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If ay be bad of the following dealers: 

George Ellis, opposite the Postoffice.
A- Simon, No. 94 Exchange Alley.
C. C. Haley, No. 19 Commercial Place.
C. G. D. Holle, No. 61 Exchange Place. 
James Ennis, Pontch&rtrain Railroad 

Depot, Third District; also, at Depot foot 
o f Lafayette Street, First District.

J. W. Long, corner of Love and Enghien 
•treete, Third District.

Variety news-stand, corner Banphine and 
Canal streets.

AUCTION MALES THUS DAT.

ET H . VT. FARROW, Constable Fifth Justice Court, 
a t  12 o’clock, In front of courthouse, on Vih 
lere s tee d , Algiers, half of a lot of ground and 
beuse on Seguin stree t—A. Ramos, tra n sfe rw  
vs. William F. Dunham.

BT SHERIFF SAUVIRET, a t 12 o’clock, a t Her 
chants and Auctioneers’ Exchange, lo t of 
ground on Liberty street.

Local Intelligence.
S a l e  o f  B o n ds by  A u d it o r  G ra h a m .— 

Mr. Graham yesterday closed his auction 
sale of bonds, and the results prove that our 
State is solvent—another answer to the 
stereotyped inquiry of ‘’M.”

The bonds offered yesterday were city 
consolidated, and the figures speak for 
themselves. These bonds were put up in 
lots of twenty, usually, when it could be 
done.

Five brought J20V.; 3, 120; 8, 11614; •>, 
115%; 4, 11514: 5, 115%; 2, 114%; 13, 114; 13, 
110%, 110%; 3,108%; 20,108%; 2, 108%; 1. 
109%; 1,109%; 8,110%; 10, 110; 20, 110%; 
7, 110%; 10, 110%; 20, 109%; 9, 111%.

City railroad, the coupons of which will 
be payable in a few months: 20 brought 
100%; 20, 101%: 20, 101%; 20, 91%; 13, 95.

The bidding was spirited, and seemingly 
as fair as possible. Representatives of 
large capital were quite good-natured, and 
occasionally the gentlemen joked each 
other in a figuratively way. Messrs. Gra
ham, E9tlin, and the clerks, were well up 
in their new role, accommodating to all, 
readily answering every question.

A T a l e n t e d  D r in k e r .—The young man 
who keeps a bar at the corner oi St. 
CbarleB and Julia streets, yesterday called 
at police headquarters to request that one 
of his most talented frequenters be arrested. 
His complaint was that the customer had 
absorbed drinks, within two months, which 
scored up $264, and was now about to leave 
the city. The drinkest is a minor, and ob
tained credit on his father’s wealth. The 
parent refuses to liquidate the bill, and the 
young toper is unable to pay. One bar 
will probably dry up on credit business, so 
far as youngsters are concerned. We have 
the name, but as the matter is a purely 
civil transaction, we can not give it just yet.

Nfcw P u b lic  H a l l .—When the new 
frame building was erected at the corner of 
8t. Charles and Clio streets, Mr. Purves 
could have converted the second floor into 
a splendid lecture hall, such a one as is and 
has long been needed in this city, and 
rented it for price far below that charged 
by those termed first class. The location is 
good, and there would be many applica
tions for the hall by private parties who 
are unwilling or unable to pay fancy prices. 
It is not too late.

Wade Hampton, cart driver, was badly 
bruised last evening by bis vehicle break
ing down at the corner of Dryades and 
Julia streets. It is thought his skull is 
fractured. He was sent to his home up 
t o w n . ______ ________

A jolly party of gentlemen yesterday pur
chased a small schooner at the end of the 
new shell road, and intend to indulge in 
sailing and fishing during the heated term. 
This is better than passing odd hours in 
billiard or barrooms, or worse places. Out 
door exercise like airing On the lake will 
prove healthful, if not profitable.

R em o v in g  W a r t s . — Lewis Smith, a 
stranger in our midst, while standing in the 
cigar store corner of St. Charles and Com
mon streets, was accosted by a good look
ing young man, whose name proves to be 
A. Salvadore, who gratuitously informed 
Mr. Smith that he had recently gained 
knowledge of a medicine that would incon
tinently remove warts. Warts is a strange 
subject and one on which much can be said, 
medicinally and financially. The two 
started off for the precious cure, but on the 
way to an apothecary Salvadore suddenly 
remembered that he had drawn a prize in a 
lottery in a room on St. Charles street. 
Smith was willing, and accompanied the 
good looking young man to see him gather 
in his winnings of $70. Smith was requested 
to tempt fortune, and was asked the extent 
of his wealth. He foolishly showed a small 
bundle of lucre, and instantly it vanished, 
he asserts. His story is that Salvadore 
snatched the money and said he had lost it 
on the play. Then a little rumpus arose, 
and in stepped Sergeant Gaster who ar
rested the man who could cure warts. 
Warts is emphatic in saying that Smith 
risked the money and lost it." The sergeant 
has made an affidavit against warts.

During the storm last evening the steam
boats Wild Wagoner and Governor Allen 
and a barge of the transportation company 
were driven from their moorings, and blown 
across the river. The police boat Two 
Brothers, Captain Schreiber, assisted the 
vessels out of the trouble.

