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ANNUAL REPORT.

OFFICE OF STATE CONTROLLER,
CarsoN Crty, NEVADA, January 12, 1903.

To His Excellency, JoHN SpARKS, Governor of Nevada:

Sir: In compliance with the law governing the conduct of this
office, I herewith submit the annual report of this department on the
financial condition of the State for the year ending December 31, 1902.

Before reaching the cold figures connected with this report this office
deems it pertinent to discuss the revenue question.

It may be stated in the opening, what is generally conceded to be
the fact, that the present system of collecting revenue in the State of
Nevada is about as cumbersome, unwieldy, expensive and complicated
as can well be devised.

This old-fashioned system, which was complicated in its original
conception, has yearly grown more encumbered with red tape and
added legislation, and the sooner it is shelved for some simpler and
more modern system the better.

Under its provisions there is a constant warfare between the State
the various counties now owe the State $14,596 83, the accumulation
and county authorities in the matter of settlements, and, as a result,
of unsettled balances in seven years, because of the different con-
struction placed upon the revenue laws by various Boards of County
Commissioners, District Attorneys, Auditors and Attorney-Generals.
See tabulated statement elsewhere. In addition to this the county
authorities look out first for the county revenue and let the State take
care of itself, which results in a great depreciation of values, and the
law is constantly violated to bring about this result.

In 1892, Controller Horton called attention to this matter in his
report (see page 14) as follows:

The old system, where there was no supervising body to take a general view of the
whole State and regulate values between the various counties, was a most lame one.
As the State rate is fixed by a per cent of the valuation of the prqgerty in a county, it
is to the interest of each county to fix as low a valuation as possible, as thereby they
Jessen the amount they must pay the State. To do this a high rate of county taxa-
tion is imposed upon a low valuation, instead of a fair rate upon a fair valuation.

Counties which do not do this have to pay more than their just proportion of State
taxes, and the result is a premium to Assessors to fail to do their duty.

Although this note of warning was sounded ten years ago, but little
has been done to change the system. In the same report Controller
Horton says:

Experience has proven that there are corporations and individuals too influential
and powerful for County Boards to deal justly with, and who thereby often do escape

their fair share of the public burdens. Such cases can only be successfully dealt with
by a body removed from such local influence.
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THE PRESENT REVENUE LAW.

During the past two years the revenues of the State have been col-
lected under an Act entitled “An Act to provide for the more uniform
valuation and assessment of property in this State,” approved March
16, 1901, and known as the Pitt Revenue Bill. At the beginning of the
session, in accordance with a resolution introduced by Mr. Livingston
of Ormsby county in the Senate, a Joint Committee on Revenue was
appointed, consisting of three from the Senate and four from the House.
The Senate Committee consisted of Livingston, Pitt and Williams; the
House Committee of Wilson, Coryell, Platt and Raftice. This Commit-
tee held frequent sessions and invited all persons with plans of revenue
to appear before them, submit propositions and advance views. The
plans were finally simmered down to two. One was a bill (Assembly
Bill No. 116) providing for the appointment by the Governor of a
Revenue Board of three, who were to receive a salary of $1,800 a year
and attend to the equalizing of taxes and prosecution of delinquents.

Under the provisions of this bill the State was to be divided into
three districts and one member was to be appointed from each dis-
trict. The appointments were to be non-political.

This bill, while containing many excellent provisions, met with dis-
favor, because it provided for the creation of three new offices, with
gsalaries attached. The fact that the bill, if it became a law, would
have provided the State with sufficient additional revenue to have
warranted the additional expense seems to have been overlooked by its
opponents.

The bill which the Committee finally agreed upon was the bill which
embodied Senator Pitt’s idea of having fourteen Assessors of the State
meet twice a year at the Capitol for the purpose of fixing uniform valu-
ations upon different classes of property.

The bill carried an annual appropriation of $4,000 as it originally
came from the hands of the Committee. This bill passed the Senate
by a vote of 14, with one member absent. When the bill reached the
House, it was laid on the table, on the motion of one of the House
Committee who helped to prepare the measure.

It lay upon the table so long that it became evident that there was to
be no attempt to enact revenue legislation during the session, and on
March 9th Governor Sadler sent a special message to the Legislature
in which he pointed out the fact that the end of session was approach-
ing, and that something should be done with the two revenue bills
before the Legislature—Assembly Bill No. 116 and Senate Bill No. 75.
The message favored Assembly Bill No. 116.

No attention was paid to this message from the highest officer of the
State until the last day of the session, when Senate Bill No. 75 was
taken from the table and passed by a vote of 20 to 8, with 2 not voting.
The bill was so amended in the House that the Senate discussed the
question of refusing to concur, but it was thought by the more con-
servative that such action might jeopardize the fate of the bill, and the
amendments were concurred in.

When the bill came to its final passage most of the practical features
had been skillfully eliminated in the interests of tax dodgers, but it
was regarded as an advance on the old law. Its weakest spot was
depriving the Chair of the right to vote in case of a tie. It did not
specify what classes of property should be valued at the meetings and
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it prescribed no penalties for non-performance of the duties laid down
in the law.

Under this law, however, valuations throughout the State rose over
four million dollars in 1901.

The first meeting at Carson City, held April 1, 1901, resulted in the
fixing of uniform valuations on live stock and railroad property as
follows: ?

Beef cattle, per head (expense of getting them to railroad deducted)

Fat cows, classed as beef cattle, Fer head (expense to railroad deducted

Stock cattle, in all counties of the State except White Pine, Nye and Lincoln
(one year old and upward) per head

Same in White Pine, Nye and Lincoln counties, per head

Milch Cows, per head, throughout the State

Thoroughbred Cattle, per head

Sheep, per head

Buck Sheep, per head

Central Pacific Railroad—Main track, per mile
Sidetrack, per mile

Virginia and Truckee Railroad—Main track, per mile
Side track, per mile

Nevada-California Oregon Railroad—M
Sidetrack, per mile

Carson and Colorado Railroad—Main track, per mile ...
Side track, per mile

Eureka and Palisade Railroad—Main track, per mile
Side track, i

Nevada Central Railroad—Main track, per mile
Side track, per mile

LITIGATION.

The valuation fixed for the railway lines was an advance of about
80 per cent over previous years. Cattle, sheep and all kinds of live
stock were also advanced, along with the land, from 20 to 30 per cent.

After the adjournment of the Board the Southern Pacific representa-
tives protested against the rating, and, in fact, along with agents of the
Virginia and Truckee Railroad, insisted during the meeting that the
proceedings were arbitrary.

The first effort to take the matter into the courts was on the part of
the Southern Pacific Company. A suit was filed in the United States
Court at Carson City before Judge Hawley and an injunction asked for,
restraining the Assessors from being guided by the action of the Board,
on various grounds, the chief of which was that the Assessors of counties
through which no railroads ran had been allowed a voice in the fixing
of valuations, and that the property of the corporation had not been
classified in accordance with law.

The Court sustained the objections of the corporation and issued the
writ of injunction on the grounds of improper classification.

The agents of the road then offered to pay on a valuation of $15,000
per mile, which was regarded as considerable of an advance over the
tax valuations of previous years, which had averaged about $11,000,

The Assessors, under the ruling of Judge Hawley, were left to fix val-
uations in accordance with their own judgment as under the previous
law.

With the exception of Lyon county the valuation of $15,000 was
adopted by the Assessors. The last mentioned county placed the val-
uation at $20,000.

It was generally conceded by the taxpayers that $15,000 per mile
was a fair valuation when taken into consideration with the valuations
placed upon other property in the State.
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The next effort to test the law was made in Humboldt county. It
was the case of Hardin v. The Assessor of Humboldt County. The plain-
tiff asked for a writ of injunction restraining the Assessor from assess-
ing yearling cattle at $17 per head and asking that the valuation be
fixed at $12,

The District Court, Judge Bonnifield presiding, sustained the plain-
tiff’s objections to the law- and declared it unconstitutional. The case
was carried to the Supreme Court on appeal by Assessor Guthrie. The
Supreme Court reversed the lower court, holding that if the law was
unconstitutional that the plaintiff had another remedy, viz: an appli-
cation to the County Board of Equalization. The writ was dismissed,
but the constitutionality of the law was not touched on in the decision.

Later on the Virginia and Truckee Railroad Company, doing busi-
ness as common carriers in the counties of Ormsby, Storey and Washoe,
applied to the respective County Boards of Equalization to have the
valuations of the main track reduced from $10,000 to $8,000 per mile
and the side tracks in proportion. The valuation was thus reduced by
the County Boards of Equalization in all the counties through which
the road ran.

Following this the State Board, consisting of the Governor, Attorney-
General and Controller, met, and, deciding that under the law the
County Boards were not given the power to act in equalizing any prop-
erty, the valuation of which had been previously fixed by the State
Board of Assessors, collected the data in the case to submit to the meet-
ing of the State Board of Assessors which convened in Carson City,
January 13th, in order that the validity of the action of the County
Boards may be tested in the courts. .

THE COUNTY BOARDS AND THE LAW.

Section 1 of the Revenue Law gives the right to County Boards of
Equalization to “equalize taxes on all property, the valuation of which
has not been fixed at the annual meeting of the County Assessors.”

It is clear that the meaning of the law was to take out of the hands
of County Boards of Equalization such work as the law delegated to
the fourteen Assessors of the State, meeting as a State Board. This
was done to make the valuations on certain classes of property uniform
in each county.

The corporations which evaded the law were the Virginia and Truckee
Railroad Company and the Nevada, California and Oregon.

The Virginia and Truckee Railroad secured a reduction of its valu-
ation from $10,000 to $7,500, and the reduction was made by the several
Boards of County Commissioners in Storey, Ormsby and Washoe, act-
ing as County Boards of Equalization.

The Nevada, California and Oregon was also reduced. This act was
arbitrary and illegal, but no legal action was taken in any of these
counties to correct this injustice to the other taxpayers. That the State
Board did all it was able to under the circumstances is shown by the
following minutes of the meeting held in the office of the Governor,
December 27, 1901:

The State Revenue Board, consisting of the Governor, Attorney-General and State
Controller, met at the Governor’s office this day to discuss the propriety of taking action
in cases where County Boards of Equalization had lowered the assessments of the Vir-
ginia and Truckee Railroad and the Nevada, California and Oregon Railway in this
State after the valuation had been previously fixed by the State Board of Assessors.
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The Governor called the meeting to order, and after the question was stated there
was a general discussion.

The question of how to proceed to recover the difference by a resort to the courts
was discussed.

Tt was the unanimous opinion of the Board that the County Boards of Equalization
in Ormsby, Washoe and Storey had acted without authority in changing the valuations
fixed on the railroad properties by the State Board of Assessors.

It was the unanimous opinion of the Board that the assessment, as soon as made by
the Assessor, became a lien upon the property, and the difference between the taxes
made on the valuation fixed by the State Board of Assessors and the taxes accruing
from the valuation fixed by the County Boards of Equalization could be recovered in
the courts by the District Attorneys of the respective counties.

On motion of the Controller it was decided to la(g the whole matter before the next
meeting of the State Revenue Board convening in Carson on the 13th of January, that
a ctxxdr_se of :(tl:tion might be fixed upon with a fullt Board present.

journed.

Notice was served on the several District Attorneys of the counties
of Storey, Washoe and Ormsby to institute legal proceedings to recover
the money from the railroad company which had been illegally
diverted from the treasury, but none of these officials: paid any atten-
tion to the notice.

The right of County Boards of Equalization and their limitations
are very clearly set forth in the case of Washoe County v. The Central
Pacific ‘Railroad Company, in 10th Nevada. The opinion by Judge
Hawley has never been successfully controverted, and should have
guided the officials in the matter.

When the State Board of Assessors met at Carson, the matter was
laid before them for action, but they declined to act upon it, and it
still remains unsettled.

It seems to be a general rule of District Attorneys that the State
has no rights which counties are bound to respect.

This case revealed a striking defect in the law governing County
Commissioners. They seem to be the only persons in office not required
to give bonds, although they handle all the contracts and audit the
disbursements of all moneys paid out by the county, and exercise a
more general supervision over everything than anyone else in the
county.

Under these circumstances should any taxpayer care to seek redress
against the Commissioners for overriding the law in the matter of
shifting the burden of legal taxation from the railroad upon the shoul-
ders of the other taxpayers of the county, in most cases there would be
no substantial remedy in Court, as the Commissioners have no bonds-
men behind them. This radical defect of the law should be remedied
by legislation.

THE DEADLOCK OF THE ASSESSORS.

The work of the Legislature in depriving the Chairman of the Board
of the right to cast a deciding vote in case of a tie bore its inevitable
fruit in the meeting of January, 1902,

It resulted in a deadlock which absolutely nullified the working of
the law, and the Assessors, after standing 7 to 7 on the valua-
tion of the Southern Pacific Railroad, adjourned without transacting
any business. They also decided to leave all other valuations to the
discretion of the Assessors, which practically left the law as if it had
never been made. A portion of the stenographic report of this meet-
ing is here given.

After the usual preliminaries Mr. Guthrie of Humboldt moved to proceed with the
business for which they had been called together.
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'.lzlg Ohairman stated that the first order of husiness was to place a valuation on
work horses.

No. 1—Work Horses, Left to the discretion of the Assessors.

No. 2—-8addle Horses. Same,

No. 3—8tock Horses. Same,

No.4—Work Mules Same,

Mr. Quirk of Storey county—We are going through the routine of business the
same as we did last year, and putting the State to a great expense. Now, I would like
to know if what we are doinF here will stand in law. We are classifying these things,
and I want to know if it is all right.

The Attorney-General—It is my opinion that under the decision in the Hawley
case, and under the case cited in Humboldt county, in the brief of the Attorney-
General, that this Board has the undoubted right to do what they propose. The
Legislature of this State has a right to adogt any means or methods for collecting
revenue, provided it is not conflicting with the provisions of the Constitution. They
can assess every specie of property in a different way. This bill provides that any
g)operty not assessed by this Board may be assessed in the old way, by the local

unty Assessors,

Mr. Holcomb of Washoe then asked if there was any law compelling the Board to
fix valuations.

The Attorney-General—The Act of the Legislature created this Board to classify
and assess. Ina Humboldt county decision, Judge Bonnifield decided that the classi-
fication was unconstitutional, and that the Legislature had no power to make a classi-
fication, Judge Hawley decided in this case that the classification was absolutely
necessary, that the Board of Assessors did not assess the Central Pacific, because they
did not assess it by classifying it, but by name, and therefore the Board had trans-
gressed their power.

Mr. Holcomb of Washoe —My idea would be that, if we can pass one thing, we can
pass ever{thing without fixing a valuation.

The Attorney-General—That is true under this bill.

The Chairman—We will proceed with the order of business.

No. 5—S8tock Mules. Valuation left to the County Assessors.

No. 6—Beef Cattle.

Mr. Dolf of Churchill county moved to leave the valuation of beef cattle to the
judgment of the Assessors.

bjection raised. Question called, and motion passed by a vote of 9 to 5.

No. 6—Beef Cattle. Left to the County Assessors,

No. 7—Beef Cows.

Mr. Guthrie moved to pass beef cows. i

Mr. Randall of Lyon county—I do not see what we are going to gain by passing
everything. If we are going to set no valuations, we may as well go home and be
done with it.

Mr. Quirk of Storey—I came here with the understanding that this Board was
called here for the purpose of classifying these things so that they would be the same
in all the counties. It seems to me they ought to be classified.

The Chairman—The question is whether to pass No. 7 on the order of business.

Roll called, and the motion carried by a vote of 10 to 4.

Motion to adjourn lost.

No. 8—Milch Cows.

Mr. Watt of Lander moved to place the valuation the same as last year.

After a short discussion an amendment was made to leave it to the Assessors.

Amendment lost by a vote of 8 to 6,

i %riginal motion put—that milch cows be assessed the same as last year, $25 per
ead.

Motion carried by the following vote:

Yeas—Churchill, Douglas, Elko, Eureka, Lander, Lyon, Nye, and White Pine—8.

Nays—Esmeralda, Humboldt, Lincoln, Ormsby, Storey, and Washoe—8.

No. 9—Stock Cattle.

Mr. Holcomb moved that the valuation of stock cattle be left to the discretion of
the County Assessors.

Lost by a vote of 11 to 3.

Mr. Randall moved that the valuation be placed at $15 per head. .

Mr. Holcomb moved to amend Mr. Randall’s motion by placing the valuation at
$17 per head, with the exception of the counties of Nye, White Pine, and Lincoln, and
that they be placed at $16 per head. s

Mr. Ingalls moved as an amendment that Esmeralda be added.

Amendment accepted by Mr. Holcomb. 3

Mr, Logan of Nye county moved an amendment that the stock cattle in the four
counties be assessed at $15 per head, stating that the cattle in the western part of the
State were worth more than the cattle on the deserts,

Amendment accepted.

Mr. Hooper of Eureka objected to having Lincoln county included in the list,

Motion put that stock cattle be assessed at $16 per head in Lincoln, Nye, White
Pine, and Esmeralda counties.

Motion lost.
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Mr. Randall moved that stock cattle be assessed at $16 throughout the State, with
the exception of White Pine, Lincoln, and Nye.

Motion lost by a vote of 9 to 5

Mr. Holcomb moved that stock cattle be assessed at $17 per head in all the counties,
excepting White Pine, Nye, Esmeralda, and Lincoln, and there at $16 per head.

otion carried.

No. 10—Thoroughbreds. Left to the Assessors.

No. 11—8heep.

Mr. Kinney of Ormsby moved that the valuation of sheep be placed at $2 50 per
head throughout the State.

Mr. Holcomb stated that the price of sheep had diminished during the year and
moved as an amendment that the valuation be placed at $2 25 per head.

After a short discussion the question on the amendment was called—that sheep be
assessed at $2 25 per head.

Motion lost by a tie vote.

Original motion—that sheep be assessed at $2 50 per head—carried.

No. 12—Buck Sheep. Unanimously voted to place the valuation at $5 per head, the
same as last year.

No. 13—Hogs. Left to County Assessors,

No. 14—Telephone Lines. Left to the County Assessors.

No. 15—Telegraph Lines. Same.

No. 16—Railroads. Classified as follows:

Standard-gauge railroads whose terminals are outside this State.

Standard-gauge railroads with only one terminal in this State.

Standard-gauge railroads with both terminals in this State.

Narrow-gauge railroads with one terminal in this State.

Narrow-gauge railroads with both terminals in the same county.

Narrow-gauge railroads that are not in operation.

Mr. Ingalls asked to have a report of the different railroads read, showing the yearly
earnings, etc. -

T'he Chairman ordered the Clerk, Mr. Davis, to obtain the railroad reports that were
filed with the Secretary of State.

A recess of fifteen minutes was declared.

After recess the yearly financial reports of the Central Pacific, the Carson and Colo-
rado, the Nevada, California and Oregon, the Virginia and Trackee, the Eureka and
Palisade, and Nevada Central Railroads were read by the Secretary.

Mr. Hooper moved to have sidetracks added to each of the railroads in the order of
business.

Motion carried.

Mr. Ingalls asked if the Controller could tell how the proceeds of last year com-
pared with this, from the different counties.

Mr. Holcomb moved to proceed with the order of business.

Motion carried.

Mr. Ingalls asked the Controller the result of the taxes of this year.

The Controller replied that the assessment roll for 1901 was, in round numbers,
$28,000,000 as against $24,000,000 for 1900, The actual increase in valuation in all kinds
of property over the previous year was $1,104,496 03, which showed that Nevada was
going up hill instead of down.

Mr. Holcomb moved to take up railroads not having any terminals in this State.

Motion carried.

.]l\lr. Holcomb moved that the valaation of such roads be placed at $15000 per
mile,

Mr. Randall moved to amend by placing the valuation at $18,000 per mile.

Motion lost by the following vote:

Yeas—Douglas, Esmeralda, Lincoln, Lyon, Nye, Oxmsby, and Storey—7.

Nays—Churchill, Elko, Eureka, Humboldt, Lander, Washoe, and White Pine—7.

Motion to assess the railroad at $15,000 per mile lost by the following vote:

Yeas—Churchill, Elko, Eureka, Humboldt, Lander, Washoe, and White Pine—7.

Nays—Douglas, Esmeralda, Lincoln, Lyon, Nye, Ormsby and Storey—T7.

Mr. Holcomb moved that the valuation be left to the Assessors of the different
counties through which the road passes.

Mr. Quirk of Storey—There is a great deal to look into in regard to this matter.
Last year, in our county, I assessed therailroads as we passed on them here, and the
County Board of Equalization saw tit to lower it. I would like to know if this thing
is going to stand. } want to vote so it will stand. I don’t want the Board at home to
tell me that I did not do right. If the Board of Equalization has the power to change
our valuations, there is no use in our doing anything.

Mr. Kinney--Last year, I understand, this road was assessed as low as $9,000 per
mile—from $3,000 to $11,000—while the company was willing to be assessed $15,000.
The company might not like it if they were assessed any lower than $15,000.

Mr. Hooper of Eureka county moved that the railroads under Class 1, of No. 16 on
the order of business, be assessed at $16,000 per mile.

Seconded by Mr. Eggers.

Mr. Logan of Nye county—I think the majority of the Assessors are jumping at
conelusions in placing the valuation of this road. I think it would be wise for us to

25
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adjourn for a while and make an estimate on the value of the road. We wish to do
what is just to the railroad and what is just to the people. I move we take a recess,

Mr. Ryan, representing the Central Pacific Railroad——[ would like you to give me
three or four minutes of your time. Last year our road was placed at $20,000 per mile.
We believed it was an imposition from the fact that all other property was raised from
20 to 30 per cent and we were increased over 80 per cent., We did not consider that fair,
and we did not consider it an equalized assessment according to the law, The gentle-
man here is under a misapprehension, when he says our road was assessed from $9,000
to $11,000. The lowest we were assessed was $10,000 up to $13,000 and $14,000 in Eureka
county, I want every gentleman here to understand that I am here in good faith, and
with the best of feeling. Last year the Controller suggested this as a classitication:
Broad-guage railroads with both terminal points outside of the State of Nevada, and
then assesses the Central Pacific under this head. The classification suggested fell far
short of the requirements of this Act. 1 will say here that I do not think the new
classification has improved the old one. They had no jurisdiction to fix a valuation,
only on classified property. [The following was quoted from a decision by Judge
Beatty in the 10th Nevada Report:] “To determine the value of a railroad, then, the
first inquiry is 1o its actual cost. Ifitappears that the actual cost was in excess of the
necessary cost, the necessary cost is the proper standard. If the net earnings of
the road do not amount to current rates of interest, and it is not likely to do so, or if
the business of the road is likely to be destroyed or impaired by competition or other
cause, or, in short, if the utility of the road is not equal to its cost, then its value is less
thanits cost, If the road does not pay current expenses, then itis worth no more than
the value of the road. Bat if, on the contrary, its business is such as to vield a net
income for an indefinite period, equal to interest at current rates on the necessary cost,
then its cash value is equal to its necessary cost, less the damages to the material.”
Every decision remdered since that time has agreed with that decision. The cost will
not exceed $12,000 a mile, ballasted with heavy iron ties, Here is a gentleman who has
been connected with the Central Pacitic for years, who places it at a fraction less than
that. We will say it cost $12,000 or $13,000 per mile. Thank you.

The Controller—The total valuation of property in Nevada for the year 1900 was
$24,286,757 22; for 1901, $28,000,0000. Taxes for 1900 paid into the State, $238,260 91; for
1901, $257,613 59; increase of $19,352 65.

The Chairman—I wish to state that the revenue derived from the $28,000,000 to the
State at 80 cents fell 16,000 odd dollars short of what it had been before. In placing the
raise on the valuation of the property, we have lowered the rate to such an extentthat
the State will be short on the valuation of the property $16,000. ‘That is in lowering
the rate from $1 to 80 cents. I do not know the dilference in the several counties; [
am merely speaking from the assessed valuation of property.

