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Ciiy  1Lu x .N ew Ori.eaks, 
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Major Flanders called the Council to 
order at seven o'clock this evening.

Roll called.
Present: Administrators J. R. We-Bt (Im

provements), Alfred Shaw (Accounts), L. 
T. Delassize (Public Buildings), *S. C. Ernley 
(Commerce), E. W. Pierce (Police), J. S. 
Walton (Finance!, and H. Bonzano (Assess
ments).

Mr. Bonzano moved to correct the min
utes of the last meeting by making the 
salary of the fifteen assessors appointed by 
the third section of the ordinance organiz
ing the Department of Assessments $2400, 
instead of $2000.

The Secretary explained that in the ordi
nance as handed to him by the Administra
tors there were two sets of figures written 
in pencil; one £2000, and one 12400. He 
read $2000, and the section was so passed by 
the Council.

Mr. Walton said his recollection was dis
tinct, that the section, as r^ad and passed, 
fixed the salaries at $2000.

Mr. West remarktd that the motion to 
correct the minutes came too late: since the 
ordinance had been certified and promul
gated. It wa3 now the law. It was too late 
to correct the minutes; the only way now 
open was to amend the ordinance.

Tho minutes were approved.
The Floallns Debt.

The following message and accompanying 
documents were received from the Mayor:

* M ator’s Office, > 
New Orleans, May 24,18JU. '

Admikistkatoks—I have the honor to lay 
before you a letter addressed by myself to 
the City Attorney, and hia response there 
in reference to tne Floating Debt.

By the light of the City A ttorney’s opiniou 
I shall immediately consider the lists pre
pared by the Administrator of Public Ac
counts. Very respectfully,

BENJ. F. FLANDERS, 
Mayor.

Mayoralty of n ew Orleans, > 
Uity Hall. May 19, ism. j 

Oeorgo S. Lacey, Eeq., City Attorney:
Sib—Will you please answer in writing 

the following questions referring to section 
forty of the city charter, which that stetiou 
has suggested:

1. Has the Mayor any discretion or elec
tion to approve or not to approve a state
ment made and attested by the Administra
tor of Public Accounts ?

2. If the Major has such discretion or 
election, would he be justified iu withhold
ing his approval of such statement ii it 
should not be a ‘ full” uud “correct” one, or 
if it did not contain all the matured obliga
tions of the city at the date of the paasuce 
of the act ?

3. What would be a “full and correct state
ment of all the matured obligations of the 
city?”

4. Would the Mayor be justified in ap
proving a partial statement, one that did 
not contain all the specified, valid, matured 
obligations of the city, to wit: “ Final judg
ments, warrants, registered certificates, and 
unredeemed city notes, used as currency :”

6. Were warrants, or registered certifi
es! • % or city notes issued bv the City Con
trol.er, or by committees of "the City Qoun- 
cii, without the autho ity of the Council, 
and in defiance of the express prohibitions 
of law “ valid, matured obligations of the 
city,” and if not, does this act ot the Legis
lature validate them ? j

C. And if such warrants, registered cer
tificates, and city notes were not valid city 
obligations, and,"if this act of the Legi-llature 
has not validated them, can the Adminis
trator of Public Accounts, by placing them 
in the “statenunt ” and tho "Mayor and Ad
ministrator of Finance, by “approving." 
make them valid aud secure their payment; 
and if they can, would it be right, or expe
dient?

An act of the Legislature “ to limit 
the indebtedness of the city of New Or
leans,” approved March 15, 1855, provides— 

“ S ection 1. That it shall not hereafter be 
lawlul for the Council of the city of New 
Orleans to authorize any increase of the 
amount ot the present iuiiebtedntss of §j*id 
city.

“Sec. 2. That after the total indebtedness 
of said city sbaii have been reduced, under 
the operations oi exv-iing laws, to the 
amount of twelve millions of dollars, it 
shall not be jawlul for the City Council to 
authorize any increase of said indebtedness 
beyond the sum hereiu tpecified, whether 
the said debt be ifl the form of bonds, loans, 
contracts or engagementsuuder any ordi
nance, resolution or other acts.

“Sue. 3. That from «nd after the passage 
of this act no warrant or order on the Treas
urer of said city for the payment of money 
shall b« issued by the Controller or afiy 
other officer of the city, unless there be, at 
the date of such warrant or order, sufficient 
funds in the treasury, duly appropriated by 
the Council, to pay the same,”

The act relative “to worths of improve
ments in New Orleans,” approved March 
16, 1855, provides—

“Section 1. That all public works, ma
terials or supplies susceptible ot being put 
under contract, the coat thereof exceeding 
five hundred dollars, shall be sold by the 
Controller at public auction, and giveu to 
the lowest bidder who shall give adequate 
security; provided, that the Controller shall 
have the light, at the time of adjudication, 
to refuse such bid or bids as are injudicious 
or against the interest of the city.”

“Sec. 3. That the Common Council shall 
not have the power to release any con
tractor from ^  fatnet compliance with the 
conditions of his contract, but may grant au 
extension of time to parties for the com
pletion of their contracts when, in their 
opinion, it may be just aud proper, and for 
the interest of the city."

The city charter act, approved March 
20. 1850, section thirty, requires that
“No money shall be paid out of the 
treasury unless by an ordinaries or resolution 
of the Common Council.’* Aud iu section 
thirty-one, “The Treasurer shall pay on the 
warrant of the Controller and by checks 
drawn to order, countersigned by said C m 
trailer, all claims against the city which the 
Common Council may authoriz”, and in no 
case shall the Treasurer pay any claim 
whatever against the city except in the manner 
set forth.” Section one hundred and twenty- 
four further provides, “ That the Common 
Council shah, odc-  in every twelve months, 
before fixing and deciding upon the amount 
of taxes to be assessed for tile ensuing year, 
cause to be made out a detailed st itement. 
exhibiting the various fferas of liability and 
expenditure, including the requisite amount 
for contingent expenses during said year: 
and shall cause the same to be published for 
at least teu days iu the official journal of the 
city, and such rate of taxation, not exceed 
ing one dollar and fifty cents on oue hundred 
dollars ot valuation, snail thereafter be fined 
aud assessed as, together with other reve
nues of the city, may be uec ssary to meet 
said estimated liabilities and expenditures.

The adoption of said detailed statement 
shall bo considered as the appropriation of 
the amount therein stated for the purposes 
therein stated; and no tin in v shall be drawu 
from the city ireanury except the same shall 
have been previously appropriated for the 
purpose for which it was dra wn.

