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ClMl Birii of Jwii*

0t LNUn> u  'id .  Solomro St 
n . Junta Graham, State Au- 

fa u  application for the wnt 
a to a—pel the State Auditor

S i* tm "ac t Vf the ̂ L^datnre, No. 32,
* date March 1, 1B71, entitled m 

not for the relief of James O. Mixon, late
_«JS printer.” The bill appropriate* the
^rcaaid samunt, and directs the Auditor 

, an8h» for On same. The relators 
afiims that they are the assignees and 
SSfaress «f Mixon; that they hare de- 
■Mded the warrant, bat that the Auditor 
idtfaH to issue the same; wherefore these 
pvMftoltacft*r <|Ve Auditor in his return urges two rea- 
uoas in justification of his refusal to issue 
the warrant: first, That the law aforesaid 
fishes the third amendment to the eonsti- 
M h s at thetttate, in this, that it increases 
Mm debt of the 8tate, which is already in 

lef the limit of twenty-fire millions, 
hr the mid amendment. 8eeond, 

i Legislature has no constitutional 
r to amke a gift; that the act under 

whfah relators claim simply donates the 
lid amount of money for private pur- 
It was also set up that the forms 

had hr the constitution were not ob- 
(■ the passage of the bill, hut this 

totmsfotod upon.
_ practice it is not necessary to 
t replication to the return of the 

but it fa considered as tra-

for this..... . „ .
tors or at the polls.

With this rfaw, it becomes unnecessary to 
further examine the question of the eonsti- 
tutioaal limitation or present extant of the 
Stags debt. .

2. I now fgeceed to the consideration of 
the efooud*qiKstion presented in this case. 
That question is involved in the proposition 
of counsel for respondent and for the State, 
who insist that the act for the relief of J. O. 
Nixon makes a pure and simple donation to 
him; that at the time it was passed the State 
did not owe him a dollar, and that the Leg
islature has no constitutional power to 
“make donations to individuals for private 
purposes.”

One who studies the judicial history of 
the United States will be struck with the 
fact that the courts have always been ex
tremely unwilling to condemn or even cnti- 
cise the acts of the executive end legislative 
departments. Judges have understood that 
the existence of onr system of government 
depends upon the maintenance of the equal
ity and independence of the co-ordinate 
branches. Perhaps, too, they hove fully 
appreciated the foot that unless they were 
willing so to accord the entire independence 
of the other branches, that they would be

m irlT 1* ----- powers ana,
^TTfamlfantfan others; true, that the eonsti- 
tattoo of every State in the Union contains

specific restrictions and limits- 
expressive of the great princi- 

«f the magns charts and of
___ « liberty, still, *m Mr. Chief
Justice Black said in the celebrated 
case of Shorplcss vs. Philadelphia: “Be
yond this there lies a vast field of power 
granted to the Legislature by the general 
words of the constitution, ami not reserved, 
prohibited or given away to others. Of 
this field the General Assembly is entitled 
to full and uncontrolled possession. Their 
use of it can bo limited only by their own 
discretion- The reservation of some powers 
does not imply a restriction on the exercise 
of others which are not reserved. On the 
contrary, it is a universal rule of construc
tion, founded in the clearest reason, that 
general words in any instrument or statute 
are strengthened by exeeptiops, and weak
ened by enumeration. To me it fa as plain
that the General Assembly may exercise all 

ay...........

powerless to perform the duties imposed up
on them by the constitution. While the
judiciary department, in purview of the 
constitution, is the equal of the others, still

»relators insisted in argument that the 
Tof the Auditor fa insufficient, because 
I called upon to perform a mere min- 

sd he cannot justify his
____ 1 by setting up the uneonstitutiouality
•f  the act imposing that duty upon him. 

■a i t  would have bepa bettor to have 
i this objection in the form of a motion 
-  the return, bnt in granting this

prerogative writ the courts am not disposed 
to insist u; upon technicalities:

The objeetieu is serious. When the laws 
■ mm specific duties upon public offi- 
am, to the performance of which they 

to eveerise discretion, the courts 
1 to look with disfovor upon an 

________ an-performance based upon the
S rina at sueh an officer, that in bis view 

law fa invalid. Still, I do not think that 
aa invariable rale has been established that 
aura a return fa insufficient in all cases; 
cape flail j i t  seems that the Anditor of Pub
lic AcooMU^ean urge, in a erne Jike this,

i been violated. He
tfafa-faCMsf the State; he is more, 
.. . - numagef. In his office are

of fas debts and credits, 
ef his office, which fa of so great 
foatit wm established by the 

famaaM upon him the duty of 
a Ante from fraud. It is true 

fa obliged to audit all claims against 
He not required to be audited by 
"  r officer, but, of course, legal 

implied.
iy difficulty fa presented in- this

. , it fa obviated by the fact that the 
State of LoufaiaaaT in her sov<

r, through the Attorney 
ned and joins .with the 
foe uaoonstitntionality of the net 

To this intervention the re lata** 
.o excepted, in this instance, formily 
writing. The exception was aver- 

_  Whether an intervention can be 
Ihtuneh a earn wffl hero be presented 

‘ r to the Supreme Court. The relators 
rnt the State oaght not. to be per- 

L to intervene, because the writ issues 
to toe name of the 8tete; bnt this is a tech
nical formality. Indeed, all processes issue 
la toe name of the State, and yet she is not 
unwanted foam asserting her rights in the 

Bnt it fa insisted that toe State is
from urging the unconstitutiun 

its own set; of a law binding upon
all irtoe  officers of the government.

This argument proceeds upon the sasifapp- 
tioa that the sovereignty of the Staten 
■vetoed ia the Legislature. Such is not the 
fa ta . The State, ae a juridical being, exists 
separate from the departments of toe gov- 
ernmeat. The State is not bound by either 
deportment when meting outaide of the con
stitutional sphere assigned to it. It is the 
duty fat each department to resist the un
constitutional acts of the others. If the 
executive should presume to pass judgment 
upon a  citizen, and to execute it, he would 
he brought before the high court estab
lished by the eonsttintien for his trial. If 
the Legislature enacts a law without con
stitutional authority it is toe duty and toe 
■ratugative of the courts so to declare, 
when a ease is presented to. them. If a 
court presumes to set beyond its judicial
^ f a n  the judge may he impeached and 
imiiiliMnnii or ignominiouslv dismissed 
foam hto office without impeachment.limpeao]

la a epee like this toe Attorney General 
ajptaix specially as the agent of the execu
tive branch of toe government, to see that 
this laws are executed. But toe constitution 
fa a law, enacted by the people—the para- 
nsmnt law. The officers of the government 
most see that this organic law is first en-

tie eqna
it fa the weakest; it fa. indeed, powerless. 
And yet, to the glory of our country, it can 
be said, that her judges have seldom flinched 
from their duty of sustaining and defending 
the rights of the citizen when assailed. 1 
do not loose sight of these views.