Mr. Ryan of the Central Pacitic Company—You say the difference is $19,000 in favor
of 1901, increase to the State. We paid between ten and eleven thousand dollars of
that increase on the Central Pacific line.

The Chairman—In increasing the assessed valuation of the property, as far as the
State is concerned, if all the taxes on $28,000,000 should be paid in, at ‘the rate of 80
cents the State would gain nothing. I will state that the county of Nye has paid a
bullion tax on 200,000 odd dollars. Storey couuty has paid a bullion fax on $50,000.
Eureka, Lincoln, and Lyon counties have also paid bul{ion taxes. Since the rate has
been reduced from $1 to 80 cents, the raise in the valuation does not make much of a
raise to the State.

Mr, Ryan—I think you will concede that my statement is correct; that we paid
between $10,000 and $11,000 in taxes out of the $19,000 increase.

The Chairman—I will state that the Central Pacific Railroad is paying taxes on
$15,000 a mile all through the State. In one county they pay on $20,000, and in that
county where they pay on $20,000 they pay less money than they did a year ago. In
Washoe county they were assessed at $13,500. I have taken those tigures, and [ know
that on the $15.000 raise to the railroad they have paid less on account of lowering the
rate. [ think it will be shown on the minutes of the Board of Revenue to be that way.

Motion to adjourn for thirty minutes.

Amendment to adjourn until 10 o’clock to-morrow morning,

Motion and amendment hoth lost.

Motion by Mr. Hooper to place the valuation of the standard-guage railroad with
both terminals outside this State at $16,000 per mile,

Mr. Holcomb moved to take a recess for five minutes.

Carried.

After recess the Chairman said: I want to state for the information of the Board
that the rate at 80 cents will pay the ranning expenses of the State, but the State can-
not be run for any less monew, as we are running as close as we can, In Washoe and
Lyon counties they have reduced the rate of taxation. It is $1 65 in Washoe county.
Ormsby did not reduce its rate. I think Douglas did not reduce. T think there is
plenty of money now to run the government for another year,

Mr. Kinney I move that the question of the taxes of the Central Pacitic Railroad be
settled at $16,000 per mile.

Mr. Holcomb moved to amend by making it $15,000 per mile.

Seconded by Mr. Guthrie.

Amendment lost by the following vote:
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Yeas—Churchill, Elko, Eureka, Humboldt, Lander, Washoe, and White Pine—7.

Nays—Douglas, Esmeralda, Lincoln, Lyon, Nye, Ormsby, and Storey—7.

Mr. Ingalls—It seems to me that we ought to be able to settle this matter. Itis
only a difference of a thousand dollars. Since the rate has been lowered I think it
will not be impossible to place it at $16,000 per mile.

The Chairman—I hope we can settle it without a lawsuit. Mr, Ryan says we are
going to have a lawsuit. .

Mr. Ryan—It is not I who have control of the lawsuits. It is I who know the facts
and report them. Now, the head of the law department would often litigate where I
would not, and that is all [ have to say.

Mr. Quirk moved to adjourn until 10 o’clock to-morrow morning.

Motion carried.

Adjourned.

CagsoN City, NEvaDa, January 15, 1902,
Board called to order at 10 a. m.

The Chairman—There was considerable discussion yesterday about the valuation
and the receipts of the railroad. We have now the report of the Controller and can
give you the figures for this year and compare them with the revenue for last year, if
you desire to hear it. If any of the Assessors will take their reports, they can see for
themselves. We can give you all the information you want in the matter of State
taxes and county revenue.

By request, the Chairman and the State Controller then compared the figures for
the two years, showin%‘that the amount of revenue had been increased in some of the
counties, while others had lost under the raised valuation and the lowered rate. The
figares for each separate county were read, with the county taxes, State taxes,and the
total for the two years,

The Chairman then announced the order of business: The valuation of standard-
gauge railroads with both terminals outside this State.

A motion was made by Mr. Kinney of Ormsby yesterday that the valuation be
placed at $16,000 per mile.

Mr. Holcomb moved an amendment, that it be placed at $15,000.

Amendment lost by a tie vote,

Vote upon the original motion of $16,000 per mile. Lost by the following vote:

Yeas—Douglas, Esmeralda, Lincoln, Lyon, Nye, Ormsby, and Storey—7.

Nays—Churchill, Elko, Esmeralda, Humboldt, Lander, Washoe, and White Pine—7.

Upon motion of Mr. Ingalls, a recess of twenty minutes was taken.

Board called to order after recess.

Mr. Randall—We do not seem to agree very well on this proposition, and I now
move to rescind all action taken yesterday and leave everything to the diseretion of
the Assessors throughout the State,

Seconded by Kinney, Dolph and Quirk.

Motion carried by the following vote:

Yeas—Churchill, Esmeralda, Humboldt, Lander, Lincoln, Lyon, Nye, Ormsby, and
Storeyv—9.

N:iys—-Doug]as. Elko, Eureka, Washoe, and White Pine—5.

Mr. Quirk of Storey-—We have been here for three days and have done nothing, so
I move we adjourn and go home.

Mr. Holecomb—I move to amend,and come back and take up everything over again.

Mr. Randall—I think we cannot make an amendment to a motion to adjourn.

The Chairman—A motion to adjourn is not debatable.

Motion put, and carried by the following vote:

Yeas—Churchill, Esmeralda, Humboldt, Lander, Lincoln, Lyon, Nye, Ormsby, and
Storey—9.

Nays—Douglas, Elko, Eureka, Washoe, and White Pine—5.

Mr. Hooper—When are we to meet again? I would like to come back to-morrow
morning and begin over.

The Chairman—We will meet again next January, under this law.

Adjourned.

It will be seen from the above that absolutely no business was trans-
acted at the meeting, for what action was taken at any time during
the meeting was rescinded on the last day.

The Assessors gave as a reason for this course that the County
Boards of Equalization had reduced the valuations on railway and
other property in several counties of the State, which had already
been fixed by the full Board of State Assessors. Until the legal right
of County Boards to reduce valuations should be determined by the
Courts, they claimed that action on their part was useless.

THE REVENUE LAW A DEAD LETTER,
The law commands that all the tazable property in the county shall be
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assessed “at its true cash value,” and fizes a penalty on Assessors who fail to
assess property in their counties by making the Assessors and their bondsmen
“liable for the tazes on all property within the counly which is not assessed
through the Assessor’s willful or inexcusable neglect.” (Statutes 1891, p.
139, sec. 9.) ; ;

There is no pretense of enforcing this law in any county in Nevada.

Take for instance the county of Washoe.

No live business man in the State would think of rating the taxable
property in Washoe at less than thirty millions of dollars, more than
the whole State is valued by the Assessors.

The Assessor of Washoe rates the taxable property at $6,065,625.
Nearly twenty-four millions worth of property escapes taxation.

There are other counties dodging the Assessor fully as much as
Washoe, but this county is cited from the fact that the evasions were
so flagrant that a Grand Jury of the leading citizens of the county
called attention to the fact in a report which shows that there are some
men in that vicinity who are not backward in calling a spade a spade.

The report is here republished as a document bearing directly upon
the question of tax dodging:

AssEsSOR’S OFFICE.

The conduct of this office is very unsatisfactory for several reasons, among which
may be mentioned :

First: It has no books or record of its transactions.

When called on by your examiners and asked for the records of the office, showing
the business of 1901, the answer was:

“We keep no books,”

When asked tor an account of the poll taxes collected last year, the answer was:

“Go to the Auditor.”

When asked for an account of the money realized, the answer was:

“Go to the Treasurer.”

But after persistent efforts on the part of the examiners the desmty finally pro-
duced, from a private memorandum book in his pocket, a statement showing that dur-
ing the year 1901 the office had received from the Auditor 1,625 poll tax receipts of the
face vale of $4,875, of which he delivered and collected 710, and turned over to the
Treasurer $2,130 therefor.

That he delivered 645 receipts to property owners when making assessments, which
were charged on the roll to the amount of $1,935, and that the remaining 270 receipts,
of the value of $810, were returned to the Auditor to balance the account.

From the same memorandum book it appears the officer collected from personal
property the sum of $4,458, which sum was paid into the county treasury, as was also
the money received from poll taxes.

From the same source it appears that the office collected on account of taxes on
proceeds of mines the sum of $71 19,

In checking with the Auditor and Treasurer these three items are found to be
correct,

Second: When asked the amount of the assessment roll for 1901, the answer was:

“Don’t know. Here is the list, you can fignre it up.”

When asked how much the action of the Board of Equalization had changed the
amount of the roll, as made by the Assessor, the answer was:

“Don’t know; ask the Auditor.”

So it was found that the office has no record trom which to ascertain the very per-
tinent information desired, except as above stated.

Your committee, however, did, at considerable expense of time and labor, ascertain
certain facts regarding the assessment roll, to wit:

Number of property holders assessed, 1,579.

Amount of roll as made by the Assessor, $3,853.889. Which sum was reduced by the
Board of Equalization in the sum of $314,609, leaving a balance of $5,539,280 on which
tax should be collected,

But it is evident from an examination of the tax list that the matter of assessing
was gerformed in a perfunctory manner, and not in accord with the letter or spirit of
the statute,

Section 1084 of our Compiled Laws commands the Assessor to “ascertain by diligent
inquiry and examination, all property in his county, real and personal, subject to tax-
ation, and also the names of all persons, corporations, associations, companies or firms,
owning the same; andshe shall then determine the true cash value of all such property,
and he shall then list and assess the same to the person, firm, corporation, association




REPORT OF STATE CONTROLLER. 13

or company owning it. For the purpose of enabling the Assessor to make such assess-
ment he shall demand from each person or firm, a statement under oath of all the
real estate and personal property within the county,” ete.

From this section the law is plain that the Assessor shall do the assessing and not
the individual property holder.

Under the custom prevailing it has been said, and with much truth, that Washoe
county, instead of one Assessor, as provided by law, has 1,579, as nearly every property
holder assesses himself.

If the Assessor has any doubt as to the meaning of Section 1034, as partially quoted
above, let him turn to two decisions of our Supreme Court, to wit:

State v. Wright. Fourth Nevada Report, 251, and State v. W. U. Tel. Company,

State v. Wright, 4 Nev. 251, and State v. Western Union Telegraph Company, 4 Nev. 838,
Here the Court says:

“The Assessors must receive sworn statements, but are not bonnd by them. Sworn
statements should be received by the Assessor without dictation as to what value
should beinserted.”

In the last named case the Supreme Court says:

“The sworn statement of the parties is simply required for the protection of the
taxpayers. It is to prevent property being concealed and thereby escaping taxation.
It is not for the purpose of enabling Farties to fix a value on their own property.”

ll}'eml*ly all our taxpayers will recall the custom followed by the Assessor as substan-
tially this:

He hands each property holder a blank statement with the request: “Please fill this
out as soon as convenient and hand it back.”

Sooner or later the statement is “handed back,” as requested.

Some of the statements contain a more or less full list of property owned with the
value as the property holder’s conscience will permit aftixed. In some cases only a
part of the property 1s listed. In most cases the aftidavit is dated and signed as being
sworn to. The statement may contain “all the real estate and personal property” of
the owner or any part thereof. In some cases the statement is returned with the sug-
gestion to “assess me the same as last year.”

So much for the law and Supreme Court decisions concerning the duties of Assessors,
and now compare the requirements of the law with the performance of the sworn
officer as is made to appear by the tax list of 1901,

It will be remembered that the law says the Assessor “shall ascertain by diligent
inquiry and examination all the property” subject to taxation.

Did he do this last year?

It will also be remembered that each blank statement contains a memorandum list
of nearly all kinds of property. This list presumably is intended to assist the prop-
erty owners and Assessor in making out the statement.

For instance, the list mentions “household furniture, pianos, gold and silverware,
libraries, goods, wares and merchandise, money, solvent debts, capital loaned, watches
or jewelry, horses, mules, cattle, sheep, hogs, bees, lumber, bicycles,” etc.

It is now in order to inquire how near the Assessor came by “diligent inquiry” to
finding all the assessable property in this county.

For instance, was it by “dilligent inquiry” that he found only 48 persons who had
*“money,” and is it to be presumed that the other 1,531 were moneyless?

Was it through “dilligent search” that only 113 “pianos” were found and did he
discover by “examination” that their value was only from thirty-five dollars upward?

Shall we believe that out of 1,579 taxpayers, only 11 had solvent debts, or that
Washoe county has no more than 31 bicycles, quoted at $5 up?

Shall it go forth as a fact that only 16 people in Washoe county had jewelry, and
of the “cheap John”order, and that there are not more thansix watches in our prosper-
ous county of 8,000 people and that the value of these half dozenis no more than $30?

In closing this part of our report it may not be inappropriate to include a part of
Judge Hawley’s decision after hearing the contest in his Court at Carson City last
vear in the case of the Southern Pacific Company against the action of the State
Board of Assessors, during which trial the manner of assessing was fully considered.
We may also note that the shortcomings of our several County Assessors must have
been exceedingly glaring to cause the language of the Judge, Here it is:

“If I were to venture a suggestion on this subject it would be to the effect that
uniformity in the assessment of property can only be secured by the election of
intelligent, impartial and honest men to oftice, who will strictly adhere to the

rovisions of the Constitution of this State and assess all property of every kind at
its true cost value.”

Hon. H. H. Beck was the foreman of the Grand Jury making the
report, and his knowledge of revenue matters and his standing as a
citizen, as well as that of the other members of the Grand Jury, is a
sufficient guarantee that there was ample foundation for the report.

A CONTRAST.
Contrast this method of assessing with that of Lyon county. This
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county, with small resources and geographical area as compared to
Washoe county, turns in a valuation of $1,738,071, and its total tax
rate for State and county is $1 80.

The Assesgor in Lyon assessed the Southern Pacific at $20,000 a mile
in 1901, yet the road paid under this valuation less taxes than it paid
previously on a valuation of $12,500.

In other words, under the new revenue bill the Assessor of Lyon has
advanced valuations as contemplated by the law, and the result has
been such a low tax rate that sheep and cattlemen come in from other
counties to feed their stock and be taxed at the low rate offered by that
county.

‘Meanwhile Washoe, by reason of allowing so much of its property to
escape the Assessor, is doing business on a scrip basis.

THE REASON.

The reason the Assessor allows so much property to escape taxation is
because of the “irrepressible conflict” going on between the different
counties to see which can best succeed in dodging the State tax.

Each county desires to avoid this as much as possible, and to cast
the burden on the shoulders of the adjoining county, just as individual
tax dodgers get out from under the county tax and throw the burden,
if possible, upon their neighbor.

They urged that a full valuation of property according to law would
cause that particular county to pay more than its share of the State
tax unless the other counties would also comply with the law, and as
each Assessor feels morally certain that all of the other counties will

fail to obey the law, he must also protect his own county by disobeying
it. In surmising that other counties will evade the law, just as he is
doing, he makes no mistake.

THE REMEDY.

The only remedy for the evils existing under this system is to segre-
gate the State rate from the county rate. It would be a very simple
matter to do this. Whenever the State rate is something independent
of the county, the revenue authorities will have no motive for allowing
a portion of the taxable property in the county to escape taxation.
Should they do so, the ill effects of such a course could not work an
injustice to taxpayers of other counties, but would fall upon the
citizens of the particular county where the law was violated. One
county would cease to suffer from the shortcomings of another, and
each county would be left to regulate its own tax affairs independent of
the rest.

The inevitable result would be, other things being equal, population
and wealth would drift to the counties having the lowest tax rate.
Lyon county, with its rate of $1 for the county, furnishes an instance
of the truth of this axiom. Herds of sheep and cattle are driven in
there to feed and be taxed. If the counties from which these taxpayers
migrate were living up to the revenue laws, and taxing all the prop-
erty available, the increased valuation would so lower the rate that
the owners of stock would not find it necessary to move elsewhere.

The simplest solution of the matter would be to allow the Legislature
in legislative years to fix the lump sum which each county was to pay
into the State treasury for that year, and the sum each county was to
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pay for alternate years could be fixed by the State Revenue Board. A
gimilar system to this is already in vogue in Oregon.

This system would under these conditions be perfectly fair to the
various counties, and the State tax collected in this manner would do
away with about nine-tenths of the bookkeeping and printing of intri-
cate blanks which now encumbers the offices of the various counties.
The blanks alone, which are required to keep tab on the present intri-
cate system, cost thousands of dollars, and most of them have to be
printed outside of the State where the citizene of Nevada derive no
benefit from the money expended, and taxes are necessarily increased
to meet this additional and useless expense.

Another method, suggested by men who have given the tax question
considerable study, is to divide the State into three districts, and select
three salaried Tax Commissioners, one from each district, to constitute
a State Revenue Board to handle the State revenue and exercise a gen-
eral supervision over it. The Commissioners to be first appointed by
the Governor, and afterwards elected by the people. These offices are,
as far as possible, to be non-political.

Such a bill was before the last Legislature, and those who opposed it
did so on the ground that it created new salaried offices. This objec-
tion would certainly not be valid if the extra revenue derived by the
exertions of the Board exceeded the salaries, and it is but fair to assume
that the Board, if its members did their duty, would turn into the
State treasury more than a hundred times the sum paid out of the
treasury for their work.

During the years 1899 and 1900 a quasi-State Board, with but doubt-
ful legal authority, by taking hold of the revenue question added to
the receipts of the State from revenue the sum of $99,046 76; the
expense of so doing amounted to $637 85. (See page 17 of Initial
R;O%)rt of Governor, Attorney-General and State Controller for 1899~
1900.) :

A tax league, whose headquarters are at Ripon, Wisconsin, is waging
a war against the present methods of taxation, and especially against
the present cumbersome machinery required in the collection of rev-
enue. The league has sent the following circular to the chief revenue
officer of every State in the Union:

The Tax Commission under the present law are unable to succeed in their strong
effort for equal taxation. The following law will be the remedy, viz:

No evidence shall be allowed in Court to recover for property that has escaped taxation.

_Under this law everything called property, that can be stolen or destroyed by fire,

:nll be promptly taxed, which will make the rate so low that no one will dodge his
axes.

Under this law no one will move from one city to another city, State or country to

esmll’pe taxes.
_Under this law everyone will pay taxes on all his property, which will be equal tax- -
ation according to the (‘onstitution of all the States.

Under this law the value of every dollar of property will be taxed to maintain the
machinery of the Government, which alone guarantees peaceable possession and gives
value to said !)mperty.

It makes the taxpayers tired to maintain Courts for people to recover for property
that has not been taxed.

It is time said law was passed by the Legislature of every State.

_ Every nominee for the Legislature should be instructed to pledge himself to this
single clause in the revenue law.

_ The most radical and apparently simple and effective measure of any
is a proposition now being advocated in some Eastern States to allow
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every taxpayer to fix the valuation on his property, and he is supposed
to set it down at the value he would accept in cash. If the Assessor or
any citizen regards this valuation an under-estimate, he has the right
to ask the authorities to advertise the property for sale at public
auction, If the property brings more than the owner’s valuation, the
State takes the difference; if less, it must make up the sum to the owner.
If the owner does not care to let the property go at his valuation to the
Asgessor, he bids it up to save it, and the difference goes to the State.
In any event he gets in cash the valuation he places on his own prop-
erty.

No one who desires to deal honestly with the revenue authorities in
the matter of taxes will object to this measure. Such a law if properly
enforced in this State would result in no one escaping taxation, and a
reduction of tax rate for State and county purposes to about 25 cents
on the hundred dollars valuation.

Taking it all in all, the revenue question is the most complex that
the law-maker has to deal with, and underlies all of the principles of
government, and is the foundation on which all law and government
rests,

Without revenue derived from all classes of people, based upon their
proportionate ability to pay, the three branches of government— Legis-
lative, Executive and Judicial, which guarantees the enforcement of
their personal and property rights—could not be maintained.

THE STATE LEVY.
Section 7 of the Revenue Act provides as follows:

Immediately after the auditor’s statement of valuation, provided for in section ten
of this Act, shall have been received by the State Controller, the Governor, State Con-
troller and Attorney-General shall meet and ascertain the aggregate valuation of all
taxable property in the State, as reported by the several County Auditors. They shall
then proceed to fix the State rate of taxation (not to exceed eighty cents on each one
hundred dollars) in proportion as the amount required to conduct the State Govern-
ment for that year stands to the whole property valuation in the State; but in no case
shall they fix a rate which will give the State more revenue than necessary to meet
the total amount of appropriations made by the last preceding Legislature.

SEc. 8. When the rate of State tax shall have been fixed as provided in section
seven, it shall be the duty of the State Controller to immediately notify the several
County Assessors and County Auditors of the same.

Skc. 10. The several County Auditors shall, annually, on or before the fourth Mon-
day in October in each year, forward to the State Controller a statement under seal of
his office of the aggregate assessment of all property on the assessment roll in his
county, segregating the personal from the real property.

These provisions of the law were not complied with, from the fact
that but three of the Auditors’ reports reached the Controller on the
fourth Monday in October, and without the necessary data it would have
been impossible for the Board to fix the tax rate for the present year.

In addition to this the Board doubted its authority to fix the tax rate
in the face of the Act relative to the fixing of the State levy approved
March 18, 1901, by which the Legislature fixed the tax levy for two
years at 80 cents. It reads “for the fiscal year commencing January
1, 1901, and annually thereafter, an ad valorem tax of eighty cents on
each one hundred dollars of taxable property is hereby levied and
directed to be collected for State purposes,” ete.

This Act, approved on the 18th of March, the Board regarded as
having repealed the section of the Assessors’ Act approved March 16,
1901, giving the Board the power to fix the rate.
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It now becomes the duty of the Legislature to fix the tax rate for
State purposes for the years 1903 and 1904.

EIGHT YEARS OF REVENUE RECEIPTS.

In the following tables the comparison is shown between the valu-
ations throughout the State since the tax question began to be agitated
and the four years prior:

$2,723,461 85

23,458,468 83

23,497,248 30

23,517,245 29
- 904,700,424 31

$23,692,709 69

It is a noteworthy fact that the greatest gain in valuations was made
in 1901, when the present revenue law was enforced by the Assessors.
The gain that year over the valuations of the previous year was
$4,105,496 03. The gain for 1902 (the year the deadlock occurred in
Carson at a meeting of the State Board of Assessors) was but $933,412 75.

PRESS OPINIONS.
The following extracts are selected from the various newspapers of

the State, irrespective of politics, bearing upon the question of taxation:

[Reno Gazette.]

The Gazette will, from day to day, call public attention to the unequal taxation that
is being practiced all over the State. It will only refer to the most glaring cases, but
enough to inform the people, that they may take steps to remedy the evil. That the
Assessors and Boards of Equalization are not doing their duty as prescribed by law is
painfully apparent. It may be more carelessness on their part than any desire to make
fish of one and fowl of another, but, whatever the reason, everyone will agree that
something should be done.

The Gazette will add that it is the custom of Boards of “ Equalization” to cite the
poor man to appear before them and show cause why some old mare, or an old cow, or
a mowing machine, overlooked, maybe, by the Assessor, should not be added to his
assessment. Nine cases out of ten his assessment is *“equalized ” to conform with said
Board’s ideas of right and wrong, while the man with thousands of acres of land and
hundreds of cattle and sheep, escapes with one-tenth of his property assessed. The
big corrorations, too, do not pay over one-tenth of what they should. The Boards of
“Equalization have no hesitancy in raising a man whois struggling to earn a living
on ten or twenty acres of land, with an old cow and a dozen chickens, to the last cent
it is possible to squeeze out of him. The fact is the poor man bears the greater burden
of taxation, while the big fellows escape.

[Silver State.]