Tne Supreme Court, as cited iu I.eovy’s 
Digest, page 128, has decided that “the ci'y 
can not Do he!d liable under a contract made 
by the mun:cpal officers in violation of law," 
and “that the City Surveyor is without au
thority to make a contract for city work 
which will be binding on the city without 
pursuing tiie formalities of law.” 1G Ann., 
page 132.

Tnese proviofoT’o of law prescribe the 
manner a :d a it i rity in and by which 
alone a city obligation can bo created. 
Now, all, or nearly all, the “ warrants” and 
“registen-d ci itificates,” and many of the 
“city no’es,” amounting iu the aggregate to 
about $2,000 000, forming much the greater 
part of the floating debt of the city, were 
issued not only wunsut authority, but many

of them in direct defiance of the above 
cited provisions of law. They have brought 
the city to the verge of bankruptcy. Does 
the law now requiie their recognition and 
payment, and give to the gross violation of 
law /he sanction of legislative approval. 
Soliciting an early reply to the questions 
propounded, to guide me in the performance 
of mv official duty in the premises, I have 
the honor to be, very respectfully, your 
obedient servant.

BENJ. F. FLANDER3, 
Mayor.

Office City Attorney, 
Now Orleans, M«> 23,1S7U.

Hoo B. F. I-landers, Mayor:
Dkab Sin—In reply to your esteemed favor 

of the nineteenth instant. I have the honor 
to say that I have carefully examined sec 
tion forty of the city charter, to which you 
have directed my attention, aud am of the 
opiniou that, under that section—

1- You have the right to exercise a sound 
and judicious discretion in the approval or 
njection of tho statement of the floating 
debt of the city of New Orleans, made by the 
Administrator of Public Accounts. I regard 
your right and duty, unper that section, as 
more than clerical.

*2. I do not think tho Mayor, 
the exercise of the discretion accorded 
to him by section forty of the charter, has 
the right to withhold his approved until the 
statement is so final and complete, as toem 
b.ace all. the mu’ured obligations of tho 
city, at the date of tho past-nge of tho act 
relertod to by you. If the statement pre 
seated, embraces only a portion of the 
claims entitled to be classified as a part 
of the floating debt, and such claims are 
then properly classified in tne report or 
statement of the Administrator tit Public 
Accounts, the statement ought to be ap 
proved. Those creditors who have exer
cised vigileuce iu presenting their claims 
for settlement, should not be made to wait 
the lardy action of other creditors, or the 
delay of the department in investigatin, 
other demands.

3. “A full and correct statement 
of all the matured obligations ot the 
cuy,” is evidently an exhibit ot the 
entire, not of a portion, of the city obliga- 
tii us. Notwithstanding this, a sound con
struction of section Forty of the charter does 
not require that such fifli and final state
ment should be made be I ore ihe approval of 
the Mayor can be had. Such inteipretatioa 
would be technical; and would sacrifice the 
spirit of the law, and the fitness of thingB to 
teat which I would respectfully suggest is a 
no re technicality.

4. The Mayor would be justified in ap
proving partial statements, full and correct 
m themselves, made f.om time to time.

5 Warrants, rigisttrod certificates, or 
city notes, issued without the authority ci 
the Council, and in defiance of express pro
hibition of law, cannot be regard’ d “ as 
valid matured obligations of the city,” and 
I know of no act of the Legislature which 
has the effoct of imparting validity to such 
pretended liabilities.

G. If the obligations hereinabove last re
ferred to are included i:i the siatenient pre
pared by the Administrator of Pub’qp Ac
counts, and that s.atem- nt ts attested by 
that officer under cath. and is approved by 
the Mayor and Administrator ot Finance, it 
is the duty of the Administrator of the 
Flouting Debt to issue certificates for the 
amount of the debts included iu such state
ment, and to pay the amount of these certi
ficates of indebtedness to the holder of the 
same, or to his order, out of tho bonds or 
the proceeds thereof, according to tiie pro
visions ot section forty of the city chart* r. 
The Administrator of the FI latmg D bt is 
without the right t > go behind the state 
merit. Questions of expediency- do not 
properly appertain to this office; but 

you have asked for my opinion, 
do not hesitate to say that it would 

cot only be inexpedient, but wrong to em
brace within the statement prepared by the 
Administrator of Public Accounts, any war
rants, registered certificates, or city notes 
issued iu defiance ot express prohibition of 
law. I do not, however, wish to be under
stood as assuming the position that equit
able obligations on the part of the city, 
authenticated by evidences of indebtedness, 
not issued iu compliance with the strict 
formalities of law should be repudiated; on 
the contrary, each claim ought promptly to 
be laid before the Council for careful inves
tigation. and proper action iu trie premises 
1 wish s’.mpiy to say that obligations of the 
character referred to should not, by the 
Administrator of Public Accounts, the 
Mayor and Administrator of Finance, and 
without scrutiny on the part of the 
Council, be clas-ified as a portion of the 
floating debt of the city.

I have carefully noticed the reference 
made by you to the 6everai acts of the Leg
islature, pas-ed iu 1855 and 1856, and am 
familiar with the rulings of the Supreme 
Court of this State, also referred to by you. 
Those laws aud decisions have doubtless 
been brought to my attention lor the pur
pose of showing me that many city obliga
tions have been contracted in violation of tne 
express provisions of law, and for the further 
purpose, doubtless, of laying the foundation 
of the question which you have propounded 
to me, and which may be substantially stated 
as follows:

Do the provisions of the present charter 
render it obligatory upon the city author 
ties to recognize and provide for the pay
ment of such obligations? lean not con
strue the charter as being peremptory, 
the contrary, my opinion is, that it is so far 
from being peremptory that it dees not even 
justily the Administrator of Public Ac
counts, when preparing his statement of the 
floating debt, iu including in that exhibit ob
ligations not contracted by the sanction and 
according to the forms of law.

What the Council may do, when that class 
of obligations is presented for its consider
ation, will of course depend upon circum
stance uuder which the pretended obliga
tion arose, the benefit which the city has 
derived therefrom, aud the power of the 
Council to recoguize an equitable indebted
ness, contracted in tho absence ot a com
pliance with the provisions of law.

I have the honor to be,
Very respectfully,

GEORGE S' LACEY,
City Attorney.

On motion of Mr. Shaw, the message and 
correspondence were spread upon the 
minutes.