Upon my mind there is not the shadow of 
a doubt that the act No. 32, aforesaid, is
simply a donation of 350,341 46 to Jamas 
O. Nixon. In arriving at this conclusion, I 
do not go beyond the face of toe law. Aside
from the clap-trap contained in the pream
ble, the bill declares that Nixon, who was
once public printer, and who was paid for
his work by checks upon the treasury, shall 

ive toe aforesaid amount of unow receive tne aioresaia amount ui money 
to compensate him for losses sustained by 
him in selling his warrants at a discount. 
Here toe Legislature renders a judgment
against toe people of the State for fifty 
thousand dollars, and orders its execution,
upon a chum, which would be summarily 
dismissed by any court in the civilised 
world. The State has paid these warrants 
in full. The money has been collected for 
that purpose by taxation. Nixon was paid 
in full, as the preamble in this bill states, 
for he who accepts notes and sells them 
discharges the debt. 5 Johnson, 73; 1 
Cowan, 303; 5 Barbour, 408.

in  individual can have no superior claim 
upon a contract with the State than against 
an individual. 3 Selden,—; 15 Peters, 377.

We are now brought to the consideration 
of the important proposition involved in this 
case: Has the Legislature the constitutional 
power to appropriate money for private 
purposes, which has been raised by tax
ation f The examination of the question 
will necessarily involve the determination 
of toe extent of the constitutional authority 
of the judiciary to pass upon such an issue.

The nature of American constitutional 
government has been so often and so ably 
discussed by the learned judges and dis-judges

■ land, that there 
--------------_ _ From these re
ports and writings we ascertain that cer- 

-----:—:-,ies and rules have been defi-

tinguished publicists of our land, 1 
remains little to be said. From

tain principles and rules nave no 
nitely and indisputably established.

Among onr early judicial writers the con
stitution was often spoken of as an ex
pression of the social compact, which was 
supposed by the French philosophers of the 
eighteenth century to be the basis of gov
ernment. The proposition was even then 
discussed whether the judiciary could de
clare an act void because it violated “the
fundamental principles of right and justice 

toe nature and spirit of the 
social compact.” “It may be well doubted,”
Inherent in

powers which are properly legislative, and 
which are not taken away by onr own, or 
by the federal constitution, as it is that the 
people have all the rights which are 
expressly reserved.” 21 Pa., 168.

This rule has been often declared by our 
own Supreme Court. In the case of the 
State vs. Tolkman, the court said: “The 
theory of our form of government is that 
the legislature in its sphere, is supreme in 
all respects, save when restricted by the 
Constitution of the State or of the United 
States, and may do anything not prohibited 
by such authority.” 20 An. 5ts5. These 
words were quoted with approval by the 
court in the case of the State vs. Fagan, 22 
An. 545.

But when is the legislature within “its 
sphere ” and who is to determine? This is 
the problem.

It is a fact which the historian of consti
tutional government will note that the men 
who have been celebrated as jurists in En
gland and America, have been unwilling to 
admit that the legislative ’power has no 
limitation in its own nature and in the 
nature of government. We have seen 
what Lords Coke, Hobart and Holt de
clared even of the power of parliament, that 
parliament to which the king and his minis
ters are subservient; even where the House 
of Lords dare not refuse to pass a law in
sisted upon by the Commons. We have 
■ seen how Chief Justice Marshale “doubted 
whether the nature of sooeity and 
of government does not prescribe 
some limits to the legislative power.” 
These “doubts” run through all of the 
early decisions. Iu the case of Colder vs. 
Bull, 3 Dallas, 386, Mr. Justice Chase, 
while admitting the full and unrestricted 
powers of toe State Legislatures within 
their spheres, said:

“The people of the United States erected 
their constitutions, or forms of government, 
to establish justice, to promote toe general 
welfare, to secure the blessings of liberty.
and to protect their persons and property 
from violence. The purposes for which
men enter into society will determiue the 
nature and terms of the social compact; 
and as they are the foundation of the legis
lative power, they will decide what are the 
proper objects of it. The nature and ends 
of legislative power will limit the exercise 
of it. * # An set of the Legislature (for 
I can not rail it a law) contrary to the first 
great principles of the social compact, can 
not be considered a rightful exercise of 
legislative authority. * * * The genius, 
the nature and the spirit of onr State gov
ernments amount to a prohibition of such 
acts of legislation.”

Such expressions might be quoted from 
numerous other cases. Mr. Smith, in liis work

I therefore conclude that the objection to 
the return made by the Auditor, and the ex
ception to toe intervention of the State, 
based upon tiie assertion that the validity 
of the net aforesaid can not tons be inquired 
into, are untenable.

I proceed, then, to consider the case, with 
view to the two important questions of con
stitutional law presented. First—Does the 
act No. 32, aforesaid, violate the third 
amendment to the constitution of the State? 
Second—Did the Legislature otherwise ex
ceed its constitutions  ̂power in the enact-
__at of the said law

1, Daring the first three sessions of toe 
Legislature, under the present con
stitution, the debt of the State 
was rapidly and greatly increased. 
Beads were issued to rebuild the 
levees which had been neglected or swept 
away during the war; bonds were issued to 
aid works of internal improvement; bonds 
were issued to fund the floating debt, until 
reflecting men began to tear that the burden 
of taxation necessary to meet the interest 
would become unbearable. To check the 
apprehended evil an; amendment to the 
constitution was submitted to the people
with the hope at giving confidence in finan
cial circle* and enhaneui the value of the 
8teto securities. The amendment was al
most unanimously adopted at the general 
election in 1870. It is in the following lan-

* s R i t Srior to the first day of January, 
ebt of the State shall not be so in-

l as to exceed twenty-five millions of
dollars.”

ffinee this case was submitted, counsel 
for relators banded me a supplemental 
brief, calling attention to what, it is 
said, fa an informality in the pas
sage of the act, submitting this amend- 

. Ml out It is too lute to urge the point here, 
and if it was before the court the theory I 
have adopted would render it unnecessary 
to pass npon its effect.

