system of waler works which would supply the inhabitants
of u:e city with water was done, not in the exercise of its governmental powers,
but in its primte or propr;tetary capacity, and that it was therefore liable in
dsmnges._

" and conditions as may be agreed to by the Sanitary District.”

In wnnectlon with the sections of the Statutes quoted supra, attention ﬂ]ould
be called to Article ¥V of the Cities and Villages Act (Chapter 24) dealing with the
powers of City Councils, and, particularly, to Clauses % and 10 of Section 1 of that
article (Starc & Curtls, \"01 1, p. 604). In speaking of the power and control of

eities through City Couneils over publie streets, Clause 0 provides: “To regulate

“T'he same doctrine iz applied to the City of Philadelphia in re Western Bavings
Fund Society vs. City of Philadelphin, 31 Pa. 185, in connection with the manufac-
ture and sale of gas. The Supreme Court of Georgia recognized and applied the
same doctrine in the City of Augusta vs, Hudson, 88 Ga. 509, where the City
controlled a bridge construeted across the Savannah River and collected toll from
those using the bridge. The suit was one for damages brought by reason of injuries

McCabe, J. R. (City Clerk). Sundry Communications and Legal Opinions Concerning the Use of the Streets by the Sanitary District for the
Laying of Conduits, Erection of Poles and Stringing of Wires for the Transmission of Electrical Energy for Certain Purposes. Reprinted from
the Journal of the Proceedings of the City Council of the City of Chicago (1908 June).

A public domain book scanned by Google from Harvard College Library. Found at http://books.google.com. Please respect Google terms

and conditions.

92




24

received by Hudson in crossing the bridge. A single sentence may be taken from
the opinion (805):

“8p far as keeping and maintaining this bridge for gain is concerned, this
corporation entered the State of South Carolina to engage in a private business
and enjoy the profits thereof.”

Hee mlso,

Bullmaster vs. City of 5t. Joseph, 70 Mo. App. 60.

Bodge va. Philadelphia, 167 Pa. St., 402.

In this latter case it was beld that the Electrical Bureau of the City of Phila-
delphia was controlled and operated by the City, not in its governmental cepacity,
but, in its private capacity, and it was po:iﬁted. out that it derived a revenue from
this souree which went into the City Treasury.

An examination of the statute under which the Sanitary District is authorized

to dispose of its surplus electrieal energy will disclose that it may furnish this
electrical energy to cities, villages, towns, or to any individusl or private corpora-
tion “upon such terms and conditions as may be agreed to by the paid Sanitary
Distriet.”
- It is thusz plain that the District may preseribe terms and conditions umnder
which its surplus electrical energy will be furnished, and so far as individuals and
private eorporations, at leasst, are concerned, may stipulate the price, the manifest
purpose of the act being to save this available water power and convert it inte a
thing of value by vesting in the District power by the conmstruction of dams, to
generate, not only such electrical energy as may be needed by the District in carry-
ing out the purposes of its creation, but a surplus which might be a source of
revenue to the Distriet just as the water works of Chicago afford a source of
revenue to this City. This grant of power, in so far as it relates to the municipal
corporetion known as the Sanmitary District of Chicago, of necessity must be held
to be of private advantage and emolument; and if it be replied that this source of
ineome is also of benefit to the public at large included within the territory com-
prising the District, it may be answered in the language of the Bailey case, supra,
that “if the grant was for purposes of private advantages and emolument, though
the public may derive a common benefit therefrom, the corporation gus ad hoo is
to be regarded as a private company.”

I sm of the opinion, therefore, that in the exercise of this power to the
District to generate electrical energy and to furnish the same to cities and villages,
persons or private eorporations, the District does not aet in. its governmental
capacity, but in its private or proprictary capacity, and that it must be treated
precisely the same as would any private corporation applying for a permit to erect
poles end string wires thereon in the streets in question.

It has been argued on behalf of the District that the State, through the
Legislature, may control the public highways, and that although by aect of the
Legislature control of the streets of the city may have been vested in the city, yet,
power remains in the State through its Legislature to repossess itself of that
control; that where the State by act of its Legislature has granted a power or
charged a corporation with the performance of a duty, there follows by implication
the right to do all thinga necessary to exercize that power or to discharge the duty;
and the argument is that the Legislature, by the act of 1003, above referred to,
not only authorized, but made it the duty of the Distriet to both generate electrical
energy and to supply its surplus to cities, villages, towns and other persons and
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corporations, from which it is insisted there followed by necessary implication the
Tight to do all things necessary to carry out that power and discharge that duty;
and upon this line of reasoning, it is insisted that it waa the intention of the
Legislature that the frontage act and the provisions of the City Charter giving to
the City of Chicago the control over its public streets, must be held not to apply to
the Sanitary District in this particular jnstance, but that it must be held to have
the right, without procuring frontage consents, and although a permit is here
applied for, the position is taken, without a permit to erect poles and string wires
thereon in the City's public streets,

In this connection Bections 5 and 8 of the act of 1003 in question may be
examined for the purpose of ascertaining whether the provislons in question are
mandatory or permissive, In construing these two sections they are to be read as
a whole and so construed that effect is to be givem to all their provisiome. It will
be noted that by Section 5 the Distriet is authorized to construct dams, ete. This
is mot the language of a command, but rather is a vesting of suthority, & grant
of power, In Section 6 the provision is that the power “shall be converted into
electrical energy, and shall be transmitted to the various cities,” ete. There then
follows the enumeration of ecities, villages, towns or parts thereof and other persons
or corporations as the classification of those to whom the surplus electrical energy
may be furnished,

An examination of this section will disclose, first, that while the word “shall®
is used both in conmnection with converting the power into electrical emergy and
the provision as to its being transmitted, the tramsmitting of the power must
depend, first, upon whether there is a city, village, town or other persom gor
corporation desiring to take and use the energy in question; and second, whether
the terms will be agreed to by the Sanitary Distriet. If it be assumed that the
Legislature by the use of the word “shall” in the fore part of Section 8 intended
to make it mandatory on the Banitary District to furnish this emergy, it is impos-
sible to understand why the Legizlature would vest in the District power to control
absolutely the terms upon which the electrical energy should be furnished, and
thus by stipulating unreasonable terms nullify the previous provisions of the
section.

It is a familiar rule of construction that the words “may"” and “shall” are
often used in statutes interchangeably, and that where it seems necessary, in
order to give effect to all of the provisions of the sections, the word “may"” will be
construed to mean “shall” or the word “shall” will be construed to mean “may.”

Reading these t{wo sections as a whole, I am of the opinion that it was the
intention of the Legislature to vest in the District authority te gemerate and
tranemit this surplus energy, and that it was oot intended that the language of
Section 6 should be mandatory, and so construing these sections the word “shall™
should be construed to mean “may.” If I am right in this construction of these
sections, it to a very considerable extent destroys the force of the argument here-
tofore suggested as having been made on behalf of the District concerning the implied
powers growing out of the language of these sections,

Furthermore, these two sections of the statute must be read in connection
with the two clauses quoted from the Cities and Villages Act and with the
Frontage act of 1897. It is perfectly manifest from n reading of the Cities and
Villages Act that it was the intention of the Legislature to give to the City Couneil
of cities adopting that act control of their public streets, subject, of course, to auch

legislation as might from time to time be enacted to limit that right.
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The frontage act of 1687 is a limitation upon the power of the City Council
over its public streets, and that limitation is in behalf of the owners of abutting
property. An examination of the act of 1807 will disclose that it was the intention
of the Legislature to vest in the owners of abutting property power to determino
whether the City Council might by ordinance authorize the use of public streets
tor certain enumerated purposes, one of which was the erection of poles and
stringing of electric wires thereon. Believing as I do that the Sanitary Distriet in
the t and tr ion of its surplus electrical emergy must be treated
as a private corporation, there appears to be no reason why it should not be held
to come within the provisions of the frontage act referred to, unless it is to be held
that in so far as the District is concerned, the frontage act has been repealed by
Bections 5 and 8 of the act of 1903,

There is no express repeal of it—in fact, the act of 1003 makes no mention of
the frontage act. Therefore, if the act of 1903 operates to repeal the act of 1897,
it must be by implication. Repeals by implication are not favored in the law.
Dur Supreme Court said in Village of Hyde Park v. Cemetery Association, 110 I
145, 147:

“In the construction of statutes it is a rule of law well settled that a
repeal by implieation is mnot favored, and where two acts are seemingly
repugnant, they should, if possible, be 50 construed that the latter may mnot
operate as a repeal of the former by implication.”

Again, in Village of Ridgeway v. Gallatin County, 181 Ill. 52}, 525, the Court
said:

“A repeal of the act of 1872 can only result on account of such incon-
sistency between the two acts that they cannot both stand. Such a repeal is
not favored in the law, and a later statute will mever be held to repeal am
earlier one, unless they cannot be reconciled. It is the duty of the Court to
construe them so as to aveid repeal, if such a construction can be given, and »
statute will never be held to be repealed by implication if it can be avoided by
any reasonable hypothesis.”

Under this familiar rule of construction it becomes necessary to so read the
frontage act of 1887 and the act of 1903 as to reconcile them, if indeed there be
Any incomsistency between their provisions. There is mo difficulty in holding that,
nlthough authorized by the act of 1003 to gewmerate and transmit electrical energy,
yet, when in its private capacity the Sanitary District embarks in an enterprise as
& private corporation, it must submit to being governed and controlled by the same
laws which under similar conditions govern and control other private corporations.

No ordinance has been passed by the City Council authorizing the use of the
streets in question by the Sanitary District for the erection of poles and stringing
of wires. BSection 2188 of the city ordinances (Revised Municipal Code of 1905)
provides that—

“No person or corporation shall erect, construct, maintain or use any pole,
line or wire, or electric conductor of any description whatever within the city
without first having obtained a permit therefor, under a valid and existing
ordinance, from the Commissioner of Public Works . . . ."

You will note that your right to issue a permit for such a purpose depends
upon the existence of a valid and existing ordinamce. There is no such ordinance,
hence, no right to issue such a permit.
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From these conclusions, it follows, I am of the opiwion, Thxt you heve uo Tight
to issue the permit in question, and I so advise you.
Respectfully submitted,
(Bigned) GeoRee W. Mirres,
'First Assistant Corporation Counsel.

IN BE BTATUS OF SANITARY DISTRICT IN SALE OF POWER TO MUNIUPALITIES DRAINED

BY DISTRICT—AMOUNT TO BE CHARGED THEREFOH, ETO.

Catoaco, May 22, 1808.
How. Frank I. Bennett, Chairmon Committee on Finanoe:

Drin Sig—In replying to your favor of 5th imst., addressed to Hon. Edward J.
Brundage, Corporation Counsel, wherein you ssk for an opinion upon verious gues-
tions relative to the sale of power by Sanitary District, I will take up the questions
separately.

First—As to an interpretation of the law covering the sale of power to
munieipalities drained by the Distriet, in relation to the amounts to be charged
said municipalities.

This subject is covered by Section 6 of the Sanitary District Act of 1903, read-
ing as follows:

“That the power made available by the works comstructed under the pro-
visions of this act shall be converted into electrical energy, and shall be trans-
mitted to the various cities, villages and towns within said Sanitary Distriet
or adjacent to the main channel of said Sanitary Distriet, and may be used in
the lighting of said cities, villages and towns, or parts thereof, or for the
operation of pumping plants or machinery used for municipal purposes or for
public service, or may be disposed of to any other person or corporation upon
such terms and conditions as may bg agreed to by the said Sanitary District;
provided, however, that it shall be the duty of said Sanitary District to utilize
so mueh of srid power as may be required for that purpose to operate the
pumping stations, bridges and other machinery of said Sanitary District.”
From a reading of this act it seems clear that the matter of the sale of electrical

energy by the Sanitary District to munipalities or others is placed upon a private
contract basis; that is, the price to be charged is a matter of mutual agreement
between the parties.

It might further be suggested that a reading of the act will also disclose the
fact that no municipality thereunder could compel the Senitary District to furnish
tuch power; that it is optional with the Banmitary District after “utilizing so much
of said power as may be required for the purpose of operating the pumping stations,
bridges and other machinery of said Banitary Distriet” to dispose of the surplus
either to municipalities within said Sanitary District or adjacent to the main
thannel, or to dispose of the same to any other person or corporation, leaving it
entirely within the diseretion of the Samnitary District to dispose of the same only
upon such terms as they are willing to accede to.

Becond—What items should be considered.in arriving at the cost of such
power?

The answer to the first question covers this, inssmuch as the price to be

charged is purely a matter of mutual agreement between the parties.
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Third—An opinion a8 to the necessity for frontage consenta for transmission
linea,

This question has heretofore been the subject of careful investigation by this
office, and I attach hereto copy of opinion rendered by Mr, George W. Miller of
date August 8, 1907, and copy of opinion rendered by Mr. Emil C. Wetten of date
June 1, 1907, which go into this question exhaustively, and you will note they both
arrive at the conclusion that such fromtag ts are ¥

Fourtb—Aa to the right of the city to take over power obtained from the Sani-
tary District and dispose of it commercially.

The city has no power to do this. The city would undoubtedly have the right
in the event of its ownership of a city lighting plant to dispose of any emergy pro-
duced by said plant in excess of that required for City purposes, but I am clearly
of the opinion that the city has no right te go into the market, purchase a com-
modity and traffic in the same at a profit. '

Yours respectfully,
(Signed) Oscar H. OrsEx,
Assigtant Corporation Counsel.

Approved:
(Bigned)} Emv C. WerTEN,

Firgt Aseistant Corporation Counsel,

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON FINANCE,

Concurred in by the City Council June 8, 1608 (page 578, Journal of the Proceedings
of the City Council),

CHicAGo, June 1, 1908.
To the Mayor and Aldermen of the City of Chicago in City Counocil Assembled:

Your Committee on Finance, to which was referred a request from the Sanitary
District of Chicago in re installation of eables in ecity conduits and upon ecity poles
for thHe purpose of tranemitting electrical emergy, submitted certain questions
therein involved to the City Electrician, and respectfully transmits herewith a re-
port from him covering such subjects, It also transmits herewith sundry opinions
from the Corporation Counsel’s Office, bearing upon the same questions. The Com-
mittee respectfully requests eapecial attention to the report of the City Electrician.

After a careful consideration of the subject, your Committee has come to the
conclusion that it should be the policy of the City of Chicago,—That where the
City has existing conduits or poles which can, in the judgment of the City Eles-
trician, be granted for the purposes required by the Sanitary District, the requests
shall be complied with, the Sanitary District to pay & reasonable compensation
therefor, and in each case to make a specific request of the City Electrician for such
privilege. He shall investigate the same and report his coneclusions to the Finance
Committee, for such action as it may deem proper in the premises.

That no new conduits shall be inatalled, or new poles set, unless a permit is -
first obtained from the appropriate city department, and before such permit is
issued, the aldermen in or through whose wards such conduits or poles are to be
installed shall receive notice of the applieation. If there is any objection on the
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part of all or part of such aldermen, the application shall be referred to the City
Council for its action, .

1t would appear that the Sanitary District of Chicago should not be permitted
to tear up or set poles in the streets of the City of Chicago without the consent of
the proper city authorities, whom the people look to for the preservatiom and care
of the city’s streets,

Upon the legal question, whether the District is required to get frontage con-
sents, the Committee respectfully refers to the accompanying opinions from the
Law Department.

The Sanitary District of Chicago has already set a large number of poles in the
streets of the City of Chicago without permits, your Committee is advised, from the
City of Chicago, or knowledge of the aldermen representing the respective wards in
which the poles were set, and it is for the purpose of controlling this that th:
poliey above outlined is recommended.

It has been suggested that the amount of horse-power developed by the Sani-
tary District does not justify the stringing of high potential wires all over the City
of Chicago, and that it might be a better policy to sell the power thus developed
within a limited area, as near the point of initial diatribution as possible. Even on
the poles where high potential wires now exist, a multiplication of them should,
wherever possible, be avoided.

The City Electrician reports to your Committee that within two years 85
per cent of the night power generated by the Sanitary District of Chicago can be
used for street lighting by the City of Chicago. It is the opinion of the Committee
that, inasmugh as the City of Chicago supplies practically all the taxes which go to
sustain the Sanitary Distriet of Chicago, that this power should be reserved for
this highly desirable use.

An appropriation of $500,000.00 was made by the City Council in' the last
appropriation bill for an extension of the electric lighting plant, and the City Elec-
trician reports that if this appropriation is made immediately available, probably
two-thirds of the night power generated by the Sanitary District ean be used
during the current year for this purpose, and the Committee is strongly of the
opinion that every effort should be made to place the funds at his disposal for this
purpose.

In view of the above, it is the suggestion of the Committee that such contracts
as are made by the Sanitary District of Chicago be for short terms, to the end that
it be in a position to supply the City of Chicago with adequate power as fast as its
requirements develop.

Reapectfully submitted,
Mrrox J. ForeEMAN,
deting Cheirman.

McCabe, J. R. (City Clerk). Sundry Communications and Legal Opinions Concerning the Use of the Streets by the Sanitary District for the
Laying of Conduits, Erection of Poles and Stringing of Wires for the Transmission of Electrical Energy for Certain Purposes. Reprinted from
the Journal of the Proceedings of the City Council of the City of Chicago (1908 June).
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INTRODUCTION.

Whatever of historic value the record in the following pages possesses
consists in this, that it is derived from authentic sources, largely from
Andreas’ “History of Chicago,” and much of it from still living witnesses
of the extraordinary growth in half a hundred years of a community from
a frontier settlement to a city of over a million inhabitants. Such a growth
as that of Chicago is unparalleled in the history of civilization. In time to
come, each and every detail of the beginning of this phenomenal develop-
ment will be of interest to future generations who are apt to reap the fruit,
the seeds of which were planted by the pioneers. A simple, authentic state-
ment of the beginning of history may be worth whole romances a hundred
years hence. These statistics have been compiled from accurately reported
facts which have been industriously inquired into, and the material of
which may become poetry and romance in another age.

The history of Chicago is a romance already; its educational system is
rapidly and surely advanciog onward to fine achievements; and its public
improvements, which, in one generation, have risen from a flat morass, with
little more than a ditch running through it, to a magnificent city of business
palaces and homes of princely splendor along with those of humble com-
fort, surely enough attest the persistence and endurance of a race of
“Conquerors of the Earth"” from many climes, which all who visit the

World’s Columbian Exposition in 1898 will at once recognize.
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APPENDIX.

EARLY HISTORY OF CHICAGO.

The few families who had settled in the immediate vicinity of Fort
Dearborn, near the head of Lake Michigan, first realized that civic authority
extended to their cabin doors in 1823. It was then that the officials of
Fulton County, within whose boundaries, at that time, this unorganized
settlement existed, levied a tax of four mills on the dollar upon all personal
property in the settlement, exempting only household furniture, as provided
bylaw. Amherst C. Ransom, Justice of the Peace, was appointed Collector,
and enriched the Fulton County Treasury by the sum of $11.42, showing
the total valuation of the personal property of embryo Chicago to be $2,284.

When Peoria County was organized, two years later, Chicago, which
even at this time had but a mythical existence, the name applying sometimes
to the river and again to the cluster of cabins on its marshy banks, came
within its jurisdiction.