Ilecm rto ien t B e p o r t i ,
Administrator West reported five or- 

aud resolutions aud requested

The report was as follows 
The President of the Police Jury of Jeffer

son parish, Hon. William Mithoff, has laid 
before me a statement, in memorandum 
form, of our relations with that parish, 
which is substantially as follows:

The shell-road on 8t. Charles street was 
contracted for by the Police Jury, and com 
pleted on the seventeenth of March last, 
and the portion of its costs the Police Jury 
is held for is $11,602. By a recent act of 
the Legislature thirteen-twenty-fifths of the 
assessed value of the parish is annexed to 
the city of NewOrleaus by section - .  In 
said act the city assumes all the debts of 
the annexed city of Jefferson and parish of 
Orleans, right bank. Iu regard to the por
tion taken" from the parish of Jefferson 
nothing is particularly said. It leaves to 
Jefferson parish the collection of the tax for 
I860; but the liabilities of the parish are 
$19,051 74, beside the debt incurred for the 
shell road. Thiiteen twenty-fifths of 
the $19,051 74 are 19906 91 ; add to 
this the whole debt incurred for shell road 
$11,602, and it makes a total of $21 508 91. 
Of this amount the portion annexed will re
imburse $11,659 50. which would leave a 
balance ot $9819 41 due the parish by 
that part lately annexed to the city. When 
the tax was laid the action of the L g;.-la- 
ture could not be anticipated. By this act 
more than one-half of the whoie parish of 
Jeflerson is annexed to the city of New Or
leans, and the expenses of the joint commit
tee will fall now entirely upon the half left, 
which will largely increase the expenses 
and seriously embarrass the police jury oi 
Jeflerson parish left bank.

They, therefore, consider it only common 
ustice that the city should reimburse at 

least the entire expense of the shell road, 
of which improvement the city will reap the 
sole benefit by the increased value ot the 
property in its neighborhood.

The parish would be entitled to the 
amonut of taxation of the annexed portion 
till March 16, which will be collected next 
year.

Accompanying the foregoing memoran
dum is a statement of debts due by the 
parish of J. fferson left batik, also furnished 
oy Mr. Mithoff, with notes by hint, which I 
lay before you, and suggest the reference of 
the whole subject to the Department of Fi
nance.

ALFRED SHAW, 
Administrator oi Public Accounts. 

Debts due by the parish of Jefferson, left 
bank, up to March 16, 1&70.

Bonus due May, 1871. given iu ex
change for warrants......... $1,358 67

Two years interest, eight per cent 217 38 
Bonds due now three years, issued 

for a new levee ou Grave’s place,
above Kenner. ....... ..............

Interest for three years, ten per 
cent.. ,

Due for warrants and registerd
deb’s prior to 1870...................

Due for warrants issued since 
January 1, tor current expenses
and criminal suits, coats......

Due assessment of Metropolitan 
police...

ing unto D. Mercier for the price and sum 
of thirteen hundred and ninety-seven dol
lars and twenty-five cents ($1397 25), with 
J. L. Mercier as security, in the sum of five 
hundred dollars ($500), be and the same is 
herebv approved, the security accepted, and

relieved of costs in the suit of the city of 
New Orleans vs. W. 8. Donnell ic Co., auit 
No. 21,581 of the docket ot the Secoad Dis
trict Court of the Parish of Orleans, I 
beg to report that the suit was instituted in 
order to enforce payment of city tax for

the ftiayor authorized to sign and execute, 1863 on their capital or stock iu trade in
W L  t> .. t $ C 4 V- A ; 4 «* A L  . > ■ w. rw — .-...A—■ ...A  4 k . i l  flfn n  W

1 140 00

312 00

3,430 0?

u inane
that they be laid on that table subject to 
call.

Agreed to.
Administrator Shaw presented the follow

ing report:
Df TARTMF.NT OF PCRLtO ACCOUNTS, » 

New Orlouus. »1 ay i i ,  lsft!. t 
To the O jnncil of theOi'yof Now Orleans

1 have ajHiointed, subject to your appro
val. the toilowiug persona, with the monthly 
salaries set opposite their names:

Deputy Administrator of Public Accounts— 
Julm Calhoun $416 66j.

CIciks—E. Gauthier, $150; E A. Poptilus, 
Jaoob Liesor, John J. OberKnder, Eugene 
Luscy.SG. Liautaud, B. D. Watkins, J." Da- 
lavigne, aud Victor ft:. De Maiu each $100;

. 15 Stith and J . O’Brien, each $75.
Book-keepets—George Wood, $209: E 

Tureau l, $166 65:; T. G. Uulnoril, $109.
Messenger— J. a . R. FracQoi?, $5u.g
Under the ordinance authorizing provi

sional appointments by the several Adminis
trators, 1 appointed au adequate number of 
investigators and dorks fertile revision of 
floating debt claims, examiui: g and report
ing upon 'he affairs of tho late citi s ot Al- 
gieis end Jefferson, and making out some 
forty thousand tax bilis under the Metro
politan Police and City Park laws; alt 
which work is progressing or well 
nigh completed. Amot g those employed 
ou this force are some so competent and 
well versed in city affairs that I think their 
services can be illy spared. Already the 
city has been saved tens of thousands of dol
lars by their slciil in the detecting of errors 
iu accounts against the corporation. A3 ob- 
jeers of investigation will continually arise, 
i propose, iu the interest of the City, before 
the ciose of their present labors, to recom
mend some of them for permanent employ
ment.

ALFRED 8HANY, 
Administrator oi Pub ic Accounts.

The report was received and adopted, ou 
motion of Mr. Fierce.

Mr. Shaw stated that he had a further re
port on the condition of affairs ia Jefferson 
parish, which, as it was long, and entered 
into detail, he would ask that it be printed 
and referred to the Administrator of Fi
nance.

Received accordingly.

Total
The annexed portion el 

the parish is 13-25 of 
the above amount, U 

Debt contracted and 
unpaid for the shell 
road on St. Charles 
street is:

Bonds given for Peals’ 
property, to widen 
street for she!: road 

One year's interest at 
eight per cent 

Claim otil. H. Williams.
for superintendauce 

Two thirds of amount 
due to contractor for 
shell road completed 
March 17, 1870, for 
which bonds are
given....................

One-third of amount 
due March 17, 1871, 
to be retained, con 
tractor is bound to 
keep the road iu good 
repair till then........3

4 0i9 59 

7.8S4 10 

$19,051

$9,906 91

£580 09

SCO 00

Its 00

ii 00— 11,648 40

Total. .$21,553 31
The tax the parish collects from the an

nexed portion, if all paid for. 1869—special 
tax fur shell froad is included, $11,65 9 50, 
would leave a balance due, $9,895 81.

Now add the amount of tax for 1870, to be 
collected ia 1871, say one-fourth of $11, 
659 50—$2911 871. Total, $12,810 68.