In considering the point now under discus- 
i It fa first necessary to ascertain whether

the appropriation made by the act No. 32, 
aforesaid, increases the “debt of the State,”
within the meaning of the amendment to 
foe constitution above cited.

to the argument and determination of 
constitutional questions it may be hard, bat 
it fa necessary, to rise above the impulses of 
toe hour. It will not do for courts to give 
aa interpretation in qsdsr to meet the, exi
gencies ef the ease. Mere it fa urged with 
m w  and eloquence that the debt has 
reached a limit which can not be exceeded 
without rain to the people. The court is, 
therefore, asked to declare that toe Legis
lature has no power to make farther appro-

says Chief Justice Marsfiali in Fletcher vs. 
Peck, “whether the nature of society and 
of government does not prescribe some 
limit* to the legislative power.” Per
haps in this day we have a more 
practical and more correct understanding 
of the nature ot government than was en
tertained by the earlier writers, wbo were 
much under the influence of the abstract 
ideas which actuated the French revolu
tionists. We now consider constitutional 
government as an outgrowth of modern 
civilization; as the defined but still expand
ing line mark of nationality; as the original 
charter of the people’s liberty, with the 
amendments not yet completed. But if at 
first, in the desire to protect national life 
and personal liberty, there was a struggle 
to find some limitation upon the authority 
of government in the nature ot the sociul 
relations, so to-day it is declared that our 
notions of modern liberty preclude the idea 
that government can exist for any other 
purpose than the welfare of the public; that 
the power delegated to the government can 
be used for any private advantage.

When the colonies severed their connec
tion with England, they became possessed 
of the full powers of the British Parliament. 
These powers were supreme and unlimited. 
Without pausing to consider the history 
of the formation of the American govern
ments, it is enough to notice that the 
people established the dual system, made 
up of the then existing governments of the 
new States and the federal or national 
government. “The government of the 
United States is one of enumerated powers, 
the national constitution being the instru
ment which specifies them, and in which 
authority should be found for the exercise 
of any power which the national govern
ment* assumes to possess. In this respect 
it differs from the constitutions of the 
several States.” Cooly, p. 9. On the other 
hand, all of the sovereign powers which are 
inherent in the people ana which were not 
delegated to the government of the United 
States, are vested in the State governments. 
In Great Britain, Parliament is vested with 
the law-making or legislative power, with
out any restriction or limitation. It has 
been said that this claim to omnipotence 
rests upon the fact that Parliament is un
fettered and unrestricted hv a written 
constitution expressive of the will of its 
constituents; that it stands in the place of 
the people, and speaks the language 
of absolute sovereignty. Smith on consti
tutional construction. Sec. 293. This abso
lute power of Parliament has been ques
tioned. Lord Coke declared that the 
common law doth control the acta of Par
liament, and adjudges them void when 
against common right and reason. 8 Coke, 
1(8. This view was commended by Lord 
Chief Justice Holt 12 Modern R. 687. So 
Lord Chief Justice Hobart insisted that a 
statute made against natural equity, as to 
Tn«lrA a man a judge in his own case, was 
void. This, however, is not the settled rule 
at common law. The weight of opinion is 
that an act of Parliament cam not De ques
tioned in the courts; that it imports ab
solute verity and is the “exercise of the 
highest authority that the kingdom ac
knowledges upon earth.” Still the bold 
expressions of tho great jurists named, in

4l>n4- ITtirrland an d  1 IttltT 11(70 il l4*l'f

printions, except for certain purposes.
»rules which are applied in theThaaane ___ ___

uoostraetion ef statutes are resorted tot in 
of constitutional pre

dicates that in England and long ago there 
were men who could apprehend the fact 
that tho evolution of Anglo-Saxon liberty 
was producing a civilization whose corner
stone should be that governments only 
exist for the benefit of all the people.

In the system of representative govern
ment which has been developed in onr own 
country, the legislative, executive and 
judicial powers are organic and co-ordinate. 
Neither ss absolute, nor are they all. This 
is the political life of the age, whose history 
is written in constitutional enactments, 
which have been declared irom time to time.

The legislative power is divided up ben 
tween theCongressof the United States and 
the legislatures of the several States. Con
gress exercises legislative power only so far 
as authotity has been delegated m the na
tional constitution. “ The federal govern
ment can do nothing but what fa authorized 
expressly or by clear implication.” He who 
maintains the validity of a law of Congress 
mast show the authority to enact i t  It is

C—stdoring this amendment in the light 
•ftoat rule which requires yon to ascertain 
f a i p a f i n  of .the lawmaker, I do not 
ffidMMPt it can ho considered as limiting 
the power of the Legislature in making ap- 
MStafatis f  for foe P ^ sbre of theorem

not necessary here to notice those powers, 
iy not be improper, however, to say

. . . . .    t l i o f

on statutory and constitutional construc
tion, after considering the subject, remarks 
that “the weight of authority seems to pre
ponderate the scale in favor of the doctrine 
that there are restrictions upon the legisla
tive power, growing oat of the nature of 
the civil contract and the natural rights of 
men. independent of any written constitu
tional restrictions and certain limits beyond 
which that power cannot be lawfully called 
into exercise,” $ 148.

Other authors and judges have expressed 
their opinions in a general way, hut have 
held that the courts have no authority to 
interpose to check the Legislature. Yet it 
will he fonnd that when the decision or the 
article has been prepared, in full view of 
the whole subject, that a certain limit 

“ hinted at,” as our Supreme 
Court remarked, at which it would 
become the duty of the judiciary to inter
fere. In the recent able work of Mr. Justice 
Cooley on constitutional limitations he says, 
in considering the subject of his hook, that
there are other limitations upon legislative 
authority than those prescribed in the con
stitution, springing “from the very nature
of free government.” Among these restric
tions he remarks the inhibition to raise taxes 
or appropriate the public money except for 
public purposes. These, however, are mat
ters of legislative wisdom, discretion and 
conscience. This discretion of the Legisla
ture can not be controled by the courts, 
“except, perhaps, where its action is clearly 
evasive, and where, under pretence of law
ful authority, it has assumed to exercise one 
that is unlawful.”