The Illinois and Michigan Canal Commissioners, having at length
obtained their coveted and magnificent land grant, were authorized to lay
out towns upon the sections allotted to them by the terms of the grant. In
accordance with this, Chicago was surveyed and a plat of it published by
James Thompson, a canal surveyor, on August 4, 1830. This date marks
the birthday of Chicago as a town and the disappearance of the “Fort
Dearborn Settlement.”

Section No. 9 fell to the canal interest and was the one upon which
Chicago was platted. It was situated north of and and adjoining School
Section No.18. The line between these two sections was Madison street
and their eastern boundary line was State street. ’

East of State street, extending from Madison street one mile north, was
the tract included in the, Fort Dearbotn Reservation and the Kinzie pre-
emption, which afterwards became additions to the town. The portion
north of the river had been pre-empted by Robert A. Kinzie, and the
portion south to Madison street comprised the Reservation.

Section No. 9, now called *Original Town,” fortunately included the
lands along the main channel of the river and surrounded the junction of
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its two branches. The original limits of Chicago were Madison street on
the south, Desplaines street on the west, Kinzie street on the north and
State street on the east, embracing an area of about three-eighths of a square
mile. The public thoroughfares running east and west, as recorded on
Thompson's map, were Kinzie, Carroll and Fulton streets on the West Side,
and North Water, South Water, Lake, Randolph and Washington streets,
naming them in their order from the north, while those running north and
south were Jefferson, Clinton, Canal, West Water, East Water, Market,
Franklin, Wells, ** La Salles,” Clark and Dearborn streets, naming them in
their order from the west. Included within these limits were the hitherto
independent settlements of Wolf Point, west of the confluence of the north
and south branches of the river, and what was known as the “ Lower
Village ” on the South Side.

The year after the survey of the young town it received increased dis-
tinction by being designated as the seat of justice of the newly organized
county of Cook.

The Act, passed by the General Assembly and approved Japuary 15,
1831, organizing the county of Cook, directed that an election be held at
Chicago on the first Monday in March, 1831, for the offices of Sheriff,
Coroner and three County Commissioners. By a provision of this Act a
ferry was established across the river, free, for the inhabitants of the county.

County organization followed in March, embracing all of what are now
the counties of Cook, Lake, McHenry, Du Page and Will. The only voting
place in the county at the first election was Chicago. The first Commis-
sioners elected in Cook County were Samuel Miller, Gholson Kercheval and
James Walker. William See was appointed Clerk and Archibald Clybourn,
Treasurer. All the above mentioned officials resided within the limits of
Chicago, except James Walker, who lived near the Du Page River.

The first business transacted by the new county organization was the
issuing of two licenses to Chicago landlords, Elijah Wentworth and Samuel
Miller, for a fee of seven and five dollars, respectively. d

About this time the State granted to the county twenty-four canal lots,
the proceeds from the sale of which were to be used for the erection of
public buildings. Sixteen of these lots were sold, and the money realized
was used to defray current expenses, the remaining eight lots being set
aside for a public square, now the site of the present city and county
buildings.

The first structure erected on this square was what was called at that
time * the Estray Pen,” at the contract price of twenty dollars, but for which
the contractor, Mr. Miller, afterwards accepted twelve dollars as payment,
thus admitting, as was charged by the Commissioners, that he did not do
the work according to contract. Contractors, of course, have changed their
methods since those days.
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Initiatory steps were taken at this time for the establishment of two
country roads, one from the town of Chicago to the house of James Walker,
on the Du Page river, and the other to the house of the Widow Brown on
Hickory Creek. These two highways were intended to open up communi-
-cation with the southwestern portions of the county and between the voting
places in the three districts which had been established. The road to the
Widow Brown's was laid on what is now State street and Archer avenue, and
the Du Page road on what is now Madison street and Ogden avenue, thence
to Lawton's, near what is now called Riverside.

The last occurrence worthy of note in the year 1881, was the gathering
in Chicago of nearly one thousand (1,000) Indians to receive their annuities,
which were disbursed by Col. Thos. J. V. Owen, Indian Agent, assisted by
John Kinzie and Gholson Kercheval. The payment was made in September,
and was the occasion of no little anxiety on the part of the settlers as it was
known that amongst the friendly Indians there were emissaries from the
Sacs of Black Hawk’'s band, who had but recently reluctantly removed west
of the Mississippi, attempting to incite the assembled tribes to make common
canse with them against the whites, and to inaugurate a general war for the
extermination of the settlers and the repossession of their old hunting
grounds. The plot fell through, however, the payments were made and the
whole affair wound up in a good drunken orgie, after which the tribes
returned peacefully to their respective villages.

In 1832 rumors of a remewal of hostilities by the Indians seriously
affected the tide of immigration, and the white settlers sought refuge in Fort
Dearborn.

The arrival on July 10th of troops under command of General Winfield
Scott and their march through the country to Rock Island, had the effect of
again staying the progress of war, and on August 2d, the final battle was
fought between the Indians and General Henry Dodge’s forces.

This campaign proved of great value not only to Chicago but also to
the surrounding country, for on their return to the East the soldiers gave
such glowing accounts of the beauty and fertility of the country, that a
strong tide of immigration immediately set in from the East. The first
point of destination, prior to pushing beyond to the promised land, was
Chicago. Consequently the immigration, which continued in increasing
volumes for the next four years, brought to Chicago a transient population,
from which she drew many permanent residents from those who saw brighter
prospects in her future than in the allurements of the country beyond.

Many only stopped at Chicago temporarily, while some remained to
swell the resident population of the embryo city.

At the close of 1832 there were few signs of outward improvement—
only about a score of permanent residents had been added, but there was,
nevertheless, a strong faith awakened that on account of her geographical
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position and her natural advantages as a harbor, Chicago was destined to
become the metropolis of a yet undeveloped and uncivilized country. In-
spired by this, many of the newcomers remained.

During the Summer of 1832, George W. Dole built what was probably
the first building for business purposes in Chicago—it stood at the southeast
corner of South Water and Dearborn streets, where it remained until 1855.
Philip ¥. W, Peck during the Fall of 1832 commenced the erection of a
business building at the southeast corner of South Water and La Salle streets,
which was completed and occupied the following May.

The two above named were certainly the first business structures built
in Chicago.

The building erected by George W. Dole was the first used in the pack-
ing of beef and pork in Chicago, the cattle and hogs being slaughtered in
the rear of his building near the ground which is now the site of the Tremont
House, Previousto this, however, the Noble Brothers, Mark, Jr., and John, and
Gurdon S. Hubbard, had driven in and slaughtered droves of cattle and
hogs, but it remained for George W. Dole to inaugurate the packing of pro-
visions for the mercantile and lake trade. He is therefore justly known as
the father of the provision, the shipping, the warehouse and the elevator
business of the city of Chicago, which has now assumed such gigantic pro-
portions.

Immigration received a lively impetus in the Spring of 1833, the town
almost doubling its inhabitants, and erecting nearly one hundred and fifty
frame buildings during the year. Most of these buildings were built on the
north and south sides of the Chicago river, east of the forks.

Several events transpired during the year which, combined, served to
increase the prosperity and brighten the future prospects of Chicago.
Amongst others the energetic efforts of her citizens to obtain a harbor appro-
priation, added to the * canal enthusiasm," spread the fame of Chicago very
much to her benefit.

The Summer of 1833 found Chicago with a population of three hundred
and fifty and her citizens prepared to organize under the general legislative
Act for the incorporation of towns, passed February 12, 1831. By its pro-
visions, citizens of any settlement containing a population of over one
hundred and fifty were authorized to hold a meeting and decide whether
they wished to be incorporated.

Accordingly, late in July of that year, a public meeting was held to
decide whether incorporation should or should not be effected. Twelve
votes were cast for incorporation and one against — the vote in opposition
being cast by Russell E. Heacock, who lived beyond the extreme southern
boundary of the proposed town, while his business interests were at the
settlement. He moved into town the following year.
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In accordance with the action of the public meeting, an election was
held August 10, 1838, upon the call of the clerk of said meeting, upon five
days' notice, for the choosing of five Town Trustees, who were to hold office
for one year.

The successful candidates were Thomas J. V. Owen, George W. Dole,
Madore B. Beaubien, John Miller and E. 5. Kimberly. The scattering votes
were divided among Philo Carpenter, John Wright, Richard J. Hamilton,
James Kinzie, Dr. John Taylor Temple, John B. Beaubien, Robert A. Kinzie
and John S. C. Hogan.

The first regular meeting of the Board was held two days after the
election. All the members elect were present and received the oath of
office from Col. Hamilton, clerk pro fem. and notary public. An organiza-
tion was then effected by the election of Thomas J. V. Owen, president, and
Isaac Harmon, clerk. It was then ordered that Board meetings would be
held at the house of Mark Beaubien, on the first Wednesday evening of each
month, beginning with Wednesday, September 4, 1833.

Up to 1834 Chicago could not be said to have had a Aardor; the bar
across the mouth of the river making it impractible for laden vessels to enter.
Vessels were necessarily anchored outside of this bar, and their cargoes
brought ashore in lighters.

The Illinois and Michigan canal project was already inaugurated by
favorable legislative grants, and a harbor at this point was absolutely neces-
sary ; and Congress having already favored the canal scheme, nothing was
more natural than to suppose that an appropriation would soon be made for
a harbor improvement. Such an appropriation was accordingly made on
March 2, 1833, and work was commenced July 1, of the same year. The
amount appropriated was $25,000. During the Summer and Fall about five
hundred feet of the south pier was finished, and in the following Spring the
north pier was extended about the same distance. The old tortuous channel
to the south being cut off, made a straight cut for the river across the sand-
bar into the lake. Little dredging was done; indeed it was unnecessary,
for a heavy freshet, in the Spring of 1834, cleared the new channel, permit-
ting the entrance of vessels of large burden for the first time during the
following Summer.

At this time there were four churches in Chicago, one being St. Mary’s
Catholic church, and the other three, Protestant churches, of the Presby-
terian, Baptist and Methodist denominations. There were also four hotels;
the old Wolf Point Tavern, the Sauganash, the Green Tree Tavern and the
Madison house.

The bridges over the river were quite primitive and of rude construc-
tion. A foot-bridge crossed the North Branch above the old Wolf Point
tavern and the other was more pretentious and crossed the South Branch
between Randolph, and Lake streets. The latter bridge was built at an
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expense of $486.20, of which sum $200.00 was contributed by the Pottowat-
tomie Indians, and was the only bridge across the river or its branches over
which teams could travel prior to 1834,

The only manufacturing establishments at this early day, were a tannery,
near the old Miller Tavern, where John Miller and Benjamin Hall were
engaged in tanning hides into a rough but durable leather; and a small saw
mill on the North Branch, near Clybourn's.

It may now be considered that the town was fairly born, but as yet only
in its corporate infancy. Its past history and condition at that time did not
warrant the extravagant hopes and the faith that the citizens had in its
future development, but its subsequent history has transcended the wildest
prophecies of its early friends.

About the end of the year 1838, the old log jail was built on the north-
west corner of the “square,” the citizens believing that something more dig-
nified than the old “estray pen’ was required. Officer John Beach, father
of the late Dr. James 5. Beach, was made custodian of this structure and
possessed the keys of authority. From the center of the square arose a tall
liberty pole.

In November, 1833, a code of laws was adopted to regulate the ordinary
affairs of the town, and The Democras, which made its first appearance
November 26th, was designated the official newspaper.

The first financial obligation incurred by the town was the making of a
loan of $80.00 in October, 1834, to be used for the purpose of draining
State street, in the vicinity of Lake and Randolph streets, and redeeming a
large slough which existed there. This was followed by several important
measures during 1835, among which were the establishment, in June, of 2
permanent Board of Health; the organizing, in November, of a Fire
Department ; the borrowing, in June, of $2,000 with which to improve the
sanitary condition of the place, in view of the threatened invasion of cholera,
and the adoption, in August, of a lengthy and comprehensive code of local
laws.

November 21, 1835, a seal was adopted by the Board, but neither the
instrument itself nor any impression made by it is now in existence;
even the few documents which survived the fire of 1871 being without an
impression,

During the fall of 1835 a one-story and basement brick court house was
erected on the northeast corner of the square, on the southwest corner of
Clark and Randolph streets, opposite the present site of the Sherman
House. The county officers occupied the basement story; the court room,
which was on the upper floor, being simply one oblong apartment, capable
of seating about two hundred persons., The fourth and last election under
the Town System, was held at the Tremont House, June §, 1836.
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Beginning with the period about 1832, and continuing and gradually
increasing, the era of internal improvements played an important part in
stimulating and accelerating immigration, and at the same time it had a
wonderful effect in inspiring those who had already become permanent
residents of the city. .

In 1837 the flourishing young town grew restive in the fetters of a mere
township, and actuated by a spirit of unequalled courage, the leading citizens
of the town determined upon its incorporation as a city. The preliminary
steps having been taken looking to this end, it was accomplished on March
8, 1837, and the first city officers were elected May 2d following.

In the discussions of the various provisions of the first city charter,
matters became very lively when the sixty-second section was reached.

This was a very important section, inasmuch as it related entirely to
the power of the assumption of indebtedness by the proposed city authori-
ties. Some of the more sanguine residents were so imbued with the pro-
gressive tendencies of the times that they favored the unlimited extension of
power in that direction. A more prudent counsel prevailed, however, and
the capacity of the incorporation to incur debt was limited to one hundred
thousand dollars per year, with which alteration the draft of the original
charter was adopted.

The result of the first city election, at which seven hundred and nine votes
were cast, was as follows: William B. Ogden was elected mayor; J. C.
Goodhue and Francis C. Sherman, Aldermen of the First Ward; J. S. C.
Hogan and Peter Bolles, Aldermen of the Second Ward; John D. Caton,
Alderman of the Third Ward; A. Purce and F. H. Taylor, Aldermen of the
Fourth Ward; Bernard Ward, Alderman of the Fifth Ward, and Samuel
Jackson and Hiram Peterson, Aldermen of the Sixth Ward, In addition to
the Mayor and Aldermen, the other elective officers were the City Clerk and
six Assessors. The annual election was fixed for the first Tuesday in March.
The power was fixed in a Common Council, which was authorized to
appoint constables, street commissioners, a City Surveyor, a City Treasurer
and a Collector; organize fire companies, a Board of Health and an Educa-
tional Department. In fact, all of the departments were under the control
of the Council and were expected to obey its orders.

The Legislature passed an Act February 14, 1851, reducing the Charter
into smaller compass and creating a Board of Health, and also authorizing
the Council to establish a House of Correction for juvenile offenders. An
Act amendatory to this Act, approved February 28, 1854, provided that a
City Marshal should be elected biennially and also authorized the Council
to elect a Superintendent of Special Assessments. On February 15, 1851,
by an Act of the Legislature, a Board of Water Commissioners was created
and the Chicago Hydraulic Company was incorporated.
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The office of Superintendent of Schools was created by ordinance,
June 28, 1854.

The Board of Sewerage Commissioners was incorporated by legislative
enactment February 14, 1855, and rules were laid down for the government
of the reform school, and taxation authorized for the maintenance thereof
on February 14, 1857.

A revision of the Charter was approved February 18, 1857, and by its
provisions all the appointive power was taken from the Council and vested
in the Mayor. The change was thought necessary as there was general dis-
satisfaction over the appointments made by the Council and it was thought
also, that by this plan responsibility would be fixed. About this time a
financial department was created with the City Comptroller as its head.
This department had hitherto been under the control of the Council. These
changes above mentioned are the most important that were made in the
Municipal Government.

The first census of the city taken after its incorporation was that of
July 1, 1837, which showed a total population of four thousand one hundred
and seventy persons, as against the town census of 1835, which showed three
thousand two hundred and sixty-five inhabitants.

Before referring to those early structures used by the corporation and
by courtesy in those early days styled “ City Halls,” it is deemed proper to
give a brief description of a noted edifice, known as the old ‘Saloon
Building,” because it was used as the first City Hall. This structure stood
on the southeast corner of Clark and Lake streets, and was erected in 1836
by Captain J. B. F. Russell and George W. Dole. At that time it was not
only the finest hall in Chicago, but was not eclipsed by anything of the kind
in the West. It was devoted to public entertainments of all kinds, political
and religious meetings, concerts, traveling shows, etc. The name of this
ball would, to the casual reader of to-day, suggest a place where intoxicating
beverages were sold and, consequently, not at all a suitable place for civic
gatherings, not to speak of religious and literary meetings. Such an impres-
sion, however, would be erroneous, the word “ Saloon" being used simply
as a synonym of the French word Safen, meaning a grand or spacious hall.
The Hon. John Wentworth, in his reminiscences, says that when it was just
completed it was the largest and most beautiful hall west of Buffalo.

“Here it was,” says Mr. Wentworth, * that Stephen A. Douglas made
his first speech in Chicago.” It was in this hall that the first joint political
discussion was ever had in Northern Illinois, in 1838, between Mr. Douglas,
and his competitor for Congress, John Todd Stuart. It was at this very
meeting that one of the citizens, Judge Henry Brown, in a speech, became
50 enthusiastic over the future which, with prophetic vision, he saw in store
for the young and growing city, that he made the startling prediction that
the child was already born who would live to see Chicago with a population
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of two hundred thousand souls. At once the speaker was greeted with the
sarcastic, but good natured cry of “ Town Lots,” an implication that he was
interested in Chicago real estate, A handsome modern building now stands
on its former site. With the rapid growth of the city in size and population
came the advent of theaters, halls, churches and court rooms, and the old
“Saloon Building,” having served its day and generation, was forced from its
long-held prominence before the eyes of Chicago citizens, and soon existed
only in the memories of those to whom a simple mention of its name
awakens a flood tide of recollections.

In January, 1848, the Market Building on State street was erected by
the city, and was the first municipal structure belonging to the city, the
Common Council having heretofore rented their accommodations. The
building was situated in the center of State street, fronting forty feet on
Randolph street and running north toward Lake street, one hundred and
eighty feet. It was built of brick and stone, two stories in height, at a cost
of $11,000, John M. Van Osdel being the architect. The second story was
divided into four rooms, the one on the north end being used as a library,
and the one on the south end as the City Clerk's Office. The center rooms,
divided only by folding doors, were used by the Common Council and for
other public purposes, the Council occupying them for the first time on
November 13, 1848.

In 1830, after deliberation, it was decided that the city and county
should erect a combined court house and jail in the center of the public
square ; the Common Council agreeing to unite with the county in its con-
struction. The corner stone of this edifice was laid on September 12, 1851,
by Prof. J. V. Z. Blaney, Acting Grand Master of the Grand Lodge of Free
Masons of [linois.

The building was completed in 1853, under the superintendency of
John M. Van Osdel, Architect, at a cost of $111,000, which had been
borrowed on the bonds of the county, having from seven to eightéen years
to run at tem per cent., interest payable semi-annually. The walls of the
structure were faced with gray marble from the Lockport quarries in New
York, costing $32,000. In the basement of the building was the jail and the
Jailor's dwelling rooms, the Sheriff's office and the City Watch House. In
the second story were most of the city offices, the armory being in the east
wing. The Common Council Chamber was in the third story opposite
the court room. The Court of Common Pleas first occupied the edifice,
which continued to serve the city until it was swept away by the great fire of
1871.

