IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

IN AND FOR UTAH GOUNTY,STATE OF

UT2H.
Provo Reservoir Compeny, ) No. 2888 (Civil
a corporation, ) _
Bl aintirig g Contempt Froceeding
VSe % Counter-Affidavit on
Provo City, et al, ) Motion for Change of
Defendantis, ) Triel Judge.

STATE OF UTAH)
) SS.
COUNTY OF UTAH)

O.K.Hansen, being first duly sSworn, upon his oath,
deposes and says; that he is an officer of Provo City, @
municipal corporation of the State of Utah, to-wits: the
duly elected, qualified, end acting Mayor of sald City;
and also one of the defendants nemed in the contempt pro=
ceedings instituted by the plainfiff in the sbove entitled
cause; that he wakes this affidavit for snd in behalf of
himself and each end all of the defendants in said cone
tempt proceedings:

That affient is informed snd bel leves and there-
fore upon such information end belief affient says, thet
the Honorable James Bs Tucker, one of the Judges of the
above entitled Court 1s disqualified to preslide at the .
triel of sald contempt proceeding for the reason that he
has been the attorney for the defendant Provo City and
has counseled snd advised said City snd lts officens in

gome of the matters complained of by the pleintiff in the

affldevit of Re JeMurdock on file hewein;



Thet said affient is informed and belleves, and
upon sﬁch information and belief affiant says, that the
Honorable Geonge P.Parker is not disquelified Ffrom pre=
siding at the trisl of said contempt broceeding by reason
of eny of the: matters alleged in the affidavit of Joseph

ReMurdock on file herein on the motion of the pleintiff
for change of trial judge of said contiempt proceedings
that sald George PReParker never ot °ny time was, or hes
been, the attorney for the plaintiff Provo Reservoir Com-
peny, & corporation, or the atborney for either of the de=
fendants in eny motter involved in the trial of any issue
In the above entitled cause, ond that said George P.Panker
has never at any tilme either counseled or advised the de=
fendants, or either of them, in any matter connectced with,
or pertaihing to, eny issue or question of law on fact in
any menner Involved in the sbove entitled causes Thot any
end all matters of controversy between eilther the plain-
t1ff or the defendant Provo City and the Upper Bast Unilon
Irrigation Company end John W, Hoover were Settled and
concluded by stlpuletion; that said Geonrge P.Parker nevern
at eny time perticlpated in, or was present in court, in
the trial of Cause No.2888 Olvil, or any matter comnected
therewlth;

Thet affisant is further Informed and belleves, wmd
upon such Information end belief says, that sald contempt
proceeding does not involve in eflect, onr at 2ll, the trlal

of rights of property amounting in value to $50,000.00, or
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the trial of rights of sny property whatsosver, but that
the soie relief prayed for by the pleintiff in said con-
tempt proceeding is that the defendants be adjudged guilty
of contempt of this Court, end that seid defendants be fined,
or damages be. adjudged and decreed against them in the sum
of $1000.00;

Aff'lent further seys that said George P,Parker is
8 cltlzen, resident, property owner, and taxpayer of the
defendant Provo City, end effiant is informed end believes
and upon such information esnd belief alleges, thet the
8ssessed value of #11 the real snd personel property owned

by sald George PRsParker within the corporste limits of seid
; o0
Provo City is the sum of $(?Cf00-“;: s that the totel

3

asgsessed veluatlion of all the taxable property within the
corporate limlts of Provo Gity is the sum of $9, 458, 00040 3
Sald afflent further alleges that said George Pe
Perker has no bias or prejudice in fevon of, or against any
of the pertiles to saild contempi?proceeding end that he neven
ot any time has formed or expressed any opilnion on the
merits of the ilssues joined in said contempt proceeding;
and affient 1s Informed and believes and upon such inform=
etion end belief seys, that sald George P.Perker has no
interest in the result of the saild contempt proceeding,
and that the fact that he ls a resident, property ownen,

and texpeyer In Provo Clty does not constitute a sufficlent,

direct, or materlsl interest in sald cause as to in any
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cting as the presiding judge

roceeding,

mammer disqualify him from a
8 of seild contempt »
M&Z/ZZVM h

in the hearing
28th.-___

Subseribed and sworn to before me this

47@ ?%W
Notary P@’bylc
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