In the Supreme Court of our own State, 
in the case of Oakey vs. Mayor, et al., 1 
Louisiana, 11, Judge Porter, in sustaining the
constitutionality of an ordinance of the city 
of New Orleans laying a tax, remarked:

ition was folk public purpose. If it 
been other warn the laws would have 

been void. Tyson ei al vs. School Directors, 
etc., 51 Pennsylvania, 9. Ia this ease the 

that a law imposing a tax 
rivato purpose would much morea private purpose would much more 

amble on imperial rescript than eeaetttn- 
mlfagUlation. Booth TS.>wg jrW fod.

istatoSm In
burr, S3, Connecticut, 118. .
Hastings, 10, Alien (Massachusetts!. 
this ease the doctrine wm clearly announced
that the Legislature has no power to impose 

lieh would inure to the exclusivea tax which ___
benefit of particular individuals, 
hardly necessary to say that

It fa 
statute

designed to accomplish sueh purpose* would 
be against common right, and would trans
cend the authority conferred on the Legie-oend tne authority 
lature by the cOMtitntion.”

So Mr. Justice Cooley, after reviewing the 
nature of the taxing power, after conceding 
its far reaching extent, and after finding 
that the only limitation b^ond the express 
restrictions of the constitution is that the
levy most be for a puUie purpose, remarks: 
“There are cases where itere are cases where it is entirely possi
ble for the Legislature so clearly to exceed 
the bounds of due authority that we can 
not doubt the right of the courts to inter
fere to check what can only be looked npon 
M ruthless extortion, provided the nature
of the case is each that judicial process can 
afford relief. An unlimitedafford relief. An unlimited power to make 
any and everything lawful which the Legis
lature might see fit to call taxation would
ta  when plainly stated, an unlimited power 
to pltfnder the citizen.” Constitutional 
Limitations, p. 487.

So, again, lie says: “When, therefore, the 
Legislature directs the levy of a tax for a 
purpose not public, and which can not be 
properly made a public burden, * * we 
must conclude that they are exercising an 
authority not conferred in the general grant 
of legislative power, and wuch is. there
fore, unconstitutional.”

These principles were clearly announced 
by Judge Cooley, as the organ of the Su- 
ireme Court of Michigan, ia the case of the 

i DetroitPi
People ex rel.
Railroad Company vs. the TowMhip Board

the and Howell

of Salem, recently decided; Americau Law 
Review, October, 1870, p 126; also by Chief 
Justice Dillon, of the Supreme Court of 
Iowa, in the case of Hanson vs. Vernon, 
1869, 1 American Reports, 215; and sub
sequently by Judge Dillon in 1871, from the 
hench of the Circuit Court of the United 
States, district of Iowa; Chicago Law Jour
nal, January 28,1871. These decisions have 
been severely criticised because they also 
determined that acts authorizing municipal 
aid to railroads involved taxation for private 
purposes.

Another important ease wm decided by
- ----  ’ in 1869.the 8opreme Court of Wisconsin 

The Legislature authorized the town of Jef
ferson to raise a tax for a private educa
tional institution. It wm contested. Chief 
Justice Dixon said:

“It strikes us, at the first blush” that this 
is not the levy and collection of money for 
public purposes. * * * It is not the land of 
public benefit and interest which will au
thorize a resort to the power of taxation.

And so the law was held invalid because 
the public had na interest in the object for 
which the money was proposed to be raised. 
The court cited the case of Philadelphia vs. 
Wood, 39, Pa. 73, as sustaining the prin
ciple.

Id the hurried collection of these author
ities I have been obliged to select at ran
dom. Numerous other eases and authors 
could be cited if time and space would per
mit. I think, however, that the doctrine 
has been clearly established that there are 
limitations upon the power of the Legisla
tures of the States beyond_ the explicit re
strictions imposed by their constitutions 
and the constitution of the United States; 
that these limitations arise out of the nature 
of the “legislative power” vested in the as
semblies by the State constitutions. 
I believe that the weight _ of re
cent authority will sustain the position that 
the courts are bound to declare invalid any 
act which at “first blush,” upon its face, 
appears to have been passed not for public 
purposes, not for the good of the people, but 
for the private advantage of one or more 
persons.

Is the law No. 32, under which these re
lators claim, such an act ? I have already
said than I have no doubt, judging alone 
from the face of the statute, that it makes a
simple donation to Mr. Nixon, and that the
people have no interest or advantage s  the 
disposition. _The question then arises, is
there any difference in principle between 
an act making an appropriation out of the
fublic treasury, and an act levying a tax ? 
t is clear to me there is none. The unlim

ited power of taxation for public purposes 
is conceded. Here the legislative discretion 
is alone to determine. But therefore a tax 
can be levied and collected of one, two or 
three per cent “for the purpose of sustain
ing the governumt of the State;” 
and then, if this • money can
be used for the private advantage of the 
beneficiaries of the legislature, the evil

en b le^re  British. As the offense 
had been committed While ascending the 
Mfai *"river, the commissioner held

Because a law might be passed plundering 
a citizen nnder the pretense of raising a re ve
nue,and therefore void,it does not follow that 
all inequality in taxation draws with it the 
same consequence. And again he remarks: 
“It is not necessary for ns to say in this case 
whether there are not in the constitution of 
every free country certain fundamental 
principles under which the citizen can find 
shelter and protection in extreme cases. 
We will think of that when a case arises 
which requires us to do so.” So in the cele
brated drainage tax eases reported in the 
11 An., Judges Spofford and Ogden ad
mitted that perhaps a court might arrest 
legislative action, although not directly 
or impliedly unconstitutional, in a case of 
flagrant wrong.

Thus we find that the way has been pre
pared by far-seeing jurists, for the decisions 
which public sentiment indicates will in
evitably be rendered throughout tbc land. 
But there are cases intimately allied in prin
ciple with this, in which the subject has 
been more fully discussed.. In the leading 
case of Sharpless vs. Mayor of Philadelphia 
above referred to, Chief Justice Black was 
the organ of the court in render
ing the opinion sustaining the consti
tutionality of an act authorizing the city of 
Philadelphia to subscribe to the stock ot a 
certain railroad corporation. The law was 
contested, among other reasons, because it 
was said to impose the burden of taxation 
for a purpose not warranted by the consti
tution. Jndge Black considered the nature 
of the taxing power, and quoted Chief Jus
tice Marshall, in the case of McCullcck vs. 
Maryland, 4 Wheaton, 428, who declared that 
there was no limit to the power of taxation. 
Judge Black, however, uses the following 
significant language:

“ But I do not mean to assert that every 
act that tho Legislature may call a tax law 
is constitutional. The whole of a public 
burden caunot be thrown on a single indi
vidual, under pretence ot taxing him. * * 
These things are not excepted from the 
powers of the Legislature, because they did 
not pass to the Assembly by the general 
grant of legislative power. A prohibition 
was not necessary. An act of the Assembly, 
commanding or authorizing them to lie done, 
would not be a law.”