During the existence of Chicago as a Township, her people were
extremely conservative in financial affairs, so much so, indeed, that any
proposition to borrow money for any purpose whatever seemed to create
the greatest consternation. Some of the officials even resigned their offices
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rather than sanction such seeming recklessness. One instance was that of
John 8. C, Hogan, who voluntarily ceased to act as City Treasurer in June,
1885, because the corporation was determined, as a sanitary measure, to
borrow $2,000, in order to have the streets cleaned and the town otherwise
made presentable and inhabitable. After the town people had fairly entered
into the spirit of becoming a city, however, their old apprehensions gradu-
ally wore off, and after a time such measures were urged with general
enthusiasm. '

Immediately following the Act of Incorporation of the city, the old
town organization paid over to the' City Treasurer the sum of $2,814.29.
With many permanent improvements to be accomplished, this was not a
remarkably brilliant outlook for the young city of over four thousand
inhabitants. Among other things it was found absolutely necessary that more
effective means should be provided to guard the city against fire, and for this
purpose two additional engines were needed. Streets required improvement,
and their drainage demanded attention, [t was resolved to borrow $25,000,
but to resolve is not always to accomplish. The proposition was made to
the Branch Bank of the State of Illinois, but was not accepted, the Bank
evidently considering at that time that the burden of carrying the inter-
national improvements of the State of lllinois was sufficient, without

.attempting to foster the internal improvements of the city of Chicago.

Consequently resort was had to the issuing of city scrip in denominations
of one, two and three dollars, bearing interest at one per cent. and receivable
for tuxes in sums not exceeding 85,000,

In 1837, the city and county authorities did not act in harmony. The
city received only 1,000 from tavern and grocery licenses, while supporting
a $5,000 court, whose benefits were shared by the county, when suddenly
the county refused to care for her paupers. This was one of the obstacles
te be surmounted during the hard times of 1837. The city and county,
however, soon came to an amicable settlement of their difficulties, and each
bore a just proportion of the legal and eleemosynary burdens.

The finances of the city by the first charter were entirely in the hands
of the Common Council, the Treasurer and Collector being merely clerks.
The Assessors were elected, but the Treasurer and Collector were appointed
by the Council. The supplementary Act of February 18, 1847, made the
Treasurer and Collector elective offices, and these provisions remained in
force until February 18, 1851, when the Treasury Department was created,
embracing, in addition to the above officers, the City Comptroller, appointed
annually by the Mayor. He was the head of the new department.

About the year 1841, the Hydraulic Mills Company was incorporated
under the laws of the State of Illinois, and was a combination of a flouring
mill and pumping works, situated on the northwest corner of Lake street
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and Michigan avenue. Water from these mills was supplied to the territory
on the South Side, lying south of Madison street and east of La Salle, by
wooden pipes of three-inch bore running through the alleys.

The supply from these works was supplemented by a water cart service,
with headquarters for the South Division at Van Buren street and the lake.
In 1854 was established our Water System as it now exists and under the
control of a Board of Water Commissioners, the astonishing growth of which
is fully described in another paper in this volume, devoted entirely to that
subject.

The Boards of Water and Sewerage Commissioners, established in 1851
and 1855, respectively, were, on May 6, 1861, merged into the Board of
Public Works, consisting of three members, and the control of all public
works was concentrated in that body. This Board continued in existence
until September 18, 1878, when by ordinance of the City Council of the city
of Chicago it was abolished and succeeded by the Department of Public
Works, with an official known as the Commissioner of Public Works at its
head, who was vested with practically the same powers as those possessed
by the Board.

Under this ordinance, the Mayor, then the Hon. Monroe Heath, was
designated as the first Commissioner, the future commissioners to be ap-
pointed by the Mayor with the consent of the City Council.

In March, 1882, the office of City Marshal was abolished and the Board
of Police Commissioners was established, to consist of three commissioners,
one from each of the three divisions of the city. This Board was itsell
abolished in 1875, and was succeeded by a Superintendent of Police to be
appointed by the Mayor, subject to the approval of the City Council.

In August, 1875, there was established an executive department of the
Municipal Government of the city of Chicago, entitled the Department of
Buildings, to be composed of a Commissioner of Buildings at the head of
the department, appointed by the Mayor and subject to the approval of the
City Council, one or more elevator inspectors and such number of building
inspectors as might from time to time be deemed necessary to cover the
municipal territory, and whose duties were to be the enforcement of the
provisions of an ordinance passed by the City Council governing the con-
struction of all buildings thereafter to be erected in the city of Chicago.

This paper would be incomplete without a reference to the National
* Harbor and River Improvements” Convention, held here on July 5, 1848.
This was a notable gathering of delegates from every State in the nation, to
deliberate on the manner and means of improving the rivers of the interior
and the harbors of the Great Lzkes for the purpose of promoting the
interests of navigation on the great inland lakes and rivers.

From that time Chicago had steadily grown in popularity as the place
for holding conventions, until now she is known through the length and
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breadth of the land as “the Convention City.” No convention ever held
here was fraught with any more importance than the first one just mentioned.
To quote from the Chicago Evening Journal of that date, it was “No gather-
ing for political or temporary effect, no indignant convocation for the mere
indulgence in invective ; no effervescence of feeling that should expend
itself in empty resolves, be the wonder of the hour and then forgotten; but
it was an occasion upon which great and startling facts—facts embodied in
figures that cannot lie—were presented ; facts in which the farmer and the
artisan, the merchant and the manufacturer, the capitalist, the sailor before
the mast, and his family at home, were all proportionably and deeply inter-
ested ; facts involving the history of the country, from that hour when the
hardy pioneersleft New York behind them, or crossed the heights and pierced
the dense forests of Pennsylvania, in quest of *the better land’ that was at
last disclosed to them, all cleared and ready for the furrow. On this
memorable occasion there were men of every political bias, and of every
sectional interest, but all acting together as some great brotherhood, speak-
ing with one harmonious voice, and acting as one man.” Up to this time
this was the most powerful impetus imparted to the ambitious young city,
which was taken advantage of, as evidenced by her unprecedented strides
to the position which she holds to-day as the Metropolis of the West,
the second city in the Union in population, and the first in extent of territory.
This necessarily brief record has merely referred to a few of the items of
interest during the early history of our beautiful and world-renowned city,

. leaving to the papers following a more detailed account of the various

public improvements.
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vi MESSAGE OF MAYOR CREGIER.

From the incorporation of the original town of Chicago,
there have been ten extensions by annexation ; nine of these
were added during the past two years, embracing 140 square
miles. The city's limits extend from north to south on the line
of Halsted street, a distance of 2114 miles; from east to west
on the north line of Eighty-seventh street the city is 1015
miles wide, and on the south line of the same street the dis-
tance between the limits is 434 miles. This indeed constitutes
a vast area within one city. Ordinarily men and women who
have resided any considerable length of time in a city, become
more or less familiar with its various localities. How many of
our citizens, old or young, have ever traversed over the great
city of Chicago and are sufficiently familiar with different sec-
tions to point the way or even find their way throughout its
length and breadth ?

The experience of the older cities of the country demon-
strates that contracted boundary lines, for many reasons, tend
to retard progress.

Restricted limits do not now and will not for many years to
come, apply to Chicago. There is abundant room for all and
eligible locations for all great and important enterprises within
the limits of the great metropolis, where commercial and man-
ufacturing industries will enjoy the advantages of the best
labor ; an ample water supply, an adequate drainage, improved
streets; police and fire protection and other indispensable
public conveniences. We have reached a limit when it will be
well to defer the annexation of any more territory until ways
and means can be discovered for extending necessary public
improvements and building up some of the waste places of the
extensive area now under municipal control.

MESSAGE OF MAYCR CREGIER. vii

FINANCIAL,

The bonded debt of the city amounts to $13,545,400.00,
bearing interest from 8% to 7 per cent.; $883,800.00 of this
indebtedness was incurred by annexation. The total annual
interest paid on the present bonded debt for the past year was
$825,5850.40.

The bonded debt will be increased during the next two
years by the issuance of 4 per cent. bonds to the amount of
five millions of dollars, as authorized by an Act of the State Leg-
islature and an ordinance of this Council, making the city debt a
little more than $18,500,000.00, a much smaller debt than any
other city of similar size and pretensions in the country.

During the past year it was found that a large amount of
money was held by the city, on account of rebates due on spe-
cial assessments, much of it running back several years. Special
efforts were made to notify citizens to whom rebates were due;
the result was, the city refunded nearly #796,000.00 — $300,-
000.00 more than any previous year for a like purpose.
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MISCELLANEQUS.

The following tabulation of data not referred to in the body
of this report, with approximate estimate of cost and valuations,
is submitted for reference :

Actunl Cost. Cash Value.

Water Works, $17,000,000 $£50,000,000
Sewers, 11,000,000 11,000,000
School Property, 10,000,000 11,000,000
Police Property, 550,000 844,000
Fire Property, 2,000,000 2,500,000
Public Library, 300,000 282,000
Street Lamps, 750,000 750,000
Electric Light Property, 500,000 2,000,000
Real Estate, 1,000,000 1,000,000
Buildings, 2,000,000 2,000,000
House of COl‘l’ECthn __SOO,DDO 1,000,000

$45,900,000 $82,326,000
Liabilities, bonded debt, ; 13,545,400
Makmg a total (net) value of city property of $68,780,600

Assessed valuation of real and personal

property,
Total amount of levy for city purposes, "

$219,354,368 00
4,897,087 36

Revenue for licenses, 3,000,000 00
Number of steam railways entermg city, i ; 35
Miles of street railway track laid, . . . . 396
Miles electric wire, 1,200
Acres in public parks, . . ’ . 3,290
Miles of drives, ; ‘ . ; i . 3 T4
Miles of streets in city, : 2 : . . 2,300
Number of river bridges, . . . . . 61
Number of viaducts, = 5 @ g s ” 29
Number of street lamps, . & 37,000
Miles of river frontage, ; . ; i i 41
Arrivals and departure of vessels, 19,000
Vessels' tonnage, . 8,744,000

Bepartment of Public THorks

CITY OF CHICAGO.

COMMISSIONER.

W. H. PURDY.

SECRETARY.
D. 5. MEAD.

Heads of Bureans.

ENGINEERING.
Crty Enmxnn
AsstsSTANT CITY Encmzxn,

SEWERS,
SUPERINTENDENT,

STRACETSE.
SUPERINTENDENT,

ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENT, .

SPECIAL ASSEBBMENTSE.

SUPERINTENDENT,
WATER RATE COLLECTIONS.
SUPERINTENDENT,
MAPS,
SUPERINTENDENT,

DEPARTHMENT BOOK-KEEPER, . .

PURCHASING AGENT,

CHIEF CLERK WATER RATES,

WaTER RATE AsSESSOR,

Warer PermuT CLERK, |

CasHIER,

REGISTRAR WATER l{u'xs ¥
ExcisEER 1% CHARGE NomRTH Pumping Woltxs,
ExGINEER IN CHARGE WesT Pumpive Works,
ExGINEER CaNaL Pumring Works. 5
ExGINEER FULLERTON AVENUE PUMPING \\-'um-.s, i
ENGINEER S51xTv-EIGHTH STREET Pumping WoRKs,
ENGINEER SULZER AVENUE PUMPING WORKS,
SUPERINTESDENT WATER METERS,
SUPERINTESDENT BRIDGE REPAIRS,

W. R. NORTHWAY
BERNHARD FEIND

O, H, CHENEY

L. E. McGANN
JOHN GOODWIN

H. J. JONES
H. E. HAMILTON
R. A. MANSTEIN

F. C. MEYER

J. D. C. WHITNEY
H. T. MURRAY

T. PATTISON

H. G. NAPER
JOHN W. LYONS
B. F. JENKINS
HENRY WELCH
JAMES STEWART
W. ]. CULLITON
A. D. HOWELL
ROBERT HAWKINS
F. D. PARKER

G. J. BAKER

J. B. TOOHY
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MAP DEPARTMENT.

CHicaco, January, 1891.
Hox, W. H, PURDY,
Commissioner of Public Works.

Dear Sir:—I have the honor to submit herewith the Annual Report
of the Map Department for the year 1880, accompanied by a map showing
the growth of the city of Chicago through the various annexations from the
original town to its present extension, and also by a historical sketch explan-
atory of said map :

THE GROWTH OF CHICAGO.
THE " TOWN OF CHICAGO "

{John H. Kinzie, Gurdon S. Hubbard, Ebenezer Goodrich, John K. Boyer
and John S. C. Hogan, first Trustees,) was incorporated by Act of February
11, 1835. It comprised all that territory covered by sections 9 and 18, north
and south fractional section 10 and fractional section 15, in town 39 north,
range 14 east of the 3rd principal meridian ; “Provided, that the authority
of the Board of Trustees of the said town of Chicago shall not extend over
the south fractional section 10 until the same shall cease to be occupied by
the United States.”
THE ‘"CITY OF CHICAGO.”

Incorporated by Act of March 4, 1837, comprised “the district of coun-
try in the county of Cook, etc., known as the east 14 of the southeast I of
section 33, township 40 north, range 14 east, and [ractional section 34,
township 40 north, range 14 east; also the east !{ of sections 6, 7, 18
and 19, all of fractional section 8, and of sections 4, 6, 8, 9, and frac-
tional section 10 (except the southwest fractional I/ thereof, occupied as a
military post, until the same shall become private property), fractional sec-
tion 15 ; sections 16, 17, 20, 21, and fractional section 22, township 39 north,
range 14 east.”

FIRST EXTENSION OF CITY LIMITS.

Act of February 18, 1847, provides: *“That the district of country in

the county of Cook, etc., known and described as follows, to-wit: All that
3

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS.

parl of township 89 north, range 14 east, of the third principal meridian,
which lies north of the north line of sections 27, 28, 29 and 30 of said town-
ship, and the east I4 of section 33, township 40 north, range 14 east, and
fractional section 34, township 40 north, range 14 east, shall hereafter be
included in, constitute, and be known by the name of City of Chicago.”

SECOND EXTENSION OF CITY LIMITS.

Act of February 12, 1853, provides: *That the corporate limits and
jurisdiction of the city of Chicago shall be and the same are hereby extended
50 as to embrace and include within the same the several tracts of land here-
inafter described, which shall be deemed parts of the divisions of the said
city named in connection therewith, as follows:

“ North Division :  All those parts of sections 31 and 32, township 40
north, range 14 east, lying east of the center of the North branch of the
Chicago river, and the west 3¢ of section 33, in same township and range.

“South Division : Al of fractional section 27, township 30 north, range
14 east, and so much of the shore and bed of the lake as lies within one
mile east of said section, and all of that part of section 28, same township
and range, lying south and east of the South branch of the Chicago river.

‘¢ West Division: All those parts of sections 28, 28 and 30, township 39
north, range 14 east, lying north of the South branch of the Chicago river.”

THIRD EXTENSION OF CITY LIMITS.

Act of February 13, 1883, provides: “The corporate limits and jurisdic-
tion of the city of Chicago shall embrace and include within the same all of
township 89 north, range 14 east, of the third principal meridian, and all of
sections 81, 82 and 89, and fractional section 34, township 40 north, range
14 east, together with so much of the waters and bed of Lake Michigan as
lies within one mile of the shore thereof, and east of the territory aforesaid.”

' FOURTH EXTENSION OF CITY LIMITS.

Act of February 27, 1869, provides: “That the territorial limits of
the city of Chicago shall be and are hereby extended as follows: That
part of section 30, township 40 north, range 14 east, which lies west of the
North branch of the Chicago river; sections 1, 2, 11, 12, 13, 14, 23, 24, 25,
24, and that part of sections 36 and 38 lying northwest of the center of the
Illinois and Michigan canal, all in township 3¢ north, range 13 east, shall
lie and are hereby added to the city.”

FIFTH EXTENSION OF CITY LIMITS.

Act of May 16, 1847, provides: *That section 36, township 40 north,
range 13 cast, town of Jefferson, shall be and is hereby added to the city.”
4
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SIXTH EXTENSION OF CITY LIMITS.

Act of April 29, 1889, provides: “That that part of sections 35 and
38 lying southeasterly of the center of Illinois and Michigan canal, in town-
ship 39, north of range 18, east of third principal meridian, in Cook
County, Illinois.”

Also, *that sections 3, 10, 15, and the east 3; of sections 22, 27 and
34, lying northwest of the center of the Illinois and Michigan canal, in
township 38, north range 13, east of the third principal meridian, etc.”

Also, “that section 28, township 40, north of range 18, east of third
principal meridian, etc., be and the same is hereby declared to be annexed
to the incorporated city of Chicage.”

SEVENTH EXTENSION OF CITY LIMITS.

July 15, 1889, an order was filed in the County Court of Cook County,
declaring the result of a special election held June 29, 1889, by which the
following territory, all situated in the county of Cook, lilinois, was annexed
to the city of Chicago, viz.:

The east 3¢ of sections 4 and 9, township 39 north, range 13 east, of
third principal meridian, in the town of Cicero; the city of Lake. View,
the village of Hyde Park, the town of Lake, and the town of Jefferson.

EIGHTH EXTENSION OF CITY LIMITS.
By zlection hald April 1, 1890.

The village of Gano: The south 14 of section 21, all of section 28
north of the Indian boundary line, that part of section 28 south of the
Indian boundary line, lying west of the east line of said village of Gano, and
north of the Little Calumet river ; also that part of section 33 north of the
Indian boundary line, lying north of the Little Calumet river, and that part
of the east 3¢ of the northwest I{ of section 33 south of the Indian bound-
ary line, lying north of the Little Calumet river, all in town 37 north, range
14 east of the third principal meridian, being 1.80 square miles.

NINTH EXTENSION OF CITY LIMITS.

By Ordinance passed May 12, 1880, sections 5 and 8, also the north-
east }{ of section 4, except the west fifty feet of the south 888 feet thereof;
also the northwest ¥ of section 4, except the south 866 feet thereof; also
the southeast 1{ of section 4, except the west fifty feet thereof; also the
northeast ¥ section 9, cxcept the west fifty feet thereof; all in town 37
north, range 14 east of the third principal meridian, being 2.92 square miles.

5
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TENTH EXTENSION OF CITY LIMITS.
By election held November 4, 1880.

1. Village of Washington Heights: Section 7, the west 3 and north-
cast '{, northeast I section 8 and the north % of sections 17 and 18, all in
town 37 north, range 14 east of third principal meridian, being 2.80 square
miles.

2. Village of West Roseland: Southeast % section # (except the west
fifty feet thereof), the east 3 of northeast 1{ of section 20, the north 3 of
section 21 and all of section 18, all of town 87 north, range 14 east of third
principal meridian, being 1.80 square miles.

The city of Chicago covers now an area of 180.5 square miles, or
115,620 acres.

The following work has been performed by this department during the
year, lo-wit

Prepared for— Number of Plass.