(Now take in consideration that Jefferson 
City paid forty-six per cent, and the an
nexed portion of the parish thirteen per 
cent, or iu ail fifty-nine per cent of the 
general parish expenses, and you will per
ceive, at once, that we are still the greatest 
losers.)

Administrator Delassize presented the fol
lowing report:

Department of the Watf.r Works) 
and Public Huild'tg^, S 

New Orleans, May 2i, ie70. ‘ 
T d tna Council ot th e city cf New Orleans

I beg leave respectfully to report favora- 
b’y on the bills of C. Rouyer, for repairing 
the clocks of First, .Second, Fifth an i Sixtli 
District Courts, to the amount of ($37) 
thirty seven dollars

Respectfully,
L". T. DELASSIZE,

Administrator.
On motion of Mr. West the report was re

ceived, and payment of the amount was or
dered.

Mr. Delassize offered the following :
.D epartment of the Waterworks a

Public tfaiidiD£9. > 
New Orleans, May 24, I t70.)

Xo the Council of the City of Now Orleans:
I beg leave to elate that I have eet apart 

room No. 21 for the use of Assistant Attor
ney Waples, in compliance with the action 
of the Council.

Respectfully.
L. T. DELASSIZE,

Administrator.
The report was received, and the action 

of the Administrator confirmed.
Mr. Delassize presented the following:

Dei artment of the Waterworks i 
and Public buildings, , 

New Orleans, Slay 24,1870. ) 
To the Ooumni of ths City of New Or leans:

On the petition of Honorable Eugene Mc
Carthy, Fifth Justice of the Peace, asking 
permission to occupy the courtroom in the 
Town Hal!, of the late town of Algiers, I 
have to report adversely, >it being customary 
for justices of the pe ice, in and for the city 
of Npw Orleans, to rent aud pay fer their 
own courtrooms, etc. I therefore ask to be 
discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition,

Respectfully,
L. T. DELASSIZE,

Administrator.
Received and adopted, as was also the 

following: v
Dcpar. mf.nt of the Water Works i 

and Publiu BundiDga, [ 
New Orleans. Stay 24, 1870. ) 

To the Council of the city of New Orleans:
On the seventeenth instant, in the 

presence of his honor the Mayor and the 
honorable Administrator of Finance, I 
opened the proposals for repairing, white
washing, etc., the Insane Asylum, and also 
for supplying the patient3 of the Insane 
Asylum with clothing, etc.

For repairing, whitewashing, etc., the 
following were the bids:
Wj P. Reynolds................
J. Amreiu.........................
Em>-le Sugura...................
George McNeil.................
C. G. Eageimau.. ............
D. J. Watsoa......................... .
J . B urel...............................................  1,275 00

The award was made to J. Bare!, bis bid 
being the lowest.

For clothing, etc., the following bids 
wore received:
D. Mercier... .............
J. Winehill.................

$1,600 00 
1,800 00 
1 500 00 
4,700 00 
2,100 00 
4,450 00

...................... 1,397 25
....... ......... ...2,367 00

The award was made to D. Mercier, his 
bid being the lowest.

Ia connection with the awards made. 1 
beg leave to urge the passage of the accom
panying resoiu’ion.

Rtspecifu’.lv,
L. T. DELASSIZE,

Administrator.
On this report, Mr. Delassize offered the 

folio wing resolution: 
liesolved, That ti e aeiudicatiou bv the 

Administrator of Waterworks and Public 
Buildings of a contract, under resolution No. 
81, Administration series, for supplying the — —-- at the Insane “

on behalf of the city, the necessary contract 
before the City Notary to carry the same 
Into effect.

Carried.
On the same report. Mr. Delassize pre

sented this further resolution, which was 
carried:

Resolved, That the adjudication by the 
Administrator of Waterworks and Public 
Buildings of a contract, under resolution 
No. 81, Administration series, for repairing, 
white-washing, painting with coal tar, etc., 
the Insane Asylum unto J. Burel, for the 
price and sum of twelve hundred and 
seveutyk-five dollars ($1275), with Emt-ie 
Darseê  as security, iu the sura of five hun
dred dollars ($500), be aud the same is 
hereby approved, the security accepted, and 
the Mayor authorized to sign and execute, 
on behalf of the city, the necessary contract 
before the City Notary to carry the same 
into effect.

Mr. Delassize presented the subjoined re
port (which was received) and resolution: 

Department of the Waterworks and / 
Public Hund n̂ 84. .—' New Or eana, M$y 24, 1670. )

To the Council of the city of New Orleans
Iu response to the communication of M. 

Carroll, farmer of Vegetable and Fruit 
Markets, iu relation to the condition of said 
markets, I beg leave to present the accom
panying resolution.

Respectfully,
E. i. DELASSIZE, 

Administrator.
Resolved, That the Administrator of Wat

erworks aud Public B Timings be authorized 
to make the m-ces-ary repairs to the Veg
etable and Fruit Markets, the cost not to 
exceed $509.

Ou the motion to adopt the resolution 
being put, one Administrator voted yea, 
four nay.

The Mayor declare! the resolution lost. 
Mr. Pierce presented a resolution as fol

lows:
Department of Police. / 

Admiairstra'or’s Odice. , 
New Orleans, Maj 21. 1870. ) 

To (he City Council of New Orleans
I have the honor to report that the con

tract for furnishing fn-sh beef, in accord
ance with resolution No. 62—Administra
tion series, has been awarded to Loais 
Rucli, at four and one-half effuts (4J) per 
riouud, with D. A. Dennison and John 
Stumpf as security; and I respectfully re
commend your approval.

E. W. PIERCE, 
AJmiuistrator.

Received and adopted.
The following resolution, submitted by 

Mr. Pierce, was adopted:
Resolved, That the adjudication by the 

Administrator of Police of a contract as 
per resolution No. 62, AdminisUation 
series, for the furnishing of fresh beef to 
the City Workhouse and Boys’ and Girls’ 
Houses of Refuge, at the price and sum of 
four and one-ha!f cents (4j) per pound all 
around, to Mr. Louis Ruch, as principal, 
with D. A. Dennison and John Sturapt as 
security, be and tiie same is hereby ap
proved, the security accepted, and tiie 
Mayor authorized to enter into contract in 
behalf of the city, per notarial act befoie 
the city notary, for the performance of said 
contract.

Mr. West: I riee to a point o? order. Iu 
deciding that the resolution authorizing re
pairs to certain market houses was lost—

The Mayor: Will the Administrator put 
the resolution in w riting ?

The Council in the meantime proceeded 
to other business.