Again he remarks, in the same case: 
“1 an

it yn  ______
that, in consonance with the idea that 
eenstitutioM grow, the student will observe 
the expansion of the legislative and judicial 
authority under the national government. 
Whatever power fa neeeemry to proteet the 
eitieen* of the republic, or to aid in develop- 

tache8r

_ am of the opinion of tho Supreme 
Court of Kentucky (9 B. Monroe, 34a), that 
a tax law most bo considered valid, unless 
it be for a purpose, in which the commu
nity taxed has palpably no interest; where 
it is apparent that a burden is imposed for 
the benefit of others, and where it would 
bo so pronounced at the first blush. .
_ Neither has the legislature any constitu

tional right to create a public debt or to 
lay a tax, or to authorize any municipal 
corporations to do it, in order to raise funds 
for a mere private purpose. No such au
thority passed to the assembly by the gen
eral grant of legislative power. This would 
not he legislation. Taxation* is a mode of 
raising revenue for pablio purposes. When 
it fa prostituted to objects in no ws * w- 
neetod with the public interests or i  « Je,
it MMfat to fie taxation rod ‘

that the* schooner wm in 
ergo, under American
aa offense had been 
violation of the peaoe

if
la

digpityef Amer
ican government, that American sov
ereignty must be vindicated, and, in short, 
not to put too fine a point upon it, the cap
tain’s plea wm ne exeat. 8o the captain 
asked for time to produce evidence, and the 
case wm continued until this meraing at 
ten o’clock.
Appeal la One at the Belts Against the 

State Beer* ef UuaMawre.
Counsel for Mr. Julaa A. Blanc et uls vs. 

the State Board of Liquidators, to compel 
them to exchange bonds for State .warrants 
and certificates of indebtedness in their 
bands, under the act relative to the extm- 

‘ ihment of the floating debt, hate filed in 
hth District Courts motion for an 

upreme 
Dibble,

ago against them.
Tho Contest Over the Legislative Ware 

rants.
The contest which fa now going on in the 

Eighth District Court between the holders 
of different classes of legislative warrants 
recently issued, which wm to have been re
newed yesterday, has been continued over, 
in consequence of indisposition on the part 
of Judge Dibble, until Monday next. The 
struggle between the contending parties is

appeal to the 8upreme Court from tho judg
ment of Judge Dibble, rendered a few days 

tin

to get possession of the $125,000 appropria- 
rhich has not yet been expended.

_  __A :-» _  j .  i___ 1 .  s k a
tion

rightly, for “contingent expenses.” 
The warrants held b; Merle et als, |tbe 

parties bringing the first suit for some 
$80,000, were issued for contingent expenses, 
while the warrants held by Whitney et als 
were issued, it is alleged, for per diem and 
mileage.

Now the question seems to be, whether 
the net means that the $125,000 shall be 
used solely for warrants issued for contin
gent expenses, or whether it wm intended 
that it should be used to include also war
rants issued for per diem and mileage ex
penses. Eminent. counsel are engaged by 
the several relators.

In the above suits the rule for an iqjonê  
tion upon the Treasurer, taken by coun 
for Whitney, has been withdrawn, wl 
the application for the writ of mandamus 
upon tne Auditor remains.

Catenates gnlpknr sad Mining Company
The Puxtfune ot Tuesday says, in refer

ence to this company, which will develop 
one of the most important resources of the 
State:

The great event in connection with the 
future operations of this company is the in
tended departure to-day for Europe, of Mr. 
Granet, the chief engineer.

This gentleman, who is a most accom
plished mining engineer, and who brought 
with him the highest references from 
France, goes abroad with foil powers from 
the company to have constructed the neces-

of Louisiana in general 
That anew parish in the r T ~~rri

the name of the parish of Vernon.
Snc. 2. Be it farther enacted, eto-, Jn*t 

the following shall be the boundaries of the

PBCommenctag“t Sm ooth of Bayou Toro, 
upon the Snb&e river, tfaenee ap Toro 
tothe township line between three rod fanr 
(3 end 4). thenee east on amd 
to the road known m the Beyito (wro J i to  
dins) and Natehitwhcs î ;  thencc along 
•aid road in a northwart direction to the 
township Hue between fo," “ £51 north, thence eMt on said township line 
to the DevU creek, thence down sud_creek 
to the range line between four and five (4 
and 5) west, thence sooth on sold range line 
totto parish line of CalcMien, thence west 
M f a p i  line to the Sabine r i^ b r o e e  
up the Sabineriverte the pointof ̂ “ 21“*!
*aEC 3. Be it farther enacted, etc., That 

it shall be the duty of the

©order, assessor, six justices of the peace 
and Ax constables, and all other officers 
that may be necessary therefor, whose 
power, and duties, and pay, shall be the 
same as other judges, sheriffs, clerks, re 
corders, assessors, and like officers through
out the State. , _  .

Sec. 4. Be it further enacted, etc., That 
it shall be the duty of the parish judge of 
•aid parish of Vernon, immediately after be 
receives his commission, to convene the 
several justices of the peace to met? at a 
convenient time and place, a majority of 
whom shall constitute a quorum, for the 
purpose of faying off six police jury districts
'inm aid parish.

Sbc. 5. Be it farther enacted, etc.. That 
the Parish Jndge of the parish of Vernon, 
as soon as the police districts  ̂shall have 
been formed m required by the foregoing 
section of this net, end after riving regular 
notice of time and place, fiiall caoae an 
election to be held by n jnjttoe of the peace, 
in each police district, for the election of 
one member from each district to the police

6. Beit farther enacted, etc.. That 
the parish seat of said parish shall be located 
on or near the Bayou Castor, in section 
twenty-three, township two; MWh^renge

ssrv shaft and machinery to put the mines 
in first class working order.

It is expected that the entire parapher 
nalia will cost, when completed and put up, 
one hundred thousand dollars, and the com
pany propose to commence active opera
tions, in the matter of extracting sulphur, 
by the first of January next.