Lamp Post Ordinances ............ £33
Lamp Post Orders ................. wees 022
Lamp Post Assessments........... a
Street Improvement Assessments, .. ... P .. BO7
Sireet and Alley Opening Assessments, . ... B8
Street and Alley Opening Ordinances.........co.ovvvviieiiiiiiiiaieie, 531
Sewerage ASSESSMEN!S ... ....uiiiiiie i A -

Sireet Engineers' Estimates
T L S T P P S P
Sidewalk ASSSESmBBIS. .., oooioviiiiesmvsnnsvmnasnsonisishrinsssisinrs
Law Department. .. ...
Miscellaneous purposes
Record for Street and Alley Openings. ......oooviiiviiiiiiiirnnniins 17

Respectfully submitted,

R. A. MANSTEIN,
Superintendent of Map Deparimenl.
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REAL ESTATE.

‘The two years preceding the panic of 1837 were noted for the wide-
spread fever, which attacked the coolest blood, to speculate in real estate.
The rise in values were tremendous. Fortunes were made almost in a day,
and when the reaction came they were lost even more suddenly. It would
be impossible to give anything like a clear picture of this portion of the
city's history, since all was confusion and excitement. The most that can
be done is to jot done items as they have been gathered from the files of the
American, and other sources, showing the business transacted at the Land
Office, and in some cases, the comparison of prices of lots before the excite-
ment, when the fever was at its height, and after the reaction had set in-
The general reader can easily draw his conclusions from the details here
presented :

In 1830, Jedediah Woolsey, Jr., bought of the Canal Commissioners,
lot 9, block 44, for fifty dollars. Alexander Wolcott purchased eight lots in
block 1, during the same year, paying $892 ; also the east one-half, northeast
quarter section 9, township 39, range 14 (eighty acres), at $1.1234 per acre.
John 8. Wilburn bought lot 1, block 1, in 1830, for sixty dollars. John S. C.
Hogan paid for lots 1,2,5 and 8 8116, and in 1836 bought lot 7, paying
$12,000 for it with the greatest alacrity.

‘I'he above are specimens of some of the earliest purchases. In May,
1885, the land office was opened. To the close of the sale the receipts
amounted to $386,500, of which about $353,500 were for lands sold at
auction, and the balance under the pre-emption law., During the next
month, E. K. Hubbard and W. L. Newberry advertised sales of valuable
lots, the former having three hundred and fifty to dispose of. In October,
A. Garrett announces in the American, that from January 4th to the 27th
of that month he has sold £1,800,000 worth of real and personal property.
He had fitted up a large room on Dearborn street, and had an “auction
room equal to any in New York or Philadelphia.”

In November the rate of assessment for the coming year was fixed by
the town at one-half of one per cent.

A lot fronting eighty feet on the water by one hundred and fifty feet on
Dearborn, purchased for $9,000 in the Spring of 1835, brought $25,000 in
the succeeding Winter. Says the American, in April, 1688: “There is a
piece of land in Chicago, costing sixty-two dollars i'n 1830, which has risen

524 APPENDIX.

in value one hundred per cent per day; it sold last week for $96,700, one-
quarter down, and the remainder in six, twelve and eighteen months, at ten per
cent.” Charles Butler, of New York, states in a later issue, that “in 1833
one-quarter of Kinzie’s addition was offered for $5,5600—worth then $100,000.
In 18338 forty acres of land worth $400 could not be purchased in 1836 for
less than $200,000. In 1834, the ‘ Hunter property’ was purchased for
$20,000, In the Spring of 1835 it was resold for £100,000. It is now
(September, 1838}, worth $500,000.”

Notwithstanding this tremendous rise in values of real estate, in
pursuance of a notice issued by N. H. Bolles, Town Collector, that all
property would be sold upon which the corporation tax of 18356 remained
unpaid, September 10, 1836, a great number of lots were adwvertised. Of
those which appear in the American of October 1st, one hundred and fifty-
five were taxed less than $1.00; forty-two from $1.00 to £5.00; ten from
$5.00 to 8$10.00; twenty-two between $10.00 and $25.00, and one at $35.00.
In Wolcott's addition one was taxed $10.50 ; three between £7.50 and $10.00;
the remainder less than $7.00. In the North Branch addition no tax
reached #1.00. In Wabansia addition three lots which were advertised were
assessed $2.50, $8.560, 87.50. In the “original town,” one for $50.50 ; two for
£30.00 each; one for 19.00; seventeen for $10.00, and eighteen less than
$10.00.

The reaction from the inflation of 1835-36 was setting in. In January,
1837, the town passed an ordinance relating to the sale of lots for taxes. It
provided that the assessment on all taxable lots should be made annually,
and the roll returned to the Board previous to October 1. The Town Col-
lector was to notify the public by the fifteenth of that month that he would
advertise all lots for sale upon which the tax remained unpaid on February
1st. If not redeemed, the purchaser at the sale was entitled to the deed. In
March, 1837, another lot of “delinquents” appeared to have forgotten the
value of Chicago real estate. In the “old town ™ most of the lots advertised
for sale were taxed at #2.50 apiece —the highest, $45.00. The highest tax
upon a water lot in Kinzie's addition was $20.00; a dry lot, $47.50. The
majority of lots in Wolcott's addition were assessed at $2.50; the highest
one at $10.00. In Wabansia addition the highest was $5.00; the majority at
#1.25. In School Section 21 the highest was $21.00 ; the majority at $1.00.
In North Branch addition, out of three hundred and eight lots advertised
for sale, the tax of twenty-four only reached #1.25, most of them being
assessed at thirty-seven cents per lot. The taxes collected during the year
ending May 1, 1837, amounted to $11,659.54, of which $2,861.28 was the bal-
ance assessed during 1835, and $8,008.27 the corporation taxes assessed on
real estate for 1838. -

The panic of 1887 brought great distress to this community, and de-
layed the growth of Chicago as a city. Its reaction here was principally felt
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APPENDIX. 526
in real estate circles, it being almost impossible to dispose of land at any
price during 1838. The canal improvement was really about all that sus-
tained and encouraged Chicago for nearly ten years. Many people left the
city in 1840. Although the hard times of 1837 and 1838 affected the sales
at the land office as a *business institution,” it was as persistently prosper-
ous as any that can be named from May 28, 1835, when it opened, to May 1,
1848, when it closed. Witness the figures:

1835, 870,043.38 acres.
1838, 202,315.98 acres.
1837, 15,607.87 acres,
1838, 87,801.43 acres.
1839, 180,635.70 acres.
1840, 2 v : = : : 142,150.00 acres.
1841, . i - . s s 188,583.18 acres.
1842, . . . .. . 104,556.11 acres.
1843, . ; W , r u 229,459.70 acres,
1844, . . 230,769.63 acres.
1845, . s : .. . 220,525.08 acres.
To May 1, 1846, . . : 8 : 61,956.11 acres.

Total, . . : . f . 2,054,692.16 acres.

The growth of Chicago from 1842 to 1850 was slow.

In April, 1852, the city negotiated its first great loan, $250,000, payable
in twenty years, through Duncan, Sherman & Co., of New York City. This
was on account of the inauguration of the new system of water works.

The growth of the city from 1850 to 1855 was marvelous, and the con-
fession is said to have been made by certain real estate men that though
they did their best at representing the rise in land, the facts outstripped
their stories. It was during this period that Chicago inaugurated her grand
system of water works and drainage, Then, unfortunately, she experienced
her great set-back, the panic of 1857. The city was so embarrassed that in
September the Council ordered the issuing of $100,000 bonds. It was done,
and Comptroller Hayes went to New York to negotiate them. After using
his powers of persuasion for a week, he returned, entirely unsuccessful in
his mission.

In the Winter of 1857 a large number of laboring men was out of
employment, and the city authorities were called upon, in the midst of the
most distressing times, to inaugurate public improvements and thus assist
them financially. Special committees of the Common Council were ap-
pointed, who found it impossible to appropriate money from the city treasury
for charitable objects without express permission from the Legislature, and
especially when the whole available means of the city were required to pay
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her current expenses and honorably meet her maturing indebtedness. Fur-
thermore, the city could not, as suggested, make advances through her
credit to carry on public improvements then pending, for which assessments
had not been collected, because all taxes had been collected to their full
extent, and were paid in so slowly that the Comptroller found it difficult to
provide for the most necessary expenses. In the then state of the money
market it was impossible to raise money by a loan. The filling of Washing-
ton Park, however, had been contracted for and provided employment for
a great number, Most of the improvements which were ordered at that time
were made upon remote streets, and the assessments upon adjoining property
fell upon the poorer people. All that could be done, therefore, was for the
city to hasten the construction of works for which orders had been passed
and warrants issued.
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EARLY STREET IMPROVEMENTS.

Previous to the organization of the Department of Public Works in
1861, the efforts made in this branch of public work was unsystematized and
spasmodic; there are, therefore, no printed reports of street improvements in
the archives of the city prior to that date. It is believed that the following
notes of the public improvements made in the early days of Chicago will
be.of interest now :

The first ““road” in Chicago was located in 1831 from the public
square to the western county line. In April, 1882, several streets and roads
were authorized; among others the first street leading to Lake Michigan was
laid out. It then commenced at the end of Water street. The street was laid
out fifty feet wide. The viewers believed that “the said road is of public
utility, and a convenient passage from the town to the lake.” In June,
18382, the County Commissioners * ordered that a road be viewed from the
town of Chicago to thé Du Page river, and so on to the west line of the
county.”

By March, 1833, the State road, leading from Chicago to the west bank
of the Wabash river, opposite Vincennes, was completed, and during the
Spring and Summer of that year various minor roads were laid out. Thus
even at this early period Chicago was becoming a road centre. 'When later,
plank roads commenced to be built, Chicago took the lead in the trade of
the surrounding country. In August, 1838, in which the town of Chicago
was incorporated, one of the first official orders of the Board of Trustees
was given to the Town Surveyor to * pitch' South Water street from the
United States Reservation to Randolph street, on or before April next, 1884,
During July, 1834, the Surveyor was required to grade South Water street
50 that “water should flow from each cross street into the river.” South
Water and Lake streets, the two principal thoroughfares of the village at
that time, were early turnpiked and graded. Plank sluices were also built
across Clark street to carry the drainage to the South branch.

In 1835 the following petition was presented to the Town Trustees:

CHICAGO, July 18, 1835
Your petitioner respectfully represents to your Honorable Body that he has graded and
thrown up La Salle street, between South Water and Lake streets, in front of lots one and
two, and begs to be allowed the cost and value of said work, to be deducted from the taxes

of the ensuing year.
GURDON S. HUBBARD.
To the Trustees of the Town of Chicaga.

APPENDIX. 439

The marvelous growth of Chicago is clearly attested by preceding
document, as the author of it was until 1888 a hale and active resident in
our midst, and has, with many others of our citizens, witnessed Chicago
grow from a frontier village to its present important place among the great
cities of America.

In the Fall of 1836 Canal street was turnpiked as far porth as Kinzie,
and Lake street similarly improved as far as Desplaines, and Randolph street
from the river to the west line of Section 0. ;

As late as July 9, 1838, the American calls attention to a pool of water
on Lake street, corner of La Salle, inhabited by frogs. ‘It smells strong
now, and in 2 few days will send out a horrible stench.” By the Winter of
1836 the leading thoroughfares were turnpiked. In the Spring of 1827
proposals were invited for “ clearing, grubbing and grading " Market street,
Franklin street, Chicago avenue, La Salle, Clark and Dearborn streets;
also Union, Desplaines, Peyton, Canal, Harmon, Hamilton, George, Maria,
Webster, Spring, Elizabeth and Catherine (West Fifteenth) streets, and one-
half of Division street, making in all fourteen and one-half miles of streets.

In 1842 North Branch street, from Kinzie to Desplaines street, was
graded, and in 1844 Lake street was planked from State to Dearborn streets,
which is believed to be the commencement of planking the streets.

For several years the work of grading, grubbing, and rudely improving
the streets went on, but it was not until 1849 that the authorities commenced
to generally plank them. As a rule this work amounted to less than nothing,
for when the teams broke up the planks and wet weather came, this prim-
itive pavement was a dangerous and active weapon, flying up in the horses’
faces and splashing foot passengers with mud. As late as 1888 relics of the
broken plank could be seen on Blue Island avenue, and as late as 1859 West
Madison and State streets were laid with this planking.

Prior to 18490 the attention of the citizens had been called to the fruit-
lessness of using stone pavements upon the streets of Chicage. It did not
seem a profitable investment for the city to lay down a pavement which
would sink out of sightin one or two years. The experiment of laying plank
roads had proved a success in Canada and New York, and accordingly in
1849 the Common Council determined to plank the principal streets of
Chicago. In 1848-50 Market, State, South and North Clark, La Salle, Wells,
East and West Madison and West Randolph were treated to a coat of this
material, nearly three miles of pavements, at a cost of $31,000.

Soon after commenced a general numbering of the streets. In the
Spring of 1848 Clark street was numbered from South Water to Randolph.
In July, 1850, the Common Council ordered that North Water, Kinzie and
Michigan streets be numbered from the eastern termini to Franklin street,
and that Wolcott (now North State), Dearborn, Clark, La Salle and Wells,
{now Fifth avenue), numbered from MNorth Water to Ontario; also that the
names of these streets be posted up in large letters on each of their corners.
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In 1855 the first pavement composed of limestone blocks was laid on
South Water street, between Wabash avenue and the tracks of the Illinois
Central Railroad. In the following year, Wells street (now Fifth avenue),
was macadamized from Van Buren to Congress streets, and cobblestone
pavement laid on Lake street from Michigan avenue to the river.

In the Fall of 1858 the first  Nicholson' or pine block pavement was
commenced on Wells street (Fifth avenue), between South Water and Lake
streets. The work was completed in the Spring of 1857. During the year,
cobblestone was laid on State between South Water and Lake, and on Rand-
olph from the river to Clark, and on Washington street from La Salle to
Clark.

From this time to 1859, a period of seven years, over fifteen miles of
pavement was laid. There is no record showing any pavement to have been
laid in 1860, and from 1861 to 1865, a period of five years, 9.69 miles were
laid. From 1865 to 1871 little except pine block pavement was laid. In
1875 cedar blocks were substituted for pine, and from that time to the present
date have been extensively used.

In 1880 the first compressed asphalt block pavement was laid. Sheet
asphalt and granite blocks were laid in 1882.

Up to 1851 fifty miles of plank roads had been built, leading from
Chicago to various points north, south and west, at a total cost of $150,000.

As the railroads centering in Chicago came into general use, affording a
new and more desirable system of commercial arteries, the plank roads
were abandoned. That these plank roads were not abandoned without a
protest, but on the contrary were highly regarded as a means of developing
the country, the following communication from the Chicage Daily Democrat

February 18, 1848, will attest:

Will you be so kind as to allow me to say a few words through your paper, showing the
very many advantages our country derived by the introduction of plank roads over that of
railroad communication? The former ¢an be brought into every street and alley, to every
wareliouse and manufactory in our city ; in the country all sections are alike benefited by
them. They do nut enhance one man's property and depress that of another. The farmer
can take his produce to market when his time is of little or no value. When a sadden
advance in the staples of the country takes place, there is no railroad directory to reap the
benefits of il, by refusing to carry only that which they may be interested in. Such have
been the operations in a neighboring State. Do railroads give the same facilities for travel-
ing that plank roads do, even to those living by the side of them? Their stations are
generally ten or twelve miles apart. They will only take in and put out passengers at these
places, Our plank road passengers travel at the rate of ten miles an hour, which is as fast as
they are conveyed {and with ten times the safety) on the Michigan Central Railroad. The
charges made by the railroad for the transportation of produce are more than it would cost
the farmer by plank roads, and very little less than common roads. On the Michiga
Central Railroad they charge sixty-two and one-half cents per barrel for flour, fifty cents per
hundred pounds for merchandise, between Kalamazoo and Detroit, 140 miles. On a plank
road a two-horse team will have three and one-half tons, two and one-half miles per hour,
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for ten hours out of fourteen, which experience has proven to be the most economical rate of
speed teams with heavy burdens ought to travel. From an examination of the statistics, it
would appear that the whole number of teams arriving in our city during the past year was
not far from 70,000. Now, in place of the railroad now agitated, construct 300 miles of
plank’road, divided to the best advantage, say northwest and southwest. This will not cost
more than $300,000 (about what it will cost to build a good railroad to the Fox river), for
which the annual receipts for the next ten years could not be less than $2040,000, supposing
the average number of teams amiving per annum to be 180,000 (a calculation not large, as
the population of Northern Illinois doubles in about six years), which at $1.50 per team,
would give that sum, sufficient to keep the roads in repair, divide thirty per cent. dividends,
and when the road is worn out (ten years hence), we would have a city containing 70,000
inhabitants, Then we might talk of a railroad. One of the reasons urged with those in favor
of the proposed railroad to Fox river, is that if we don't build one Milwaukee will. The
people of that city are not able to build a railroad of any length ; if they were, they are not
so simple.

This short sketch of Chicago street making in early days gives only a
faint conception of the difficulties which beset the pioneers in their courag-
eous efforts to build a city in a morass.
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BUREAU OF STREETS.

Cuicaco, January 1, 1801
How. W. H. PURDY,
Commissioner of Public Works.

Dear Si1r :—[ have the honor to submit herewith the Fifteenth Annual
Report of the Bureau of Streets for the year ending December 31, 1890, It
embraces in detail a review of the work accomplished during the year under

" the supervision of this bureau, with the amount expended. Also, the street
reilway extensions made by the different street railway companies, the work
done by the several railroad companies under the ordinance of March 28,
1890, and data in connection with the telegraph and telephone companies,
together with a report of the condition and repairs of all street lamps within
the old city limits and annexed territory.

The amount paid contractors for street improvements by
special assessment Was. .. ...oiiiiieieneesieana.. 8 5,280,875 79
For sidewalks built by the bureau under special assess-

For sweeping and cleaning improved streets:
By contract. ...... voens s 5110504 BO
By department, .. ........ 80,677 41
— §171,273 30
For cleaning macadamized roadways... 27,567 88
— 108,840 28
For repaving and repairing improved streets., . ......... 160,756 14
For grading, ditching, building, and repairing aprons,
culverts, crossings, etc., on unimproved streets.. .., 288,872 82
For sidewalk intersections.................. 541,808 57
For sidewalks, general repairs... .. e
110,604 45
Foroity parksc . o0 ciiiviaiiihsse dienia i 9,173 80
For city hall operation and D08, wiianssinssanih 88,801 85
For constructing and operating gasoline lamps.$88,508 60
For erecting posts and signs................ 10,107 62
For gas Jamp repaits. .. ...o.oveveennninns 11,218 80
————— 104,880 12
TOT KL - s ecisaonin o sis i o B R $3,286,074 20

STREET DEPARTMENT. 261

Table showing total miles of
class of pavement:

improved streets, with percentage of each

PAVEMENT. MILES. PER CENT.

Cdar: Bloele = s e s s S S T SRR RN 410,88 81.27
L e P L e I S 226,67 86,85
Meding SN oot var i R e e R s 2.58 0.88
GITADEDE 2 3 Coi s S S S SR AT A o SRR 20,48 8.07
Sheet Asphalt. . A say r 5.0% 0.78
ASDHOIE IO, oo vinoea e g e s s e e e ncs. RS 4.11 0.62
B2 5505 snt Fann P T R T L T O ey e e 0.88 0.05

TFOTAL cses s et S i i adea s e 660,684 100.00

The total number of miles of pavement laid each year, from the intro-
duction of street paving in 1855 to the present date, is given in the following
review, the number of miles of paved streets in the annexed towns of Hyde
Park, Lake, and Lake View being added to the total of 1880,

T Mile. | Miles.