What is needed in Nevada is a State Board of Equalization which shall have power
to raise and regulate assessments and lower the State rate.

Such a Board could raise taxation in Nevada and we could have a 50-cent State rate,
a 70-cent county rate, making a $1 20 total rate which would give a wonderful impetus
to Nevada development.

The members of the Board state that the sentiment of the people is largely in
favor of a State Board. They want a higher valuation and a lower rate. But before
they can accomplish anything the State rate must be lowered.

[Carson News.)
. Itis generally understood that the present rates of taxation in Nevada are prohibi-
tive and tend to frighten capital. It is also known that some single counties are
worth more than the entire State is assessed for, and that one or two corporations

g
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might be selected of which the same might be said. It is also generally understood
that the system of taxation now in use works an injustice and a hardship on the
small owner and is to the advantage of the larger concerns, who avoid their proper
contributions to the government. ;

Now the effect of reducing the rate one-half will be that the Assessor must find
twice as much property as now appears on the rolls, and there is little or no doubt
that this can be done in nearly every county in the State. He must do thisin order
that taxes enough may be collected to conduct the business of the county and State,
and in the performance of this duty he will naturally have to find it in the property of
the large corporations and wealthy owners who are now treated with extreme kind-
ness, The man of small means does not escape taxation. His property probably con-
sists of a little house, or a small patch of ground, and everybody in the community
knows within seventy-five cents of what he is worth. Therefore, the low rate will
reach the very evil that is now agitating the people—the matter of equal taxation,
besides publishing a low rate to the world and encouraging the investment of capital
in this State. It is a proposition that is worth thinking about and talking about,.

[Territorial Enterprise.)

The Elko Independent jumps on Humboldt county, her Assessor and assessment
rate. The Independent does not dispute the fact that Humboldt is the richest county
in the State. As a matter of fact, Elko must be very close in taxable wealth to Hum-
boldt county, but Brother Booher is afraid to call attention to the fact that Elko
county, with her tax roll of between four and five million dgllars, has a real or actual
valuation in wealth of $20,000,000.

The Idependent agrees with the Silver Stute that taxation in Nevada is a farce—a
howling farce—and poor men pay the taxes and rich men escape them to some extent.

Taxation, the solution of it, is the most important question confronting the State
Government, While there is a decided increase in property valuation, the rolls of the
various counties show but a few hundred thousand dollars’ increase. W hat a lie to go
to the world that Nevada, already despised, abused and laughed at, is raising her tax
rate. Isthere a community on earth in which it is not an indication that times are
bad and prices falling?

We venture the assertion that Elko is as badly assessed as Humboldt; that Lincoln
county is no better. Look at the great Delamar properties, the greatest gold mining
enterprise in the world, and assessed at about $90,000, when they have refused five mil-
lions. Let us not mince matters, for if we love the State of Nevada and her future
prosperity, taxation must be readjusted.

ow unwise and foolhardy is the policy which would prevent the valuation being
raised to double its present amount, with the rate cut in half. Would anyone pay
more taxes?

There are signal instances all over this State as to the utter absurdity of our tax
system. Nevada, rich, growing prosperous, with immense herds of cattle, flocks of
sheep and bands of horses growing and increasing vearly. Let us raise the valuation
all over the State and cut down the rate; no one will be cinched, and Nevada will pre-
sent a much more favorable aspect before the indastrial world.

[Reno Journal.]

The man who, by chicanery or other form of dishonesty, undervalues his property
for tax purposes, obtains an advantage over the State and over each honest taxpayer
in the State who paf's upon the full value of his property. The effect of the whole
business of undervaluation is a premium on perjury, and is a festering sore on the

body politic, which sends its poison to the heart and root of good government. It
destroys political life and fosters the worst forms of political dishonesty.

There is a great inducement to dishonesty in matters pertaining to taxation by the
private citizen because he feels that he should not pay more than his share of the tax
required for State and county purposes, and he knows that he lives in Nevada, and is
practically without a remedy, which is too true.

[Virginia Report.]

The excessive tax rate of this State has done it more harm than any other single
cause, and with that rate reduced to one-third its present size Nevada may congratu-
late herself upon having taken the first step forward in the upbuilding of a great
Commonwealth.

[Carson News.]

To those who are laboring for a just and equitable system of taxation throughout
Nevada, the reports from Washoe county, coupled with the report of the grand jury,
present a condition that is more than discouraging.

In the first ]}rluve. Washoe county is the wealthiest county in Nevada. The prop-
erty within its houndaries is worth, in the open market, more than the entire State is
assessed for, It is the opinion of many conservative residents of Washoe county that
its property is worth $30,000,000. And yet, notwithstanding its wealth and vast corpora-
tions, it has a high tax rate and is ranning on a scrip basis.

The valuation of Washoe county would be of little concern to the balance of the
State were it not for the fact that, if the above figures are correct, it is defrauding the
State of Nevada out of the State tax on about $24,000,000 worth of property, which the
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other counties must make up from the pockets of their own citizens; therefore every
county in Nevada, and every citizen of every county in Nevada, has a personal interest
and concern in the valuations placed upon property in all other counties. If Washoe
county paid its proper proportion of the State tax there would be just that much less
for the other counties to pay,

One grand jury gives numerous instances of the loose manner in which matters
relating to assessments are conducted in.our sister county; and here is another that
might serve as an illustration. :

‘he law of the land provides that every bank shall pay a quarterly license of $150.
The State Bank and Trust Company of this city pays that sum, as did the Bullion and
Exchange Bank before it for many years; but in Washoe county, by some hocus pocus
and ;l>ersoxxal favor, no bank in Reno pays over $36 per quarter. This is, of course,
merely an instance of incompetency or dishonesty of some one in office. 1t has been
going on for years in Reno, and it certainly is the plain duty of some citizen to force
compliance with the law. Perhaps it furnishes a cue to the reason why the wealthiest
county in the State cannot pay its bills in cash, and certainly illustrates the point
made in Judge Hawley’s decision that one way to secure proper valuations and equi-
table taxation, was to elect honest and competent men to oftice.

In the town of Reno there are many citizens who boast that their property is not
taxed on a valuation equal to twenty per cent of its true cash value. And yet
Washoe county is not the only one in Nevada by any means that defrauds its weaker
sisters in the matter of State taxes. There are two or three more that are just as bad,
and to which every word in the above a})plies with equal force. Counties, like com-
munities and men, appear to desire to shirk their share of public burdens more and
more as their ability to bear them increases, and so in Nevada to-day we have a situ-
ation in which the less fortunate and less prosperous counties have to bear a portion, at
least, of the burdens of the wealthier and growing counties. It supplies a good work-
ing ground for careful consideration by the incoming Legislature.

[Reno Gazette.]

Mr. —— of Lovelock, Nevada, recently sold ranch property in Humboldt county
for $30,000, yet he paid taxes on a property valuation of but $6,335. This is the way
nearly all property has been valued for taxable purposes, unless it was some little
fellow’s home orcigar stand. In taxing that class of property the State Assessors have
been “ever vigilant.”

Referring to the above, the Elko Independent says: The Independent is willing to
wager its plant against the Guazette’s linotype that the same inequality between the
true value of real estate and its assessed value can be found in Washoe county and in
every county in the State. The Independent does not believe that the Assessors have
intentionally done any wrong to the small taxpayers, but what errors have been com-
mitted in this line are but the natural outgrowth of the system under which property
has been assessed in this State ever since it became a State. High valuations and low
rates will correct the inequalities and place the small taxpayer on the same level with
the large property holders.

[Lyon County Times.]

Mr. of Churchill county made the statement recently that his property in
that county was valued at $30,000. The Appeal calls attention to the fact that he put
his property into the Assessor last year for $8000. In the Reno Journal of Thursday
Mr. ——-, the sheepman, says he has 27,000 head of lambs on one range and 17,000 on
another range, and last vear he sold lambs in Chicago for $3 40 per head. To have
44,000 head of lambs he must have 100,000 head of sheep, or more. He says he will clip
400,000 pounds of wool this season. It would be a good time now for the Assessor to
call on Mr. with his own figures.

[Eureka Sentinel.]

The Silver State has taken occasion recently to refer to Storey, Ormshy and other
counties as “tax dodgers.” An interesting item u{)pears in the Silver State that
arrived to-day. That issue tells us that Mr. 1as just sold his property near
Big Meadows for $36,000. Now the tax roll shows that he was assessed altogether
$6,395. In other words, he was assessed at just one-sixth of his wealth, presuming
that the reported sale included all his Humboldt county property, which it does not,
as the same paper tells us that he still has large holdings of town property in Love-
lock, together with an extensive cattle business, which makes it all the worse for
Humboldt’s showing. It is not fair to presume that Mr. —— enjoyed any special
privileges in the premises and it will be conjectured that this instance will show just
about the average maintained in Humboldt county and how that county cheats the
State out of its lawful proportion of revenue by paying in one-sixth of the amount it
owles, and forcing less wealthy counties, like Storey and Ormsby, to pay on a full
valuation,

[Carson News.]
It is reported on good authority that Mr. has refused $160,000 cash
for his Humboldt stock farm. That is about $50 per acre for his 3,400 acres
with a little over 1,000 under cultivation.—Lovelock Tribune.

refuses $160,000 for his property. The Humboldt

The above item says that Mr.
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county assessment roll shows that he was assessed for all his possessions in the county
last year but $18,945, or for less than one-tenth its true cash value.

For nearly forty years the law has provided that all property shall be assessed at
its full cash value'in the open market.

The Humboldt county newspapers have had a great deal to say about Ormsby and

. other counties dod ing taxes, and that the new revenue law is a *cinch bill.” From
the above and similar items which The News has called attention to recently, it wounld
appear that Humboldt is about the best tax-dodger of the fourteen counties com-
prising the State. In what particular is the law a “cinch law”? Not a Humboldt
county paper has even attempted to show that any single bit of property in that
county is valued by the Assessor for more than it is worth.

On the other hand the new law will reduce the rate in Humboldt county more than
glx:e-éltlix;d, without coming from the pockets of a single resident of that county or of

e State.

The Humboldt county newspapers are complaining because they will have to pay
their just proportion of the State tax. They have had a great deal to say about
Ormsby’s assessment, The News would like to hear of a single piece of property in
Ormsby county that is not assessed at nearer its true value than is any piece in Hum-
boldt county. Here is an opportunity for those who are abusing Ormsgy to show up.

Names of individuals are omitted from these extracts for obvious
reasons.

[Carson Appeal.]

The Silver State continues to assail the new revenue law and tries to induce the
people of Humboldt county to believe that the bill is a piece of cinch legislation gotten
up for the purpose of “squeezing” certain counties. The only possible “squeeze” that
can be put on any county is in the just process of equalization, for it will make counties
who have been dodging their taxes come to the center and settle on the same basis as
counties who have been payingin full. Astheloudest and main wail of distress comes
from Humboldt county, it must be that this particular county fears “equal taxation.”
It is in the position of the man on trial whose lawyer consolingly told him that he
would see that he “got justice.”

“That’s just what I don’t want,” was the laconic and candid reply of the accused.

f The Silver State has over and over again insisted that Humboldt is worth twenty-
five millions, It is taxed for less than four millions. The Silver State has never denied
this fact, and this is the accusation on which Humboldt county stands indicted by the
taxpayers to-day.

The above are samples of newspaper discussion culled at random
from the different newspapers of the State. The papers published in
one county are continually accusing other sections of the State with tax-
dodging, and at once the counter-charge comes back, crimination and
recrimination going on all the while, until no county in the State
escapes the charge.

FROM THE SURVEYOR-GENERAL'S REPORT.

The report of Surveyor-General Kelley for the years 1899 and 1900
contains the following significant paragraph:

Fat cattle and sheep are exported by the trainload from shipping points on
the Central Pacific Railroad to San Francisco, Omaha and Chicago, in which markets
they command the highest prices. The annexed table, compiled from the reports of
County Assessors, shows the number of cattle assessed in Nevada in 1900 to be 224,403
headl, ang the number of sheep 620,150, distributed among the several counties as
tabulated :

Counties. Sheep.
Charchill county .. 25,900
Douglas county _._.._____ 5 8,600
Elko county..._..______. 3 152,600
Esmeralda county 12,100
Eureka county .._______ 7! 26,000
Humboldt county 119,600
Lander county ... ____________ 57, 40,000
Lincoln county ... ____________ ] 4,850
Lyoncounty 20,000
NyecoUntY oo sunesorsre coauazns oo 3,6 5,500
Ormsbycounty. ... . ... 440  ______
Storey county __..._..._.__ 3 5,000
Washoe county___.________ 170,000

White Pine county

Totaly....cvooasasmssasesassismmmiasin: maivmmmmiinmmnn o 620,1&3
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With this showing it seems farcial to designate the live stock industry of the
State “one of the most Krominont," but one of the largest land and cattle owners in
the State assures me that there are at least 750,000 head of cattle in the Btate, and
men, who are extensively engaged in the sheep business, say that the Assessors’
figares on live stock, multiplied two and a half times would be approximately correct.
The Assessors’ figures, with cattle valued at $12 per head, and sheep at §2 per head, for
taxable purposes, would indicate that the live stock industry of Nevada comprises only
about one-sixth of the entire taxable property of the State.

Live stock owners allege that they pay more taxes proportionately on the value of
their property than does the Southern Pacific Company, whose raiiroad traverses the
State from the California line near Verdi, to the Utah line near Tecoma, a distance
of 445 miles, which is assessed at $5,000.650, or at the rate of $11,317 90 per mile,

Since then the railroad company has been raised to a uniform valua-
tion throughout the State of $15,000 a mile, except in Lyon, where
they pay on a $20,000 valuation.

On the other hand beef cattle were raised to $32 50 a head, with the
expense of getting them to railroad transportation deducted, and stock
cattle to $17; fat cows, classed as beef cattle, $25. This was the
valuation for 1901, but, as the meeting of the Assessors in 1902 left the
valuation all over the State to the judgment of the Assessors, it is
impossible to tell the valuation placed on stock in the different
counties,

eports to the Surveyor-General for the past two years show that
more cattle were found by the Assescors during the past year than for
the year previous.

It is worthy of note, however, that the 18,000 cows in Nevada in 1901
only produced 2,200 calves. In fact in only two counties of the State
—Douglas and Lyon—did the cows calve at all.

The report shows less than 10,000 beef cattle in Nevada in 1902, but

this was ahead of the record in 1901, which was a beggarly 7,200.
It is clear that the cattle business of Nevada, and the sheep business
along with it, i escaping its just proportion of the burden of taxation.

THE LANDED INTERESTS.

That the landed interests of the State escape a just proportion of
taxation is patent to everyone. Cultivated land, worth over $100 an
acre and which could not be bought for these figures, is taxed as low as
$5 and $10 an acre. There are about 25,000,000 of acres or more land
in Nevada available for taxable purposes. An average tax of 3 cents
per acre on this land would raise enough money annually to run all
the State and county governments, even if nothing else in the form of
property was taxed.

Should the method of taxation commonly known as the ‘“Single
Tax” be adopted in Nevada, it would result in equal distribution of the
burdens of taxation among all classes of taxpayers,

The owner of agricultural land would have nothing in the way of
tax to pay upon his improvements and the shiftless owner of land
which was unproductive would have to retire from possession to make
way for some one of more enterprise, which would reduce the price of
land in the State and invite increased population.

The farmer who held on to his land would soon find that the increased
demand for the products of his labor resulting from increased popula-
tion would much more than pay the tax imposed on him. Notwith-
standing the assertion that an exclusive land tax falls upon the land
owner, the theory of taxing land alone finds its most numerous
advocates in agricultural districts.
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The municipal land owner is not taxed for his improvements, and
the more he improves his property the larger his income. The person
who rents a store built upon a piece of municipal property pays no tax
on his stock of goods or his business. Directly there is no tax for him
to pay the authorities, but indirectly he pays his share of the land tax
by the increased rental exacted by the land owner. Every class of
business will in the long run contribute its just proportion of taxation,
for the land owner, who alone deals with the tax collector, immediately
becomes an agent for the adjusting and distributing of the tax, and he
will see that his tenants pay their share and they will “pass the buck”
along to their customers and thus, while apparently no one pays taxes
but the realty owner, no one can escape taxation under this system, and
the burden is absolutely more self-adjusting than the most experienced
Assessor could ever hope to obtain under any complicated revenue law
in existence, and 50 per cent cheaper in its operation.

‘While this question of taxing land values is one of growing impor-
tance all over the world, the matter of taxing Jand was not discussed at
the recent meeting of the State Board of Assessors.

The marvelous progress which the single tax truth has made in the
United States was well illustrated at the last banquet given by the
Massachusetts Single Tax League, on the 8th of December, 1902, at the
Copley Square Hotel, Boston, to the professional economists. The
Boston Transcript of the following day said of this meeting that it
“brought together a noteworthy group of speakers representing leading
universities from Maine to California. The primary object of these
gatherings is, of course, to advertise the single tax; but this particular
method of advertising is broadly educational.” And in the same
editorial, which occupies nearly a column, the writer says: “ Urban
growth unquestionably creates enormous land values which individual
owners have no claim to appropriate in full. That is, rising land values
represent in large part a social product which may rightly be levied
upon by the community to meet the increasing expenses of municipal
administration.”

The Boston Post of the same date said editorially that the scheme of
taxation which the Massachusetts Single Tax League represents “is
coming more strongly to command the approval of practical men.”
The editorial concludes thus: “ What is needed, we believe, is simply
the authority to try the experiment here in Massachusetts of the
method which the Single Tax League advises. This can be done by
separate communities on their own account, and the Commonwealth
can profit by their experience.”

The views of the learned professors who took part in the discussion
showed a most gratifying advance toward the apprehension of the great
fundamental truths of the single tax philosophy.

Two years ago the State of Colorado, in dealing with its tax problem,
sent a commission to New Zealand to investigate the practical workings
of the single tax system. The commission reported that the system
was a success wherever it had been tried, and that the sections of New
Zealand which had adopted the single tax were progressing in a marked
degree over the portions of the country which held to the old system.
Under the single tax system all classes were virtually compelled to pay
alike, the owner of realty settling with the Government and the rest of
the community settling with the land owner.
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The most signal victory for the single tax advocates in New Zealand
was the election last November of George Fowlds to Parliament from
the City of Auckland and in Australia of Max Hirsh, both prominent
advocates of the land tax theory. The single tax party won sixty-six
geats in Parliament as against twenty-nine carried by the opposition.
Last November in the City of Glasgow out of thirteen members of the
City Council eleven were elected who were advocates of the single tax
theory.

THE MINING INTERESTS.

Nevada, owing its position in the commercial world to its mineral
resources, has provided by its Constitution that only the net profits of
the miner shall be taxed. This is certainly a liberal provision, as it
gives to the mine owner privileges not accorded to any other industry.
That many mining companies have abused the favor by a systematic
evasion of taxation, there can be no doubt.

Mines which have the reputation of producing millions and whose
value in the open market is based on that reputation in connection with
their dividend output, make but a sorry showing when coming in con-
tact with the Assessor.

The common method of avoiding the just tax is to charge a fictitious
rate for milling in order to reduce the net profit. In some instances the
mine and mill are owned by the same company and the mill owners,
under the guise of a separate corporation, combine with themselves to
rob the State and county as well as the stockholders.

In another part of this report are given tabulated statements of the
sworn reports of mining officials, a study of which will enlighten the
average citizen as to the methods employed.

These statements, although sworn to, carry their own mathematical
refutation with them and show absurdities which cannot be overlooked
even by the most casual observer at all conversant with mining methods.

The conclusion is unavoidable that, where such systematic evasion of
taxation is carried on, it can only be successfully accomplished with the
connivance of the officials whose duty it is to enforce the law.

PATENTED MINES.

At the last election the question of taxing patented mines was sub-
mitted to the people of the State and was carried by a vote of 3,945 to
614.

This move was made to compel the owners of patented mines to pay
taxes or make way for successors in interest who are more enterprising.

There has been some question raised as to the acceptance or rejection
of the amendment by the people. It iz claimed by some that it
requires a majority of all the votes cast at the election. Section 1 of
Article XVI of the Constitution provides that an amendment can be
ratified “ by a majority of the electors qualified to vote for members of
the Legislature voting thereon.”

In the 21st Nevada, page 67, 1s the case of The State of Nevada, ex
rel. E. D. Boyle, Relator, v. State Board of Eraminers, Respondent. In
an opinion by Judge Belknap it is very clearly set forth that the words
“voting thereon” do not refer to members of the Legislature, but to the
electors voting on the amendment. It is clear, then, that a majority of
the votes cast upon that particular amendment is sufficient to carry it.

It is estimated that there are something like twenty thousand pat-
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ented mines in the State, the majority of which pay no taxes, and
under the present law do no assessment work.

TAXING MORTGAGES,

There is a general demand in business circles for a change in the
method of taxing mortgages. The man negotiating a loan by placing
a mortgage on his property first pays taxes on the property and then
indirectly pays taxes on the mortgage. The lender pays a mortgage
tax which he passes to the borrower by adding it to the interest. This
is equivalent to double taxation, and comes all the hardef on people
who are compelled to mortgage property to tide them over financial
embarassments.

The present law drives investors from Nevada to other States whose
statutes present more liberal inducements to capital.

THE RAILROADS,

The railroads doing business in this State pay more than a third of
all the revenue collected. A full report of their mileage and tax valu-
ations will be found elsewhere in this report.

In the 10th Nevada Justice Beatty has laid down the principles of
taxation which should govern the assessments of railway property.
Their cost of building and equipment and profits and losses all enter
into the problem of assessment. The rule in subsequent decisions fixes
the value of a road for assessment purposes at a capitalization of
which the net earnings represent 6 per cent.

It is safe to say that no railroad in the State is paying taxes accord-
ing to this rule. Ten per cent of it would be nearer the actual amount,
The agents of the roads admit this, but hold that the stock industry,
the landed interests and the mines are paying in the same proportion,
along with nearly everybody else. The matter would seem easy of
solution, for the stock men say they will pay if the railways are made
to, the land owners insist that they are all willing to be assessed full
cash value “when other people are,” and the roads insist that “when
everybody else” is properly assessed they will only be too happy to get
in line and march up to the high valuation basis of taxation.

It would seem to be up to the Assessors to go ahead and fix these
valuations as everyone seems anxious to have them fixed.

The Assessors know perfectly well, however, that all this talk is not
sincere and that there is not a single interest engaged in dodging taxes
that wants any change in present conditions.

STATE FINANCES.

The State at the present time owns $685,000 in United States Govern-
ment 4 per cent bonds which mature in 1907 and $215,000 United
States 4 per cents which mature in 1925, a total holding of $900,000.

During the fiscal years 1903-4 the State must redeem $32,000 Nevada
State bonds. The receipts from taxes apportioned to the State Interest
and Sinking Fund will amount to about $35,000, and the interest
disbursements from State Interest and Sinking Fund will amount to
about $15,000.

In order to meet this liability of $47,000 the apportionment for the
the State Interest and Sinking Fund should be 7.2 and the Territorial
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Interest Fund 5.8. If there iz a shortage in the Territorial Interest
Fund, the law allows a transfer from the (General Fund.

The rate for State purposes can be lowered to 65 cents on the
hundred-dollar valuation.

This lowering of the State rate is dependent on Assessors following
the law in the matter of valuations. Many Assessors neglect to enforce
the law through the fear that the State will get too much money.

When these officials wean themselves of this timidity regarding the
State finances, it will be a step in advance. If the State receives too
much money, the rate can be afterwards lowered to meet it. The Legis-
lature should also provide by law for the protection of the State that
whenever the amount coming in for State purposes is insufficient, that
the deficiency can be apportioned among the several counties of the
State.