The directors estimate that they will be 
able to produce daily, at the very IeMt esti
mate, two hundred tons of sulphur, and 
this they calculate will, at the lowest figure, 
give to the stockholders a revenue of three 
million dollars annually.

The shaft, which is to be constructed 
upon the plan of the Chandrou patent, will 
only have to be sunk a distance of four hun
dred and twenty-eight feet, which is only 
about one-fourth the depth of some of the 
coal shafts in Great Britain, by means of 
which are daily extracted in many in
stances an average of sixteen hundred t 
of coal.

The following are the names of the gen
tlemen composing the directors of this com
pany, which it will be seen embraces some 
of our leading citizens:

W. B. Koontz, president; M. Musson, 
cotton factor; P. Fourchy, president of the 
Merchants’ Insurance Company; S. H. 
Kennedy, president State National Bank ; 
E. Ganucheau, president! Louisiana State 
Insurance Company; Henry Peychaud, 
president Hope Insurance Company; A. 
Fortier, president Bank of America; T. 
Lowell, wealthy landed proprietor, and A. 
Bonneval, secretary and treasurer.

would be none the less. Experience in this 
country proves to what fearful corruption 
this power would lead. If a sufficient ma
jority of the members of the assembly can 
be got together in a “ring,” they can 
agree to pass any bill, and the whole rev 
euue of the State could tbus be diverted to 
the purpose of enriching the members. I do 
not think that the courts in this country 
can be induced to decide that, in the exer-' 
cise of the law-making power, the legisla
ture has the constitutional right to rob and 
steal cither for the advantage of the mem
bers or for others.

The views I have here expressed lead me 
to the following conclusions:

1. The auditor, as the general accountant 
of the State, may properly decline to issue 
his warrant upon the treasury for a claim 
which appears to him to bo illegal or in
valid.

The State, by the Attorney General, 
may properly intervene in a mandamus 
suit which has been instituted to compel the 
State Auditor to warrant upon the treasury 
in payment of a claim against the State. 
In such intervention the State may urge 
the unconstilutionaiity of an act of the 
General Asseratdy.

3. An appropriation made by the Legis
lature, in the exercise of the legislative 
power, which is to be paid out of the general 
funds to be derived from the current reve
nues, is not au increase of the debt ol the 
State in contemplation of the third amend
ment to the constitution of the State. The 
act under which relator's claim is, then, not 
a violation of the article of the constitution 
limiting the debt of the State to twenty- 
-five millions.

4. The act of the Legislature entitled “an 
act for the relief of J. O. Nixon, late Stale 
Printer,” is, upon its face, a bill approprin- 
sing money out of the public treasury exclu- 
tively for a private purpose; the people ui the 
State, for whom tho Assembly exercise 
the legislative power, have no inierest and
can derive u » advantage from said appr<

d tpriatiou, bat are novel tlicless require 
pay it from the taxes levied upou their prop 
erty.

5. That while the General Assembly of 
the State is vested with full legislative 
power, under the restrictions of the consti
tution of the United States and the limita
tions imposed by the constitution of the 
State—that while in the exercise of this 
(>owcr their actions can not (be controlled 
except by their own discretion and wisdom, 
there are still certain other limitations im
posed upon tho «xercisc of that power by 
the very nature of the power icself. The 
legislative power implies acts for the publio 
welfare ana advantage. That although the 
assembly is sole judge as to how it shall ad
minister its powers for the public good, still 
if an act is passed which at “first blush” 
clearly appears to have been en
acted for the private advantage 
of one or more persons; if it clearly appears 
that the public nave no interest in such net 
und that it imposes a burden upon the 
citizens of the State, it will be the duty of 
the judiciary to declare the same void, be
cause no authority to pass such an act was 
vested in the Legislature by the grant of 
legislative power contained in the constitu
tion. That, nowever, such judgment can only 
l>e rendered in a case properly before the 
court. Therefore the act No. 32 aforesaid 
fa unconstitutional and void.

Wherefore it is ordered that the man
damus be refused at the relator’s oosts.

Cesunfsafouer WeDarfa Court;
Tka saptain of the British

* —■— an asm m ml* *asar

A Sud Cmfesetea.
The St. Louis Democrat has thoroughly 

awakened from its wild dream of a third 
party that gave Missouri to the Democracy, 
It thus enters its confession:

The incidentals of “liberalism” have not 
been so exhiierating that any honest aud 
intelligent Republican can be cheated by 
demagogues with the name when the 
meaning has gone out of it. What are those 
incidentals ? Democratic victories—a Dem
ocratic triumph with but a minority vote in 
this county. A Democratic representation 
of St. Louis county iu the Legislature, sent 
thereby a minority of the voters of the 
county. A Democratic House—and such 
House! A Blair representing (i) Missouri 
in the United States Senate, as champion of 
tho Indiana resolutions and of the Ku-KInx 
Kian. These, and tilings like these, have 
been tbe incidentals lor liberalism, iu itself 
just. Ibo work of that liberalism is ac
complished. hn t it ab<mt time 1

“The hallucination of so tried a Repub
lican journal us the St. Louis Democrat was 
a sad spectacle to all earnest Republicans 
und to none more so than to those of Mary
land. W.c were betrayed and overthrown 
by the treason' of on» nipu in whom we 
trusted. The Missouri Republicans led the 
way to their own overthrow at tho bidding 
of Carl Schurz, who is now laboring to dis
member and defeat the Republican (•arty of 
the nation. Those who follow him now 
may one day have to make as mollifying 
confession as that put torth by tho St. Louis 
Democrat.” So says the Baltimore A meriean.

The Washington special ol the St. Louis 
Democrat says:

The Committee on Elections, in view of 
the fact that the lust House voted $114,006
to contestants for seats, lias adopted the fol 
lowing rale: The committee will not recoin
mend payment of any eouqiensut.ion beyond 
the actual, reasonable and necessary ex
pense* to any contestant wbo fails to main
tain his right to a seat, and will recommend 
payment of such expenses only in cases 
where- the contest is made in good faith and 
with reasonable cause. Each contestant 
failing to sustain his claim to the seat, and 
claiming compensation, shall present to the 
committee an itemized statement, under 
oath, of his expenditures in connection with 
such contest, which shall be examined by 
the committee, or by a sub-committee for 
that purpose, and *o much only shall be 
allowed as comes within the provisions of 
this rule. This covers the ground of the 
bill offered in the House a few days ago by 
Mr. McCrary, of Iowa, who ia chairman of 
tho committee.