Year. Year. Year. Miles. Vear. Miles.
18565 1.72 || 1864 2.40 1878 10.19 1883 24.95
1858 .24 1885 2.08 1874 9,07 1888 22.40
1857 2.82 1866 8.87 1875 11.49 1884 84.62
1858 T.20 1887 11.37 1878 10,50 1885 88.06
1859 5.70 1688 5.48 1877 12.29 | 1898 48.68
16860 e 1868 18,82 1878 11.1 | 1887 86.76
1861 .09 1870 19.96 1879 4.83 1888 5453
1863 2.57 1871 25,68 1880 18.84 1889 254.22
1868 2,00 1872 1.82 1881 24.52 1890 90,72

| + ToraL....| B40.06

Of this amount 170.42 miles have been repaved during the same period,
which reduces the actual amount of paved streets within the corporate limits
on January 1, 1891, to 669.64 miles, to which may be added 1,567.22 miles
of unimproved streets, making a total of 2,286.86 miles of streets in Chicago
at this date; less 1.18 miles of viaduct approaches, making a grand total of
2,235.71 miles,
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262 DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS.

REPAVING.

The amount of repaving done by the division foremen in repairing im-
proved streets; the replacing of pavement where openings were made by
gas companies, water, sewerage, fire alarm, and telegraph departments,
bureau of light, ete., and on account of street permits and general repairs;
also the amount of repaving done by contractors for gas companies under
the supervision of this department, and the expense of same paid by the
companies interested, is given in the following table, by divisions of the city:

Nozrs Div. | Sovrn Div. | Wast Dav. Toran

FOR WHAT PURPOSE. |

Square Yds. | Square Yds. | Square Yds. | Square Yds.

—_ |
General Repairs.. ...ociviiiinnnn 11,548 58,914 51,550 122,019
Gas Companies.. . , 21 o1 70 Bo7
Water Department , . 1,621 4,804 4,401 10,846
Sewerage Department.... 242 148 150 585
City Enginger’s Department. . ... 188 1,108 1,008 2,208
Fire Alarm Tc]cgl]ph Departmen| 28 187 i 185
Street Permils . . e 8,604 8,882 6,208 18,522
Bareau of Light, .. Fre 41 ey 441
gy o £ e R e e 17,270 9,600 68,454 150,324

Total number of squUare yards....v.vevesveronaiisnrrnnnaransas 160,324
To which is added the amount of repaving done by contractors for
gas companies, bureau of light, ete........ 85,001

Grand total repaving done, square yards...... 215,205

Fur the proper maintenance of macadamized roadways a system of
repairs for worn-out or broken spots at their first appearance should be in
I'he fund for this purpose has been far too small for the require-
ments ; the result being that only the worst places receive attention and the
streets are soon destroyed,

Yogue.

264 DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS.

UNIMPROVED STREETS.

In the work of grading and ditching the money at the disposal of this
bureau, for that purpose, has been judiciously expended in keeping unmim-
proved streets in good, passable condition. The total length of streets
graded and ditched by the division foremen amounts in the aggregate to
about 712 miles.

The extension of the unsewered territory of the city by late annexations
will necessitate an appropriation for the purpose of ditching new streets and
keeping old ditches free from stagnant waters.

An outlet for the surface drainage of Grand Crossing and vicinity, and
that of the territory east of it and adjacent to Seventy-ninth street has been
provided for by the construction of a box drain, with inside dimensions of
44 x 54 feet, along the latter thoroughfare, connecting with the ditch at the
crossing of the B. & O. Ry. and leading east into the lake. The cost was
borne Ly a special assessment on the property benefited.

CLEANING OF THE IMPROVED STREETS.

The work, as heretofore, has been done partly under two contraets, viz,:
the “ sweeping " with machinery all improved streets in the First ward, which
was awarded on April 2d to J. S. Cooper at 84.49 per mile, and the “sweep-
ing and cleaning” of all improved streets (macadamized excepted) outside
the First ward, which was also awarded to J. 5. Cooper at $25.99 per mile.
Under the former contract there was 1,767.94 miles “swept™ at a cost of
$7,095.04, and under the latter 3,049.86 miles were “swept and cleaned " at
a cost of $102,656.85, making a total of $110,504.89 paid to contractor.

The work of collecting and disposing of the sweepings in the First ward
was tlone by department employing men at $1.50 per day and carts at $3.00,
the same being done at night. Previous to April 8d whatever sweeping was
required was done by agreement at 85.40 per mile; the rate of last year's
contract for the same work., The total number of miles swept and cleaned
unier ' sweeping" contract and by department was 2,266.78, at a cost of
£40,760.91 (this amount includes cost of sweeping). The nature of the
work with cost and average for each month will be seen from appended
tabulated statement, marked # Class A," or First ward,

In addition to the regular street cleaning programme the department
has employed men and carts to keep all the principal intersections and
viaducts free from snow, slush, and all accumulations consequent to wet or
soft weather, and especially was this required in the Spring and Fall of the
year, the cost for the same being #9,5605.50. An additional corps of men
5 was put on day work during the Summer months to keep the busi-
ness scction free from all debris, such as paper, the sweepings of stores,

and ca
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STREET DEPARTMENT, 265

sidewalks, etc., which was done after night corps had finished, the cost for
such service being 82,419.26.  Another item of expense was the levelling of
the lake front dump, at a cost of $1,172.00, making a total of $62,553.08 spent
in connection with cleaning the First ward, and bridges and viaducts leading
thereto. Eight hundred and sixty-eight miles of macadamized roadways
were cleaned by district foremen of the department, at a cost of $27,567.88,
making the total cost of sweeping and cleaning the paved streets and alleys
of Chicago for 1890 $108,840.23; classified as follows:

CLASS A.

‘The department swept and cleaned by hand 4088f% miles, and
cleaned 1,767 &% miles, making a total of 2.266{0', miles, at a

cost of.......... . $ 55,015 02
Sweeping by commct 1 "u‘ﬂ'lﬁ,', :mles. :'( 'Luﬂ ............ g 7,958 04
Towl, s siednimninninanaiadine $ 02,853 08
CLASSES B, C, D AND F.

Sweeping and cleanlng b-y contract § mm, miles, at $35.89._.... $102,656 B85
Cost of inspection .. " 0,662 89
Total. .o e $171,272 80

For cl g d d roadways. veee 97,567 08
Grand total .., .oivvini i $198.840 28
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PERMITS FOR OPENING STREETS.

Seventeen hundred and eighty-seven (1,787) permits were issued to
sundry persons to open improved streets. A cash deposit covering cost of
replacing pavements, etc., to their original condition, was made on each
permit.

Sixteen hundred and five (1,608) openings were made on improved
streets by gas companies and sundry other corporations under general
deposit, the work of replacing the pavements being done by contractors,
subject to inspection and acceptance of the department.

Total number of openings, 3,302.

FOR OFENING STREETS FOR THE CORRESPONDING YEARS 1689-1800.

MNumber | Number Nuomber | Number
of of af of
MONTH. Parmits | Parmits MONTH. Permits | Permits
Tesued in | [stoed in Tastued in | Tesued in
188, 1880. 1880,
84 58 ||August. Fai 189 184
28 78 |[Sep 161 | 196
0 128 130 201
188 142 [INovember ........c0vnnt 84 105
185 140 ||December,........ 000 83 122
125 | 187 |
126 201 TOTA!.E...“.“......A‘ 1,293 | 1,787
1880~ ~1880.—~
Average number of permits issued each month.. 107 149
Nuomber of permits issued for opening of ltuel.l on whu:h depcmts
were made (not including openings by gas companies and other
corporations under general deposits)s. .. cuueresrirsraissinnas 1,208 1,787
Number of permits issued for opening unimproved streets. ,........ 5,401 B,005
TR v mmi s NS S TR 6,004 10,602
Amount of cash deposits made ,......... ... i .. 456,823 50 $36,858 00
Amount retained for cost of repaving nnd mspacttan ............... 12,891 51 9,459 82
Amonnt rebated to depositars. .. ... ... iiicie e, 18,265 80 20,044 18
Amount retained on permits notsettled. ... .. ... .. eeeean... 5,085 00 7,060 00
Average amount of cash deposit ..... .. . 28 4T 20 35
Average amount retained forcosts......oooviiniiiiiiiiiien e 907 528
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272 DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS.

SIDEWALKS.

The number of miles of sidewalks, new, rebuilt, and repaired, inclading
wood, stone, and concrete, is shown in the following table :

MATERIAL. |

. Grand

o - Total | Sidewulks
DIVISION. : —| Miles. |Repared.| ol

Wood Stona |Cﬂn=!la, | |
Boubhinay b 128,05 | 1216 | 27.65 |103.45 | 40.76 | 20421
s e A Distas| 08 | B | 2007 | 19804 | 0.0
Nouth, .. coverrnssses o] 855 1005 | 18.15 | 06.65| 18.30 | m.m
T L | 851,45 | s2.05 | 49.95 |4ss.':5‘m,m 611 85

Of the above, 37.85 miles of plank walks have been built by the city
under special assessment.

The total number of miles of sidewalk under the control of the city of
Chicago, South, West, and Lincoln Park Commissioners, at the close of the
vear, is given in the following summary :

274 DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS.
OBSTRUCTIONS.

Strect obstruction permite. .. ..o iesienan e e e 2,002
Complaints of obstructions.. ..ot eeriiiariaas soirinsnnciainas 1,382
Notices served. ...ovevnnaviies e S B S 1,104
e T L e G e R L A B e S N 114
Nutnber of COnVICHOUS vt i visnrssnrrssvesrisvsssionnsnivessse 88
Obstructions investigated.. ... oovvucerarrsrrrassssrnssssssssserns 4,908

I respectfully present for your consideration the following data witha
view toward such legislation as would be effective, The cost per square foot
of the different kinds of sidewalks as ordinarily laid in the residence por-
tions of the city is, wooden 5c.; Portland cement, 18¢.; and four-inch stome
flags, 40c.; or in the proportions of 1, 8.6, and 8; while the average life
(dating from the time of construction to the period when defects appear for
the first time) of each is respectively about 5, 25, and 25 years, or as 1, 5,
and 5. At all places where the bed of the walk is thoroughly compact and
protected by side banks of earth or sod, cement walks should be laid,
because they are cconomical, practically monolithic, easily repaired, and do
not wear smooth. Slight defects in the bed of flag-stone walks have a tend-
ency to cause the panels to tilt, strains are brought to bear and the stones
are soon broken, Wooden walks become dangerous to pedestrians chiefly
through lack of proper care in building, the use of inferior materials, atmos-
pheric action, and delayed repairs.

Judgments in twenty-four cases, amounting to $24,000.00, have been
obtained against the city in the past year, due to injuries received from
defective sidewalks.

In conclusion I would recommend that the districts in which the build-
ing of wooden sidewalks is forbidden be extended as rapidly as the growth
of the city will permit.

Respectfully submitted,

JAMES O'BRIEN,
Superintendent of Sidewalks.

STREET LAMPS.

At the close of the year there were, including those on bridges, viaducts,
parks aml boulevards, 1,026 oil lamps, 8,080 gasoline lamps, 26,233 gas
lamps, and 1,092 clectric lights in the city
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BUREAU OF SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS.

Cricago, December 31, 1890,
Hown. W. H. PURDY,
Commissioner of Public Works.

Dear Sik:—I submit herewith in tabular form a statement of special
assessments made in this department during the past year, with a summary
of the estimated cost of the same; also the amount of special assessments
made in each year during the past thirty years. ' The aggregate for the
period last named is $47,604,009.70, the average amount for each year being
$1,589,803.32. During the year just closed the amount levied on abutting
and adjoining property for all descriptions of street improvements was
$0,087,165.48, or about $6.50 per capita of population. As compared with
the previous year it shows an increase of 82,766,285.55, or 86,3 per cent.
The willingness with which the property owners imposed upon themselves
this enormous amount of special taxation is the best evidence of their
material prosperity and their unbounded faith in the commercial destiny
of our city.

Since the annexation of the towns of Lake View, Jefferson, Lake, Hyde
Park, and a large strip of Cicero, the labors of this department have
increased fully 100 per cent.,and the prospects are that this ratio of increase
will prevail for the next five years, if not for a longer period —the more
assuredly so should the municipal legislature determine that the street
cleaning and sprinkling be done by special assessment. In view of these
conditions it is evident that some steps should be taken during the next
(present) session of the State Legislature to secure an amendment to the
existing special assessment law, whereby its machinery may be so simplified
that the present tortuous system of issuing rebates may be avoided and the
rapidly increasing volume of book-keeping dispensed with. That the former
is a growing burden upon the people, no one who has closely examined the
operation of the present law will deny. In my judgment it should be so
amended that the assessment for each improvement shall be based on its
actual cost. This would entail no hardship on the contractor, for he would
not be required to wait for his pay for a longer average period than one
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year, and he could make his financial arrangements that at the end of the
time specified he would receive his money. The difference in cost to the
property owner would not amount to more than bank interest, and for all
practical purposes, so far as he is concerned, the transaction would be the
equivalent of a cash one. In addition, the property owner would be
relieved, to his perfect satisfaction, from the annoyance and trouble of look-
ing after his rebate, as is the case at present.

In the matter of improvements ordered on the "five year plan,” the
amendment I have suggested would save an almost infinite amount of per-
plexing labor. The existing law demands that one-fifth of the rebate shall
be allowed on the payment of each installment, and this necessitates compli-
cated book-keeping, not only in this department, but also in the offices of
the City Collector and County Treasurer; and as this system of ordering
improvements seems to meet with growing favor at the hands of the public,
the complications and possibilities of errors are bound to grow in similar
ratio.

The promiscuous ordering of improvements, evidently without the
knowledge or concurrence of the property owners, and afterwards staying or
annulling them, should be stopped at once, not only in the interest of those
who would be directly affected, but also in the interest of public economy.
It would, besides, relieve this department of a large amount of unnecessary
labor.

I would recommend, in the interest of a more economical administra-
tion of the bureau, that the law be further amended so that the cost of
“ publication of notice " be reduced from 60 to 80 per cent. Each separate
assessment now requires the publication of a mass of legal verbiage, which
would be equally if not more efficacious were it used but once, followed by
the list of improvements — in this wise:

SPECIAL ASSESSMENT NOTICE.

Notice is hereby given to all persons intercsted, that the City Council of the City of
Chicago, having ordered that the following improvements be made in accordance with Article
nine (9) of an Act of the General Assembly of the State of Illinois, entitled *‘An Act to pro-
vide for the incorporation of Cities and Villages,” approved the tenth day of April, A. D.
1873, the ordinances for the same being on file in the office of the City Clerk, has applied to
the County Court of Cook County for an assessment of the cost of sald improvements accord-
ing to benefits, and an assessment thereof haviog been made and returned to said Counrt, the
final hearing thereon will be had atthe . . . . term of said Court, commencing on
the . . , ., . dayof . . .. ADo18R. . :

All persons desiring may then and there appear and make their defense.

IMPROVEMENTS,

No. 40,100. Curbing with curbstones, filling and paving Lake strest from Clark street
‘to Michigan avenue.
No. 40,101, Sewer in Ashland avenue fromWest Madison street to West Harrison strest.
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SPECIAL ASSESSMENT DEPARTMENT. 287

No. 40,102. Lamp posts on Wabash avenue from Van Buren street to Twelfth street.
No. 40,108. Stone sidewalk on Clark street from Randolph street to Washington street.
No. 40,109. House drains on same street between same points.

No. 40,182. Water service pipes on Dearborn avenue from Michigan street to Superior

street.
JOHN SMITH, t
JOSEPH BROWN,
WILLIAM WHITE.
Chicago, . . . . . A D 189 . . Commissioners,

At present the above mentioned commissioners who act a part in the
machinery of the special assessment law, receive a fee of two dollars each
for each assessment roll filed in the County Court. I would recommend
that the fee be reduced to fifty cents —or, which is still better, that the law
be so amended that city employes be appointed to act as such commissioners
without additional compensation.

In conclusion, I renew the recommendation I made a year ago, viz. :
that it would be desirable for the City Council to instruct the Commissioner
of Public Works, Fire Marshal and Superintendent of Streets, to prepare
during the summer vacation, the list of streets to be improved during the
ensuing year, and make report thereof at the first meeting in September.
The Committees on Streets and Alleys, to whom the list is usually referred,
would then have a sufficient time wherein to consult with the property
owners for final action, and the Special Assessment Bureau would thus be
relieved from the necessity of making a number of assessments which for
years to come will not be carried into effect, and which consequently would
have to be repealed.
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STATEMENT OF ASSESSMENTS FOR WOODEN BLOCK PAVEMENT—CONTINUED. 33
e e o
oo ot NAME OF STREET. ¥ROM TO AMOUNT.
11054 |Ashland avenue............ «..cu... Graceland avenue............ ......... Salzer. ... $18.758 80
11056 [Fuller, ...oovveveniins vnnnenennnns Archer avenue.........cviuievanns vons Cologme. . .cocvviieiiinieeiiniannns 26,781 74
11089 [Fifty-fifth ......covivineninnnnnnns Lake avenue, .....couvieenensnrae vues Cottage Grove avenue..................| 28,848 72
11090 [Dudley .....ovvienrinansrnnnnins Hervey..ovvr vernininrerinsnennnnnns Asylum place ......o0 veniiiininianan. 8,560 65
11091 (West Superior ....oovvveasrnssweaso/Rockwell oo couia . [Washtenaw avenue, ..oove v vvnnninans 4,874 48
11084 |Dania avenue...................... Northavenue.............c.ovvivnnnnn Bloomingdale road,,................. 11,464 86 g
11095 |The street. ... vivvivnniariinrans 115 T S — ARBO : svor waamadanomss Rk 2,160 0
11098 |Kedzieavenne ........ .cvuvueunnn. Central Park avenue...................|Augusta., 28,216 81 >
11097 |Shelby court,....cvvvevnrnneennss. West Nineteenth ...................... West Twentieth.. B 318120 =
11098 [South alley. .. vvevrrvn or vunernrBIOCKBuerruniinieesinss - Wright's addition. ... ... ....0vui.n. 1,286 56 3
11099 [Alley ooovvnvneiniinniiees veeees Block 35. . ...........Wo ott's addition...............0 ... 1,31890
THOD JAlley:. . vaiasnes wsvvadediipivanis Sub-block 8, Block 80. . « v vvovsso/C. T. subdivision fract’] section 29. 39 14 518 44 2
11101 [Alley oo ccvverccinraisonenaennsdBloek B0 comeiiieiiivmainiiiiinin, C. T. subdivision section 21, 88, 1. 11101 =
11102 JAUEY . wasiiaiiiasssrizasies wvns Twenty-third to Twenty-fourth .. .. .....|between State and Dearborn. ... ....... = 1,987 41
11103 |Alley .. «+s s 0s | Twenty-Bfth to Twenty-sixth +arse0eso|between State and Dearborn, . .... iaais 2,848 73 g
11104 |West, north and south ail:y ........ Barber and Wri ht cearaissnnea . Halsted toUnion.....covviiiiiinnnnn.. 548 b4
11105 Alleys wesirsrerracasssansa|Nobleto C. & y ............... West Division to Sloan.. 1,625 82 '
11108 (Alley ..... .. ..................,.Sub-blockﬁ.Blocklo..............‘...C T. Subdivision W. }uct:onﬁ 89 14 . 2,585 65 g
11107 |Alley ... vvveeerunass conneassnes.|North Centre avenue to Noble .......... West Chicago avenue to Fry............ 4,245 55 =
11108 [Alley vvvvvvnnnnnnns vearerarrsrnes |9 Block1, Block 18......000v0viennes W. §section 5,80, 14.....00vivvinnnnns 22178 &
11100 JAYIeY ..coareausninnptsnanssnnnnnes S. Block 2, Block 18............. caraes W. § section 5,80, 14.................. 2,558 87
11110 ALY v cvinnnrssinnaneranenanees Block 22, .. civiiviiiniiinnincrnnianans Elston addition......... v.evevuvarnnnns 221006 =
11111 |Bonfield. ... veeninviiiinva i nnd Archeravenue.. .. oovveveviesonsornnd HICKOIV. coviiiirasrarereriarersnen e 12,012656 o
11112 [High voivviiiienrnnennnnrneen ... /Western avenue......oovieiiniann.. Fullerton avenue... . .....cooeee....| 1221880 X
11118 |RICE . v vvvivnrereners G AT veo|Wood ., A —— S v BACOMGG s svin cniimm WEss R SR 4,901 78 7
11114 [NassaU. .. .covvveveririnnnnnensseaa.|West ackson ., .................WmeBumn...................... 4,116 48 ¢
11118 |Loomis .. ....cvuveree saveunns . .[West Fourteenth. . seessosssi s ] West SiRteenth, L oo evenam 6,000 58
11175 |Tumer avenue .....ovevivnnesnsinns Ogden avenue.. . e —— West Twenty-first., cewEy R 10,479 02
11177 [Clarinds:; vuyapaviiin v wivvimson Ashland avenue.........ccovviinninns. Wood: ;o L voviv s rin e e RS 7,368 84
11207 |OWASCO suvvrvrianrrnanians S Rockwell ,...... R R Y Washtenaw avenue, , cesavusEE 4,720 28
11218 [Montana . .....cvviiivnnnnans AT Racine avenne.. ......ooovvinnneiniines Lincoln avenue... .....coviiiniiinn.n, 11,880 61
11221 (West Twelfth.........ocveiinranen. Douglas Park boulevard,............... Crawford avenue... .................. 14,588 04
11222 [Ruble.. ..oininiiiins vrvrien, s West Eighteenth . .......ovvvviinnannn (Canalport avenue. ...ovvvvivirnananins 5,686 44
11228 (Laflin........ W errerssrsnasssses o|West Fourteenth,............cooouunn, West Sixteenth. .. .....ovviiiiin.. 0,056 40
11894 [GreenWich. vu v ieusnsivamonsiinnins OB oo canive o4 subnaniesannpaniss Leanitt, oo vennavasianmanrnnse veerenes| 12,082 68
VIR VAlleY & .ccvivununvinsingivyavas sl BIOCK . iuiiiviis vrswavn vaswnga wpisias Elston addition, ,,. ...c.ovevieinninas. 2,608 41
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STATEMENT OF ASSESSMENTS FOR MISCELLANEOUS STREET AND ALLEY IMPROVEMENTS.