The goal to be arrived at is a gradual lowering of tax rates until all
classes of taxpayers pay in just proportion and, as the law directs, on
the full value of their holdings. Whenever this is done a State and
county tax rate not to exceed 30 cents on the $100 would be ample all
over this State,

Such a rate would cause population and capital to swarm in here and
build up a mighty Commonwealth. When the new irrigation system
comes into vogue in Nevada this population will be needed and can be
amply provided for.

Meanwhile that class of people who fight a low tax rate and who
favor tax dodging must be forced to come into the open and show cause
for their action.

There are certain classes of people in every new State who dislike the
influx of population, for with it they fear the advent of new competition
;vhlich would destroy the commercial monopolies which they have estab-

ished.

That the people of the State desire a reform in the revenue system is
proven by the result of the election of last fall.

The party that pledged its nominees to revenue reform and a lower-
ing of the tax rate achieved a signal victory at the polls, while the
party whose platform evaded the question was defeated. The question,
however, is not in any way a political one and directly concerns every
property holder in the State, whether he owns a miner’s cabin or is part
of a corporation dealing in millions.

The basic principle of taxation, absolute equality before the law, and
each paying his share in proportion to his means, applies to all alike.

In the language of Theodore Roosevelt, in discussing the duty each
citizen owed the Commonwealth:

“Each man must pull his own weight.”

STATE DEPUTIES.

During the past few years the salaries of State Deputies have been
lowered until they have been reduced from the old rate of $250 per
month to $100.

These employees of the State have the bulk of the work in the Cap-
itol Building to perform, and in some instances the work is so exacting
that they are at times compelled to employ extra assistance and pay
the cost out of their own pockets.

45
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The State’s business is steadily increasing and with this the work
which the deputy is obliged to perform, and in some departments the
Legislature has imposed additional duties without additional compen-
sation. Added to this is the increased cost of living which during the
past five years has advanced from 25 to 40 per cent. With these facts
in evidence a reasonable advance in salaries of deputies is a necessity
at the present time.

ESTIMATES.

Following is an estimate of the receipts and disbursements for the
fiscal years 1903 and 1904:

ESTIMATE OF RECEIPTS FOR FISCAL YEARS 1903-1904.

Receipts Applicable to the Payment of Appropriations.
From counties to General Fund
From Clerk of Supreme Court—Fees__.o._........
From Secretary of State—Sale of Statutes
From State Controller—Insurance fees..
From Hospital for Mental Diseases
From State Orphans’ Home
From State Prison ... ... _____._____ iy
From State School Fund, for exp of Land Office ..o ... .. 1
From General School Fund, for expenses of Superintendent of Public
Instruetion ..ol I B s B B R
From Contingent University Fund, for support of University._...... ~ 26,000 00
From Interest Account, 90,000-Acre Grant, for support of University

S S e $399,300 00

Receipts Applicable for Expenditures Provided by Law.

From counties to State School Fund....
From counties to General School Fund ____________.
From counties to State Interest and Sinking Fund__ -- 35,000 00

'
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From counties to Territorial Interest Fund...._______________ 39,000 00
From counties to University Interest and Sinking Fund, 1895______ 5,000 00
From counties to University Interest and Sinking Fund, 1897, No. 1 . 4,200 00
From counties to University Interest and Sinking Fund, 1897, No.2 - ___ 4,200 00
From counties to Contingent University Fund, Laboratory Bond Account. 2,000 00
From counties to Contingent University Fund, Hospital Bond Account. .. 1,000 00
From Secretary of State to Library Fund.______________________________ - 3,000 00
From land payments to School and University Fands___._______. 120,000 00
From interest on land payments to School and University Fands___.______ 110,000 00
From interest on United States 4 per cent bonds to School and University

& 31§ 1o [ A D LG 67,000 00

ESTIMATE OF EXPENDITURES FOR THE FISCAL YEARS 1903-1904.

Legislature, Twenty-first Session______._ .. ... ... $35,000 00
Salary of Governor.___________________ % 8,000 00
Salary of Governor’s Private Secretary__ 3,000 00
Salary of Lieutenant-Governor....________.____ . ______________ """ 3,600 00
Salary of Secretary of State_______._ 4,800 00
Salary of Deputy Secretary of State ._.__.____..________________ """ 3,000 00
Salary of State Controller_._..__..__.___ - 4,800 00
Salary of Deputy State Controller 3,000 00
Salary of State Treasurer ..________. 4,800 00
Salary of Deputy State Treasurer. 3,000 00
Salary of Attorney-General ____. . 4,000 00
Salary of Burveyor-General _________ 4,800 00
Salary of Deputy Surveyor-General ___ 3,000 00
Salary of Draughtsman, in Land Office - 3,000 00
Salary of Clerks,in Land Oftice._.__.________ 2,400 00
Salary of Land Attorney at Washington, D. C 750 00
Tovmshifpdylats _____________________________ - 250 00
Salary of Superintendent of Puablic Instract 4,000 00
Traveling expenses of Superintendent of Pub

500 00

Carried forward _._..
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Brought forward
Teachers’ Institute R

Salary of Justices of S8upreme Court. e RS 3
Pay of Bailiff of Supreme Court......oovenveeao...
Salary of Reporter of Supreme Court Decisions ..
Salary of Superintendent of State Printing.........
Support of printing
Sum)ort of 3010 LY SR S S R S T R " o
Publication of SBupreme Court decisions and ofticial advertising___. ...
For new material in State Printing Office.
Support of Orphans’ Home and teachers’ salaries ... coccoceeeeeean
Support of State Prison. ... e eeccen ieececccmccicc e em e —————-
Support of Hospital for Mental Di
Tuition and support of deaf, dumb and blind
Traveling expenses of District Judges
Salaries of Janitor, Watchman and Gardener
Stationery, fuel and light
Current exp
Election exp
Capitol grounds and waterworks.

Furniture and repairs of Capitol buildings_...
Salary of Weather Director ... oo
Suf)port of State University.._...
Salary of Clerk of State Library
Insurance on buildings and library - ooccaeeeeaooo.
Oleaning ArMB; 800, - c-iessssiimrarsss s Sonnnat s s Rmr el s S TR e
Indexing and compiling Nevada Reports - . oo
Printing and binding 26th Nevada Report ...
Printing and binding 27th Nevada Report .
Payment of rewards offered by the Governor e,
Support of State Board of Health ___.___
Aid of Agricultural Associations .. P T L SO AT
Care of G. A. R. Cemetery, at Carson City, Nevada oo commcecmamaaaen
Support of State Board of Assessors
Legislative Hall uses.... - -
Deficiencies in appropriations for 1901 and 1902 « -« o oo mcoemeeeeee
Ralief il ..o ccociummnsnmnsmmmmnmsnnessmyss
Support of State Board of Medical Examiners ... .. 200 00
Support of State Board of Dental Examiners. ... oo ooomomeo 200 00

g
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Respectfully submitted,

Son 0. Darne

State Controller.

Nore—On page 13, lines 18 and 19, in the Washoe Grand Jury
report, the language quoted from 4 Nev. 338, should read:

“The sworn statement of parties is simply required for the protec-
tion of the State, and not for the protection of the taxpayer.”

The words italicized were unintentionally omitted in the printer’s
copy.
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STATEMENT

Showing the gress collections of Shate revenue by counties for he fiscal year commencing January 1, 102, and ending December 31, 1902.

Counties,

Paoperty Tax.

1900.

£

Churchill county

Douglas county
Elko county

Esmeralda county

Eureka county
Humboldt county

Lander county
Lincoln county

$1,078 17

Lyon county

Nye county
Ormsby county
Storey county ..

‘Washoe county

‘White Pine county
Totals

&

=
S
EEZBRR

- Lt
3B b S5 O3 NS NI 1D
™ §u~§r—m~
— =3
5=} [
<=3
]

'S
©
=
-
-3
-

15,908 76
929 48

$81,191 20

$148,029 34

Total
Property
Tax,

$7,957 00
7,145 42
807 98

53,
6,224 65
12,334 02

4,362 72

Tax on
Proceeds of

Mines, 1901, | M

Tax on
Proceeds of
ines, 1902,

1419 9,05
14849 | 9,
72| 46624 09

52 01 | 4444 78

$231411 11

| $3,453 63 $235441 38
|
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CorvrEcrioNs BY CountiRs—Continued.

Miscellaneous Sources.

I
Delin uenti Poll Tax—
| 1902.

Counties. f
Possessory |  Court Gaming

i

Claims. | Fines. Licenses.
| 1 !

Churchill county H $1,171 65 $9.131 65
Douglas county 568 7,748 62

Elko county
Esmeralda county .
Eureka county
Humboldt county ..
Lander county
Lincoln county
Lyon county
Nye county
Ormsby county . —cocaceoeaean
Storey county ..
Washoe county
White Pine county

Totals

28

B25s8anbE.
2823828338

55,497 32
60

¢

|2
-
&

T §0313 41

$16584 00 | $264,734 14
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STATEMENT
Of the account of each county with the State for the fiscal year ending December 81, 1902.

Cr.

| Dr.C 1 | St:lhtries :E Cr. i or

| Gross Col- and Com- | Expressage | | T

| lection of | missionsto| on (:m;hg Cr. A\g}? l(l}l;;l? g
Counties. | State Kev- | Assessors, = Remit- Armory i’aid into

| enue as per | Auditors | tances from Rents. State

| Auditors’ | and Rev- | County Treasury

| Statements. | enue Col- | Treasurers. | i i

| | lectors.

Churchill county $9,131 65 |
Douglas county .. 7,748 62 |
Elko county | 58408 21 |
Esmeralda county.. 6,634 36 |
Eureka county .. |
Humboldt coun
Lander county .
Lincoln county.
Lyon county ___
Nyecounty*__..
Ormsby county.
Storey county..
Washoe county
‘White Pine county

zwzd

$8,330 91

{88

—

79
50
92?
0 00 |
20 00 |
80 |

o
(S SR w

| $16222 84|  §308 54 $1,320 00 | $238,071 26

‘HITTOYLNOD HLVIS d0 LiOddH
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[cl
Showing the balance in the State Treasury to the credit

(Sl
Cd

STATEMENT

of the various funds on January 1, 1902, and the apportionment of the receipts and transfers for
the fiscal year ending December 31, 1902.

Apportioned to—

Receipts |
and trans-
fersduring
the year
1902,

Balance in |

Treasury |

January 1,
1902.

General Fund

$88,442 11

{
|
i
|
!
|
1

$264,425 47

State School Fund -.

$175,983 36
618 140,611 22

General School Fund ...
State Interest and Sinking ¥

18 |

Territorial Interest Fund

State University Interest and Sinking Fund, 1895..

State University Interest and Sinking Fund, 1897, No. 1
J

State University Interest and Sinking Fund, 1897, N
State Library Fund

Judicial Salary Fund

State Orphans’ Home Fund -

0,2

State Prison Fund

State Indigent Insane Fund...-

University Fund, 90,000-Acre Grant
Interest Account, 90,000-Acre Grant

State University Fund _._.

Contingent University Fund

Contingent University Fund, Laboratory Bonds
Contingent University Fund, Hospital onds

University Laboratory Building Fund

University Hospital Building Fund .- =

District Judges’ Salary Fund

County Settlement Fund

Fire Insurance Fand

Totals

74 |$593,521 72 | $863,542 46
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[D] STATEMENT
Showing the receipts into the several funds for the fiscal year commencing January 1, 1902, and ending December 31, 1902.

From counties - & $248,326 61
From payments on lands, sales and contracts to State School Fund
From payments on lands, sales and contracts to University Fund, 90,000-Acre Grant
From payments on lands, sales and contracts to State University Fund

-

3

g
85| 8838

63,446 46

-3
=R -1
-
w

From interest on land payments to General School Fund...__
From interest on land payments to Interest Account, 90,000-Acre Grant._. ...
From interest on land payments to Contingent University Fund ;

88

From interest on $859,000 United States 4 per cent bonds in State School Fund
From interest on $39,000 United States 4 per cent bonds in University Fund, 90,000-Acre Grant
From interest on $2,000 United States 4 per cent bonds in State University Fund

From interest on Nevada State 5 per cent bond to General School Fund
From interest on Nevada State 4 per cent bonds to General School Fund
From interest on Nevada State 4 per cent bonds to Interest Account, 90,000-Acre Grant
From interest on Nevada State 4 per cent bonds to Contingent University Fund.._.
From redemption of Nevada State 4 per cent bonds to State School Fun

42,012 33
From Clerk of Supreme Court, docket tax

From Clerk of Supreme Court, fees of office
From Clerk of Supreme Court, attorneys’ licenses

From Secretary of State, sale of Statutes

From Becretary of State, sale of Supreme Court Reports

From Secretary of State, fees of oftice

From Secretary of State. sale of stone at Nevada State Prison

From Secretary of State, board of United States prisoners at Nevada State Prison
From Secretary of State, rebate on hooks

- 5,157 12
From State Controller, insurance fees ______. $5.2.:5§ 30

From Governor, Spanish War claims, etc 337 80

5,576 10
From Orphans’ Home Commissioners, insurance on State Orphans’ Home building
From Superintendent of Nevada Hospital for Mental Diseases, board of patients
From Superintendent of State Orphans’ Home, board of orphans
From County Treasurers, District Judges’ salaries

Total cash receipts for 1902

-]
3
=
-3
(=]
L]
';-é
»
3
]
8
4
=}
-
=]
[
™
<]
s,




. Apportioned as follows:
General Fand

State School Fund._
General School Fund
State Interest and Sinking Fund

Territorial Interest Fund
State University Interest and Sinking Fund, 1895

State University Interest and Sinking Fund, 1897, No. 1
State University Interest and Sinking Fund, 1897, No. 2._....

State Library Fund
Judicial Salary Fund .._.._

8tate Orphans’ Home Fund
State Prison Fund
State Indigent Insane Fund

University Fund, 90,000-Acre Grant..

Interest Account, 90,000-Acre Grant
State University Fund

Contingent University Fund
Contingent University Fund, Laboratory Bond Account

Contingent University Fund, Hospital Bond Account —._.
District Judges’ Salary Fund
Unapportioned County Settlement Fund

Fire Insurance Fund

Total amount apportioned

$175,983 36

Receipts applicable for general purposes
Receipts for interest and redemption of bonds
Reeeipts for School Funds

Receipts for State Library Fund
Receipts for Judicial Salary Fund

Receipts for District Judges’ Salary Fund.
Receipts for State University Funds

Receipts for support of State University
Receipts for Unapportioned County Settlement Fund

Transfers from fund to fund.
From General Fund to Judicial S8alary Fund
From General Fund to State Orphans’ Home Fund
From General Fund to State Prison Fund

From General Fund to State Indigent Insane Fund

Total transfers.

35,733 84

$284,043 60
34,817 29
133,977 74
3,836 81
55 00
18,900 00
1,853 88
19,640 50
8,222 42

$12,132 50
13,243 07
27,065 07

_Sasar o

$88,174 48
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(E]

STATEMENT

Showing the amount of each appropriation made by law for the fiscal years 1901 and 1902, the balance in each at the close of the year 1901, the amount

Date of Act. ‘

expended under each during the fiscal year ending December 81, 1902, and the balance unexpended.

*

Appropriation for—

Appropria-
tions for the
fiscal years
1901 and 1902.

Balance
at close of

fiscal year
1901.

Amount ex-
pended dur-
ing the
ﬁscla.l ear

Total ex-
pended dur-
ing the

ﬂlcla.glo{enr

Balance
unexpended
December
31, 1902.

March 14, 1901.
March 14, 1901.

March 14, 1901.
March 14, 1901.
March 14, 1901.

March 14, 1901
March 14, 1901_

Salary of Governor ;

Salary of Governor's Private Secretary -

Total for office of Governor ... -

$8,000 00
2,400 00

$4,000
1,200

00
00

$4,000 00
1,200 00

Salary of Lieutenant-Governor, as ex officio Adjutant-General, etc.__

Salary of Secretary of State, ex officio Clerk of Supreme Court and
ex officio State Librarian .

Salary of Deputy Secretary of State

Total for oftice of Secretary of State

3,600 00

Salary of State Controller
Salary of Deputy State Controller

E Total for office of State Controller

|
March 14, 1901_;
March 14, 1901.

March 14, 1901_
March 14, 1901_

March 14, 1901.
March 14, 1901}
March 14, 1901.
March 14, 1901_|
March 14, 1901.
March 14, 1901

Salary of State Treasurer
Salary of Deputy State Treasurer

Total for office of State Treasurer
Salary of Attorney-General

Salary of Surveyor-General and State Land Register

Salary of Deputy Surveyor-Generaland State Land Register-.
Salary of Draughtsman in State Land Office

Salary of Clerks in State Land Office...

Salary of Attorney and Land Agent at

Purchase of township plats

| Total for office of Surveyor-General

39

2EBEES 8

888888 8

1,800 00

*HATTIOULNOD HALVIS J40 L3043y




March 14, 1901.
March 14, 1901_
March 14,1901

March 14, 1901.
March 14, 1901.

March 14, 1901 |
March 14, 1901
March 14, 1901

March 14, 1901 _
March 14, 1901 |
March 14, 1901 _|
March 14, 1901 _
March 14, 1901 _
March 14, 1901 _
March 14, 1901 _

March 14, 1901 _
March 14, 1901 _

Salary of Superintendent of Public Instruction
Traveling expenses of Superintendent of Public Instruction.
Expenses of Teachers’ Institute for 1901 and 1902

Total for office of Superintendent of Public Instruction

Salaries of Justices of Supreme Court
Salary of Supreme Court Reporter

Total for Judicial Department

Salary of Superintendent of State Printing
Support of State Printing Office
Support of Bookbindery

Total for State Printing Office &

State indigent insane, transportation, care and support of.

State indigent insane, repairs, etc. _._
State Orphans’ Home, support of .
State Orphans’ Home, repairs

State Orphang’ Home, better service of meals

State Orphans’ Howme, salary of teachers

Deaf, dumb and blind, transportation and education of

Total for charitable institutions

Nevada State Prison, support of.
Nevada State Prison, repairs

Total for Nevada State Prison

*HATIOUINOD HILVIS d0 LH0dHH

gaes
288

March 14, 1901 .| Payment of rewards offered by the Governor

March 14, 1901 _| Printing and binding 17th Nevada Report ..« ceeemmooeao :
March 14, 1901 | Printing and binding 25th Nevada Report _..
March 14, 1901 | Printing and binding 26th Nevada Report
March 14, 1901 | Traveling expenses of District Judges .....__.
March 14, 1901 _| Salaries of janitor, watchman and gardener_.
March 14, 1901 _| Stationery, fuel and light for State oftic
March 14, 1901 .| Current expenses of State otficers.____

March 14, 1901 | Election expenses, purchase of paper,

March 14, 1901 .| Salary of Director of State Weather Servi
March 14, 1901 .| Support of State Board of Health

(Carried forward... $133,086 25

{58

9
=

Y

58k

2

£
882888882883 |

288

g8




[E]

Date of Act.

|
|
i

March 14, 1901 _
March 14, 1901 -
March 14, 1901 -

March 14,1901 _|
March 14,1901 _|
March 14, 1901 _
March 14, 1901 _
March 14, 1901 _|
March 14,1901 _|
March 14, 1901 _|
March 14, 1901 _
March 14, 1901 -

|

| Total amount unexpended for 1901

| Total amount disbursed in 1902 i { $[63._1_8_1 60

! Amount ex-i Total ex- |
Balance | pended dur- pended dur- guxﬁeﬂgggged
ing the | ingthe | December
fiscul year | fiscal year 31, 1902
1902, | 1902, E :

|
Appropria- |
tionr; for the | at close of |
fiscal years | fiscal year |
1901 and 1902, 1901 .

Brought forward $299,850 00 | $148,284 90 | $6,959 16
Support of State University, [nterest Account, 90,000-Acre Grant.__ 10,000 00 6,217 71 97 | 1,241 83
Support of State University, Contingent University Fund 26,000 00 | 18,313 99 | 54
Light, fuel and repairing Legislative Halls for T'wenty-first Ses-

sion 250 00 250 00

Salary of Clerk in State Library 720 00 |
Compiling and indexing Nevada Reports._ 500 00 |
Insurance on Capitol buildings, State Library,

Cleaning arms, etc

Pablication of Supreme Court decisions and advertising_ ...
Aid of State Agricultural Society

Aid of State District Fair at Carson City .

Salary of Cattle Inspector

Capitol grounds and waterworks

==
¥- -
by
<

(£ gsigusss

|
|

e

|-

62720 | 3316 53 |

i
bt g |

'S 2283888888

Total amount appropriated for 1901 and 1902 _____.________..._._____ 157315347,

| Balance in General Appropriation | | ‘ _WS}O,QI;{_T}

Jan, 25,1901 .__.
Feh.11,1901___.
Feb. 23,1901. ..
Feb. 26,1901..__
Feb. 27,1901 ... |
March 2,1901 __
March 12,1901 _|
March 16, 1901 _!
March 16, 1901 .
March 19, 1901 _|

Special Appropriation Acts for 1901 and 1902.

State Legislature | $35,0 | $3697 78 | oo | | $3,697 7.
To provide arms and alarms for the Capitol building | 400 00 | 23 43 . -l $23 43

Watering and care of Grand Army Cemetery at Carson City, Nevada_| |

Provide for display at Pan-American Exposition at Buffalo, N. Y. __

Deficiencies in appropriations for 1899 and 1900

Relief of D. C. Wheeler and D. W. Ridenour, lost poll tax receipts k | ]
Construction and equipment of Laboratory at State University_..__| | | 8,935 00 |

Carrying out provisions of Act relating to assessment of property.. & 52 | | 764 45 |

For measurement of streams and survey of reservoir sites [ [ 2,094 10 |

Building and equipment of Hospital at State University : : ! | 2983 00 !
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March 19,1901 .| Repairs, painting and furniture upon State Capitol building and
State Printing Office 2
March 19,1901 | Payment of bounties to encourage horing for oil, gas or water
March 19, 1901.] Relief of Sol Hilp, expenses incurred as Cattle Inspector
March 19, 1901_ Spanish War claims ____
March 19, 1901.| Replacing water pipe
March 20, 1901.; Purchase of Sullivan water ditch
March 20, 1901.| Relief of .J. G. Taylor, lost poll tax receipts
March 20, 1901_| Building for Hospital at Nevada Hospital for Mental Diseases
March 21, 1901 R%ief of Reno, Water, Land and Light Company, account of State
niversity

Total appropriations for special purposes

Amount of appropriations unexpended in 1901

Amount expended during 1902 e camee. _$20,683 49

Balance unexpended
|

Miscellaneous disbursements authorized by law.

March 5, 1873_.i Withdrawal of special deposits from State School Fand

March 5, 1873__! Withdrawal of special deposits from State University Fund 4 99 66
March 1, 1873__ State Library, purchase of books . 2,332 25
March 18, 1891_ Salaries of District Judges , 00 19,061 25
March 6, 1897_.| Fire insurance 10,080 00 10,080 00

$32360 23 | $24223 79

Support of Schools.

March 8, 1867 First semi-annual apportionment of school moneys for 1902________. \ $69,918 43 !
| Churehill C0uDLY .cvnivsmmmmmmmr s s s s S RS . 4 $781 14
Douglas county | I 2,580 78
Elko county | 3,377 96
Esmeralda county . 1,401 43
Eureka county - 3,591 65
Humboldt county 5,621 05 |
Lander county | i 2,887 10
Lincoln county I 6,922 92
Lyon county 3,874 99
NYe County o mame - | 1,883 89
i | e .
| Carried forward - .o cem e cem e mmea | LS [ | $37,922 91
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[E] APPROPRIATIONS AND ExPENDITURES—Continued.