Says the Cincinnati Gaaette:
During the delivery of Mr. Sumner’, 

speech there was frequent and general ap
plause in the Senate galleries. The ap- 
plauders were taken to be Republicans, 
and Mr. Sumner probably so regarded the 
demonstration. On Thursday the «»"i» 
class applauded the Kn-Klnx utterances of 
Davis and Blair. So general and violent, 
indeed, wm tbe applause that the Vice 
President threatened to clear the galleries. 
These scenes carry us back to the 
when Brooks made a brutal assault upon 
Sumner, and to 1860, when theadvocatesof 
slavery and Democracy wen conspiring 
to destroy the government. Let the warn- 
ing be heeded.

in In general assembly.eonrease,

Fortfiprohiy-Veonrts, act No. 5} <

For the salary ®* »h* 
twenty*®*®*1

For the ~

_ __ ip '__

convene the members of the police jury im
mediate! v after the election, at the place M 
designated in this section, for the purpose 
of rousing to be erected suitable public

k 's z c ^  Be it further enacted, eto.. That 
the parish judge of said parish shall keep 
his office at the parish seat of said parish
and that the said parish shall form part of 
tbe Ninth Judicial DiiDistrict of the State, 
rod the time of holding the terms of the 
district court in the parish of Vernon shall 
be the ------ , and the parish shall be at
tached to the------ Senatorial District.

Snc. 8. Be it further enacted, etc., That 
it .jinll be the dnty of the clerks 
of tho district courts of the parishi 
of Rapides, Sabine and Natchitoches. :■ 
mediately after the passage of this act, to 
transmit to the clerk of the district court of 
the parish of Vernon all petitions, answers,
documents and papers appertaining to suits 

ends:wherein the defendant or defendants reside 
within the parish of Vernon.

Sec- 9. Be it further enacted, etc.. That 
immediately after the passage of this act it 
shall be the duty of the recorders of the 
parishes of Rapides, Sabine rod Natchi
toches to make out a true rod certified 
copy of all acts, deeds and title papers on 
file in their respective offices relative to or 
affecting landed property situated within 
the limits of the parish of Vernon, and 
transmit the same to the Recorder ef the 
parish of Vernon at the expense of the 
parish of Vernon.

8ec. 10. Be it further enacted, etc., That 
the assessor and collector of the parish of 
Vernon shall collect all unpaid taxes as
sessed by the assessors of tbe parishes of 
Rapides, Sabine and Natchitoches, upon 
the property heretofore lying rod being in 
said parishes respectively, and which is in
cluded within tbe limits and bounds of the 
parish of Vernon, and tarn over the same 
to the parish treasurer of the parish 
of Vernon, whose dnty it shall be 
to pay the same to said parishes, accord
ing to their present respective rights. The 
said assessor and collector shall .collect the 
State tax rod pay it to tbe State Treasurer

Sec. 11. Be it further enacted, ete., That 
the Sheriff rod other officers of the parish 
of Vernon shall qualify and give bond in 
the same manner as other parish officers 
throughout the State.

Sec. 12. Be it farther enacted, ete., That 
the school fond for said parish of Vernon 
shall be provided in the same manner m for 
the other parishes of this State.

Sec. 13. Be it farther enacted, etc., That 
the existing laws rod roles of practice for 
the several courts held in the parish of Sa
bine relative to ppblic notices, advertise
ments. and in relation to all judicial sales 
made in said parish of Sabine, shall be and 
exist in full force in the parish of Vernon.

Sec. 14. Be it further enacted, eto., That 
the Police Jury of the parish of Vernon 
shall have all the powers that arc now pos
sessed by, and be subject to all the duties 
that are now eqjoined upon the police jury 
of the parish.

Sec. 15. Be it further enacted, etc., That
any persons now being duly qualified jurors, 

been drawn as such toand who may have 
serve in said parishes of Rapides, Sabine 
and Natchitoches, shall serve as sueh until 
tbe expiration of their terms, according to
existing laws, as if no change had 
made in the boundaries of saiu ] 
the provisions of this act.

Sec. 16. Be it farther enacted, etc.. That 
this act shall take effect irom rod after its 
passage. >

(Signed) GEO. W. CARTER,
Speaker of ths House of Representatives- 

(Signed) OSCAR J. DUNN,
Lieutenant Governor rod President of the 

Senate.
Approved March 30,1871.

(Signed) H. C. WARMOTH,
Governor of the State of Louisiana. 

A true copy:
Geo. E. Bovee,

Secretary of State.

A N  A C T
N o. 72 .

Making appropriations for the general ex
penses of tne Statepenses ot tne State for the year ending 
the thirty-first day of December, one 
thousand eight hundred and seventy-one. 
Section 1. Be it enacted by the Senate 

and House of Representatives of the State 
of Louisiana in general assembly convened, 
That the following sums be, rod they are 
hereby appropriated from any money in the 
treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the following purposes, for the year ending 
the thirty-first day of December, one thou
sand eight hundred and seventy-one 
wit:

For the salary of the Governor, eight 
thousand dollars.

For the salary of the Lieutenant Gov 
erPor> three thousand dollars.

For the salary of the State Treasurer 
five thousand dollars.

For the salary of the Secretary of State,
three thousand* dollars. 

For‘or the salary of the Auditor of Public 
Accounts, five thousand dollars.

For the salary of the Attorney General, 
five thousand dollars.

For the salary of the State Superinten
dent of Publio Education, five thousand

Si«S2!*y recovered a ver
dict of $12,000 against thd Chicago City 
railway. He pcia his fare in ths horse oar
but the erodaSw.not^* - - ^  *

S £ S S B s 3 S a 3 l S £

dollars, payable out of the current school 
fund.

For the salaries of five Division Superin
tendents of Public Education, ht two thou
sand five hundred dollars each, twelve 
thousand five hundred dollars, to be paid 
ont of the current sehdol fund.

For the salary at the Division Superin
tendent of Education for the city of New 
Orleans, four thousand dollars, to be paid 
out of the current school fund.

Fur the salary of tbe secretary of the 
Mato Superintendent af PubUo ~ 
three thqmani doOars. payable out of the

specter Geanral, three <
FoT the salary  of th® jfogw 

Decision* of tlw W F * *

For the salary of the State:
No. 330 *f 1855. twelve feus*

For the salary, State *ei
Voters, aet No. w  rf  Wff, three

d°Fortibe salary of the G< 
Secretary, aet No. 50 ar 
hundred dollaia.