Mr. Bonzano submitted the following re
port:
To the Honorable Oon-.c 1 of tae city of New Orleans: 
Report on the petition of Evaristo Suguste, 

residing at No. 9, Philip street, Second 
District.

Department of Assessments, i 
May 24, 1S7U. <

Petitioner asks exemption from taxes due 
to the city of New Orleans for the year 1863, 
because the property assessed was taken 
possession of by the L'uited States military 
authorities, and was by them used as a re
cruiting bureau to enlist soldiers to serve in 
the United States army. Judgment has 
been rendered against the petitioner, and an 
attachment has been issued against his 
property.

I have carefully cons dered the applica
tion, and the following are my views on the 
subject:

This department has no power to remit 
or cancel osse-san-nis heretofore made, and 
it is for the Council to - ty whether they 
have the power to set aside a judgment ren
dered by a judicial tribunal of the State.

Ou tiie advent of the United States mili
tary authorities, the conqueror, no doubt, 
had a right to suspend taxation, and to ab
rogate, if Hie chose, all laws referring to 
taxation; but, as he did not exercise that 
power, the local laws remained in force.

All prop- rty must be taxed in accordance 
with the law. The constitution expressly 
Bays that all taxes shall be “uniform," which 
I take in this case to mean that the property 
shall be t. xed according to law, no matter 
whether the Confederate or the United 
States military authorities made it their ren
dezvous. (I believe they both did.)

The remedy, if any there be, must be, it 
strikes me, against those who occupied the 
premises. The property itself mu9t be 
taxed, that is positive, and it i/  for the 
owner to take the chances of getting an oc
cupant who will pay the rent.

By the constitution of the United States, 
no private property can be taken for public 
use without compensation being first made 
therefor; hence the owner iu this case has a 
right to demand compensation from the 
United States.

But the chief stumbling block against a 
favorable consideration is a paragraph in 
the constitution of the State of Louisiana, 
of 1S68, which, after declaring a number of 
acts and actions to be valid, annuls and ex
cepts the particular act by which this prop
erty would have been exempted from Sta’e, 
parish and city taxes for the year 1863. 
There is consequently a direct prohibition 
to grant the relief sought to be obtained by 
tho petitioner.

As a supporter of the constitution of 
Louisiana, as a good citizen of the Sta'e, 
and as an Administrator of the city of New 
Orleans, I am constrained to report that, in 
my opinion, the petitioner’s request cun 
not be granted.

Very respectful Iv,
K. BONZANO,

Administrator of Assessments, 
ftlr. Pierce move! that the report be re

ceived and approved.
Mr. Shaw moved au amendment that the 

report be laid over to be printed. There 
was a good deal of law and a good deal of 
argument on it aud he wanted to read it.

Mr. West seconded Mr. Shaw’s amend
ment, which was carried, and the report 
was laid over accordingly.

Mr. West said he had now reduced his 
motion to writing to set aside the decision 
of the chair, that the resolution introduced 
by the Administrator of Public Buildings 
authorizing certain repairs to market 
houses had been lost. The ruling of the 
chair appeared to bo that unless a majority 
voted for a resolution it was lost, and by 
thus ruling great injustice might be done.

The Mayor explained that he had not de
cided on any such ground. He put the 
question, and there was one vote in the 
affirmative and one in the negative, and 
consequently he decided the motion not 
carried. He so decid> d, expecting some Ad
ministrator would cad for a reconsideration.
He wished the resolution pushed, but he 
also wished that administrators would vote 
when a resolution was put.

Tho resolution was called up again and 
passed.

Mr. Bonzano presented the following re
port and resolution:

De t a r t o f  Assessments >
May 16, 187U. j

To the Henorable Ooancil, city of New Orleeni :
In reference to the petition of William S.

that year.
It appears by the sworn statement of 

the members of the firm. William 8. Don
nell and Samuel Nelson that they had no 
capital nor stock in trade in the city or 
State in 1863. The late City Council, 
through the Finance Committee remitted 
the judgment obtained against them, but 
neglected to relieve them also of the pay 
no-tit of tiie costs.

I deem the appeal just and proper and 
recommend t h a t  th e  reliet asked for be 
granted. Very respectfully.

If. BONZANO, 
Administrator Assessments. 

Resolved, That Messrs. William S. Don- 
neii & Co., be and are hereby relieved of the 
payment of the costs of the Clerk and Sheriff 
iu the suit of the city of New Orleaus vs. 
W. 8. Donnell <k Co., known as suit No. 21,- 
581, docket of tne Second District Court par 
ish of Orleans.

Laid over to be printed, on motion of Mr. 
Shaw.

K ep orm  o f  C ity Officer®.
The subjoined report aud resolution from 

City Attorney Lacey, were ordered to be 
printed and laid over:

Office City Attorney,New Orleans, May l»7u,
To the Honorable the Mayor aad Members ot the 

Oity Council:
Gentlemen—I have reason to believe that 

au order tuny be obtained, by the consent of 
parties in interest, referring to arbitration 
tiie suit of Daniel Mulligan vs. City of New 
Orleans, No. 77, Sixth District Court, and 
John (’• Rust vs. Tin- City of New Orleans, 
No. 23,816, Fourth District Court. Those 
suits involve the investigation of intricito 
accounts and claims, and for that reason I 
am of the opinion that justice to all parties 
may better be hail by au arbitration, in 
preference to a protracted and expensive 
litigation in the courts.

Your honorable bo iy will select one arbi
trator, whom, I respectfully suggest, should 
be one of the Administrators; the plaintiff 
another. The other arbitrator or umpire, 
to be selected in case of disagreement, by 
the two thus to be chosen.

f have the honor to transmit herewith a 
resolution iu relation to the subject matter 
of this communication.

Yours, trulv,
GEORGE S. LACEY,

City Attorney.
R■'solved. That the City Attorney be, and 

he is hereby, authorized to submit to arbi
tration, the suit of Daniel Mulligan vs the 
city ot New Orleans—No. 77, Sixtu District 
Court, and John F. Rust vs. the city—No. 
23,816, Fourth District Court, parish ot Or
leans; one arbitrator to be named by the 
Council, one by the plaintiff, and the third 
arbitrator, or umpire, in case of disagree
ment, to be chosen by the other two.
^Resolved. That the Administrator of ----
------ be, aud lie is, hereby selected, as ar
bitrator, on the part of the city.