‘ i | Amount ex-| Total ex-
Appropria- | Balance pended dur-lpended dur- Balance

‘ tions for the | at close of unexpended
Date of Act. | Appropriation for— fiscal years | fiscal year ing the ing the December

h
fiscal year | fiscal year
1901and19%2.  19%i. 000, o0, 31,1902

Brought forward $69,918 43
| Ormsby county '
Storey county
Washoe county
White Pine county ...

March 8, 1867_.l‘ Second semi-annual apportionment of school moneys for 1902
 Churchill county

Douglas county
Elko county
Esmeralda county....
Eureka county
Humboldt county
Lander county ... 2540 50
Lincoln county ... | 6,091 80
Lyon county ... | 3409 79
Nye county ... | i 1,657 T
Ormsby county 4,575 |
Storey county .. | 6,260 26
Washoe county .. . 13,342 65
White Pine county { i - 3,975 84

*YATTIOHINOD ALVIS A0 LAOJAH

"Total for support of schools
‘Total disbursed for support of schools i
March 8, 1902 __ Purchase of $50,000 United States 4 per cent bonds for State School :

! |
FNS 10 (U SIS S P L LSRR L R $70,074 57 |
Sept. 1, 1902____| Purchase of $30,000 United States 4 per cent bonds for State School | | ‘
| 40,150 00 |

Total for purchase of United States bonds  P— bicczssssonse | $110,224 57 {

Jan. 28, 1879 .__ Interest on $380,000 irredeemable Nevada State bond ...
March 3, 1887 __ [nterest on $20,000 Nevada State 4 per cent bonds
March 8, 1889 __| Interest on $38,000 Nevada State 4 per cent bonds




March 6, 1893 gz Interest on $68,000 Nevada State 4 per cent bonds. ...
o> Feb. 15,1885 ___| Interest on $32,000 Nevada State 4 per cent bonds
© March 16, 1895 _| Interest on $29,600 Nevada State 4 per cent bonds._
March 15, 1897 _| Interest on $38,000 Nevada State 4 per cent bonds..
March 23,1897 .| Interest on $6,000 Nevada State 4 per cent bonds._.
March 23, 1897 _| Interest on $6,000 Nevada State 4 per cent bonds
QOct. 1, 1901 i Interest on $15,500 Nevada State 4 per cent bonds.

8

Lot w2
3

sREER
8388888

Y

|
?
|

| Total interest on Nevada State bonds §29,012 33

Redemption of $13,000 Nevada State 4 per cent bonds $13,000 00

1
Recapitulation of disbursements. i

From General Appropriation J $168,181 60
Under special Acts i 20,683 49
For miscellaneous purposes I 24223 79
Forschools ... .________ | 131,442 87
For purchase of United States bonds -e--; 110,224 57
For interest on Nevada State bonds..__ ! 29,012 33
For redemption of Nevada State bonds

|
|
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42 REPORT OF STATE CONTROLLER.

[E] REcAPITULATION OF EXPENDITURES FOR THE Fiscan YEARr 1902

Office of Governor
Office of Lieutenant-Governor and ex officio Adjutant-General.

Office of Secretary of State .. ... oo ]

Office of State Controller ___ et 3,600 00
Office of State Treasurer.... o 3,800 00
Oftice of Attorney-General _._..._...__........._. 2,000 00
Oftice of Surveyor-General and State Land Registe 6,709 33
Oftice of Superintendent of Public Instruction. .. 2,243 10
Judicial Department.__.______.__________.______ 13,912 50
Support of State Printing Office ..o 6,047 04

Nevada Hospital for Mental Diseases, support of, and repairs....._.._.._ | 36651 34
State Orphans’ Home, support of, teachers’ salaries, repairs, extra
Tuition and transportation of deaf, dumb and blind
Nevada State Prison, support of, repairs, etc. .._.... 29,534 81
Printing and binding 17th Nevada Report___.._ 100

Printing and binding 25th Nevada Report.__ 150
Printing and binding 26th Nevada Report.. 240 37
Traveling expenses of District Judges._..._.__. 1,321 55
Balaries of Janitor, Watchman and Gardener .. 3,000 00
Stationery, fuel and light for State officers._.._. 1,486 46
Current expenses for State officers___.____..___ 1,283 72
Election expenses, purchase of paper, etc,.... 389 44
Salary of Director of State Weather Service.. 300

Support of State Board of Health 215 45

Support of State University ... ‘ 23,289 (i)g

Light, fuel and repairing Legislative Halls for Twenty-first 250
Salary of Clerk in State Library 720 00
Compiling and indexing Nevada Reports_______ 500 00
Insurance on Capitol building, State Library, etc. 426 00
Cleaning arms, etc.. ... . oo oo I N 288 33
Publication of Supreme Court decisions and advertising_...___..._.__. 650 00
Aid of State District Fair at Carson City, Nevada...______ 105 00
Capitol grounds and water works__ 627 20
Arms and electric signals for Capitol building __. - 23 43
Watering and care of Grand Army Cemetery at Carson City, D = 100 00
Construction and equipment of Laboratory at Nevada State University.__ 8.93;;) 120
764 45
2,094 10
2,983 00
451 50
Replacing water pipe ... —— 476 43
Building for hospital purposes at Nevada Hospital for Mental Diseases 4,855 58
Withdrawal of special land deposits____ ... o 885 73
Purchase of books ______._.________ e 2,332 25
Salaries of District Judges.______ s 13,900 00

2105 81
131,442 87
110,224 57

29,012 3:

Rebuilding of Orphans’ Home.__
Support of schools.__.______________________
Purchase of United States 4 per cent bonds __
Interest on Nevada State bonds ______________

Redemption of Nevada State bonds ... . 13,000 00

Total ... i 1 e o 0 e B e e i $406,768 65
Character of disbursements. )

From funds applicable for general purposes. ... ___ oo o oceeooo_. $198,635 66

251,405 94
23,388 99
- 2332 25
== 18,900 00
2,105 81

From School Fands_._____________.__:______

From State Library Fund
From District Judges’ Salary Fund .
From Fire Insurance Fund

Actual disbursements from State Treasury ... .. ___________ $496,768 65
Transfers from fund to fund.
From fund to fund for interest on Nevada State bonds_ __________________. $20,012 3

)
From fund to fund for purchase of United States bonds .. _..__.___ - 110224 57
From fund to fund for redemption of Nevada State bonds ________________ 3,000 00




REPORT OF STATE CONTROLLER. 43

[¥] STATEMENT

Showing the transactions of the several funds during the fiscal year 1902, and their
condition at the eml of M.c wear.

[ i
1902. | Gencral Fund. | Dr. Or.
Jan.1__! Balancein fund . ..o e $88,442 11
Dec.31.| Insurance fees______.....___. , 238 30
; Clerk of Supreme Court fees. ... coceeiomramcuacann 621 40
Balo Of BERINeE L. onaiic i s tin it binnsasa | 358 01
u BURATION © . iahmcmmainmis oo e S e B i 337 80
| Receipts from County Treasurers ... .. oilocoocmooooo 169,427 85
| Transfer to Judicial Salary Fund ....._....__..._. $12,132 50
| Transfer to State Orphans’ Home Fund _____..___ | 13,243 07
 Transfer to State Prison Fund .. _______.________ 27,085 07
| Transfer to Indigent Insane Fund .. ._....__ | 35,733 84
| Warrants paid during 1902 ... ____._. | 48915 17
EBALANEE i ae oo s i st s m cu saaiie e e s | 127,335 82
, 4264 420 47 $264,425 47
| == et
1 Balance in fund, December 31, 1902 - . o coeeeeemeao R $127,335 82
¢ ! | Y
1902. | State School Fund. | Dr. (’" ]
Jan.1.., Balancein fund..... .. RTINS $54,993 18 *
Dec. 31.| Receipts from land contracts .......ooo.o.. 61,692 59
Re(‘(tlpt'l from interest on United States bonds . ,240 00
| Receipts from redemption Nevada State bonds - - 13,000 00
! Receipts from County Treasurers___.___..._._. il s O 2,785 45
| Warrants paid during 1902. - $117,080 22
{ BalANGCe e | 23,531 00
! iy
i $140f)11 22 | 3140611 22

Balance in fund, December 31,1902 __._______ . ...._. -

e | |
1505 General School Fund. | | |
Jom, 1. Balanee In fund .cc.oicsirimmasmsns s onawsvmansssamss | $54,981 58
Dec.31_! Interest on deferred land pa\ments._. eemm| 72913 16
Interest on United States bonds ________ - 24,650 80
Interest on Nevada State 5 per cent bon 19,000 00
Interest on Nevada State ¢4 per cent bonds__ s 6,508 33
Receipts from County Treasurers. .. . ccooemrcmoonoceceaaaaae 10,905 45
Warrants paid during 1902 .._.__._____ ~- $133,680 68 |
Jalance . e 5’),.!18 64 |
}}88,9
1902, State Interest and Sinking Fund. ! Dr. ‘ Cr.
Jan. 1. Balance in fund $10,956 98

Dec. 31 Receipts from County Treasurers. |
Warrants paid Auring 1902 o oo e !Fl 2,760 67 |
BRIBHOO - cocoinmsvms e aiiorm s ms s o s o s s s 13,453 (:H

15,257 37

$’6 714 35 | u.,m 35

Balance in fund, December 31, 1902 _ ... ; ............ ; $13 453 68
: ! : | b e i
1902, Tervitorial Interest Fund. i Dr. | Cr.
Jan.1_. Hulunvﬂ 13538 11 £ 111 SRR Syt O IS $14,508 04
Dec. 31 Receipts from County Treasurers ... _.________._. | E———— 19,5569 92
Warrants paid durlng s L1/ $19,000 00
Balanoe . cc.ociiscrasissinssasassis i e ssvasisvm s s 15,067 96

L $34,067 96 334067 9%
Balance in fund, December 31, 1902___. ... ... .. ... [emmmmmeceae 515.067 96




4 REPORT OF BTATE CONTROLLER.
TRANSACTIONS OF THE SEVERAL Funps—Continued.

1902. |  State University Interest and Sinking Fund of 1395, Dr. Cr
Jan. 1__| Balance in fund & $2,475 33
Dec. 31.| Receipts from County Treasurers.. - 2,607 78

Warrants paid during 1902 _________..........
BRAIBDOO Loa cnis bt cobln Siubaliait s s L s

$5,083 11
Balance in fund, December 31, 1902 _. A $1,796 45

1902. | State University Interest and Sinking Fund, No. 1, 1397. Dr. Cr.
Jan.1__|Balanceinfond ... ____________________ . [ oo $2,535 56
Dec. 31.| Receipts from County Treasurers_____________________ |~ _"°°° 2,173 31

Warrants paid during 1902______________________ . ___. $3,250 00
BalenGe oo oseas tinaiarn s iEa e s Do T 1,458 87
ot L
| $4,708 87 |  $4,708 87
Balance in fand, December 31, 1902 $1,458 87

1902. | State University Interest and Sinking Fund, No. 2, 1897. Dr. Cr.
Jan.1..| Balancein fund ... ._____._________._________.___.__ . {_. .. $2,861 40
Dec. 31.| Receipts from County Treasurers....___._____._______| """ 2,173 31

Warrants paid during 1902______. - $3,250 00
Balance c oo iiciasarunlinn TR ETEC L B R i4784 7L
| U ——
Balance in fand, December 31, 1902
Sl SO N e i R

1902. State Library Fund. Dr ; Cr.
Jan.1__| Balancein fand__.__.___.___________________________ . ________ I $3,668 30
Dec.31.| F 3 2346 49

Sale of Nevada Reports._. 214 07
Attorneys’ licenses.___. 1,260 00
Rebateonbooks ... e, 16 25
Warrants paid during 190: - $2,131 87
Balance s 5,363 24
|
|
AP i I

1902. Judicial Salary Fund, { Dr. Cr.
Jan.1__ Balancein fand ... ___________________________ . I $2,250 00
Dec. 31. Docket tax ..o ..t 55 00

| Transfers from General Fand ... ... | . 12,132 50
Warrants paid during 1902__. _ $13,125 00 |
| Balance ... | 1,312 50 |
| | $14487 50 | $14:457 50
E Balance in fund, December 31, 1902 | $1,312 50
FUSLI| S e U, ; ST S

1902, | State Orphans’ Home Fund. [ Dr | Cr.
Jan.1__/ Balancein fund ... _____________________.___. B8 75
Dec.31.| Receipts ... T 381 50

Transfers from General Fund __.._______._____________| """ 13,243 07
| Warrants paid during 1902 .___ | $14,634 61 |

Balanee ..oovoeosanniinn oo o TR O 938 71 |
1‘ Balance in fund, December 31, 1902.____________._____. | $938 71




REPORT OF STATE CONTROLLER.

TrANSACTIONS OF THE SEVERAL Funps—Continued.

State Prison Fund.

Balance in fand

Board of United States prisoners

Sale of stone

Transfers from General Fund

Warrants paid during 1902._____.__..____
Balance

Balance in fund, December 31, 1902

-| Balance in fund

Board of patients

Transfers from General Fund_.
Warrants paid during 1902..._ .
Balanee ... ...oceecceccccrracan can

Balance in fand
Receipts from land contrants
Balaoew oo cconuniioossisin ssavassini

|
l
N ?
lm) ’
Jan. 1__| Balance in
Dec. 31| Intere: deferred land payments __
Interest on ['nited States bonds ___.
Intere: Nevada State bonds_
| Warrants paid during 1902._._.
Balance

\
‘ Balance in fund, December 31, 1902

1902, | State University Fund.

Jan, 1. ‘Bﬂla
Dec. 31.| Receiy

Balare in fund, December 31,1902 ____________

1902, 4 Contingent Imwrntn/ I'uml

Dec. '31.‘ [nu— n deferred land ‘)ayments
Intersst on United States bonds __ ..
[m«—-w* on Nevada State bonds__.

s paid during 1902

Bal&ni® .- oo

j! Balance in fund, December 31, 1902

State Indigent Insane Fund.

Balance in fand, December 31, 1902 _____._..__

University Fund, 90,000-Acre Grant.

Balance in fund, December 31,1902..._..____.__

I
f
|
I

Interest Account, 90,000-Acre Grant,

$26,066 32
2,897 76

Cr.

$576 70

2,136 46
85

86
21,0685 07

S804 07 |

- $20,864 07

$33,230 75 |
31 59 |

;
| $37,071 34

$4,975 88
50 60

$’> 0"() 48

l
|
|
....... |
1

$18,310 45
5,302 51

$23612 96

$2,897 75

C'r.
$420 00
917 50
35,733 84

9536576 |

$)0?6 48
$0060

Cr.
$1,181 29

7 Cr.

$8,358 37
503 35
80 00
1,344 00
13,327 24

$"H‘12 !XJ

$5,302 51




46 REPORT OF STATE CONTROLLER.

TRANSACTIONS OF THE SEVERAL Funps—Continued.

1902. District Judges’ Salary Fund. ' Dr. Cr.
Janift Balancedn fand oo oo ol il Lol e s i $1,737 53
Dec. 81_| Receipts from County Treasurers .........._._....._..|.....___._._. 18,900 00

Warrants paid durmg 1002 _o.uoeus .| $17,400 00
Balanee o, oo couon ol il S S S 3.237 53
$"O 637 53 _}"0.637 .)d
Balance in fund, December 81,1902 - - ..o ool ies $3,237 53
1902 Contingent University Fund— Laboratory Bonds. Dr. | Cr.
1
Jan. 1..| Balance 18 FON@ ..o cvevosisrelommmanoin s itind cis it s $840 68
Dec. 31.| Receipts from County Treasurers ......__.___.____.__| ___________ 1,347 47
Warrants drawn during 1902.______
Balanee « oo oaiatvonsoiio il i e e s e
_ $2188 15
Balance in fund, December 31, 1902. $1,828 15
1902, | (,antmu/ent l nwersu Y l'und—llonpztal h'onds ;’ Dr. { Cr.
i i |
Jan.1__| Balancein fund ... . | ! $336 36
Dec. 31.| Receipts from County Treasurers........ f 539 04
. Warrants drawn during 1902 ___________________
! Balance -coooeeeeee. -
$1540 | $875 40
$770 4()
i i’w‘.
$8,942 50
Cr.
$2,983 00
$2,983 00

1902. | *Fire Insurance Fund. Dr. Cr.
Jan.1__' Receipts from fire insurance companies .o ...oeocoe. oo __ $10,080 00
Dec. 31. Warrants paid during 1902 $2,083 31

Balance 7,996 69 |
|_$10080 00 | _$10.080 00
i Balance in fund, December 31, 1902 ___________._______ R [ 37,996 69
7 1902, County Settlement Fund. ‘ Dr. Cr.
Jan, 1-. Balancein fand . __ | ... $170 73
Dec. 31 Receipts from County Treasurers ... . oo looomoaoe. 248,155 88
Warrants drawn during 1902_________________ $240,104 19 |
| BRIANCE: - o onsmsmmisismsomsmeposassses s st eses 8,222 42 |

|$218326 61 | $24832 61
liulunm- in fund, December 31,1902__________ ... _____ ‘ ____________ | $8,222 42




Showing the balance in the several funds of the State Treasury, the outstanding warrants and the net balance on December 31, 1902.

Names of Funds,

General Fund

State School Fund

General School Fund

State Interest and Sinking Fund .

Territorial Interest Fund

University Interest and Sinking Fund of 1895 ._.
University Interest and Sinking Fund of 1867, No.1.
University Interest and Sinking Fund of 1897, No.2_
State Library Fund

Judicial Salary Fund

State Orphans’ Home Fund

State Prison Fund

State Indigent Insane Fund.

University Fund, 90,000-Acre Grant

Interest Account, 90,000-Acre Grant

State University Fund - ...
Contingent University Fand

District Judges’ Salary Fand._ ...
Contingent University Fund, Laboratory Bonds
Contingent University Fund, Hospital Bonds_......_.
Fire Insurance Fund

County Settlement Fund

STATEMENT

Balance Warrants | Net balance
in Funds. 'outstanding., in Funds.

$121,058 79
23,130 92
51,938 99
13,453 68

1$127,335 82
23,531 00
55,278 64 |
13453 68 |
15,067 96 |

1,796 45 |

5,365 76
50 60

1,791 52
5,299 51
162 33

7,996 69 |
8,222 42

1 $288,616 50 |

7974 19
8,222 42

'$22,208 30 | $266,318 11
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[H] STATEMENT

Showing the outstanding warrants on the several funds on January 1, 1902, the amounts drawn during the year 1902, the amounts paid, canceled and

rctumed by the State Trcasurer dunng 1902, and the amounts outatandmg December 8 1, 190~.

| Amounts " Amounts
loutstanding “é‘:‘;“;’;‘s paid and

Names of Funds.
Janluﬁlg‘y], during 1902 returned

* during 1902,

General Fund
State School Fund .. | 510 33 | 116,969 97 117,080 22
General School Fand - s 3,334 36 | 153(;35 97 | 1'-33,680 68
State Interest and bmkmg Fund !

Territorial Interest Fund

State University Interest and Sinking Fund of 189

State University Interest and Sinking Fund of 1897, No. 1
State University Interest and Sinking Fund of 1897, No. 2 _____
State Library Fund

Judicial Salary Fund

State Orphans’ Home Fund

State Prison Fund

$2,612 65 | $52,579 55 | $48,915 17 |

State Indigent Insane Fund

Interest Account, %0,000-Acre Grant -
State University Fund ..

Contingent University Fund

District Judges’ Salary Fund

Contingent University Fund, Laboratory bonds

Contingent University Fund, Hospital bonds .
State University Laboratory Bmldmg Fand .
State University Hospital Building Fund _.
Fire Insurance Fund

County Settlement Fund

33,239 75

4,975 88

99 66

18,310 45

17,400 00

360 00

105 00

8,935 00 8,942 50
2,983 00 2,983 00
2,105 81 2,083 31
240,104 19 = 240,104 19

TOUBIEL - o2 oo S rmir et b St mm et SRS SR S S T RN S R A A S S A B RS RS S NS SR F e S R S e S S N SR R | $12,110 49 $736,872 17 $726,684 27

Amounts
outstanding

| December

31, 1

$6,277 03
400 08
3,339 65

3 831 59
3 00
3,075 20
22 50

$22,298 39
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-3
o

(1]

Counties.

Eureka
Humboldt
Lander
Lincoln._...

Value of real |
estate. |

$642,339 00 |
612,674 00 |
4,251.995 00 |
639,858 25 |
1,119,150 00 |
3,606,122 00 |
926,674 50 |

$20,109,308 75

amount delinquent as reported by

Value of
personal
property.

$333,687 00 |

284,030 00 |

2,494,575 00
175,064 80 |
438,252 56

1

0,215,357 85

STATEMENT
Showing the assessed value of property for the year 1902, and the amount of State and county taxes thereon, with the amount due in June, 1903, and the

Total of

valuation, | State Tax.

6,065,625 00 |
664,715 00 | 5317 72

$20,324,666 60 k#%é;{597" 28

County Auditors

$7,808 21 |

| i

ECountyTax.! Total Tax. |

-0
Og"
Lo
558

2

EBERERES
EE SRR
SEIBRRRSRARES

BRE8
o2
5

-3
<
o

97,050 00
| 24,262 09
bl Moot
|

$370,629 94 | 3605,

207 22

in December, 1902.

Taxes due

|

$205,311 03

i 1
!‘Delinquent Delinquent|  Total
for State | for county amount
purposes. | purposes. |delinquent.

{
|
1
|
i
i

211 84 |
81532 | 2,004 57

|

i
BN %

|

$2,383 07 ‘ $7,608 04

$9,991 11
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7]

Showing the annual assessment of real and personal property, and the net pr

STATEMENT

Ads Of

year 1902, inclusive.

, from the organization of the State Government to the

Year

State
tax
rate.

Value of real
estate and
unprovemcm

Assessment Roll of 1865.

Assessment Roll of 1866,

Assessment Roll of 1867_.

Assessment Roli of 1868

Assessment Roll of 1869. .

Assessment Roll of 1870.

Assessment Roll of 1871
Assessment Roll of 1872

Assessment Roll of 1873
Assessment Roll of 1874
Assessment Roll of 1875

Assessment Roll of 1876._

Assessment Roll of 1877.
Assessment Roll of 1878
Assessment Roll of 1879
Assessment Roll of 1880.
Assessment Roll of 1881
Assessment Roll of 1882
Assessment Roll of 1883
Assessment Roll of 18,

Assessment Roll of 1885,
Assessment Roll of 1886

Assessment Roll of 1887___

Assessment Roll of 1888
Assessment Roll of 1889

Assessment Roll of 1890...__

Assessment Roll of 1891
Assessment Roll of 1892

Assessment Roll of 1893.____

Assessment Roll of 1894 ____

Assessment Roll of 1895
Assessment Roll of 1896

Assessment Roll of 1897_____

Assessment Roll of 1898

Assessment Roll of 1899___

Assessment Roll of 1900._.

Assessment Roll of 1901

Assessment Roll of 1902 ..........

k&R

—
-
o

[

$10,229,597 07
10,598,142
14,841,620

=1
N

11,320,113 52 |

11,490,442 79
12,129,110 00
13,513,229 87
14,125,578 01
15,502,392 68
16,820,383 87
18,021,252 38
17,535,062 00
17,941,030 73
17,742,714 07

|
|
=

18,890,520 94 |
19,152,541 59 |
18,845,568 01 |

17,568,271 50
17,062,944 50
16,440,245 32
15,649,536 55

17,013,582 15 |
17,418,101 90 |

16,034,721 02
21,470,035 05
21,840,200 17

18,029,819 65 |

16,754,871 20
15,586,644 57

16,932,837 70 |
16,639,662 84

16,364,656 16
15,859,727 26

16,578,404 34 |
19,299,526 00 |

20,109,308 75

Value of
erty.