For the salary ot the 
r honored i 

of the
fo. 214 ot 1868, two 1of State, aet 

dollars.
For the

toK»r tto^wdaiy of 
tary of State, act No. 214 of fa* 
drro and eighty deUara.

For the salary of the chief ctorkaff ( 
TreMurer’s office, act No. 325 ef 1855,1
thousand fire hundred dollar*. ___

For the salary of fae bookfaeper 
State TreMurer’s o^|b$weaty-two 1
rod fifty dollars. . . . .

For tii* salary of two asairtrot
of the State TreMureFa office, at tw® _  
**mi dollars a year each, four thousand !
lars.

For the salary of tbe chief clerk i 
Auditor’s office, two thousand five r~ 
dollars. ,  .. ’ . .

For tbe salary of eleven assistant  
of the Auditor's office, at eighteen
dollar* a year each, nineteen 

d dollars.
aet No.:

hundred
For the salary of the 

the House of Bepresentativi 
1870, two thousand dollars.

For the salary of the Sen 
the Senate, Mt No. 17 of 187Mw® 
dollars.

For the salary of — ,  
night watchman for each House of 
enl Assembly, at nine hundred
dollars a year each, thirty-eight

&
rod forty

year ei 
dollars.

For the salary of^the^nshsMgB^afJ

187^

Auditor’s office, aet Jfo. 30 of 
dred and eighty dollar*. . . .

For the salary of the chief clerk 
State Land office, aet No. 38, extra 
of 1870, two thousand five handled

For the salary of the elerk off f 
Registrar of Voters, aet. No. 99 of 
teen hundred dollars.
, For the salary of the Pqhtte 
Baton Rouge, tone hundred

For the salary rod travel 
the inspector* appointed by — #— -— 
Public Accounts, in acoordane* with the ( 
visions of section ninety-one of the 
law of 1870, three thousand dollars.

For the 8hlaries of the Secretary off 
ate, one thoiuand dollars; the /  
Secretary ot Seaato, nine bandied 
the Minute Clerk of Senate, nine 
dollars; the Chief Clerk of Hooso i 
sent*tires, one thousand dollars; 
sistrot Chief Clerk of House of Be 
tives, nine hundred dollars; tin 
Clerk of House ot Representati 
hundred dollars. The warrants 
shall have the same preference M 
drawn under the legislative 
bill.

For furniture, coal 
Senate during the entire 
thousand dollars; the w 
shall have the same prefei 
drawn under the legislative 
bill.

For the reimbursement of 
into the State treasury tT
which do not belong tqthe 

or so muchsand dollars, or t
necessary.

For the reimbursement t e r
ously collected on sugar fa 
gins, five thousand doUars, 
thereof as may be necessary.

For the payment of office rent ef 
torney General for the year 1871, 
hundred dollar*.

For the payment of office rent of tl 
Superintendent of Public Education, 
year 1871, under section eleven off ar 
extra session of 1870, eight hundred 
to be paid oat of the current school 

For the payment of office rent i 
Registrar of Voters for theyear 1871, 
section four off act No. 99 ot 1870, 
hundred dollars.

For the contingent expenses of 
Registrar of Voters for the yeai 
hundred and fifty dollars. *

For the contingent expenses of tho 
ernor of the State, five thousand di “ ’ 

For the contingent expenses of 
tenant Governor of the State, one 
dollars.

187M

For the contingent expenses of the I 
tarv of the State, one thousand dolfarm. 

For the contingent expense* off tbe i
Library, one thoiuand 

For the contingent e:

ipenses c 
dollars.
[peases of

Treasurer, one thousand dollars.
For tbe contingent expenses of the J 

of Public Accounts, four thousand < 
For the contingent expenses of 

torney General, five hundred C 
To pay elerk hire of the Attorney < 

for the year 1871, eighteen hundred < 
For the contingent expenses of tb 

Superintendent of Public Education, 
thousand dollars, to be paid out of that 
rent school fund.

For the contingent expenses off fo*
pr. na Court, two thousand dollars.

For the contingent expenses' off the 1 
ter of the State Land Office, fifteen 1
dollars.

For the compensation to assessors Cj 
the general funds, the currtfafcseboeil 
the interest tax fund, the levee tax * 
and the special levee tax fund, one T 
and seventy-one thousand four hunt 
seventy-two dollars and eighty-six eea

For commissions to tax collector* 
the general funds, the current school 1 
the interest tax fund, tbs levee taxi 
and the special levee tax fund, one ? 
rod seventy-four thousand four 1 
rod ninety-six dollars and nineteen cmj

For deductions to tax collectors outs*I 
general funds, the current school I 
interest tax fund, the levee tax 4 
tbe special levee tax fand, four ho
eighty-six thousand dollars. 

For the ccontingent and traveling i 
of six division superintendents of 
tion, six hundred dollars each, three 1 
sand six hundred dollars.

For the traveling expenses of the. 
Superintendent of Poolie Education, I
for holding school meetings in the 
parishes of the State, act No. 6, extra ' 
sion of 1870, one thousand dollars.

For the arming, equipment and 
ing of the State militia, seventy-five 1 
dollars; rod for expenses of the State 
tin in ease of necessity, seventy-five 1 
sand dollars, to be paid out under tbs 1 
rection of the Governor of the State.

For the interest on the bonded debt of* 
State, m follows:

For the interest on the bonds 
the New Orleans and Nashville 
Company, twenty-seven thousand four! 
dred rod twenty dollars.

Interest on the bonds issued to ths 1 
can Gnlf Railroad Company, two f  
seven hundred rod sixty dollars.

Interest on the bonds issued for the I 
of the State treMury, aet No. 277 of j 
forty-fire thousand dollars.

Interest on the bonds issued to the 
Orleans, Jackson and Great Northern 1 
road Company, fifty-three thousand 
forty dollars.

Interest on the bonds issued to the 
Orleans, Opelousas and Great W* 
Railroad Company, thirty-nine 
dollars.

Interest on the bonds issued to the 1 
Rouge, Grosse Teto and Opelousas K* 
Company, nine thousand six hundred i 
lars.

Interest on the bonds issued to tbs 
burg, Shreveport and Toxm Railroad 1 
puy, seventeen thousand sight * 
rod eighty dollars. ‘

Iatowot on foe bunds Issued ffn levs®] 
art M®. 115, ef 1817,.tore!

M