The same disposition was made of the 
claim of the Commercial Bulletin and the 
report of the Attorney General, which were 
as follows:

Commercial Bulletin. ,Urleaus, La., April 8, ls:0. (
To Ben; wain S'. F and*-rs and Board of Administra

tors, City of >ew-Orleans, Louisiana:
We observe from the proceedings of the 

Council meeting heid last evening, that the 
New Orleans Republican Printing Company 
have been chosen City Printer for the term 
of one year, from the seventh instant. We 
consider, this election of said printing c m- 
pan? in violation of the contract we have 
entered into with the city of New Orleans 
for the period of one year, dating from the 
seventh day of July, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-nine, for the publication of its laws 
and other advertisements. We shall require 
the city to comply with its contract, aud 
also hold it responsible for damages result
ing ironi its tailors to do ao.4 

Respectfully,
SEYMOUR, JEWELL & CO.

Office City Attorney, 
New Orleans, May 16,1870.

To toe Honurabte the Mayor and Members of the
Council:

Gentlemen—The City Council, having 
elected the New Orleans Republican Print
ing Company as city printer, can not well 
recognize the demand of Messrs. Seymour, 
Jewell & Company contained in their letter 
under date the eighth ultimo. No action iu 
reference to that demand is deemed neces
sary.

I have the honor of returning the commu
nication of Messrs. S-ymour, Jewell A Com
pany. Respectfully, etc.,

GEORGE S. LACEY,
City Attorney.

Tiie subjoined report was received and 
spread upon the minutes:

Office City Attorney, ) 
Koom No. 13, City Dali, j 

New Orleans, Slay IS, 1670. )

Gentlemen—Judgment has lately been 
rendered by his Honor Judge Cooley,’of the 
Sixth District Court, in S. S. Prentiss vs. 
the city ot New Orleans, and A. N. Gardner 
vs. same; and, in both cases, adversely to 
the city.

The judgment in each case amounts to 
S100, with iuterest and costs.

Judge Cooley did not look upon the 
parties suing as public employes, liab e to 
be discharged at will, ncr did he regard the 
late charter as justifying a termination of 
their ofiice at the time they were dismissed. 
He treated them as clerks, hired by the 
month, and discharged without good cause 
before the expiration of the mouth, and for 
that reason rendered judgment in their 
favor.

The amount in controversy being less than 
$500, no appeal will lie to the Supreme 
Court of the State.

Respectfully, etc..
GEORGE S. LACEY,

City Attorney.
On the question of a claim of David 

Stickney against the city, the Attorney re
ported as follows:

The application of M. M. Cohen, in be
half of David Stickuey, for compromise of 
suit now prudiug in'the Seventh District 
Court simply involves a question of expe
diency, the determination of which proper
ly belongs to the City Council.

Therefore, I respectfully return the papers 
received from you, for such action as your 
judgment may suggest.

Respectfully,
GEORGE S. LACEY,

City Attorney.
The report was received and laid over.
Assistant Attorney Waples rendered the 

following reports on the subject of the Jef- 
forson City contracts referred to the Mayor 
and himself for action:

C itt  H a ll , New Orleans, May 23,1870. 
Hon. B. F. FIander3, Mayor:

S:u—I have before rae the report of the 
Department of Public Accounts, on the 
subject of the “ Jefferson City contracts,” 
re-referred to your honor and myself. 1 
have nothing to change in the opinion read 
before the last meeting of the Council, on 
the i ontract of ftlr. G. McNeil for painting 
the City Hall. Nor can l see any difference 
between that and the pretended contracts 
with John Marks to keep certain streets in 
repair for five years, at tne price of $19,500 
per annum; with Joseph Kaiser to dig 
ditches, clean out old ditches, etc.; with H. 
If. Romain to shell certain streets; with H. 
T. Trephageu to lay sidewalks: with Frank 
Pettevain to fill up and inclose market 
square, etc., and with Messrs. Kaiser aud 
Satchell to build a new ievee; tor ail of 
these contracts, like the one first mentioned, 
were entered into by Aldermen Catnkins! 
Masste and Brown, with ut any authority 
to bind the city. Mayor Lowe also signed 
aii the contracts, witn the exception of the 
one last mentioned.

The only semblance cf authority which 
these four officers had was the ordinance to 
which I referred in my letter ou McNeil's 
contract. That ordinance iu terms author
ized any three of eight pers.-ns named there
in to make contracts on subjects embracing 
a'most the whole scope of the legislative 
power of the Council. It even went turther; 
for it authorized three per-ous to make con
tracts of the character of those above indi
cated without advertisement in the official 
journal aud adjudication to the lowest bid
der according to law. It sought to make 
the action oi the three final, for the or
dinance did not contemplate any subsequent 
ratification by the Council. The ordiuaoee

part of the Couocil to delegate their powers 
to a small minority of their number, as I 
suggested in my note to the Administrator 
of tne Department of Waterworks and Public 
Buildings in reply to his letter relative to 
McNeil's contract.

But I learn now, for the first time, that 
an attempt was made to ratify these agree
ments. By the report before me. I find that 
a motion was made with that object; but it 
appears to have never been adopted. The 
verbal statement of the Secretary of the 
late Jefferson City Council that about five 
days after the motion had been orally made 
he embodi d it iuto the minutes, at the re
quest of Alderman C iulkins, can not out
weigh his more solemn declarations in hia 
journal, if he means to say that the facts are 
different from his record. If the journal 
shows that the resolution of ratification 
was adopted, still the objection remains that 
the contracts were awarded without adver
tisement aud L:gal adjudication. All that 
had been previously dene was without legal 
authority; and!I do not think that in a 
single resolution, covering so many inter
ests and relating to important agreements 
with so many (fiffereut persons, tho Council 
could thus bind the corporation.

The rt solution authorizing a warrant in 
favor ot G. G. Fisk, appears in the rpport, 
but I do not know whether or not this is 
aisa referred to us.

I wrote to the Administrator of Public 
Accounts some days ago, on the Bubject of 
J. Benjamin Chandler’?contract, exempting 
Lis teu squares of ground from taxation for 
ten years, saying that, iu my opinion, the 
City Council hail no right to exempt auy one 
man’s property from taxation more 
than anothe s." The constitution particu
larly mentions what property may be ex
empted from taxation. No other can be ; 
for tiie affirmation is pregnant with the ne
gative. Taxation shall be equal and uni
form. If Mr. Chandler’s pars, (which, by 
the terms of the ordinance, is to be free to 
ail, upon the payment of such admission fee 
as said Chandler may require), is to be ex
empt from’the burden of the city govern
ment, why should not the theatres, race 
courses, aud every other place of public 
amusement? Would taxation be “equal and 
uniform” if the Metarie race course shonld 
be taxed, and this “ Park,” which is to in
clude a race course, be exempt ?