8,912,304 80 |
9,020,027 53
9,400,344 51
9.308,632 01
10,790,670 22
9,724,796 38
9,211,579 31
7,728,663 55
8,337,507 93
7,617,130 7%
8,148,241 24
6,373,849 20
7,969,077 66
6,173,206 39 |
6,408,534 50
6,822,555 00
7,706,731 10
7,602,452 43
© 8,797,265 5T
9,215,357 85

| personal prop- | Total value of
|

property.

$18,698,275 76

| Net proceeds of |

17,650,214 86 |

22 879 145 32

26866505 24 |

26,630,279 22

29,664,673 23
29,621,504 04
28,024,610 39
29,291,460 18
27,698,658 66
28,367,238 67
"7 369,335 37
2, 455 172 81
26,597,299 03
26,4(;’3,255) 01
25,748,877 33
2(),440,"0() 7

L%

26,629,681 2
24663,3%4 57
29,807,542 U8
31,096,340 98
2&173,060 )
2028720 40
93,555,722 23
23,106,134 09
93,048,197 34
23,187,211 16
93,566,458 36
24,180,856 77
28,096,791 57

29,324,666 60

mines,

24,(&&2 53 |

23,045,969 11
7,268,361 59
4,496,738 91
2,542,371 60
1,740,554 49
1,643,407 89
1,453,686 33

930,336 19
554,346 62
1,557,132 43
2,109,292 83
1,285,493 57
686,709 51
762,895 71
222,215

157,514 02 |

181,204 93
167,739 62
352,334 74
449,050 96
330,034 13
126,251 33
105,900 45
294461 68
506,710 18

Total
assessment.

I $21, 984 948 10
|18, 858,095 71
| 26,244,626 57
[ 95,368,300 34
| 30,439,726 28
1
0
|
1
\
\

41,075,553 82
40,499,857 39
46,243,735 30
53,732,081 57
53,655,126 57
51,070,579 50
36,559,821 T1
32,095,397 57
30,009,610 27
29,109,889 86
29,401,580 70

24 28b,457 2"
28,391,253 25
29,831.376 78

0g
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STATEMENT
Showing amount of delinquent taxes due the State of Nevada from the various counties.

Counties. | Rt . 18em.

1

Churchill county
Douglas county
Elko county
Esmeralda county
Eureka county
Humboldt county ..
Lander county
Lincoln county
Lyon coanty
Nye county
Ormsby county
Storey county
‘Washoe county .
White Pine county

58
58!

8

B2REZ Yo
IHBREIZ2

=

g =¥PsR=3E8sR
el gus

KRIVBBAR

*HATIOHLNOD ALVIS J0 LIYOdHA

88
g=

$1,827 19 | $¢ $708 17 | !

$2,187 31 | $2717 70

»
[+
»




L]

A

Showing total mining pr

STATEMENT

ts of the State of Nevada, as reported by the County Auditors, for the t

Octob

Scplembar 80, 1992,

1, 1901, and ending

¢4

Name of Mine and County.

ELxo CouNty—
Fourth quarter, 1901.

Dexter mine

Nevada Queen mine __.
Commonwealth mine..
Monarch mine

Ina mine

Totals

Second quarter, 1902.

Ina mine
Dexter mine
Lucky Girl min
Totals
Third quarter, 1902.

Dexter mine
Lucky Girl mine..
Ina mine

Totals

'Quantity Worked. '

Gross
Yield or
Value.

| Tons. | Pounds.

$49,931 44
10,575 86

20,167 67
$80 674 67

$"7 642 59

$11 686 73
| 36,993 89
16 100 (X)

| $30,678 03
| 25,151 00

Cost of
Extxsction

4,468 71 |

6,311 25

$40,253 15'

$16,574 89 |

13,842 63 |
4,511 50 |
7 00

4y

$41,929 02

$10,500 00 |

21,952 10
12,000 00

$44,452 10
$17,333 96

19,800 00
11,656 00

$15.724 04

$83 984 38

$48.789 96 |

Cost of
Tnnfportn. Red‘:xsét%n

;,i,

‘ $10,801 13 |

4675 68 |
700

1,557 75

$1° 185 75 $26,263 ;3

$4,213 85 |

V«‘A’) 11

$.,3.,

13,904 85 %

$12,690 70 |

$10,862 63 |

. Total Cost.

| NetYield.

l
County

State
3 Tax.

Total
Tax.

$78,68" 63 !

smaoL s

§71939 42 |

$15,186 73

38,680 11 |
17,000 00 |

§70,866 84 |

$34,841 70
27,610 00

| 22550 00 |
11 | $10,862 63 | §85,001 70 | $4,836 33 | $37 53 | $39 85 |

|
i
{

$2 50000 $19401

$77 38
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EsMERALDA COUNTY— | | | 1 | | |
Fourth quarter, 1901. ; ‘ l
Del Monte (cyanide) .- --- B B [ 1 O $3,663 39 |- o occooonn|mmiememm e | $3,330 74 $33265| $258 | $840 | $10 98
First quarter, 1902.
Del Monte (cyanide) .cooccneev 2,847 |coeen-- i A1 O P S $5,780 27 | 5780 27 1,936 75 | 1502 | 48 88 63 90
Second quarter 1902.
T A I T Ce R, SRR SRS SR et iy ek e b el R
Third quarter, 1902. | g
I e e R ey o i BN e g 5 e §
Eureka COUNTY— 1 [ | | n
Fourth quarter, 1901. 5 I g
Diamond and Excelsior mine. . 535 1,190 | $19,794 07 | $18,716 15 E $642 71 $1,606 78 | $15,966 64 $3,818 43 | $29 63 $66 08) $95 7 =
Eureka Con. mine | 62| 749 | 752081 560255 | 46603 1,864 12 I T 7e32 70 : | .- 2
e A Y 1, 4 9950 150 00 | 150 | 416, 15566 5
Hidden Jewel and Laurel mi 9 1,640 | 393 78 620 00 | 24 55 | 29 46 | 674 01 =
Jackson 161 475 | 1,837 18 | 1,649 05 l 120 91 | 483 71 | 2,253 67 | a
Madrid lode | 1,856 | 3418 38 2804 78 | 294 82 | 353 78 | 3,543 38 =}
Richmond . -l | 60| 264707 | 2068 14775 50100 | 2762 43 | z
Tenab0o occecmcmcmccccmemmcaee ’ jmmmeeme . 35,364 52 | 19,954 40 1 1,740 85 | 26,966 98 | 48,662 23 g
TOtRIS oo omeman T3p42 | 744 $71,075 31 | $16610 61| $3439 12 $31, 890 99 | $81,049 72 | $3,818 3 529 63 | $66 08| $9571 K
First quarter, 1901. | ,‘ [ ‘ i : ‘ | ::Fuj
Diamond and Excelsior__.-._. 33| 1240 $935802 | $801258 | §399 88 $907 34 | §9.400 80 i % \ :
Eureka Con. - cccmecccmceeaan 1 632 | 1,147 | 7,145 67 | 4,891 36 | 474 43 | 1,897 72 | 7,263 51 i
O 0 D — 1] 860 | 117 00 | 114 00 | 150 | 450 120 00 |. ‘
JACKSON - o ce o 138 . 1,970 1,481 45 | 960 26 : 104 25 | 416 95 | 1481 45 .
Tenabo. . ccceeccmmmecccamoene—- 1,780 |-eceee-- 35313 25 | 18,669 93 | 1414 67 | 21,516 68 41,601 28 | S !
Richmond Coneeoceomaeicmaaaan i 164 | 1,085 | 1,602 11 | 811 83 | 121 88 | 48762 | 1421 33 $180 78 | 12
Nevada Exploration Co. ..____. L 68| 949 59027 | 250793 | 158012 76001 | 484806 1062321 31 |
Nevada Expl. Co. (4th qr.1901.).- 86 | 1825 | 2458 03 . 128233 | 839 2 |.. | 212162 | 33641 80 \
Totals o ccceecmmaccccmmmeeaaaee | 3,304 1 1876 $63,385 80 $"}7250 21 $4,936 02 $"6 080 82 $68,26: 05| $1,579 40 | $12 25 | $27 23 l $39 48
o
<o




L

Minine Propucrs—Continued.

Name of Mine and County.

: !
Quantity Worked. fioks Cost of

i
e n e et L Costof | 5 Cost of
] “i](;ll(li“?r Extraction, ingEg;f””‘ Reduction,
Tons. }Pounds i > 2

i

| Total Cost, | N

ot Yield, | grtate §County' Total
‘ X.

| Tax l Tax.

Second quarter, 1902.

Diamond and Excelsior
Eureka Con, _.______.____.
Nevada Exploration Co. ...
Hidden Jewel and Laurel..

Third quarter, 1902.

Hidden Jewel and Laurel
Cyanide
Kureka Con.

LincoLNy County—
Fourth quarter, 1901.

April Fool (ores)
Horseshoe (ores). ..
Delamar (tailings) .
April Fool (tailings)

Total ore and tailings

i

i L. | ! ;
1 | ! i |
$163 50 | $1,183 98 | $18169 24 | 950 88 | $22 89 | $50 88 | 0
f 509 58 | 2038 33 | 8340 90 | 888 | 154 343 497
648 2 1494 71| 72531 5003 12 | I 18| 82 48

195 | 37 43 4492 | 982 35 | | ‘

452 : 105 92 423 68 | 1,915 87
4061 L7180 | 134582 145 15 580 58 | 2,071 65

574 $38016 20 | $23729 05  $2,756 38 | $4996 80 $36483 13 §3168 84 $24 50 $5463 §70 22

1
|

300 $1,569 04 | $15 35 | $18 45 $920 28 7 $5 03 $11 18 $16 21
| 2,230 64 | 3 294 87 | 380 30 2,325 17 |

6,196 13 | 453 00 . 1,811 36 6,848 80

18,953 45 459 60 1,149 00 19,100 70 |.
497 28 | b 34 17 136 68 754 36

1,526 03 57 00 224 76 1,627 50 |

25.314 14 | 1,538 16 | 32,964 09 51,674 25 |
37,857 92 | 1; 829 72 1,550 03 19,500 90 = 38,880 65

1,600 | $04,124 63 | $6L,544 00  $4.402 18 | $56,185 54 $122131 72 $648 76 $5 03 | $11 18 | $16 21

$6,843 97 $7,473 45 5 $6,818 45 . $14,338 50
45095 93 38,559 75 10,755 39 49315 14 .___________ 5
33441 60 . 8,045 04 360 93 26,034 39 39,440 36

$86,211 50 | $54,078
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Second quarter, 1902.
Delamar /ores)
Delamar (tailings)..-
April Fool (tailings) -
Horse Shoe (ores)..
3uartette (ores)..
uartette (tailings
-Totals
T hird quarter, 1902.
Quartette
Southern Nevada
Totals

LyoNn CounNty—
Fourth quarter, 1901.

Comstock Tunnel Co. 'ores)._..lE

H. Davis & Co. (tailings)
Jackson & Phillips (tmhngs)___
R. A. Trimble (tailings)

Totals
First quarter, 1902.

Comstock Tunnel Co. (ores)
Jackson & Phillips (tmlmgs).__
Davis & Gignoux (tailings)

R. A. Trimble (tailings)

Totals
Second quarter, 1902.

Comstock Tannel Co. (ores)....
D. D. Davis (ores) -
Alex McCone (tailings

Jackson & Philips (tailings) -
Davis & Gignoux (tailings)...
R. A, Trimble (tailings)

Totals

$39,619 14
,264 72
23,878 30

$9,847 65

25,514 08

8,673 49

$97,276 24

$61,941 80
20,169 72

$36,410 96

$19,942 00
7.952 02

$62,111 56

$3,391 32

0,
51%

$27,004 02 |

1,750 00 |

$1,842 15

352 50 |

3,600 00

4,607 39 |
7,052 03 ;

$3,169 84 |

$8,466 08

$18,364 20
1,123 16 |

$19,487 41
$724 71 |

1,364 16

1,249 50
260 56

$2,031 59

$413 53

| $66,323 07

$11,901 84
8,192 60

$20,004 44

511056 5

$3,003 18 |

1,731 24

3,748 50 |
30 00 |

$8,612 92 |

$1,856 61
222

$111,200 11

$50,208 09
17,267 78

$b7 475 87

|
i
|
|
J

3,222 99 |
6,737 28 |
4 584 89 |
2,207 50 |

| $16,752 66

]

$3,524 71
1,731 24
6,293 50
1,000 46

$12,640 01

320 00 |

©$8,504 07 |

$1,645 41 |

$5,831 57

| $15,981 05 |

$141 76

2,901 98 |

|

$141 76

$375 48
92 86

T$14.6%5 69 | $1155" t

|
$174 33 |
380 56 |
402 21 |
204 81 |

$1,161 91

$461 12

" $2,419 66 | $18 77
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[L] Mixing Propucrs—Continued.
iQunntityWorked. i i ! ! |
| Gross | Cost of . i i i
v , DS Ll i Cost of Costof | | Net v State  County | Total
Name of Mine and County. | 7 i Y‘;:ll(;l’é)r | Extraction. (’I‘rnnlzs};orm- Reduction. | Total Cost. | Net Yield. | Tax. | ’l‘ax.) Tox.
{ Tons. |Pounds.| g | A | E | i
i | ! ol | | | |
Third guarter, 1902. [ ' E [ I 1
Comstock Tunnel Co. (ores). 1,992 | | $1,888 35 |.corecmnann! | $2,118 43 | $2,536 58 i |
Jackson & Philips (tailings 2,233 4,171 62 | $3,696 60 | .. oo eeeeee | 3 60 |
Davis & Gignoux (tailings) 2,850 10,545 71 4,161 00 | 7,866 00 |
R. A. Trimble (tailings).._. 500 | 1,000 00 | 4 500 | 800 00 |
Alex McCone (tailings) _.......| 2,460 | 4160 00 | - | 307500 | 3325 00 !
i ‘ i | | | i
Totals . ol chosnlos anainn b 10085 Lo oals $21 765 68 $6,033 60 { $2,336 15 | §9,854 43 | $18,224 18 { $4,180 73 | $32 50 $42 9” ' $75 42
Nye CouNty— | | | |
Fourth quarter, 1901. | | | ' {
The Nevada Company......_._ | 1,245 |ooeeoee.| | $13,369 02 | | $18,148 73 ORISR ISR ORI N
Tonopah group - -cceeeceoooee 1,068 |icccssss | 193,231 35 | ; 160,720 30 | $32,611 05 \$"52 28 $983 14 $1,23542
| ] |
Potals oo oooueonesusinaia 2303 |-oavvans $206,600 37 | ,$178,868 43 $52 511 05 $252 28 $983 14 ($1,23542
First quarter, 1902. ‘ ! 1 | |
Tonopah M. COomeeee i 2,319 1,400 | $32b,967 L R, A | A $306,673 82 | $20 264 05 $1')7 25 $663 48 | $82073
The Nevada Company.._......_ 285 _o----__-| 30,142 28 | $24,426 28 $611 99 | $5188 73 30,226 90 | e e e
ROtRIB. - o ccnansssrsssesngasnsss 5604 | 1,400 ’$351080 10 $24, 426 28 $611 99 ‘ $5,188 73 | $336,900 72 § $20,264 05 $157 25 $663 48 | $82073
Second quarter, 1902. l | : i |
Tonopah M, G0 Lcavcitvuasanfommmossalsvsumpme $143,363 94 | | $89,689 05 $618 38 $2,609 03 $3,227 41
.Mizpah Lease 62 __ = 799 22 | 89,357 44 | 21,157 18 | 164 18 | 692 68 | 856 86
Mizpah Lease 19 811 1,240 76,134 12 r’0000 00 | 155 20 654 80 | 810 00
Berlin_.__.___._.__ 4450 ..__.._. 43,346 31 $35,540 33 & $1,465 27 | $9818 51 | 46824 11 .o e ieoaanae
Mizpah, Frank Gol 292 188 | 32,180 21 | 7,500 00 | 58 20 24555 | 303 7.
Brougher Brothers._... 630 |oooioo 68,093 85 58,093 | 10,000 00 | 77 60 | 327 40 | 405 00
Golden & Sinelair .....________] 440 | 906 | 43,887 79 | 33,887 79 | 10,000 00 | 77 60 ' 327 40 | 405 00
Tt v s snmvsissmompsmidspssad) 7432 | 356 }496,363 66 | $35,540 33 | $1,465 27 | $9 818 51 '$351 490 23 | 1 $148,246 23 |$1,151 16 $4,856 86 $6,008 02

9¢
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Third quarter, 1902.

Golden & Sinclair (Mizpah).-..
2 Tonopah M.

Totals. o ceeeecccmcmcccccemcccaen

OrMmsBY COUNTY—
Second quarter, 1902.
Comstock M. & M. Co, —coeeeen

Third quarter, 1902.
Comstock M. & M. Co

Totals o coecmccceecceammcmeennn-

StoreEY COUNTY—
Fourth quarter, 1901.

Con. Cal.-Va. M.CO.ocmeomamaeae
Ophir
Mexican _._

Overland

Silver Hill

Totals - oecocncomccmmnaaccnmmn-n
First quarter, 1902.

Con. Cal.-Va. M, COuemmncceeceo
Overland . ocomcrccoammmcaceaemn
Old Wine - ocoeoomoomcroeoanee-

Second quarter, 1902.
Con Cal.-Va. M. Co._.o-..

Totals

t e
10052 | 1359 15109,098 2 l$118,142 53 |

i

‘[ ........ | $123,142 os
........ ‘i 238,907 74 |

]

|

$362,049 82

Fainostss |

i

| |
325 | $84,634 03 | $81,144 74 |

:

|

2,642
25 | 1,084 | 453 27 | 10,393 67 |
13 1984 16261 610777
1,103 | 1000 | 27,279 44 | 11,237 96
| 2444631 | 7.164 11 |
| 174800 | 5,174 40

5030 | 1,293 | sws 723 66 | $121,222 65
9515 | 1,284 #6216 02 | 306177 0|
585 6,099 25 | 2,955 18 |
7705 20 | 6,165 07
15,949 99 | 8301 36 |

14,703 1284 $125 971 36 | $1ld 598 70 ‘
i «
| [ i
5,326 | 743 | $76,937 71 $86,280 23 |
93 | 616 | 6,716 98 | 13,074 00

i
|
\
$43,142 08 |
114,712 22 |
$157 854 30 ]

|

$8,000 00

720 00 | 11,375 00 | 12,095 00 |

|
|
|
|
|
i
t
|
|
|
|
|
i

"$2,17209  $9,027 19

[ $92.344 02 |
289 | 20423 |

10,624 79 |

$145,788 26

$3.567 23 | §20998 -387

i
|
|
1

$2,803 78 | $7,625 19 $106,606 06 |
194 75 | 1537 34 | 4,687 27 |
33100 | 211000 8606 07 |
648 24 | 2660 00 11()0960‘

T8I T 7 | 513930 53 | $151509 00 |

1
$2,443 0 $5017 52 |
483 58 | 799 35 |
4695 | 33000 | 8 48 |
15785 | 1,127 50 | ,156 7 |
............. | 26500 U
$3.135 78 | $10,799 37 ls 34,077 75

$7zobo" $19§75601 $20,005 00 | §

$3,819 20 $4,440 00

$80,000 00 \zoso
1241905‘7!%3 75 592910{659285
I

5204 195 52 ;$1,584 55/$9,748 30/11,332 85
. |
l

$6'36'

$820 00 | $12 49 | $18 85
1,009 00 | 783 | 1537 ’ 23 20
$1,820 00 | $14 19 | $27 86 | $42 05

$9,127 47 | $70 83 1$36

11,156 45 | 86 5 1

i s {-mmmmaee |
m 283 92 5157 40 [$816 20 | | $973 60

|
"'51'iii'68'1'5i6""l'%éé'ié’ 7§67 10
Rzl ELICEIELE
'§5,752 37 | $44 63 [$228 67 | $273 30

$2,432 56 | $18 8 | 55
1,717 05 | 13 32 ! 81 55

$4,149 61 ‘ $32 20 i|$164 90 | $197 10

| $96 67 |
68 23 |
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[L] Minine Propucrs—Continued. £
Quantity Worked.
. Gross Cost of Cost of Cost of State | County| Total
Name of Mine and County. L Y\}«:}% g'r Extraction. Trsg;}::rw Reduction. Total Cost. | Net Yield. Tax, Tax. Tax.
T hird gquarter, 1902.
Con. Cal-Va. M. U0, ceccoeceeee. 5,788 1,977 | $69,530 38 | $86,676 49 | $2,288 11 | $4,747 89 | $93,712 49
Ophir 984 | 1,349 | 2467747 | 17031 26| 291093 | 5506 36 | 26438 66 |-oeeoo oo o|ocemuace s
Overland... 727 i 6,702 73 2611 77 264 45 1,817 60 4,683 72 $2,019 01 | $15 67 23 90
Silver Hill Py 2,681 21,279 77 10,766 00 560 00 2,760 00 14,066 00 7,213 77 | 56 286 68 2 65
Totals =hA --| 10,181 1,326 | $112,190 35 | $117,985 52 | $6,003 49 | $14,911 75 | $138,900 76 $9,232 78 | $71 64 | $36691 | $438 55 §
WasHoE CouNTY— ’ E]
Fourth quarter, 1901, (=]
Ballmseam s ot comen s oS 86 | 1,891 | $9,300 66 | $7,44749  $43472 |  $86945  $8,751 66 3
Slip_-_222 7 7§ iy 253 55 | 15000 oo 7500 | 22500 2
Wedekind ___ A 109 1,761 9,712 36 8,317 56 | 495 22 984 650 | 9,797 28 >
Hutchinson___________________. 34 1,000 750 00 510 00 | 150 00 : 120 75 | 780 75 ;
Forlorn Hope.. 30 | o 401 09 1,600 00 | 75 00 10200 4,777 00
Gold Center__._...___._...____ 14 . 1,000 320 50 260 00 | 570 56 75 | 321 456 8
Gold Ledge ...... - | 750 00 G600 00 | ° 50 00 150 00 300 00 >
Cabin 2 1IN ; 000 | 60000 5000 15000 800 00 ! , 3
POtAIS- - oo oo 400 | 1,642 | $22,238 16 | $10485 05  $1,200 64 $2507 45 | $23,253 14 $577 55 C$447 $362 809 2
First quarter, 1902. 1 | ‘ ‘ g
Gold Ledge 2. ____._____. 10 $350 00 | $26500 $10 00 $30 00 | $305 00 $1500  $035 $037, $072 P
Cabin | { 350 00 | 265 00 | 10 00 30 00 305 00 45 00 35 37 | 72
Cabin No.2.___ .. ... 162 |l 1,974 00 1,500 00 159 00 458 00 2117 00 | N | SE—  PR—
TOtAlS - ooooiemeeeeeaamaeaaeane 182 ... $267400 | §20000  $IT900 51800 $272700 39000 070 $074  $L 44
Second quarter, 1902. | | |
Nothing ___ oo IO U | OV SRUNUUUINE. | T — e ———  —— |ECRAG R




Third quarter, 1902.