‘No. of |

wur'nl IMPROYEMENT. || NAME OF STREET, FROM TO AMOUNT.

lﬂ5!3i C. G. and Macad. Roscoe ..,.... S - ..Eﬂmtonmremle..............Hllsled.......‘.............. $ 437 11
10531 | Curbing and Filling. |]ullan ........................ Ashlandavenne st rp s ent s s VROORENE T Fad ) Ssnsermeivnt]  IRfoRE 20
10585 Granite. (Couch place...... S ——— T | |7 T 8,080 43
10537 Granite. |Calhoun placc ....... —— Franklin............ocooeeeen. TS 7 R 8,071 05
10538 Granite, |Calboun place................[Clark .......... S veveo Fifth avenue ... ....coivunns s 6,185 48
10550 | Curbing and Filling. Dean........ S A e Brigham IR Ly 1 TR o ol R 1,305 94
10560 | Curbing and Filling. ‘Ashland . . Robey...coovunsnen. B2 e e o 7,077 82
10592 | Curbing and Filling. ‘Floumoy erveeiises s |California avenue, AFERBCISCO . v 1 ven s ovenernenenes 4,000 86
10617 | C. G. and Macad. Charlton COUTt o nvvsvanrsiens Ridge avenue . . ..|Northern termings . ........oo.. 5,793 66
10618 | Grading and Macad. Ninety-third .................. Stony Island avenue ..|Jefferson avenue. ... .. Ao 1,128 79
10819 | C. F.'and Macad. Cleveland................ OOE: 7 T a—— sy WIBMT ..vevvvesnnineniaeenens| 9,806 81
10628 Sheet Asphalt.  .Fulton ...............cc0vneo. |Kedzie avenue .ooovninen e +./Homan avenue. ......ciivuiins 20,826 70
10620 | C. F. and Macad. |Byron .................... vvoo/Sheffield avenue.........oouoo [Halsted .. 00yuiisvainisninans 9,150 68
10634 ; C.F.and Macad. 'Grace ............covvuvnnnnn North Clark..................|120 feet west of [.ake Michigan. .| 22,002 28
10845 | Grading and Macad. Erie..............cccovnvunnn Eighty-seventh................[Ninety-first ..........cc0v.ea.| 16,878 81
10849 | C. G.and Macad. |Forty-second,................. Cottage Grove avenue. .. .......|Langley avenue .. ,............ 6,003 54
10676 | Curbing and Filling. |Whipple. ..................... Coloradoavenue. . .............|West Van Buren . ,,,.0o0uun... 8,658 58
10679 | C. G. and Macad. Sulzer.........ooveevniinnnens Sheffield avenue.........o...oc|Halsted . .oooiiiiiiinianannn, 5,577 12
10680 | C. G.and Macad. |Sheffield avenue............ I | 72 T D Addison , T, 6,416 05
10825 | Grading and Macad. 'Seventy- enghth ................ Railroad avenue ............... Easterly terminus .. .....o0o0. 2,887 48
10826 | Grading and Macad. Sixty-ninth . e A e sl Indiana avenue. ....... T 2,157 76
10827  C. F. and Macad. Sixty etghth Wentworth ............ DI & T ra 1,985 61
10888 . C. . and Macad. |Forrtl=th ...................... Langley avenue ... ...... . «.|Vincennes 1vcnuc ............. 8,773 20
10839 ' Grading and Macad. [South half Fullerton avenue. ...[North Clark...................|North Park avenue ............ 2,995 85
10871 | Grading and Macad. |Ninety-third.................. Ashkenn avenue...............|Anthony avenue. .. ..ooovenn oo 2,724 88
10872 | Grading and Macad. Buffaloavenue ................ Eighty-seventh........... veveo|Ninety-second .. ..o.ooaivnen.| 15,800 56
10881 Grading and Macad, Stony Island avenue ........... Ninety-second. ... ..o 0veasrues Ninety-fifth ... .ovvuianans i 5,223 98
10884 . C. F. and Macad. Windsoravenue ............... Sheffield avenue.......o.cuuue. |Halsted. . ....ocisiiiaiaiin, 6,247 20
10901 | Curbing and Filling. [West Seventeenth ... ..........|Ashland avenwe ............... I\\ ood . cessesnnesnees| 14,662 82
10921 | C. F. and Macad, |Aberdeen............ccovninns Evanston avenue . ............. Sheffield avente. .. .......... . 5,317 21
10024 | C. G. and Macad. }Forty-seoond ............. .....|Langley avenue . cvvonor|Vincennes avenue .............| 10,680 75
10938 | C. G.and Macad. Argyle ......o0iuvvninrennnnns Evanston avenue ... ........... |Eastern termings .. .evensesens 7,780 80
11004 | C. G. and Macad. ;South Park avenue ............ Fifty-first ......... i Fifty-fifih.. AN T 11,356 47
11949 Granite, 1‘I‘tnrcl AVENUL. .. .overvennnnnnes Jackson .........cociiiiianan. Polk . =S 15,701 55
11960 Granite. ‘Adams , ereeeeeaeaa|State, .., enees . Mlchxgan avenue . ona 8,661 64
11981 Granite. |Couch place........... DA CIRTE ooy eovompmaines JEifth avenue . ,.vcmeennenrnnees 5,088 54

STLNINLAVAAAd LNANSSHASSY IVIDALS
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. G. and Macad. |Ainslie.......... +.../Evanston avenue ..............|Eastern terminus . ............. 12,185 60
};gg g g. and Macad. |Sheffield avenue.... ....|Graceland avenue .............|Evanston avenue .............. 7,697 98
19206 | C. F. and Macad. [Sixty-first........... ...Walluce ..... cearneneiveneeood|West line Lot 11, etc.... 4,729 84
12228 | Grading and Macad. Wcst half Lake View avenue. . .| Diversy ..... . .. .|Wrightwood avenue .. 2,208 28
192845 | C. G. and Macad. |Kimball avenue ............... Forty-eighth... ..[209 fcct south of Forty- eighth 2,065 80
12288 | C. G.and Macad. [Wright.............. . . |Sixty-fift ant oo [Dixty-seventh oy viie i vieia 8,831 05
12885 | Curbing and Filling. |Ninetieth.....................|The FERe S Manistee avenue ..........v... 25,401 12

TOTAL. 4+ vvvvieenunevanssadiviisiiiiininiasiiis vinneealiiisnnienoninsnaa |l $686,840 16

17
o]
STATEMENT OF ASSESSMENTS FOR CONSTRUCTING SEWERS. g
»
i ]
o IMPROVEMENT. ! NAME OF STREET. ! FROM ! TO amount.  F
'_ | : : >
h l wn
10498 Tile Pipe ;Ememld AVEDUE. . ... uuuunnnnn, !Egan BYENUE: &, dvi ki oo Rortetlh s cosomsa v sy | $ 98122 2
10862 | Tile Pipe Rokeby o e e ioeiana Nellie avenue..............o0 Afdiiom’, o [ 0468
10688 | Tile Pipe {Forty-third..........c00ivunnn. iDrexel boulevard.............. [Tlinois Centrat R. R........... 1,468 00 ?:}
10689 Tile Pj Forty-fourth . ................. .St. Lawrence avenue, ......... 125 feet E. of Vincennes avenue. 87280 o
10890 | Brick and Tile Pipe éx e IFifty-fifth ... .ouvisinenens, Fifty-ginth. . o.ovvvereienennnns L 50028
10786 | Brick and Tile Pipe Exchange avenue,............. Eighty-seventh. ...ovvvnvonnen. T T L S 544210
10787 | Brick and Tile Pipe 'Commercial avenue............ ‘Eighty-seventh ......ccocvvene. Ninety-first , 5,442 10
10788 Tile Pipe Ninety third. . sevevnneone s doutk Chicage aranm bo Houston avemns. . . dnd in Emlm ae. o ’Illll.j| Mlll l‘ 1,200 98 g
10744 ' Tile Pipe ENEOIN. i s s Sixty-third. . oveensvviivsnses :-_mly seventh . | 241868 vy
10760 | Tile P{Pe Clarence avenue, BTG osin v wx Nellie avenue .....ou0vivnnnss 1,884 00 >
10798 | Brick and Tile Pipe [Ingleside and Wharton avenue. Fifty- P ——————— Py doanth .o acansa, 8,825 00 a
10852 | Tile Pipe |Ontario avenue. e ] .]Suulh Chicago avenue......... Ninety-thied .......ooiieiiisn 2,108 79 2
10858 ' Tile Pipe BPROn o o v e R v ‘Sheffield avenue............... '166 feeteast..........coveunnns ! 18820 o
10854 Tile Pipe ‘Windsor avenue ............... Sheffield avenue,.............. Halsted o5t s v ide i 1,676 86 5
10855 Tile Pipe Belmont avenue........vueians |Oak Place...uivvsirnmnainns «+Sheffield avenue. 41580 -
10009 Brick ‘Ninety-fifth ., l}le rivec 10 South Chicago avenmne. . 'knd in 8. Ohicago e, from 95tk fo 87th: :b. 32,728 00
10910 Brick The Strand and Ninetieth. . .Calumet river................. Marquette .............ccueln 217,048 00
10911 Brick South Park avenue............. Fifty-fifth .. .....ccoveennuenn. Sixtieth, .. .......cocviniennn.. | 12,253 00
10914 Brick and Tile Pipe Sixtieth, Vernon avenue, etc..../Park End avenue,............. Vernon avenue . ....cvvvininsas 8,702 868
Tile Pipe 'Melrose.. ey £enle .'Sonthport avenue ........, ....|Racine avenue, P —— 2,008 00
10329 Tile Pipe _Goodwm tiereeessasas.lAaWrence avenue, ............. Ainslie . .....coovviiviiinians, © 1,287 K0
10830 ¢ Tile Pipe Winthrop AVEnTe .....0uusens Lawrence avenue.............- R ‘ 1,287 50
10981 Tile Pipe OO s e 'Southport avenue.............. Coand B R Bevvinnis smwivis 2,087 00
10032 Tile Pipe School. .. vivviiieiiriiinsans .. Southport avenue, vuoeuesiiesss Racineavenue. .......ouuvues il 24800
10988 | Tile Pipe Hemndon. .. .oociviiiniiviiiive {16 feet north of Roscoe.........[125 feet S. of Melrose . ......... | 1,864 00 &
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STATEMENT OF ASSESSMENTS FOR LAYING WATER SERVICE PIPES.

o NAME OF STREET. FROM 10 AMOUNT.
10498 |West Twenty-sixth.................|Westernavenue ............covviininns Lawndale avenue.............oocveeee $ 9,892 50
10497 |West Chicago avenue,.,............ LoVt oo consvnniani Kedzie avenue.........oovvevennrannns 21,187 60
10498 |West Chicago avenue,............../Kedzieavenue .........coocvvmnvnvnnns Crawford avenue, .......cievve orrens 12,840 50
10499 Dashiel..........ccovvieniinennes. Thirty-first. . s e e | R RTENNE o s s e e 4:,077 10
10502 |Forty-second..........couvvuvnunnns Cottage vae a.\renue vty e | VINCERDAE RVENIE. L. ciay & vy s oy s 598 00
10503 |Langley avenue.................... Forty-second. . ........ocvinvninnainns Forty-fourth. i o caiis s nvinin s aves 1,012 00
10504 |Rockwell . ...........ccoveinannn. West Twellth . .o s aiilaaa vl West Twenty AT e S 3,307 50
10507 Nagoleon place., Stewart AVENUe. ..o verinssrnraronrrns Wallace .. I e 470 00
10508 [Spring.......ccovvunnnnss I R e S e e Wentworth avenue.. .. ....oees vorrrns 924 00
10509 estem avenue .....|West Chicago avenue..................|North avenue , ey O e bl 8,668 50
10515 |Root. ........eeeenue B T Halsted.......cooviinnnneinnaiannnans 4,787 02
10516 |Emerald avenue Egan avenue. .. ...c.ovvvieniirorinenns Forty-seventh.......coovvvvnnninn.. 8,860 12
10518 [Oakley avenue,.......... West Division... ..ucovevnenvsvraranr..|West North avenue, .. ....... S 1,684 00
10519 fAuburt......ovuennnn.., 18 TErar e R Douglas avenue , ..........ceeeunennns 2,047 00
18520 (Albany avenue........ ../Colorado avenue..........ccovveeninnnn West Twelfth...........cc0ovennn e 1,771 00
10561 |Troy. PIIMOEE, ... o covwmscor sien semsinimmns o West Torllih. .o vonansenmavnnvmsirions 785 40
10568 (Jefferson........... West Harrison . ...co.ovviivnnns cnnnss West Fifteenth. .. .....covvvviivnnnn.., 477 90
10567 (Laflin. . West Fourteenth .. ......c0 voveaniis..|West Twenty-second.. .oounivnnennnnn, 828 00
10568 Campbe]l avenue. . ... B b L Tl o e West Twelfth . oowccocisivimiminiuis 1,084 75
10571 |West Seventeenth . .. +.../Ashland avenue ...............oe0un.au]lincolne. ool aas st 181 40
10372 |West Sixteenth.. .. Lo Ashland avenue .. ...ciiipie mesieed WO o v ii e s s v s e e s 1,248 60
10727 |Rockwell....... =OIWest Divislons: oy sivisaenisnie West North avenue. ..........ccouvuers. 2,886 00
10728 |Commercial., ..|West North avenue ...oovivivesnansess |ATmIitage aVENUE , o vivvirnnniarinnns 1,688 00
18729 |Potomac avenue, ..|Westernavenue . ........ ...... . ... California avenue...........ocvivnen 1,472 00
10780 (Rockwell, , ..|West North avenue ........coe0neeiens Armitage avenue. ........oiveeiesoians 1,384
10781 Scymour ..|West North avenue... .... ...co0vinen Armitage avenue, .. .....ovininienannss 676 00
10782 |Dickson, . ..|West North avenue........co00n vvuenas Bloomingdale road.........c..o0ivunens 589 00
10733 |Edgar.. ..|West North avenue....... vovens. .. .|West Clybourn place,..ovvvvnvninennnas 805 00
10784 |Keely .. ...|JArcheravenue ..........cconeiininnnns Thirty-first. ...........c.s - 6875 00
10785 |Hoyne avenue . ... ATmitage avenue . .......eccveiiiiinen Asylum place ., ...ocvvnrimrinrnnsnens 066 00
10750 |Belmont avenue. e [T AGIATR cvrinn apeswmasisarasne s staeis ILincoln avenue, .. .....cocvneennrninas 4,821 50
10751 |Florence avenue. ..........ccvvwn...|DIVEISY. coviiiiieiniiinnis ..|Wrightwood avenue...........co0vires 1,430 00
10762 |Fulton......... Kedzie avenue . .oovuvvivnernnnins san JHoman avenue, ...ooviivirinrsinrinis 2,068 00
10758 |West Sixteenth.. e A A A S et h‘hroo & 661 00
10784 (Norwood avenue & Homan avenue, 1,888 00
10785 |Hervey. .. oooovniiiiiciiiiinnennn Robey. . caiiiivavsiasinmeissomndin 680 00

Cregier, Dewitt C. and Department of Public Works (authors). Mayor's Annual Message and the 15th Annual Report of the Department of

Public Works to the City Council of the City of Chicago for the year ending December 31, 1890. Chicago: Cameron, Amberg & Co.,

printers (1891).