As to the provision of the ordinance that 
the city shall have the privil-ge of buying 
at the end of the ten years, it is only neces
sary to observe that she must then pay 
whatever the property sbaii then be ap
praised to be worth. This is not such an 
advantage to tiie city as to constitute a legal 
considera’ion for giving u^ the right to ro- 
ceceive licenses aud taxes on the property 
for ten years.

Since writing the opinion above men
tioned, I have been informed that the 
etreets named in the ordinance, and which 
Chandler was authorized to inclose with his 
ten or twelve squares, have never been 
opened to public use. If so, it ruay be true 
that the ordinance and contract are not 
subject to the objection that they seek to 
convert public property to private use; 
but there the further objection arises, that 
the city has no right to’give away, without 
consideration, the privileges of opening 
those streets at any time within the teu 
years, should the public interests require it— 
an objection quite as fatal to the ordinance a3 
the former oi e.

Certainly, the Council of Jefferson City ha 1 
no more right to give away the privileges of 
the people composing the corporation than 
they had to vote away money for any pur- 

! nose other than such as the law authorized.
I consider that all the contracts mentioned 
in the report, as therein described, are 
illegal.

Respectfully, yours, etc.,
RUFUS WAPLES.

Assistant City Attorney.
The report above atluded to, addressed to 

Administrator Shaw, was read as follow?: 
N ew  Orleans, May 11, 1370.

Honorable Alfred Sn&w, Adm nistrator:
Sir—The ordinance ot the late city of Jef

ferson, “To permit J. Benjamin Chandler to 
open a park oi grounds iu the city of Jeffer
son, and for other purposes,” and the con
tract made pursuant thereto with Chandler, 
are cieSrly illegal and void, because—

1. The Council had no right to exempt 
eight squares of ground froin taxation for 
tea years. The eight squares are private 
property, and the park 13 not devoted to 
public use by the terms of either the ordi
nance or the"contract, but is for the exclu
sive benefit of Chandler aud liis associates, 
no one being permitted to enter without 
“paying such charge for atinrasion to said 
park as shall be fixed by said Chandler.” 
The Council might as plausibly have ex
empted half the property of the city from 
taxation, and put the whole burden "ot the 
city g .verameut on the other half. Taxa
tion must be equal and uniform.

2. The ordinance authorizes and requires 
Chandler to enclose the eight squares iu 
oue park, including the intervening streets. 
These streets are public property, and this 
attempt to convert them to private use is 
illegal and vqid.

It is usefo-Ss to enumerate other grounds, 
as these are dettiled sufficient.

Respectlully, your obedient servant.
RUFUS WAPLES, 

Assistant City Attorney.
The ordinance upon which the above re

ports were founded, was as follows :
An ordinance to permit J. Beniamin Chand

ler to open a park of grounds in the city 
of Jefferson, and for other purposes.
Section 1. Be it ordained by the Common 

Council ot the City of Jefferson, That J. 
Benjamin Chandler be and is hereby author
ized to open a park ou grounds bounded by j 
St. Denis, Claiborne, General Tay or and ; 
Milan streets, for aud during the period of 
ten years, upon the conditions as follows, to 
wit: Said Chandler to enclose Mareugo and 
tiie cross streets from St. Denis street to

twined to the Mayor and Assistant City At
torney for action, was continued.

The Mayor stated that notices of the ille
gality of the various ..contracts had been 
prepared to be served upon the contractors.

Committee Report®,
The annexed report was received and or

dered to be printed:
The committee, consisting of the Mayor 

and Administrators West and Emiey, to 
whom was referred the resolution adopted 
at the-last session of the Council, in refer
ence to railroads, report that the representa
tives of the railroaa companies were spe
cially notified to meet the committee in the 
Mayor’s parlor on Saturday last. Pont- 
chartrain Railroad Company alone was re
presented at the meeting. Another meet
ing was called by advertisement for this 
day, and the railroad companies requested 
to be present by delegates. No representa
tives of the companies were present at the 
meeting.

The committee ask for further time.
B. F. FLANDERS,

Mayor.
8 C. EMLEY, 

Administrator of Commerce.
J. R. WEST,

Administrate*1 of Improvements. -
Mr. Delassize presented the following rft- 

port and enclosure, which werj? ordered to 7 
be printed and la’d over:

Department of the Waterworks
and Public Kuiidings, >-----------  ------  --o.)New Orleans. May 24,1670. 

To tiie Ooucci! of the City of New Orleans:
In relatnn to my action in reporting^; 

favor of renting the Orleans ball room f 
the use ot the First District Court. I desire 
to make a statement in view of the recent 
action of the Grand Jury, and the protest 
of the officers of the First District Court as 
to removal of said court.

The question ot the proper disposition of 
the Eighth District Oourt being under con
sideration, it was found impotsibie to locate 
it in the Court Bui'ding, unless some one of 
tHe courts were removed therefrom. At 
first it was suggested to remove the Supreme 
Court, but there was one universal protest. 
The next most feasible idea presented was to 
remove the First District Court to the Or
leans Ball Room and to give the Eighth, or 
one of the other District Courts, tne rooms 
vacated by the First. Before proceeding to 
make any arrangement carrying out this 
idea, the "Judge cf the First District Court

I

was consulted, and he, in a letter to the nrj-
’ of hiadersigned, assented to the removal 

.court to the Ball Room, f rovided there was 
adequate space for the purposes of his court. 
I immediately satisfied mvseif that no diffi
culty was to be apprehended on the score of 
“adequacy,” aud request’ d the City Sur
veyor to examine the Ball Room, and dis
tribute the space therein in such a manner 
as best to serve tbe purposes of the First Dis
trict Court. I then drew up the report, tbe 
presentation of which, with the action taken 
by the Council, has brought forth the pro
test of the Grand Jury aud of the officers ot 
the First District Court.

On the appearance of the protest above 
referred to, I caused the 
measure the Orleans ball 
rooms tccupied by the First 
to ascertain their superficial areas, and the 
difference found is but sligntly in favor of 
th“ First District Court:
Tne area of the Fir.-t District Courtis 33.136 
The area of the Orleans ball room is 30.840

>f the protest above 
he City efŜ veyor to .
sail room L
First District ConftT ,<>

Difference..................................  2.290
Notwithstanding *he difference found, I 

am still of opinion that every purpose of the 
First District Court can be fully served by 
the removal.

In view of the fact that the First District 
Court occupied for a long period of time the 
rooms now u-ed by the Sixth District Court, 
and no objection was ever made thereto by 
the Grand Jury or officers of said court, it 
seems strange that a storm of protestations 
should be raised when it is proposed to lo
cate the same court in quarters much more 
commodious than tbe Sixth District Court, 
aud subject to less objections on other 
grounds.