$1,443 23 |  $1,540 00
482577 | 8725 00
56519 | 2360 00

$6,834 09 | $7,625 00

WaITeE PINg CouNTY—
Fourth quarter, 1901.
Rocco-Homestake _ $21,243 48 | $3,595 42 | $10,215 76 $17,370 48 | $3,873 00 | $30 06 $111 31 | $141 37
First quarter, 1902,
Black Eagle 10,000 00 6,000 00 2,500 00 8,875 00 1,125 00 873 3233 41 06
Second quarter, 1902,
Rocco-Homestake 26,216 64 8,445 46 | 10,639 69 23,340 15 287649 | 2232 | 8267 104 99
Third quarter, 1902. 1
Black Eagle 63 4,656 00 2120 00 | 1,039 50 3,159 50 149850 | 1163 | 4307 | 5470

Rocco-Homestake 16,770 35 4,105 74 8,646 97 2,818 87 | 15,571 58 1,198 87 930 3446 43 75

Totals 1311 = 1,760 i $78,888 47 | $24,266 62 | $33,041 92 | $11,008 17 | $68,316 71 | $10,571 76 § $82 04 j$303 83 | $385 87
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[M] STATEMENT
Showing total mining products for the twelve months commmcmg ()rtober 1, 1901, and ending Septcmber 90 1902.
Qusnntyworked & a gost ?f Net )i:e]g ‘ % L e
s ! ross yie extraction, on which ! State tax, " | 'otal
Counties. AR | or vay{ue. haulingand | taxesare | 80 cents. County tax. | tax.
Tons. i Pounds. | reduction. paid. |
|
Churchill county
Douglas county
Elko county - . oooo oo ®
Esmeralda county .___._______ =
Eureka county _... ___. 8
Humboldt county__ ﬁ
Lander county ...
Lincoln county. 233,864 02 19,065 95 | 147 95 462 15 61010 9
Lyon county ... 11,925 57 174 33 | 135 178 313 @
Nye county ... 0‘751 118 68 | 405,216 85 & 3,145 24 | 16,251 78 | 19,397 02 e
ERRSDY COUPIN o s s wvmn paos s e s wiow s kPR s v L & 5550 o e i e b9 s 0 |45 0 e o e e o i i s st i 5
Storey county . 1,262 | 485,983 64 550,275 77 39,418 68 | 205 87 | 1,576 68 1,78255 =
Washoe county .. 1,642 | 31,746 25 35,878 14 667 55 | 5 17 } 4 36 953 ™
‘White Pine county - occeo e i : | 1,760 | 78,888 07 ()8,516 71 ‘ 10,571 76 | 82 04 ; 303 83 385 87 8
Total ores 214 $2,8"6 ‘Z"O "7 $2 540, 701 04 $494 553 69 45 $18 848 11 $"2,5‘~i7 16 ..z;
> e s e e e A w
,266 | $11, 380 41 $9,111 01 $2,269 40 $1t 60 | $57 28 | { $74 88 g
Lincoln cormty_-‘ --Tmlings. - 19,153 41,706 32 | IV T R R, NN S =
Lyon county .. --Tailings__| 20,632 59,682 11 | 51 672 331 805809 6251 82 51 | 14502 ™
Ormsby CONNLY asesssmrsonsmarisssms sasauas Tailings..; 15,400 | 21,924 00 | 200‘)5 00 | 18’9 00 14 19 | 27 86 1 206 F
Total talltngs -.civiissimissimminsmnansossisssnsacon mninal 59,451 ... $134 692 84 ‘ $l°8 84 $12 156 49 { $’M 50 $1()1 6 | _ $261 95

Total ores and tailings_._..__.._..._. e S S S e A S e "39 690 "14 $‘.’,\X'>0 91% 61 | $Z,0¢1’485 34 ‘$.)06 410 1‘% $5 85” 75 $19,016 30 $22,849 11

i




REPORT OF STATE CONTROLLER. : 61

N] STATEMENT

Showing the amount of the State debt, with accrued interest, on December 31, 1902; also
the cash assets applicable to the payment of the same.

T * 1
Amountof | Accrued | s
State Debt. Principal. | Interest. Total.

Nevada5 per cent bond (irredeemable) $380,000 00 | $9,500 00 | $389,500 00
Nevada 4 per cent bonds.

Payable on or before December 28, 1903. - ... ‘
Payable on or before November 28, 1904._
Payable on or before November 28, 1905._
Payable on or before June 29, 1906
Payable on or before October 28, 1907 ..
Payable on or before January 21, 1908.__.
Payable on or before September 20, 1909.
Payable on or before November 9, 1910_._
Payable on or before March 30, 1915
Payable on or before November 28, 1917_
Payable on or before September 20,1921

Totals

3]
88

7,140 00
63,240 00
5,100 00
42,432 00
10,200 00
15,300 00

SE

&H
8| 888888888

8

EE8EE8E
=B85

-
=

3

288
IFIRTEE

|
{
1
1
1
|

Assets.

Cash in State Treasury, December 31, 1902, appli-
cable to payment of Statedebt. = $36,160 22
Amount of State debt, over all assets applicableto |
payment of same exclusive of the $380,000irre- |
deemable State bond | 218,242 78

0] STATEMENT

Showing the amount of bonds, with accrued interest, and cash held by the State of Nevada in
trust for the State Educational Funds, not applicable to the payment of the State debt,
and the amount of warrants outstanding against said funds December 1, 1902.

Acerued

Interest. Total.

Kind of Bonds. Amount. |

State bond, 5 per cent (irredeemable) belonging | |

to State School Fund $380,000 00 ,  $9,500 00 | $389,500 00
State bonds, 4 per cent, belonging to State School |

Fund 3,050 00 | 155,650 00
State bonds, 4 per cent, belonging to University [ |

Fund, 90,000-Acre Grant 54,000 00 | 1,080 00 | 55,080 00
State honds, 4 per cent, belonging tc State Uni- | | |

versity Fund 33,600 00 | | 34,272 00
United States bonds, 4 per cent, belonging to |

State School Fund
United States bonds, 4 per cent, belonging to

University Fund, 90,000-Acre Grant__________.
United States bonds, 4 Fer cent, belonging to

State University Fund s "
('ash in State School Fund ...
Cash in General School Fun
Cash in University Fund, 90,000
Cash in Interest Account, 90,000-Acre Gran
Cash in State University Fund
('ash in Contingent University Fund

Totals $1,611,420 03 | $23,325 33
Deduct outstanding warrants__ ..o L ssisrmnnswuns SR —

Net balance in State Educational Funds . ... | ...

i




STATEMENT.
Description, cost and value of securities owned by the State School Funds, December 81, 1902.

of interest,. | interest payment. | Acquired. market value.
i \ i

. 1 ‘
| i

Description of Security. RAIE ot et B Face value. | Cost value. Erescat
|
1

Nevada State bond (1rredeemable) 5 percent._.| July 5, 1902 i 1879 $380000 00 $380,000 00
United States bonds. 4 percent___| October 5, 1902__ 1881 00 500
United States bonds 4 percent._._| October 5, 1902__| 1883 | | 119 875 00
United States bonds 4 percent___| October 5, 1902__! 1884 | 50,000 00 61,706 50
United States bonds 4 percent___| October 5, 1902_.3 122,562 50 |
United States bonds 4 percent___| October 5, 1902. _ 245,452 18
United States bonds .| 4 percent___| October 5, 1902_-‘ 114,000 00
United States bonds 4 percent___{ October 5 1902 | 43,450 07
United States bonds 4 percent___| October 5 190% | 49,859 83
United States bonds . 4 percent___| Nov. 6, 1902 i X 134,479 56
United States bonds _ Nov. 6, 1902 ! 48,541 50
United States bonds _ 4 percent. ! 110,224 57
Nevada State bonds__ 4 percent___| July 8, 1902 | 0 | 15,000 00
Nevada State bonds_. 4 percent___| July 8, 1902 ..___| b | 23,000 00
N 3 4 percent_._| July 8 1902 _.___| 3 | 2 | "5000 00
.| 4percent___| July 8 1902 _.___| i | 7,000 00
| 4 percent.___ Jul_v 8, 1902 ...}
July 81902 _____!
July 8, 1902 ____. ¢ | 47,6
July 8, 1902 89 10000 00 |
July 8, 1902 i 13,500 00

$1,520,100 00 | $1,720,251 71 | $1,632,150 00
: 14,302 00

Total FAIRE -iviuiivssnsisins susissnssassaonssismassasmtssss | . T, | i | | $1,617,848 00

]
2
-4
3
o
=
wm
=5
>
<
&
Q
S
Z
=
o
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g
=
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STATEMENT

Showing the net receipts into the State Treasury from the orgamzatum of the State Govemment to December 31, 1902.

Totals

real and

ery

$Z43 136 92

156,877 60
192,010 78 |

|
|
|
i
%
]

189,687 52 |
298,814 52 |
175,903 57 |
214,106 06 |

954,706 61
285,104 41
275,369 65

244,188 81 |
224,704 89 |

239,672 53

223,758 24 |

136,616 16
125,077 48

219,683 37 |
211,263 51 |

State tax on |

| personal prop-|
|

|
|
|
l
]
|
i
|
|
{
|
|
|
|
|
i
|

218,749 21 |
210,702 62 |
226,673 51 |
208,015 99 |

192,237 63

233,014 68 |
210,723 96 |
202,015 22 |

210,552 56

218,264 36 |

211,748 52
196,737

554
"0‘} 018
238,260
2‘29.644
231,411

State tax on |
proceeds of |

mines.

$15,447 36
13,554 12 |

40,045 64 |
70,298 65

121,917 79
179,792 48
163,114 28

153,843 74 |
103,916 53 |

State
poll tax.

$17 060 "4

20,454 61 |

17,945 20 |
31,315 68
24,516 26
29,040 03 |

|
i
|
i
¥
i
|
i
|

20,460 68 |
20177 21 |

23,633 82

25,196 20 |
33,256 20 |
31,980 79 |
33,174 00 |
28,648 00 |
31,841 73 |
22731 40 |
21,765 92 |
21,877 45 |

14,830 95
10,690 92

1,982 32 |
14,526 71 |
14,890 02 |
13,942 52 |
14,387 43

8073 18
9,938 47
4,881 66
3,744 50
4,086 34
10,664 75
9,755 70
12,803 27
7,412 34
5773 33
12,651 90
13,654 20
16,901 40

| $5,018,420 58 | $1,751,268 74 |  $660,066 33 |

County {
| miscellaneous |
sources.

$1.841 19 |
8,198 76
14,482 39
6,751 62 |

Slate

Receipts of |
rison. |

f Premium and

$1,59 47 |.

5,059 95 |

6,297 18

12,766 71

$496,202 7.

1,148 31
1,655 94
3.906 65
5,306 45

2,628 00 |

3,877 10

4,545 25 |
2,222 30 |

interest on

U. 8. bonds.

32,025 53 |

2:%«17

'&2,383 30 :
34,530 80 |

5415007 5| #5&4?6&5 24

Sales of
State lands.

I
}
|
|
|
|
{

108 139 08 |

122,665 06
137,338 98
96,322 54
63,913 30

43,706 92

66,392 07
95,905 00
88,991 22

91,387 81 |
112,828 92 |
84,961 42 |

110,581 11
109,637 74

107,429 84 |
142,336 62 |
138,524 34 |
137,528 88 |

$-,850 863 18

|

State
miscellaneons
sources,

$30,2j.rz 13 |

92,539 55
80,009 91
66,160 39

| $1,089,090 21

Totals.

$316,047 31
295,468 72
324,230 10
347,925 06

381, 214 74
5)34,091 52
737,559 38
548,228 77
548,302 88

311,412 82
303,118 03
381,471 06
413,155 95
385,769 46
378,329 14
391,789 16

317,933 54
351,471 94
385,133 55
375,623 03
360,856 30
361,991 24
359,741 97
400,992 51
297,997 84
414,682 44
510,608 56
513,076 89
505,176 51

| $15,785,674 57
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STATEMENT.
Collections by counties, from January 1, 1879, to December 31, 1902.

Tax on
| Property tax. | proceeds of
! mines.

Taxon |
| insurance | Court fines.
| premiums, |

Escheated | | Insurance
estates, |  Tolls. licenses.

| $160,676 71 |

| 148122 03 |
951,469 42
242,859 59 |
248,101 61

35

$747 24 | $381191 | $1,888 56
761 54 ‘ 227 40

1
|
|
f 654 01

¥
Q0 = £S = =1

g

£

SEIEERABERE

221,144 07
297,681 92
233,550 58
298,879 77
213,585 07
204,605 37
187,723 55
216,321 41
146,854 07
295,312 31
238,260 94
220,644 22
231,411 71

]
E
&
|
)
=
w
]
>
]
2]
Q
S
Z
]
=
)
S|
3
2
»

625 00 | $11,002 34 i”




StaTEMENT-—Continued.
Collecti by ties, from January 1, 1879, to December 31, 1902.

| | |
i | | Allowance
|

1'{L‘xprem i

| charges on | ' N

S ami i . ifor Auditors,| - Net amounts
Gaming | pg) (ax Gross Assessors c’::gcz%"t"? A:ﬂ“’“ | paid into State

State {  Treasury.
Treasury. |

licenses. | collections. | an
| ; | Collectors. |
i

i

i |
t $18,092 75 | $35,272 00 $261,850 87 | §26,923 91 | $465 24 | $8,675 00 |  $225786 72
| 2972200 | 229,724 41 | 24,804 96 460 63 | 925 00 | 194,443 82
28 150 50 | 315,184 24 | 34,007 49 660 15 | 270,616 60
326,800 63 | 33,544 96 567 25 | | 283,153 42
206,350 64 | 32,226 70 | 445 17 | X 1 254,953 77
275,379 63 | 31,513 63 | 391 85 | ! 236,674 16
275991 10 | 25,504 92 | 485 80 | ! 242,625 38
264,678 18 | 5 521 45 | 230,374 38
278,671 87 547 43 | | 249,215 57
279,662 45 | 525 60 ‘
367 85
337 05 | 224,
281 85 | i 230,875 52
¢ | 31842 | 6, 229,535 89
248,448 87 | g 314 48 | ! [ 218,654 13
230,202 91 72 80 331 64 5,47, 202,523 47
218,961 96 7,25 302 68 i 198,225 75
219,606 84 ! 240 20 203,163 75
242,199 29 | 61 8 345 20 | | 219,567 27
166,848 76 | 17 011 6 165 83 | 146,711 30
246,367 19 | 16,338 254 95 | 218,737 31
259,383 74 | 17,654 00 350 64 | | 240,419 10
3 257,613 59 | 16,825 28 355 55 | 239,212 76
9,51:5 41 16,901 40 264,734 14 16,222 84 308 54 | 238,071 26

= - = S S s U S it | S . —
§$153,181 91 |$425,191 98 | $6,205,790 91 $827,306 09  §9,351 45 i$132.602 50 | $5487,783 54
| | . B
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66 REPORT OF STATE CONTROLLER,

Legislative Executive

Year. Department. | Department.

$79944 00 | $52511 15
53,276 53 42,863 77
78,645 10 40,395 26

{

e e e 42,076 74
64,882 60 53,460 21
.............. 50,504 24
73,235 20 58,804 81
______________ 52,022 36
79,276 91 59,017 23
______________ [ eL012 27
80,686 60 | 61,560 35
______________ i 53599 35
88,758 88 | 53731 50
CRORLSCOUE 54,340 80
71,733 52 | 51,256 35
______________ | 48,050 13
73460 60 | 49519 20
.............. [ 47229 2
53,378 58 | 39,500 00
______________ | 387975
53,131 07 |  37.871 58
e g [ 34796 91
52487 84 | 42,878 37
.| 38987 10
7BL674 16 | 44521 28
b R [ 38967 12 |
49,553 01 39729 37 |
_____________ 4,677 16
31,514 95 7 98 |
_______________ 39 |
30,631 08 5 80
20
39,964 34 76 10
______________ 3 20
30,719 10 23
______________ HH3 98
. 31,302 27 | 27
1w T T 22215 10
Totals _________ $1,164,500 36 | $1,623,398 51

| i

Judicial | Public
Department.| Printing.

$24,849 99 $25042 20
22,927 64
23,511 06
24,772 5
16 755 4.1

Public

| Building.

31,876 00 | 20,857 53 |

26,756 00 | 4,115 39
26,956 00 | 12,200 57
26,794 00 | 4,489 35
24,042 00 | 14,008 79
23,980 00 | 4,406 26
22,210 00 | 18,614 91
22156 00 | 5,615 99 |
22192 00 | 14,651 25 |

&
o«
B
g
%

19,740 00 | 7,436 10
15175 00 | 14,063 49
5 4936 41
15,489 09

6,801 04

11,604 42
6,898 R7
14,453 10
250 G047 04

$5846,187 86 $4‘;‘)411 M

99,430 24 |

46,171 84

16,016 66 |

35,761 93
898 75
3,316 05

6,072 70

1,778 13 |
$585,334 43 |

STATE

Showing the expenses of the State from the organization of the
T kot = i

Support of
State Prison,

$26,595 47
34,245 00
62361 43
19,308 61
42270 04
40,017 99

1 83414 96
| 71,139 42
76,028 99
70,320 13
57,732 21
47,275 60
49,538 41
, 48,110 42
‘ 43,656 52
‘ 43,835 87
41,042 23
| . 36434 45
‘ 39,673 42
30,709 26
32,284 92

‘}44‘)/ 35
25,601 29
20,534 81

$1,819,121 76

Nore.—The interest paid on Nevada bonds held by the State School Funds also goes for support

of schools.




MENT

REPORT OF STATE CONTROLLER.

Statc Govemmam to Dccember 31 1902—-Tcrruorml debt mcludcd.

Charitable
Purposes.

27,976 34 |
31,708 40 |
33722 00 |
38,478 29 |

68,057 73 |
46,433 47 |

73,098 09

51,993 60 |
63,955 07 |
52,673 17 |

47610 93
53,272

48,540 J) |
53423 61 |
49,956 76 |

53,620 2
59,345 51
53,466 5t

57,260 53 |

54,679 47

$1,818363 84 |

Support of
Schools and
State Uni-
versity.

$3,040 52 |

7,960

e

5,860 33 |

11,533 13
12,023 48
12,174 41
9,193 70
14,843 74
15,699 90
22015 17
33,963 28
42,523 92
41,283 %4
44,177 87
36,385 12

25,168 43 |

26,299 59
b 7 16
29
43
59
96
65
59
57

212 50
71,149 43

101,145 65 |
84,152 27 |

109,786 5%

137,420 38
135,644 72
119,844 88
153,471 89
141,356 51

154,732 20

$2,128,498 41

N

9 68 |

129,741 70 |

Interest on
Territorial and
State bonds,

$54,347 20
95 | 63,083 46

82,148 09
83,916 77 |-
80,327 51
79,760 84
82,975 00 |-

24143 33
25,120 00
25,078 89
24340 00
23,793 33

24,320 00
Zd 833 33
5,22

38,667 67
12,926 66
43,036 66
14,166 85 |
30477 48 |
30,494 56

30,256 83
29,154 00
29012 33 |

22,980 00 |

Premium
o UE | District

Judges.

Miscellaneous
Purposes.

Totals.

$15,783.77
1102 38
6,928 33

"4 155
95,212 44
‘.’n 308 46 |
150’" 80 |
"4 744 55 |
25,165 95
17,985 30 |
18,731 45
18,187 15
17,000 00 |
17,324 95
34,479 56 20,475 05
13,541 50 18,738 75
30,224 57 18,900 00 |

| $1,721,803 25 | $220,074 89 $335,.219 98 |
| | |

$124,249 37

36,030 19 |
30,494 90 |
98,577 49 |
152,864 88 |
117,528 40 |
135,744 50 |

398,451 74
319,72 30

395,168 15
359,332 38
402,875 84
355,461 69
363,298 33
533,402 50
497,573 82
496,768 65

$2,118,245 53 | $14,890,042 65




STATEMENT

Showing the character, location, etc., of State property, December 31, 1902.

For What Used.

Of what
material

Where located,

When
erected,

Cost of
buildings.

Cost of
grounds.

Present

Total cost. , valuation.

State Capitol Building
Furniture

Mineral (abinet

State Library

Township plats

State Prison buildings

Boot and shoe stock, furniture, etc.

State Orphans’ Home buildings. ...

Furniture, live stock, ete

State Hospital for Mental Diseases build-
ings

Furniture, live stock, water power,
trical light plant, etc.._....

State University buildings_..

Furniture, library, etc

State Printing Office building

Machinery, material, etc

Sundries tor Superintendent of Public |
Instruction i

Weather Service instruments.____________ I

State Agricultural Scciety building and |

grounds .. eee Wood

Carson City

Carson City .
Carson City._
Carson City.
Carson City_.
Carson City_
Carson City.
Carson City.
Carson Uity.

5 =
Carson City

Carson Uity

| Scattered

$208,000 00 | $208,000 00
3 | 375500 00

140,000 00 | 140,000 00

17,000 00 | 36,000 00 | 36,000 00

‘YATTIOUINOD HLVIS J0 1LY0ddH




STATEMENT
Showing the valuation of the Central Pacific Railroad Company’s property in Nevada for 1902.
| | |
l Total value | YAalueof Value | Land,

| Total value
i 5 rolling of other | number | Grand Total.
telegraph. stock. property. | of acres. | °fland. |

| | i
| Total value |
| side track. |

Value | Total value

Counties. per mile. | main track. |

‘ydsadaray,

SA[IWI "ON
‘¥o8I) UIBY |
| "o "ON
| ‘¥oua3 opIs
"SA[IW *ON

$36,087 00 247,678 $519,262 00
230,000 00 980,756 2,899,205 00

urchill ___| 98, ; ,600 00 | 28.87  $1,425 00

00 ;

00 | 52011 00 110,248 | 22, 636,003 00
00

5

Ch | 4
Elk ¥ 1 ; | 14850 @ 74
: 4 Lioay

2

25
25
2 4 ! 70
Humboldt._| 144.09} .7 | 093 7,250

180,118 00 859,104 2,634,603 00

1,33 33,468 75 177,364 508,912 50
Lyon : 5 3 3 570 00 | 16,712 00 ! 7,998 264,630 00
Washoe ___.| 53, 1 03 | 3,450 00 | 80,140 00 179,800 1,169,350 00
$6,777,200 00 |79, ' 464.02 | §23,228 75 |$628,536 75 2,593,038 $8,632,145 50

Average value of main track, per mile $15,127 00
Average value of side track, per mile
Average value of telegraph, per mile...
Average value of rolling stock, per mile of main track

Average value of other property, per mile of main track

Average value of all property (land excepted), per mile of main track.
Average value of land, per acre

]
=
'v
=
=
=
=)
=
<]
5]
»
e
=
Q
©
z
]
=
o
=
S
2
=




0L

[U] Valuation of Virginia and Truckee Railroad Company’s property for 1902.
| i ; | Value | Value | i !
Main track, Valu | Total value | Side track, : Total value | Land, |Total value |

Counties. No, miles, peramﬁe. | main {rack,| No. miles. | side track. i °fs{3é¥f’g | p‘:.f)g‘el;g' No-seres.| of andl. iGrand total.

} 91 1s) | SO Y SRR 6.47 | $10,000 00 | $64,700 00 167 | $4,175 @0 i $7,017 00 |  $1,784 00 $77,676 00

(0751111 S, 13.29 8,000 00 | 106,320 00 987 | 2467500 | 6,574 00 | 74,829 00 |..____.___ $3,350 00 | 215,748 00

Btorey .. . il .l iilll 6.34 9,300 00 | 58,962 00 6.25 | 12,500 00 212300 | 16,044 00 |oceoooo oo fommomcaao- 89,629 00

Washoe _ oo 25,65 8,000 00 | 205,200 00 248 3,100 00 | 15330 00 920 00 40 100 00 | 224,650 00
Totals oo (53 Wy O $435,182 00 20.27 | $44,450 00 | $31,044 00 | $93,577 00 40 | $3,450 00 | $607,703 00 =
SNSSUCBISRIOONET: SEISONIDIINS s S i s = it a
Average value of main track, per mile - $8,400 31 §
Average value of side track, per mile 214356 =
Average value of rolling stock, per mile of main track . o 599 8 o
Average value of other property, per mile of main track el . S 1,80811 ™
Average value of all property, per mile of mMAIN $rACK oo oo oo oo oo e [ 11,737 00 ]
Tax for State PUTPOSeS v cceecacmccemnecrcccccccsccrcneascecccemccemcscesmcmemammasssacoccmeseecens a5 --|  $4,861 62 :
TaX fOr COUNtY PUTPOSES v eceececcccmemmmcmsecccccaaacccmemsessceccssee—ocemcocmoemememaemacaooos S eemcoee—msecessesememmanmesn.aean 737869 =
Total tax for State and cCOUNtY PUTrPOBES - ecemecemococccaeccccecccccccaccccscacecaceneescamaaememcamecemaccomecaacaacacmeasccoaasonan $12,240 31 é
AL, e E g
Q
=
e
K]
o




Valuation of Carson and Colorado Railroad Company’s property for 1902.