122

90¢g

‘SHYOM D17dNd 40 LNIAWLYVIIA



19887 |FIlmore, . . . ovovcencveivansacnnana, Western avenue . ey - 1 . | B N 490 00

18858 |Central Park avenue. . .............. {West Twent second. ... ..o «ve+ .. West Twenty- llxth 2,780 00
19859 [Calumetavenue. .. ........coonuenn, WORRY OO . 4 oo o000 mie b wnconia |Forty-third. . 840 00
12860 |Westernavenue. .. .......cocvueee, Blue Island avenue .....................I. & M. Canal.. 8,267 75
12861 |Twenty-eighth. ... ... ..o..cooeeen s SIEWAILAVENUE. .o vvviervivniiirinranes L oo vemovemoressmsioes: 845 00
12862 [Sheridan avenue.......ovvvvvnessae, '\\catTwelflh S PRt 1111 T PR R e B g a1 T14 00
12868 (Drake avenue..........o.vuevnvanns| {Central Park boulevard ... ............. West ORi0, cov st cini s danaavs 580 30
19864 (Wabansia avenue., .'\\cslemnveilue e e M lwankee avenme L A 1,958 00
12865 |Columbia PIace.. . . ..o vrm s vaseses West Lake, . oonsanesenns e 'West Kinzle........ouciniaiionsessinns 861 00
TOPAL -y coprsssvdisas iy e AR TR e sty L e v e ceens e $400,608 88 D
8
STATEMENT OF ASSESSMENTS FOR LAYING PRIVATE DRAINS. F
S8 NAME OF STREET. ’ FROM TO | AMOUNT. E
- o]
|
10501 [South La Salle,,.,.........veuen../Archeravenue .. ... .oovuunvivsnoo|Twentysecond. ....ooovvivinnnnn..o. 0 160 00 §
10506 |[Emerald avenue, ... iiieinacnanes Egan avenue. .. ..occviciinnunisawe s JFortyseventh oo 810000
10508 [Root...........vvvuens S L State. o vepuiovis xR T T Y Halsted.. ... R A B e 2,502 00 2
10517 |Oakley BYOMUE. .. ;neinnnensinson West Division.......ooiveiiieiiinnnans West North avenue. ..., S 168528 S
6% IDwels ... o e West Division.................oen....,|West North avenue....... b 2,268 00
10522 |Aubumn.. .. .coencaninrsrrsnrenares Douglas avenue .......vovvevvarnnwes.|Thity-first oo i, 1,624 00 g
10528 |Lincoln....ccovvuivenannnnnsns e West Twelfth, ..., ....................Biuelslandavenne-.................. . 40600 wm
10549 [Troy......vvvvnmennenns vy xSkl F:llmore....... WestTwelﬁ.h 20 *
10568 |Laflin............. ...... . e West Fourteenth......................|West Twenty-second................... 450 00 3
10564 |Campbell avenue........covun vuuns West Polk ... .vvvennnen O West Twelfth,.......coo00iiv i 58200
10565 |West Seventeenth. .. .. veeevernssrso|Ashland avenue...... SN b e e s o e s e e 120 o
10823 [Fulton .. ..vvvers srerrnanrnrrns Kedzie AVeDUe ., . 0 vvrnr vueresnees. |/ HOMAD AVENUE. . . ovrrevrvrnrinnsnnnns 1,860 00 =2
10624 (Whipple.....c.ovvaviiiiirnoanss o« |COlOEAAO AVENUEL, < s vovashianiasrovensos| VAN BUPCH, 4 s vavanersnnnnasns s wnsnsns 80900 o
10625 [Albany avenue ............c.... ...|Colorado avenue ................cc...../West Twelfth.............oooivis 1,006 00
10626 |Richmond.........ccomieuuenns vus (West Chicago avenue............c.ou (West Division.......ccoievivncnnnnnnns 2,535 76
10827 [Keeley........ooivviiiiniiain v.Archeravenue........coceieiannin wowe | RRITEY-BOBE . opnvvsconnmonsaimn rnnisnanss 416 00
10660 |Early avenue...........ouvn oooae.|Evanston avenue .....oivvvisiianies. |Southportavenue. . ..ocoeiiiiiiiininens 784 00
10661 |Charlton ..:.....coveevrisnnns ....R:dgeavenue.........................ltsnorthemt-eminns 1,024 00
10768 |West Sixteenth................cov0e Halsted o oo msnusninanienss| TRE00P ovyss 432 00
10780 [Wood . uasimmisaiivisissviiins Sixteenth oo oo Blue!slmdavenue 175 00
10770 |Twenty-eighth.........occcivnine Wentworth avenue . Wallace . bR e 660 00
107724|Belmont avenue. .. ..vvvvveernnnsnn North Clark ... ..... SEop [ e e 8,58750 o
10778 |West Seventeenth............. vioe  LOOMIS, , csunsaierersornansss Wl i e i 17050 =
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STATEMENT OF ASSESSMENTS FOR LAYING PLANK SIDEWALKS,

ol bl NAME OF STREET. FROM TO AMOUNT.

10670 | Both [Wallace..........ovvivennvnnnss TMEY-0rst. . cnecnanevii e &Fﬁnav:uue....................... $ 6,200 28
10594 | Both |Kedzie avenue.................. West Twenty fourth. ...ooooienirins est Twenty-seventh,.............. 746 09
10597 | Both |Pleasant place.................. Berry i v e e Hoffman avenue.................... 178 1
10508 | Both |Harvard .......ceocvnnrenennnns Western avenue. . ........cocvueunnn. Campbell avenne........,... T 485 46
10509 | West |Michigan avenue,,.............. Pifty-ninth., ;oo ot ennns i T PO SR 218 84
10600 | Both |Lakeavenue.................... Forty-fifth...........ccovvernnnnnns Forty-seventh, . ........... 881 50
10802 | South |Humboldt avenue............... Columbia avenue................... Howard avenue .............oeuv... 181 12
10604 | Both |Franciseo........eovveeneeinnes West Lake ...|Colorado avenue............cc0n.. .. 226 50
10605 | Both (Weld..........covivvivnninnnn. Ef bt N —— WHHARS: . o vovraeimera e s e 47 50
10608 | Both |Park avenue..... SR . .|Montrose boulevard ........... i A LT 406 13
10609 [ Both |Leavitt.............ccoviiieminns West Harrison . .......c.cccovvnne West Madison..........coovveivnnnnn 99 20
10610 [ Both |Broom .............ocoveeen../WestIndiana .. .....oooeiinin e West Ohig, . ; «vvvvvenmsmmissaienn 105 45
10611 | Both |West Superior.................. Lincoln......coovivniirrunnranee.. | Western avenue,......covveennnnn. 488 12
10812 | Both |Oakley avenue,..... ..|North avenue . ..................... Wabansia avenue................... 90 00
10818 | Both |(Girard ........covvmveviinannn, North avenue. .....c.uvvvvinseens., . (ATMItAZE AVEDUE, . ciur i vrreranrnss 768 68
10615 | Both (Laurel.........................|Thitty-Arst.........................|Douglas avenue., 522 83
10888 | South |Thirty-first.......cvvvneiinnens State. . ceiriosnisinnnannessnssre.lakeavenue,, 150 00
10840 | East [Langley avenue.................Forty-ﬁrst.........................UnmnShockYardsR R. 66 00
10841 | West |Indiana avenume,..............., Forty-seventh.........cocvniieenns 0 feet north.,...ovvvinnininnnnss 77 14
10843 [ Both |Fifty-sixth......o0oveviiinianin, Cottage Grove avenue .............. Drexel avenue...........ooovvnennss 248 43
10844 | West |Indiana avennme.................|Fifty- rstﬂftyﬁﬁh 422 18
10898 | Both |Buffalo avenue,................. Eighty-seventh......,..............[Ninety-second. ... .voueveinieianenn. 416 50
10694 | East |Drexel avenue.................. Seventy- seventh. ... ... Seventy- (lghlh ..................... 170 48
10695 | West |Ewing avenue.................. Hundred and third................. Hundred and sixth.................. 516 57
10696 | Both |Exchange avenue..... ..|Ninety-seventh.......cociiemicannans Ninety-eighth. . R 221 26
10697 | South |Eighty-ninth ................... The Strand. . eereeeirerneoOntario avenue. . .......ouieiainnn. 194 40
10608 | Both |[Ninety-minth................... Avenue “I" ssnemncs s RO AYERGE . v s evspmiesy 177 84
10809 | North [Ninety-fifth.........covuiivunnn. South Chicago avenue...............|The bridge . cusnasnmanvisesress 207 83
10700 | North |Ninety-third........cov0iiieana., Houston avenue, . ... A iwwiessns| HATDOR BVEDME, iuyvsviiis v avavaimonns 151 62
10701 | North |Hundred and third.............. Indiana avenue............coovuen, Lo B, 8 M SuRY e i 135 00
10702 | North ;Hundred and thirty-fourth........|Parnell avenve.....................|South Chicago avenue ,............. 100 00
10708 | North |Hundred and Sixth.............. Muskegon avenue ..............une Torrence avenue............coueeun 864 00
10704 | East |Stony Island avenue.............|Sixty-ninth.. seesisni e Beventieth s oo vl st 160 98
10705 | North Soutg Chicago avenue,,....... . .|Commercial QVEDUE. .1 ovvrvessmrens [Manistee AVEONE. .. vvusvevsirraresss 363 84
10706 | West |Sixthavenue...............c.... Ninety-ninth............cc.ccooneeJHundredthe . ooni i i iiiiiaianes 148 40
10707 | East |Superioravenue,................ IEighty- seventh. .. .....oioueesannnn Eighty-eighth,........c.oooevneians 126 00

SLNIWNLYVdAd LNIAWSSIASSY IVIDALS
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13841 Both: |Keeley....oo;. . ciiiiciiiagyasin Archeravenue .. ................... TR L. s o050 o svnmineaiandd 265 50
12848 [ Both {Ohio...........ccuvunnnns SRS Market. .o vaanamsiee LIAMEREIGEY i 5 i a5 0.1 5 < 5rv0mson e i i | 515 67
19848 | Both [Superior...............c.ooevnn. anltl:nMarkell 240 00
12844 | Both [Thirty-fourth.,.........ccuvueuns Halkted . .onansmamiainsess s FIRRAL 50y Fr e vai v s 710 95
12845 | Both |[Shieldsavenue.................. Twenty-sixth. . .............c00000nd fi e v e e : 528 50
12846 | Both |Wabansiaavenue................ ROUEY. scvaninsenminii v s (Caventry.. SRR 601 04
13847 | Both [Lawndale avenue................ Sixteenth, .. .. T e P IDouglas boulevard. ......vevnneesnn 598 86
129848 | Both |Olive........ccovvvvivriirnnnnns West Taylor . coocoi v ann (Wt TWIRY ..o\ .icvmivinininanns 108 00
12840 | Both |Bonfield...............cc0vunues Archeravenue ..................... ITHIMY e . e anstiness 1,208 12
12350 [ Both (Butterfield...................... Thirty-seventh ..................... | Thirty: S 4 179 88
12851 | Both |Farrell..........cooiviinnnnnnns Archer avenue .. ........ocevuuueuns Hickory .. N 6790 <
12852 | Both |Homanavenue.................. West Twenty-third................. West Twe nn 0N, R 735 80 g
1 P T T | $289,856 06 &
_ DR e T e e | R G S o
STATEMENT OF ASSESSMENTS FOR ERECTING GAS LAMP POSTS 3 E
: . 2 e A e — e L o [}
No.of ' No. of %
Warrnt'  Posts. NAME OF STREET. FROM TO AMOUNT. =
sl Wil : . 2
10846 B |Bees o iennnenais s Halsted. oovoine avaiisasiasa [Dagleni oo mmimmsninigs $§ 0575 5
10847 15 |West Monroe ............ s Kedzieaveoue ..................... 1Homan avenue,........ i 4563 75
10848 80 |Washtenaw avenue.............. West Division, .....................-North avenue .........oevvanninan. 877 50 E’
10463 2 APeamofiiaasnnisve e North Wells........................|Eastern terminus . ,......co0vuun. 165 00  wy
10667 4 |Forty-second . srmcovees| Ellsavenue L v i Drexel boulevard.........ccovvnvenn 12360 >
10868 4 dDeering oot Eis i el Cologne .. ... o ion il South branch Chicago river... ... s, 1285 &
10889 2 |Chicagoavenue,,............... 800 ft. E. of Pine...................|Toits eastern terminns........... .. ' 85 50 El
10870 5 |Kenwood court ..........cococ.. Forty-eighth.......................|Forty-minth, ..........o00vu s Cereas | 15195 1
10671 4 |Calumetavenue................. Thirty-seventh............co0ninun. i‘;et north ., e ——— 123 50 3
10877 18  |[Oakenwald avenue....... vesees Fortyfifth. ....... ......... - Ll.ke AVERUL...\virinvneianns a | 398256 -
10882 16 |Homanavenue.................. Ogdenavenue...............0c0. .. fC, B EQ.R.R..oiviiinnnnn oo 484 00
10498 6 |[Whipple ..........ovvenes vov../Colorado avenue.,....ovivvvuens. ... /West Jackson . .ooviiiivienn connn | 181 80
10885 5 |McReynolds,.........ccovuuvnrs Ashland avenue, ......covvnunriees 11T sk 151 26
106886 8 Wabansia avenue ,......... .... Ashland avenue, ............o0vnus C.&N.-W.Ry.....ouuus SR i 242 00
10887 | 12 |West Clybourn place . ........... Commercial. .......ovveee ovmoenss RODEY. e venserrens REOORIOI | 38300
10086 28  |Oakley avenue. . ... S R R West Division...... .. ............[Northavenue.... ........covnunnn. 819 00
1024 | 8 |Lytlerrorurovmrreeniiii0 West Hariton, ... v.vversmnnns oos Vernon Park place. ... w.ovorsoo| 85 50
11039 32 Wollram .. ....covivvaniivannis .. Racine avenue........i0iunens 655 50
11030 21 |[Thirty-second .................. o 680 25 2
110881 5 !Fortyfirst........ccc.euuunneen. i 15125 N
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STATEMENT OF ASSESSMENTS FOR STREET AND ALLEY OPENING AND WIDENING.

#:’_r.f' IMPROVEMENT. NAME OF STREET. FROM TO ‘ AMOUNT.
B 10827 Opening. ‘St Lawrence avenue,..........|Forty-pinth....... ........... Fifty-first . . ! $25,368 97
10598 Opening, ALEY ..ot vuinrrrenennonseens s RODEY tO Hoyne avenue,....... West Huron and West Snpenor | 2,400 85
10529 Opening Lnn.gley AVEDUE, .. oovnor e Forty-fourth. vesesnsses..|Forty-fifih, . . y 5,214 80
11058 Upelil(s and Bxtending, [Everett....... .. ..ol Lincoln avente. . .............. Greenwood a.ven'ae o 1,010 60
11115 lpcmns Fﬂﬂy sixth. . RN Foﬂy-seventh ........ | 4.870 56
11491 | Openiug aod Widening. Drake's subdivision .. .. .|Central Park avenue | 8,490 T4
11492 Opening, coo|Woodstreet, .. .ooovienn aaees Lincoln......... | 1,668 25
11498 Opening. [Through lot 4, biock 10 .......|[Rockwell's addition. .. 1,815 27
11494 Opening. ..[Through lot 7, block 10 ........ Rockwell’s addition. .. ......... 609 87
11496 Opening. N. W. ¥, block 6.... « vvv. .|Elston addition, ., ...... . o977 89
11408 Opening. ...|Homan avenue, D Parker’s subdivision i 5,524 86
11497 Opening. ; - -[Northern terminus. ../Bonaparte............ e 1,962 66
1171 Opening. Hm: avenue. .. .|Across right of way of.. . N o8 & W Ry... i 878 2
11772 Opening. West Twelfth. , ...|Albany avenue ..., -..IS. W. Boulevard............... 4,821 17
11778 Opening. Euclid avenue, . . .|Homan avenue. . -« -[Ruat line 1. D. Parker's uablivision ... . .. 8,484 868
11774 Opening. Garden avenue . . .[California avenue ...|Morrison avenue.......... .. 276 48
11778 Opening. West Division, . ..|Homan avenue,. . .|Central Park avenue. “ 8,028 80
11776 Opening. Albany avenue , Twenty-third . .[Twenty-fourth.. ol 1,164 98
177 Opening. Asylum place..... .|Across, , . ... «o JC & N-W Ry AP 310 00
11778 Opening. Forrestville avenue ..|Forty-ninth .. .. IFiftyfirst. ., ........ ..l 28,858 00
11924 Opening. Alley. e ..|In lots 87, 88, 89.. ...|Ellis East addition..... -] 2,081 22
11961 Opemn Alley. ."|Green and Peoria. . .. ,[Sixty-first to Sixty-second ‘s 865 50
12084 | Opening ssd Brissding, |Hofiman avenue . .|Diversy avenue. ... .. .|Belmont avenue . = 8,600 90
12085 (;pemng Alley... g . .|Thirty-seventh .. .|97 feet north of Egan avenue. .. 6,875 08
123174 Opening. Forrestville avenue . .. .|Forty-first........ ...|Forty-second. ..... ..... ... 10,150 99
12388 Widening. Cottage Grove avenue. . .|Forty-third. . e Sout{l Chicago avenue. . 81,201 50
123368 Widening. Kemper place..... . .|Larrabee.. «..|Orchard..... .......... 2,000 00
12867 Straightening.  |Tracy avenue..... ..|Through block 8. . ....|Margaret Johnston's subdivision. 1,844 61
12868 Opening. Tracy avenue.., ., .|Through block 2. .. i {kkm & Weages' subdivision,, 2,041 71
13869 Opening. Hmpdcn court”. .|Southern terminus, voo../Deming court ... ..ovuvirenenn. 12,041 87
12870 Opening. Alley... veiserensnseessss|Winter and Wallace........... Der.ter avenue and Forty-seventh 1,008 23
TOTAL su s tads e sinnahal ottt i s s s s s v s seash $160,060 01

IVIDAdS

‘INAWLIVIAAd LNINSSASSY
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SPECIAL ASSESSMENT DEPARTMENT.

SUMMARY.

Total Assessments for Wooden Block Pavement :

North Division.. .. veuiiieeinsiinicsnia.. § 678,861 6
1,002,150 08
eeea 9,127,886 21

Total Assessments for Constructing Sewers :

$3,608,068 02

North Division........co0v0nvennnnea...  $128,071 Bl
South Division........ccecciviiiiienee... 540,608 82
West Divislon . ........cocoiniiiiannnann 552,626 T7
1,021,981 90
Total A for Mi ous Street and
Alley Improvements :
North Division ........cvcvvrmrremnennss $129,880 68
South Division .. ......cocveiiinannnna. 495,080 T4
West Division . ,.00iirvsenrriinrarnsnin 89,189 75
658,640 15
Total Assessments for Laying Water Service Pipes :
North Division.. , .. corieesarrenriossssss $ 78,771 80
South Division, 194,810 %6
West Division..........cocvvnvnnianans.. 210,816 30
——————— 480,808 BS
Total Assessments for Laying Plank Sidewalks: '
North Division.........coeiiiiiiaiaa .. § 22,6087 98
South Division, ....covvecsnnnssnrsnsssrs 111,B87 88
West Division. . .....ouiiinniinieiiiaenis 104,680 15
289,858 08
Total Assessments for Laying Private Drains:
North Dirigion. . ... 0vvcnearesnssisnnses $48,818 00
South Division 97,505 55
Went Divislon. ... .oooiiiiaiiiiainn, 92,281 08
288,584 61
Totalf Assepsments for Street and Alley Opening
and Widening :
North Division. . ... ....coeviiiiiimnnnies $ 21,661 87
South Division 115,438 91
West Diwision .. ......ccvvnvnrnnmnnnnns 82,078 23
—_— 160,89 01

339

30

Total Assessments for Layiog Stone Sidewalks :

North Division. . ... e L $22,022 29
South Division.......coevnuiiiiiiisneea. 72,900 87
Wast Division .......ocvivnvionnenniies. 85,888 09
Total Assessments for Evecting Gas Lamp Posts :
North Division .......ooovvivernnrinren.  $16,704 9
South Division.......coveiisurnrsinnnan 25,595 10
West Division .......cooovveiiinnnnns 47,817 76
Total Assessments for Erecting Boulevard Lamp
Posts :
North Divislon.......oovmssniensnnaines $3,052 00
South Division.....o.viremerrinrnarinnes 8,578 50
West DIviSIOD o v vuvuvvmersvvananssvrnns 4,879 00
Tota! Assessments for Erecting Gasoline Lamp
Posts:
North Diviglon ..... ccivinvsrinareennnes BHAdIL T
South Division ...ovvveiiiiiiianaisaniee 1,676 00
West Divlsion ...covvvneviaiionivsisinae 5,803 00
Total Asscssments for Making Lamp Post Con-
nections :
South Division.....coociiviiiniiiiiii. 119 00
West Diviion ...0o0ovueeeieinanrnenies 492 00
Total Assessments for Erecting Dyott Lamps:
North Division.....ooouerieiinnmsiiians $392 00
South Division i i
West Division........ N S wavd
ToTAL........