With these remarks I submit herewith 
the letter of Juige Abell, and leave the dis
position of the matter in your hands. 

Respectlully, L. T. DELA8S1ZE, 
Administrator.

D ear S ir —Yon may say to Mr. Delassize 
that personally I have no objection to the 
removal of tbe First District Court to the 
Orleace Ball Room, ou Orleans street, pro
vided the public can have room equally 
capacious and convenient for its accommo
dation.
. The Criminal Court is one of great import
ance to the people, and I have no right or 
desire to abridge their privileges or comfort, 

Yours respectfully, E. ABELL,

S

t ?

Claiborne street, and from General Taylor 
to Mi’an street.

Slc . 2. Be it further ordained, That said 
Chandler, at the expiration of ten yeare, 
shall pave or cause to be paved, at his ex
pense, Marengo street through the whole ex
tent of said park, in the same mauuer and 
with iike material as the said Mareugo street 
may be paved with at the expiration of the 
term ot ten years, and further, to make and 
keep open the ditches ou the north side of 
St. Denis street and from Milan to General 
Taylor, and on the east side of Milan street 
from St. Denis to Claiborne.

S e c . 3. Be it further ordained, That 
the squares or lots embraced in the limits 
of the above named streets, according to a 
plan drawu by R. W. Todd, City Surveyor, 
aud deposited in the office of the City Sur
veyor, be aud the same are hereby exempt
ed from taxation by the city cf Jeff rsou 
during the term of teu years, aud tnat no 
fee for a license to keep said park shall be 
exacted during the said ten years.

S ec. 4. Be it further otdained, That 
said Chandler, in consideration of the 
above, shall make or cause to be made a 
park or play ground for (he purpose of 
amusements, such as base bail, cricket, cro
quet, race course, thespian, aquatic’ pic
nics, concerts, promenades, etc , free to all 
upon paying such charge tor admission to 
3:ad park as shall be fixed bv said Chand
ler, and further, that said Chandler shall 
coiumonce making tho aai«l park within sixty 
days from and after the passage of this or- 
dmance.

Hec. 5. Bp it fur her ordained, T h a t  the 
C.ty of Jefferson, through the proper 
officers, may, at the expiration of the term 
cr ten years, have the privilege of purchne- 
ing said park, or as much thereof as may 
be desirable, at such valuation as may be 
determined by arbitrators, one to be ap
pointed by the City of Jefferson, one bv J. 
b. Chandler or his assigns, and the third to 
be a real estate owner, and chosen by the 
two arbitrators thus appointed.

8ec. 6. Be it farther ordained, That the 
Mayor be and he is hereby authorized to 
sign and enter into a notarial act to carry 
out the provisions of this ordinauce with J. 
Beej. Cnandier, said contract to be sub- 
miiti’d to the Council for its approval and 
ratification.

Adopted February 24, 1870.
F. C. HESTER, President.

Approved February 28. 1370
J. F. LOWE, Mayor.

Attest:
J. H. A. R oberts, Secretary.

OFFICIAL— raOCEEDINOS OF THE CITY COI N 
CtL.
, City  of J efferso n , i 

T uesday N ig h M a r c h  1, n>TJ. !
The contract with J. Benjamin Chandler 

being read, the came wa3 adopted as drawn 
by the notary.

J. H. A. ROBERTS, Secretary, 
On motion of .Mr. Shaw, the reporta of 

the Assistant Attorney were reoeived, and

New Orleans, May 3, 1870.
Administrator Walton made, orally, a re

port reversing a previous report against the 
land claim of Louis Senechal, and now re
porting in its favor. He called up tbe adop
tion of the following resolution, which was 
carried:

Resolved, That the Administrator of Pi?, 
lie Accounts warrant ou the Administrator 
of Finance, ia favor of Louis Senechal, for 
the sum of two hundred and seventy seven 
dollars and sixty-three cents ($277 63) for 
five per c°nt commission on interest collect
ed from ground rents paid to the Adminis
trator of Finance, April 22, 1870.

Mr. Wa'ton presente 1 the following re
port :

Defautjien-t or Fixance, • 
may 24, 1870. )

(. pon the proposition of the New Orleans 
Gas Company to settle their taxes by regis
tered bills against the city for gas furnished, 
I respectfully report, that in regard to the 
taxes of 1S63. the late city government, by 
ordinance 1138, new series, November 25, 
1868, authorized the Controller to make the 
settlement in that manner, but it was never 
carried out. In May, I860, the Finance 
Committee passed a resolution authorizing 
tho Controller to pay the Gas Company’s 
bills for March and April, 1869, to enable the 
company to pay their taxes then due, 
which resolution, as well as the former one 
passed by the Conncil, the Controller ap
pears to have treated with contempt.

Ia this state of affairs it was agreed that 
the tax bill of 1868 should not bo advertised 
in the list of delinquent taxpayers, and that 
it should be retained by the Treasurer until 
a settlement could be made with the Gas 
Company, which agreemeut is shown by a 
letter ot the chairman of the late Finance 
Committee, herewith transmitted, dated 
May 20, 1S70. Tne bill was not advertised, 
but notwithstanding these pledges, it was 
given by the late City Treasurer (Mr. 
Mount) to the Assistaut City Attorney, who, 
without advertisement, or notice of any ki: 
proceeded to get a judgment against i 
Gas Company, and now claims commissi 
on the bill.

In view of the above facts, I recomme: 
the adoption of a resolution authorizing 
settlement of the Gas Company's taxes ft 
1868, in the mauner proposed by the 
panv.

The resolution accompanying the re 
was as follows:

Resolved, That the Administrator of P( 
iic Accounts be authorized to issue a m 
taut upon tne Administrator of Finance 
favor of the New Or leans Gas Light Co_ 
for so much of their bills against the 
for the months of February and 11 
1370, as will pay their tax bill for tin 
1868.

The report was received, and the 
tion, on a yea and nay vote, was una: 
adopted.
■ Mt. Emiey presented the subjoin

Ia the matter of tho Lo Breton! 
have the honor to report addit 
L. Marque proposes to pay as <fvesn« 
said market from the thirteenth kff 
ent month to tne thirty-first o p 617 
inclusive, at the rate ofi45ae' 
together wi'h the amount n, i-t 
the present lessee, h aves th<*̂ \ 
of the amount the market s-m?“

I respectfully recomme 
the lessee of said mark 
obligation, and tue acce 
bid lor the revenues of 

Reepectfull

i
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