Main track,| Value | Total value | Side track, | Total value | _value Value Land, |Totalvalue | Grand total

Counties. No. miles. | per mile. i’main tmck.é No. miles. | side track. °fs‘;‘(’)2£‘g l‘)’:o‘;g‘r'i;_ 1}No. ncres.i of land.

Esmeralda. 138.75 | $2,500 00 | $346,875 00 11.35 | $11.350 00 | $28,692 00 | $6,510 00 | 150 | ., $152 00
53.25 3,500 00 | 186,375 00 301 | 990 00 |

451500 | 14678 00 |

Totals a | 14.36 i $15,865 00 | $43.370 00 $152 00 | $600,137 00

Average value of main track, per mile $2,777 34
Average value of side track, per mile 5 1,104 80
‘Average value of rolling stock, per mile of main track 225 36
‘Average value of other property, per mile of main track .. 39 06
Average value of all property, per mile of main track 3125 71

Tax for State purposes $4,801 96
Tax for county purposes 11,905 05

Total tax for State and county purposes i $16,707 01

*HATTOYNINOD HALVIS J0 LHOJHYH




[0 VavvaTioN oF RarLroap PropERTY—Continued.
"’ | !
Total | Value Value
value of | of rolling | of other
telegmph.i stock. | property. |

|
i
|

| ‘qo8a} Uy !

1

H
1

Total

| value of |
{side track.|

pueq

Value | Total value |

Name of Railroad, and County. | per mile. ’ main track. |

Grand total.
|

|
|

I

‘youa) apIs |

“SOqIUI *ON
Sa[IWX "ON
| ‘ydeasasiag,
“oN

“SI[IW "ON
|~ 8210y Jo

Eureka and Palisade. ! | | | '

Eureka county ._.______.____ 1 84.00 | $1,900 00 | ! $16,550 00 |$15,575 00 $198,825 00
Nevada, California and Oregon. |

Washoe county |28. 2,000 00 | 2,04 | 4,680 00 | 14,000 00 71,000 00
Verdi Lumber Company. ! . | | |

Washoe county 2.00 | 3,000 00 i .50 | 4,030 00 | 12,030 00
Glasgow and Western (Adelaide). | | !

Humboldt county 0.00 | 1,000 00 ! i | 25,000 00
Pioche and Pacific. | i | !

Lincoln county X 100 00 ! i 4,00 | | | { 3,200 00
Quartette. | | | [

Lincoln county 1,000 00 1 250 | | 16,500 00
Utah, Nevada and 1 | | i

Lincoln county [ 4048 | 4,000 00 . | | 176,493 00

Nevada Central. ; | ‘ | ‘ { ‘
Lander county 193.00 | 1,580 00 1 146,940 00 | 2.00 | ! 2 | : 168,063 00

REcapPITULATION.

Total valuation of all railroad property in the State $10,517,096 50

| S——

Total tax for State purposes on total valuation of all railroad ‘)roperty in the State $84,137 62
Total tax for county purposes on total valuation of all railroad property in the State ..

Total tax for State and county purposes -

‘HITTOHYINOD HLVIS 40 IHOdAH




[Vl STATEMENT
4 ﬁpqcﬁ_ag{afemm of goy'nty Aud’itora:{ﬂeﬁl_)ﬁterdnm of counties.

r :
g Amount and Character of County Indebtedness.
b, bty SE ARG Cash in
TR, i | Hindea |¥eartysateof| Foating | ousiy rete of | Tresady
i q unde i Yearly rate of | oatin i Yearly ra sury.
| Name of bonds. { " debt tnterest . | oot Tatarost, .
3 s A = PG PN
Churchill county e R S e R s ---| $13,130 45
Donglag-county....ool comtig, o o e s R e RS G $5,000 00 6 per cent
1,000 00 | 434 percent ;’,
1,000 00 4 per cent 13639 76 ™
EIkO 0UntY o oo sd BERL A SR e e G Rl gangiy e e et e g g
Esmeralda county 7 per cent ]
Bareka dpurity o R e e e o
Humboldt county 7 per cent ]
Lander county._ ... 6 per cent a
Lincoln county _ 10 per cent <
Lyon county . _.__....___ 5% per cent | :
1 { 6 percent | ]
NY6 GOUBLY o mmme oo db B AR e SN 8 per cent | 13,774 48
Ormsby county ... g
Storey county .. i A 2
Washoe county _____._____________ J | 38,554 81 |. < <!
White Pine county 19,500 00 |oooooooeoo - | 571609 3
B RIS Subi i _ £
=]
®

L

>
>




vl STATEMENT
From the annual statements of County Auditors, showing the financial condition of the several counties in the

g

on December 81, 1902.

i Estimated Valuation. Rate of Taxation.

Counties. Kind of Property.
Value of
Each.

Joxoquuy | S
Jorquay | &

100 sox®)}

P sox®)

| Trod
813304

[
)

Total value.

|""" %061 10F P
padelsy
a1 JO JaquIn N

| 4909
nod1
|'206T Y05 3uonb

-8

i

Court House
Court lot and fence..
Court House

Court House and furniture
Jail and furniture

e b
q§
=

Wells Lockup.___

Tuscarora Lockup
Roads and bridges
County High School

Elko District School

Tuscarora District School
Carlin District School

Wells District School

Forty-six other District Schools.
Hospital and furniture

Court House, Aurora

Court House, Hawthorne..__
County Hospital, Hawthorne .
County Hospital, Aurora.__.
Court House

g83ss

Se3ess

—

sgsss

S

BB
883888832

—

=

Bos

883838323

&,

282838323383353333333333338888238

$2,1756 00
10,000 00

116,500 00 ‘

36,500 00 |

g2
S8
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i Reese River bridge....
{ Court House

| Jail

1]

£

! Miscellaneous ..._
! Court House..._.

3238385333538

r—_g ©

[y
Ui

| Sundries

| Court House.........____

{ County buildings..

| Personal property

! Curry Engine House

| Steam fire engine
Poor Farm e

{ 8chool house and furniture

| Clear Creek bridge

! Agricultural grounds

| Agricultural building and block.

 Court House....

{ County Hospital:

| Court House and grounds

| New Jail

i Pest House and grounds
Bridges

| Hospital and lands

ememmmcncee--.. Court House

58

Y

e

Lol

[y

E
3¢3838
8838333833238833883333333888338

[ 115,350 00

bt
L3S

5858

‘UATTIOULNOD HLIVIS J0 LHO0dHH

12,200 00

|
|
i
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The following is a list of Insurance Companies authorized to transact business in the State during the year 1902.

INSURANCE COMPANIES.

All licenses expired December 31,

1902.  Yearly licenses for 1903 must be procured on or before January 81, 190.

Names of Companies and Agents. E

Fire.

Aachen and Munich of Aix La Chapelle, Ger-
many. T. R. Hofer. i

Ztna of Hartford, Conn. T. R, Hofer. |

Agricultural of Watertown, N. Y. John
Lothrop.

Atlas Assurance Company (Limited), London, |
England. T. R. Hofer. |

Caledonian of Edinburgh, Scotland. State |
Controller.

Citizens of St. Louis, Mo. C. H. Peters. |

Commercial Union (Limited), London. Eng-|
land. T. R. Hofer. |

Connecticut of Hartford, Conn. T. R. Hofer. |

Continental of New York, N. Y. R.S. Osburn. |

Fire Association of Philadelphia, Pa. B. F..
Wallace.

Fireman’s Fund of San Francisco, Cal. T. R.
Hofer.

German American of New York, N. Y. T. R. |
Hofer.

Hamburg-Bremen of Hamburg, Germany. M.
E. Ward.

Hartford of Hartford, Conn, T. R. Hofer.

Home of New York, N. Y. C, H, Peters.

Home of San Francisco, Cal, T. R. Hofer.

Imperial (Limited) of London, England. C. H.
Peters,

Insurance Company of North America, Phila- |
delphia, Pa. M. Scheeline.

Liverpool and London and Globe of Liverpool, |
England. °T. R. Hofer, i

London Assurance Corporation, of London,
England. (., H. Peters.

| London and Lancashire, of Liverpool, England.

| New

| North British and Mercantile of London and

| Royal of Liverpool, England.

Names of Companies and Agents,

C. H. Peters.

| Manchester Fire Assurance Company of Man- |

chester, England. State Controller.
National of Hartford, Conn. State Controller. |
Hampshire of Manchester, N, H.!
Washoe County Bank.
Niagara Fire Insurance Co., New York, N. Y.
T. R. Hofer,

Edinburgh, T. R. Hofer, !

Norwich Union of Norwich, England. C. H.
Peters.

Orient of Hartford, Conn. C.T. Bender.

Palatine Insurance Company (Limited), Lon-'
don, England. T. R. Hofer.

Pennsylvania of Philadelphia, Pa. State Con- '
troller.

Philadelphia UUnderwriters, Philadelphia, Pa.
State Controller. i

Phwnix of Hartford, Conn. Bank of Nevada.

Phenix (Limited) of London, England. *A. L.
Edwards,

| Queen Insarance Company of America, New

York, N. Y. T. R. Hofer.

T. R. Hofer.

Royal Exchange of London, England. T. R.
Hofer.

Scottish Union & National of Edinburgh, Scot-
land. T. R. Hofer.

Springtield of Springfield, Mass. State Con-
troller.

| Sun Insurance Office of London, England. C,

H. Peters.

Names of Companies and Agents,

Svea Fire and Life Insurance Co. (Limited), of
Gothenburg, Sweden. R.C. Moore,

Traders Insurance Co., Chicago, Ill. Chas. M.
Davenport.

Life, Accident, and Surety.

ZEtna of Hartford, Conn. l.ee J. Davis.

' Equitable Life Assurance Society of the U. 8.,

New York, N. Y. W.G. Thompson.
Fidelity and Casualty Company of New York
N.Y. Sam P. Davis

, Germania of New York, N. Y. O. H. Grey.

Home of New York, N.'Y. Sam P, Davis.

Manhattan Life of New York, N. Y. J. N.
Mathison.

Mutual Benefit Life of Newark, N. J. J. W.
Eckley.

Mutual Life of New York, N. Y. B. G. Haas.

Mutual Reserve of New York, N. Y. F. M.
Huffaker.

New York Life of New York, N. Y M. D
Noteware,

. Pacific Mutual of San Francisco, Cal. T. R.

Hofer,
Royal Exchange Assurance
England. T. R. Hofer,
State Life of Indianapolis, Ind. C. C. Blevin.
Travelers' of Hartford, Conn. T.R. Hofer.

of London,

| Union Mutual Life of Portland, Me. J. Doane.

United States Fidelity and Guaranty Co., Bal-
timore, Md. Sam P. Davis,

LYIS d40 LHO0dHYd
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Counties.

Lander

Lincoln

County Seats.

LIST OF COUNTY OFFICERS FOR THE YEARS 1903 AND 1904.

Auditor and

Recorder. Treasurer.

A G. Dawley .__: J. Eggers

| Hawthorne — l G. Atchison . J H. Miller

Eu reka

Wm. J. Rice ....| Robt. F. Gilbert_' Jas, G. Cushing___! C. L. Richards

H. Dieterich ____| H. B.Van Etten_| Wm. Kinney

--- J.W.Kinnikin__ J.A. Conboie....| James Quirk

B.C. Shearer____! D. B. Boyd W. 8. Beard

C. 8. Grunditz __| J. T. Miles ___._. | A, C. House

Assessor,

District Attorney
and ex officio
Superintendent
of Schools.

F X. Murphy-_.
H E. Driscoll __.
Benj Sanders__

John Lothrop.__.

| E. E. Roberts ___

Geo. D. Pyne_._.

Sheriff.

: Wm. McCormick .

| D. G.Clark

! Wm. A, Ingalls___
' T. A. Burdick

8. G. Lamb.

M. J. Murphy
Jake Johnson

D. P. Randall

--| Jas, G. Cushing __.f

Wm. Kinney

James Quirk

| W. H. A. Pike._. John Hayes

---- W. H. Brown

H. C. Jepsen
----A. G. Dawley
...... J. H. Miller
..... J. H. Hoegh
....... J.T. Dunn

T. C. Malloy

| ..-._J. A. Nesbitt

- D. W. Melarkey
Wm. Enger

|_H. B, Van Etten

----J. A. Conboie
W. A. Fogg

{C. A, Walker.--_ Geo. T. Newman._|__D. 8, Dickerson

*HHATIOHELNOD HLVIS 40 1d30ddH




APPENDIX.

. NEVADA'S WAR CLAIMS.

There has recently been passed in Congress a bill allowing the claims
of Nevada against the General Government, growing out of the Indian
Wars and the War of the Rebellion.

l’I:he following correspondence explains the present condition of these
claims:

UNITED STATES BENATE,
WasHiNGgTON, D. C,, May 21, 1902,

Hox. SaMuEL P. Davis, Controller of the State of Nevada, Carson City, Nevada :

DEARr Sir: I beg to transmit herewith a form of statement which I request you
may adoi)t. showing full and final account up to June 1, 1902, principal and interest, of
the Rebellion War claims of the State of Nevada against the United States.

Items 1 to 4 are the same as you used in your similar statement made December 19,
é899,.am§ same as Hallock used. (See Senate Ex. Doc. No, 10, page 12, 51st Cong,, 1st

ession.

Item 5 brings the interest down to June 1,1902. I renfuest you to sign and verify
on June 2, 1902, this statement, which includes, as you will see, interest on the $8,5569 61
referred to in said statement under the authority of the decision of the Comptroller
of the Treasury of April 14, 1902, in the Indiana case contained in Senate Doc. No. 321,
57th Cong., 1st Session, copy of which I also transmit you herewith.

Items 6, 7 and 8 are proper items to be stated when a final account of the State of
Nevada against the United States is given under the authority of the Comptroller’s
said decision.

The Omnibus Claims Bill (H. R. 8587), containing a provision to examine and allow
the Rebellion War claim of the State of Nevada, having passed the Senate on May 5,
1902, passed the House yesterday and when approved by the President I will send you
a copy of the same,

This statement has been prepared with very great care and I trust you will find the
same all correct, that you may act on it, under your seal of office, on June 2, 1902
return same to me and oblige, Yours very truly,

W. M. STEWART.

The statement received from Senator Stewart was properly cer-
tified to under the seal of this office and mailed on the same day,
June 2d.

OFFICE oF COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY,
WasHiNgTON, D. C,, June 24, 1902.

HoN. WiLLiaM M. STEWART, United States Senate:

My DEar Sir: Referring to our conversation of the latter part of last week, con-
cerning the status of the claim of the State of Nevada, for reimbursement for expenses
incurred when said State was a Territory, on account of arming and equipping troops
for the War of the Rebellion, including interest paid on the same by said State, I have
the honor to inform you that the State of Nevada had a claim pending before the
Second Comptroller on the 13th day of January, 18883, for $349,697 49. That on said last
mentioned date the said Second Comptroller allowed on this claim the sum of $8,559 61
and disallowed $341,137 88. At the same time there were pending before said Second
Comptroller claims growing out of Indian wars upon which certain allowances were
made by the said S8econd Comptroller. The claim of the State of Nevada for reim-
bursements on account of the Civil War so disposed of by the Second Comptroller
included interest charges up to January 1, 1883. The claim of the State of Nevada up
to said first day of January, 1883, is one for a reopening by the Comptroller. Any
claim that the State may have for interest paid on its war bonds after January 1, 1883,
would be the subject of a new claim to be filed with the Auditor for the War Depart-

ment. Respectfally
’ R.J. TRACEWELL, Comptroller.
UNITED STATES SENATE,
WasHINGTON, D. C., June 27, 1902.

HoN. 8amMuEeL P. Davis, Controller of the State of Nevada, Carson City, Nevada:
My DEar Sir: I have received a letter, bearing date of June 24, 1902, from the
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Hon, Comptroller of the Treasury, copy of which I have the honor to transmit you

herewith. It is necessary, in view of certain recitals therein, to have a statement pre-

ared for the Treasury showing the amount of money paid as interest from January 1,
883, to June 1, 1902, £

I have caused to be prepared such a statament, which I now transmit you herewith,

which if you find correct, as I believe it to be, then please sign the same and swear to

it before the Clerk of the 8upreme Court of Nevada and return it to me as soon as pos-

sible, and oblige yours very truly,

W. M. STEWART.

The statement referred to in the above letter was signed and sworn
to as requested.

UNITED STATES SENATE,
WasHiNaTON, D, C., August 18, 1902.
Hon. 8aMUuEL P. Davis, State Controller, Carson City Nevada:

DEar 8ir: 1. I have the honor to transmit you herewith copy of a letter from the
office of the Comptroller of the Treasury, dated August 7, 1902, asking for certain
information relative to the State claim of Nevada, and 1 request that you send me
here all the information that your records can possibly disclose in reference thereto,
which will aid us to fully answer all the inquiries contained in his said letter.

2. To assist you in these premises I desire to state in relation to

Abstract A, Vouchers 25 to 31, inclusive............._____.________ $146 05

Abstract B, Vouchers 44 to 46, inclusive 575 00
Abstract E, Vouchers 6 to 7, inclusive.. 1,581 00
Abstract ¥, Voucher 1__.__.__________________ 77T 29 00

$2,331 05
that you will find all of said vouchers described in detail on pages 92 and 94 of Senate
Report No. 1286, in Senate Ex. Doc. No. 10, 51st Congress, 1st Session,

3. The dates—January 7, 1862, and April 1, 1883—named in Paragraph 3 of the
Comptroller’s said letter ‘are the dates given on age 94 of Senate Report No. 1286,
Senate Ex. Doc. No. 10, 51st Congress, 1st Session, when H. P. Russell was paid in

VYoucher No. 1. .

Voucher No. 3.
Voucher No. 4._
Voucher No. 5. T

salary as Adjutant-General and all of which sums were disallowed by a minority of
the Army Board whose report was adopted by the Secretary of War, and the Comp-
troller, in order to know whether he can now allow the same upon a reopening of
Nevada’s claim, wants to know what duty said Adujtant-General of Nevada was per-
forming between said two dates and how many men were enrolled, and doing military
service for the United States during said period. The State records of Nevada out-
side of your office may possibly disclose this information.

4. Matters called for in so much of Paragraph No. 4 of the Comptroller’s said letter
as are marked (a) we will try to answer from this end of the line. Those marked (b)
please answer the best you can.

5. Matters called for in Paragraph No.6 of the Comptroller's said letter will be
fully answered by furnishing copies of the full Reports of the Treasurer (‘Territorial
and State) of Nevada for the years 1863, 1864, 1865 and 1866, respectively.

6. If either the Territory or the State of Nevada incurred any expense whatsoever,
for or on account of preparing and issuing any bonds, or for raising any money in any
other form, from 1861 to date, and the money so raised by issuing of bonds, or so bor-
rowed, was used in any manner whatsoever by Nevada on account of any military
purposes whatsoever, from April 15, 1861, to date, please state the amount thereof and
send me the evidence of the payment for such expenses.

Your early compliance with all the requests contained in said letter of the Comp-
troller of the Treasury and also matters herein contained and early transmission of
the same to me, addressed to Washington, D. C,, will be daly appreciated, and when
your reply hereto shall have been received here the same will be duly attended to at
this end of the line. All of which will oblige yours very traly,

WM. M. STEWART,
Per J. D. FincH, Jg,
Assistant Secretary.

The following is the letter referred to:

OFFICE oF COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY,
i WasHINGTON, D. C., August 7, 1902,
The State of Nevada:

Sir: The State of Nevada by settlement made by the Second Comptroller, dated

January 13, 1883, was allowed the sum of $3,559 61 on account of enrolling, recruiting,
etc., troops to aid the United States in suppressing the Rebellion.
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Of the sum above indicated it appears that the following amounts were incurred by
the Territory of Nevada prior to her admitsion as a State, ctober 31, 1864 :
Abstract A, Vouchers 25 to 31, inclusive $146 06
Abstract B, Vouchers 44 to 46, inclusive 7
Abstract E, Vouchers 6 to 12, inclusive..
Abstract F, Voucher 1 o e e

ObA) s n o m e comies s e e S RS SRS S S e e e S e e

The balance $6,228 56 appears to have been incurred by the State.

1. Of the amount allowed by the Second Comptroller, as indicated above, on
account of expenses incurred by the Territory of Nevada, show specifically what items
were paid prior to October 31, 1864, and what subsequent to said date.

How were the funds from which payments were made secured, and when was each
payment1 made? The date each warrant was cashed by the Territory or State is
requested.

lIf payment was made by bonds, or funds were realized from sale of bonds, give date
of bond, Act under which issued, when sold, amount realized, rate of interest, and
when and how said bonds were redeemed.

If redeemed by other bonds or by cash realized from sale of other bonds, the same
information is requested as to said bonds as embraced in the preceding imy_‘)iry.

2. What bonds were issued by the Territory of Nevada under Act of February 20,
1864, or any other Act? When and how were said bonds redeemed ?

3. What duties were performed by the Adjutant-General of the Territory between
January 7, 1862, and April 1, 1863? How many men were enrolled in the Territorial
militia during such period? How many of such militia were afterward mustered into
zhe service of the United States under the call upon the Governor of the Territory for

roops?

4.l (a) State specifically what expenditures incurred by the Territory of Nevada are
now clgimed ;

(b) State specifically what expenditures for interest discount and expenses of
negotiating loans by the State of Nevada are now claimed.

Of the amount allowed by the Second Comptroller on account of expenses
incurred by the State, supra, the same information is requested as specified in Para-
graph No. 1, above,

6. The condition of the Territorial and State Treasury for the years 1863, 1864, 1865
and 1866 should be shown.

7. The Act of the State Legislature of January 4, 1865, providing for the redemp-
tion of bonds by a tax of 95 cents on each $100 of the taxable property of the State:
How much was collected and how was the same applied ?

8. What bonds were redeemed during each of the years 1865, 1866, 1867 and 1868?
The report of the State Controller of Nevada for 1886 shows bonds redeemed during
these years to the value of $95,000, $69,972 62, $251,000, $22,174 45, respectively.

9. The Acts of the State Legislature of January 19, 1866, and February 6, 1867, each
made provision for a sinking fund by taxation, for the redemption of bonds. How
much was cotlected and how was the same upfrlied?

10. Where interest is claimed, it must be shown that the issue of bonds was neces-
sary and authorized by the Legislature, and that such bonds were issued and that the
proceeds thereof were used for paying the particular expenditure for which reimburse-
ment has been made or is now claimed. Respectfully,

R.J. TRACEWELL, Comptroller.

(Telegram.)

WasHINGTON, D, C.,, November 15, 1902
Hox. 8. P. Davis, Carson City, Nevada:

Comptroller holding up Nevada claim until information requested in my letter of
August 18 is furnished by you. Please forward immediately.
WM. M. STEWART.

It will be seen from the above correspondence that it is almost
impossible to furnish all the data required in the requests of the Treas-
ury Department.

This office has spent a great deal of time to the neglect of the regu-
lar office business attempting to “dig up” this data, and some of the
records go so far back that they are well-nigh inaccessible. I suggest
that proper action be taken by this Legislature to provide for some
suitable person to put in several months exclusively attending to this
work. The sum due the State—over $349,000—-is certainly worth mak-
ing an effort to recover.

*
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