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS.

$131,708 68

8,617 64

14,500 50

9,861 05

503 00

$6,887,156 48
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SPECIAL ASSESSMENT DEPARTMENT.

The following list shows
since 1861:

For the year ending April 1, 1888 ...........coviiiniinnns cvnnnns

For the year ending April 1, 1868 ..
For the year ending April 1, 1884 ..

Forthe yearending April 1, 1888 ... ......... co'vicer vrvimmncnrinnnnns
Forthe year ending April 1, 1888 ... ......cocimniiiiicmniiiiennicanen
For the year ending April 1, 1887........c.iienniiiiiiiiionninnainns aes
Forthe year ending April 1, 1B8B.........coavranrermnnrirsiensminsarans
For the year ending April 1, 1889.. .........ccviivimanmciriinrsnesnrnisnnns
For the year endiog April 1, 1870 . .......ccoivvvninnniinnicommnnunnnnnns
For the year ending April 1, 1871, . coviiv i iinmni i innnnissseniannsanans
For the year ending April 1, 1872.. .. ..ccviiiirries surrirs saserssnenns
For the year ending April 1, I878.. .00 eureeernamssirnnnann

For the year ending April 1, 18T4.......

For the year ending April 1, 1875 ...

For the nine months ending January

For the year ending January 1, 1877.. ....oivviinievicnnnnissrmnsmisssnnnns
For the year ending January 1, 1B7B.. .. ..o iiiiiniiiniinniiincnrnsinnns
For the year ending Janoary 1, 1870, ..o iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinrciinnnans
For the year ending January 1, 1880.. .. ... iivenn i iiicn i iaeenns

For the year ending January 1, 1881.
For the year ending January 1, 1883,

For the year ending January 1, 1888..........cooiiiiiiimieinniina .,
For the year ending Jannary 1, 1884, ... .. 0einsereemmrs e e rrnnnss

For the year ending January 1, 1885,

For the year ending Jaonuary 1, 1888 . .........c0 civiivnnnnns
For the year ending January 1, 1887, . .. coovvvnniininns rssnssninnsnasnes
For the year ending January 1, 1888.. ...o.o v iiaiaiinnianssiias canninnnns
For the year ending January 1, 1889, . .......ivuiiniinner viranriieinnanns
For the year ending Jaouary 1, 1890, . ...ooooniiviiiiiiinninansssannss
For the year ending January 1, 1801 ......0 00 ienmiiinieeniennernneiananans

Total for thirty YEars, . ...uvveiiinriesiionranas

341

the total of assessments made in each year

ceeeenn § 49,685 49
48,498 €7
380,169 81
108,676 85
802,574 56
317,208 18
1,864,488 48
2,805,693 08
. 2,806,852 48
2,860,585 99
68,223 25

1186 oeooeeeiiiaeeiensne. 00,685 72
1,516,081 07

124,408 48

284,900 45

588,068 44

980,805 50
1,297,160 T1
1,596,979 98
2,982,757 04
................................... 2,857,005 28
eees 2,880,544 80
8,507,667 99
8,160,474 67
8,655,068 78
‘erm 93
6,967,185 48

e BAT,004,000 70

Respectfully submitted,

H. ]. JONES,
Superintendent Special Assessments.

402 DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS.
JEFFERSON FUND.
RECEIPTS.

From January 1 to April 80, 1890,
Water service cocks...oovenininiiienninas ¢ 215 00
House-moving permits....ocovivaraean.. 12 00
From Comptroller..«...covivuivnaiian - 18,367 18

EXPENDITURES.

From January 1 to April 80, 1880.
Water Office expeénse........ TS 4 [ ] 4 00
Water pipe extension...c.cvvvevvnreiannss 241 53
Miscellaneous expense account. .. ... s+ 39 05
Unimproved streets...... cureseusreienes 10,819 79
Sidewalks, intersections...vevvavssinsoinss 840 00
Sidewalks, general repairs...ocvuiiiiveass 1,082 25
Lumber....... P - 597 56

$13,694 18

$13,604 18
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BOOK-KEEPER'S STATEMENT.

TRIAL BALANCE.

LEDGER, DEPARTMENT PUBLIC WORKS, CHICAGO,
DECEMBER 81, 1880.

Appropriation Fund...... b
Inspection accounts....c.eveavnaannss
CoMENRER Cocvveivincaiin,s
Rapid Transit & Bridge Construction

Western Paving & Supply Co.........
Simmons & Gordon..........ccvuuueen
Public benefits..cocvuiiiivaiinannis

Special assessment expense. ...
Canal pumping works......ceuaeecsss
Weed street bridge...ov.ovvenan.
Ninety-fifth street bridge....
Thirty-fifth street bridge.vovvvecvnses

Trmassaa

Permit depositors ........ senn e nEa
R. A, Smith, Cashier....... e
Deficiency in collection of taxes.......
Taylor street bridge....... erssenenees
Canal street bridge........ P
Webster avenue bridge......civavnnss
Western avenue (N.) bridge......... r

Madison street bridge..
Washington street bridge........... .
MoOTgUe couvvriniaiiuannannnnaanuaan
Sewerage fund..... i T —
Annexed territory.....coovinerinnans

Sewer construction by special deposits
and assessments......cvcininianiann
Sewerage surplus account...........
Sewers, North Division......oovvuunn.
Sewers, South Division...............

Sewers, West Division.... o e e
SeWer PIPC...ivussvivivi s

Dr.
$ 240,448 21

1,879 56
2,740 27

2,180 00

44 83

1,500 00

2,109 95

133,171 96

2,161,397 16
4,248,277 69
4,556,905 23

1,498 36

Cr.

$ 1,042 50
876 44

83 84
-200 00
5 83

51,187 63
8,075 60

12,480 89

1,928 87
8,222 34
15,715 42
4,047 87

113,311 18
24,197 21
10,000 00

2,814,224 75

590,200 34
5,500 00

Carried forward,

$ 11,351,242 12

£ 3,470,528 p1

404

Brought forward,
Sewer brick . v vrmnrrrmmn e yw e sasern i

Wooden COVETS.ssnavaisiassivaniins
JPOR COVATE . o ainarmimmm e w s e
Cement..c.veaanssns o At e
Sand...... AR R AT TR e
Sewerage, private work,.........00uu.

Sewerage loan honds, 4 per cent......
Sewerage loan bonds, 7 per cent......
Sewerage loan bonds, 414 per cent....
Sewerage loan bonds, canceled.......
Sewerage fund, general taxes.. ....oouua
General fund...........
Suspense aCCOUDE e ierrrrrroasaas
Sewerage maintenance account........
Sewerage stock account . ... ... il
Galena & Chicago Union R. R. Co....
Chicago Malleable Iron Co....c0vvnss
Board of Education..........ccuu.s o
George A. Seaverns......c.oovvasinann
Presbyterian Theological Seminary....
Chicago Gas Light & Coke Co........

B T

S.W.Roth....... R R R
John Tyrrell.ccvveasnsnrrssrrrssnrss
R. Schlosser..vovssuiissssssnanansian
Sidney A, Kent....c.ooveininnanannnn

Cook County Building & Loan Associa-
tion, Lake View....-vcviervnssnnns

J. L. Cochran.coecvsvsassarnsasnisnn
Oscar Charles......c.ovaieiainiennan
Daniel F. Bacon.....cveviiveannnss .
Eben Ryder....corvaerrensssaaransnas
Graceland Cemetery Co...covuavvnann
Maurice J. Healey..... S — e
Thomas J. Divan...civveiiearninninn
Vopicka & Kubin..ioivssnreenasinans

Carried forward,

$ 11,351,242

111
4,856
5,044
15
90

382
111,548
50,492
8,000

DEPAkTMEN‘l‘ OF PUEBLIC WORKS.

12
UL
81
15
a6
00

[1]
r
16

$ 35,470,528 91

500 00
845,000 00
1,268,000 00
480,500 00
877,500 00
5,037,366 T4

882 55
200 00
4,677 50
5 00
1,897 50
330 00
500 00
500 00
331 00
493 00

800 00
1,820 00
1,380 00

418 00

105 00

924 00

807 70

150 00

a13 00

$ 11,531,784 40

$ 11,594,179 §0

Cregier, Dewitt C. and Department of Public Works (authors). Mayor's Annual Message and the 15th Annual Report of the Department of
Public Works to the City Council of the City of Chicago for the year ending December 31, 1890. Chicago: Cameron, Amberg & Co.,

printers (1891).
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BOOK-KEEPER'S STATEMENT,

Brought forward, $ 11,581,784 40

Hardin, Hoffland & Carson...........
John N.¥oung......ccoaneoann.n o
AT Drexel i iciiiiciisianissesenas
Diavid Pall. coqvsviesaiaiiissasans
John E. Crate....ooarrnsssna-
Mrs. E. L. Young...c.c..oouuae
J- N. Cunning.... eeevennsrnrrnnnnes
Union Mutual Life Insyrance Co......
Ole Johnsom ..ccvvenvunensnsionnaass
Baird & Bradley.....cooeiaisiioeanns
Water Fund....ovcovcnasnacncsianas
Water Works....oocvvvannnan.s
Water Worksincome.................
Water Fund general taxes.............
Annexed territory.....c..ocaa i
Water loan bonds, 6 percent.........
Water loan bonds, 7 per cent....
Water loan bonds, 4 per cent.. ........
Water loan bonds, 3% percent.......
Water loan bonds, 334 percent........
Water loan bonds, canceled...........
Hyde Park bonds, 5 per cent..........
Hyde Park bonds, 7 per cent...... iy
Town of Lake bonds, & per cent.......
Town of Lake bonds, 7 per cent.......
Lake View bonds, 4 per cent..........
Lake View bonds, 5 percent.....o.0.n
Lake View bonds, 7 per cent..........
Water loan interest ..........
Water Works expense and repairs.....

9,829 07
16,902,180 28

tresaman

7,012,759 94
9,865,160 07

American Exchange National Bank, N. ¥ 183,230 94
M. Moriarty, clerk...oonvvviivncnnnss 100 00
J- W. Lyons, cashier................. 1,601 88
W. S. Maher, clerk.............. 50 00
Meter department, stock .. .oovvnnnnn. 13,765 30

405

$ 11,624,170 90
592 00

1,840 00

1,348 00

48 50

88 50

68 50

470 00

2,050 00

130 00

5 00

95,108,724 15
2,718,878 58
197,876 48
182,000 00
2,847,000 00
150,000 00
838,000 00
493,000 00
850,000 00
50,000 00
384,000 00
179,900 00
222,000 00
50,000 00
283,000 00
75,000 00

Carried forward, § 45,470,582 18

§ 45,435,182 56

406 DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS.

$ 45,470,502 18
4,858 80

4,879 26
103,604 47

40 00

209 30

1,808 00

725 88

118 7

Brought forward,
Water Works shop, stock............0
Tapping department, Stock.. .evaeun..
‘Water pipe and special castings .......
Brick agoount. oo vaibeed i bk
Sewer pipe account........oncuuss
Lead account. .o i viusiinisisranis
Michigan avenue city property........
Cement account. ..
Water Works shop............ ST,
Hydrant wrenches.......covvnniannns
Ogden, Sheldon & Co........ cesuaaas
Jobhn Tyrrell. . cvvorroresvrmnnsnsamas
West Chicago Park Commissioners ....
5. H. Wheeler.
C.J. L. Meyer...... ..cvevccacnnnss
William D. Kerfoot & Co.....uvvunenn
Julia ' F, POrtel.vesonns s rnvesssiess .
Adele F. Adams. ... .vvuciciiiisnnaas
Conrad Seipp...-...000venn- serannae
Baird & Bradley.........civiniuneas
Little Sisters of the Poor.............
FU. Barden.. iiicisiinssniivnas ]
CEGW.RR Coicrvrvnnnnirinans

T I N S

Estate C. H. McCormick.............
S.E. Gross...ovvnvenas e e AN
JoStiles v iiiisava e e
3 O o, ¥
Barber Asphalt Paving Co......c0uau
Lo B OIS o w v e st
Augustus Jacobson....... e U
B. F. Weber.........
J. L. Lombard....ovuuu...
J.L.Cochran.ce. v vvvnnncnnserans .
Ve T L e e

$ 45,435,162 58

492 43
1,300 00
610 88
150 00
1,180 57
250 32
200 00
4,282 04
185 80
638 10
431 00
2,668 26
500 00
1,179 98
gaz 00
682 88
80 00
2,140 85
1,240 00
846 42
200 00
499 17
325 00
2,036 08
966 00
6,008 72
1,101 22

Carried forward, $ 45,588,708 94

$ 45,486,908 30

Cregier, Dewitt C. and Department of Public Works (authors). Mayor's Annual Message and the 15th Annual Report of the Department of
Public Works to the City Council of the City of Chicago for the year ending December 31, 1890. Chicago: Cameron, Amberg & Co.,

printers (1891).
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BOOK-KEEPER'S STATEMENT.

Brought forward,
Crocker & Sweet...covveivinvrnnsnss
C.L.Hammond.....oonvvcivnnossans
Union Mutual Life Insurance Co......
Dewey & Cunningham «.oocvuannnceas
Travelers Insurance Co........ SRS

C.B.Shedd...c.covuanavivirnssnnnns
James Barrell..........
Benjamin Allen......cccavenvvacenas
Graceland Cemetery Co..ccovvaninras
George Cleveland.............. ... .
B.F. Cronkrite. . .ovonmesasnrrannyss
White & Coleman....cuvvievivennann
John M. Brown......ovauaiinarinanns
J. W. Chisholm....... e
Bryan Lathrop:..:.scccasesscanss s
George D. Holton...........cvnvanas
J-H- Spitzler. .. coiiiinie e i

C.EW LR RCoiueuncvnennnnaanns
Calumet and Chicago Land & Dock Co.
D .S Place...ovivvanscnsnsriannnanes
E. A. Cummings & Co.cacvnvivnnnnns
George H. Rozet...o.o.ciiicnecnanns
James R. Mann...ioeasnvsns s e
F.l.Bennett & Co...oocnniinvicnnnnn
A.B. McChestney..cocvvernnnancsua-
Lincoln Brook.....cvsuesniisssnanss
JamesRood, Jr...covvecnnnnns cinan
Potwin & Morgan......oeoinveinnnnes
Bogue & Hoyt ..ovvnnninnninncnnnnes
Eggleston, Mallette & Brownell.......

Carried forward,

§ 45,586,796 04

407

$ 45,466,808
1,353
4,419

700
7,146
500
442
442
781
1,178
747
853
463
4,976
1,785
812
4120
6524
872
167
¥

78
105
800
4,887
7,184
22,602
534
2,009
2,440
288
407
1,314
718
21,508
5,840

30
85
44
00
81
00
-1
85
26
10
a2
80
85
16
61
62
87
94
34
82
88
88
k3
00
00
38
84
27
94
(1]
00
00
63
09
44
43

$ 45,586,706 94

$ 45,572,867

84

408 DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS.

Brought forward, $ 45,586,706 04 8 45,572,867 64
Axel Chytraus .....oivvinnnniinninns 1,284 40
C.J.Ford........... SR 1,175 49
Wm. V. Jacobs & Covvvvenninnnrnans 5,009 51
James Darlow.....cooiveereninsnaras 350 00
T B Indderi e e cais 83 39
B Halley i cdaniianscoveaaiiiv 188 &7
Ak Poplel s o s v s 125 00
! B BV, i e T 125 00
C. B, Parson.vesrvevnrnsiasrssoranns 1,289 75
C. 5. Schoenman, .. .covveusrvavsrnes 800 00
Ed. Mendel. ............. Peb e 435 T4
C.EN-W.RY.Cotvrnvrnnrrnnsirnes 131 38
Clara F. Bass.....ooxunn A AT 1,185 80
Board of Education.....cevvvuarreans 1,692 56
. Oc Adams sasisivansiiiinsiiis 124 80
City Hall Fund........... SR e 3,468 29
City Hall appropriation....cveuveenss 1,715,956 10
Board of Education.....coovvuvieins 3,307 18
City Hall (eostof).......c.co0erne. 1,716,889 98

* $17,308,650 22 $47,306,650 28

Respectfully submitted,

F. C. MEYER,

Book-keeper.

Cregier, Dewitt C. and Department of Public Works (authors). Mayor's Annual Message and the 15th Annual Report of the Department of
Public Works to the City Council of the City of Chicago for the year ending December 31, 1890. Chicago: Cameron, Amberg & Co.,

printers (1891).
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Harris & Ewing (photographer) (1911-1917). Thompson, mayor of Chicago. No known restrictions on publication.

Date based on date of negatives in same range.
Gift; Harris & Ewing, Inc. 1955. Harris & Ewing Collection. Library of Congress Prints and Photographs Division Washington, D.C. 20540
USA. (digital file from original negative) hec 07050 http://hdl.loc.gov/loc.pnp/hec.07050.
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Harris & Ewing (photographer) (1911-1917). Thompson, mayor of Chicago. No known restrictions on publication.
Date based on date of negatives in same range.

Gift; Harris & Ewing, Inc. 1955. Harris & Ewing Collection. Library of Congress Prints and Photographs Division Washington, D.C. 20540
USA. (digital file from original negative) hec 06610 http:/hdl.loc.gov/loc.pnp/hec.06610
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INAUGLRATION Q
QY Bl ‘?‘ﬁ

\

Inauguration of Mayor Busse, Council Chamber, City Hall, Chicago (1907 April 15). Chicago/ New York/ Washington: Geo. R. Lawrence
Co. (1907). No known restrictions on publication.

Panoramic photographs. Library of Congress Prints and Photographs Division Washington, D.C. 20540 USA. (digital file from intermediary
roll film copy) pan 6a34881 http://hdl.loc.gov/loc.pnp/pan.6a34881.
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LIFE

1625 W. 75

11 PLACE

Words to live by. New Israelite M.B. Church. 75 Place 1625W. Chicago, lliinois.

o ox bR BIDE
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Worth Townshlp buildiing. lllinois route 1. Chlcago Heights, lllinois.
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Illinois route 1. Chicago Heights, Illinois.

Worth Township buildiing.
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Worth Township buildiing. lllinois route 1. Chicago Heights, lllinois.

JOHN “JACK” MURPHY
TOWNSHIP SUPERVISOR

PRIVATE ENTRANCE
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Worth Township buildiing. lllinois route 1. Chicago Heights, lllinois.
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