Committed.—Joseph Johnson goes to the 
Criminal Court for only assaulting and cut 
t in g  on e  of his neighbors. William Brooks 
travels the same route for maiming Paul 
Despinas. Thomas Richards Brown and 
J. H. Cain go down for battering P. Zorn, 
M. Geiss for using an ax on a woman.

C r im in a l  C o u r t  —The case of James H. 
L a n g w e ll, charged’ with manslaughter in 
killing Michael Finch on the levee, at the 
head of Lafayette street, on the twenty- 
seventh of April last, was continued until 
the twenty-sixth instant, at ten o’clock, 
ow ing to the absence of the District Attor
ney, who is sick.

William Brady, jointly charged with 
William Watney with murdering one Gott
fried Bass on the seventh of October, 18* 1, 
at the corner of Congress and Levee streets, 
while the latter came out of the coffeehouse 
of II. Bedeman, when the two accused had 
a quarrel with another party, surrendered 
himself this morning.

On the preliminary examination of the 
case, Brady had been discharged by Re
corder Leelere, but the grand jury (Frank 
Wheaton, foreman), on the fourth of No
vember, found a true bill against both the 
accused. When the capias was issued, 
Brady could not be found. Yesterday, bail

was fixed at $3 0 0 0 , Watney having been 
released so m e  time ago on $5000 bail.

Frank Flaseach was acquitted of an as-1 
eault and battery on Cora Nicholas.

John Glover pleaded guilty to two cases 
of obtaining money under false pretenses, 
and was remanded for sentence.
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IMPORTANT DECISION

By Justice Bradley, o f the United Htateu 
Supreme Coart—The Mlideli aad Other 
Confiscation Cases.

United States vs. 844 lots and ten squares 
of ground, the property of John Slidell, on 
appeals and writ of error.—Under the act of 
July 17, 1862, entitled “An act to suppress 
insurrection, to punish treason and rebel
lion, to seize and confiscate the property of 
rebels and for other purposes,” the marshal 
of the United States for the district of Loui
siana, on the fifteenth of August, 1863, seized 
the property in question in this case as the 
property of John Slidell, and on the fifteenth 
of September, 1863, the district attorney of 
the United States for the same district tiled 
a libel or information for the confiscation of 
said property. The libel charges that Sli
dell, subsequently to the passage of the act, 
did aet as an officer of the army or navy of 
the rebels in arms against the government 
of the United States, or as a member of 
Congress, or as a judge, or as a Caoinet offi
cer, or as a foreign minister, or as a com
missioner, of the so-called confederate 
States of America, or that, while owniDg

Eroperty in a loyal State or Territory, etc., 
e did give aid and comfort to the rebellion. 
Other charges were made against him of 

the same general character, and it was 
claimed- that, by reason of the premises, 
the property described in the libel was for
feits! to the United States, and ought to be 
condemned to their use; and prayed pro
cess against the property and the owner 
thereof; and all persons interested or claim
ing an interest therein, to warn them to ap
pear and answer the information. Process 
was accordingly issued and duly published.

Several persons appeared and filed peti
tions of intervention, setting up title to cer 
tain portions of the land seized, or liens by 
way of mortgage or otherwise upon por
tions thereof;

John Arrowsmith claimed title to several 
squares in New Orleans, as having been 
purchased by him many years before.

The Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana claimed 
a mortgage upon a portion of the property 
to secure a stock note for $4104, due the 
first of June, 1863; and also a mortgage on 
another portion to secure them for advances 
upon a letter of credit given to Slidell on 
the third of September, 1861, upon Messrs. 
F. Ad. Marcuard & Co., of Paris, upon 
which he had drawn $25,000, prior to the 
thirteenth of May, 1862. The latter mort
gage was registered May 2, 1862.

5’. A. Marcuard, a citizen of France, 
claimed a mortgage lien upon certain por
tions of the property to secure certain loans 
of money made by him to Slidell in Paris, 
namely, 250,000 francs on the fourth of June, 
1802, payable in one year, which mortgage 
was received at New Orleans by Eugene 
Rousseau, agent of Marcuard, July 14,1862, 
and recorded on the same day. before the 
appointment of a register by General But
ler, and afterward, again recorded on the 
twenty-ninth July, 1862, by a recorder ap
pointed by him, and deposited with a no
tary August 4, 1862; and again recorded, 
with the aet of deposit, on the ninth of 
August, 1862. On the eleventh of August, 
1862, General Butler issued an order for the 
confiscation of Slidell’s property, and the 
rents we.ie afterward received by the mili
tary authorities on the property mortgaged.

Nioolson & Co. claimed a lien on certain 
property for laying the Nicolson pavement.

The State of Louisiana claimed a lien for 
certain taxes due.

Mrs. Gaines claimed to be the owner of 
certain lots specified in her petition.

The Merchants’ Bank of New Orleans 
claimed a certain brick building in which 
their banking business had been carried on, 
and an equitable interest in which, etc., by 
virtue of a certain agreement.

Oritz Huppenbauer. a tenant of two lots, 
claimed to have largely increased their 
value bv making permanent improvements, 
and desired an equitable allowance therefor.

In the principul cause of confiscation a 
default was taken on the eighteenth of April, 
1864, and and decree of condemnation ren
dered on the eighteenth of March, 1865.

Various proceedings were had, and con
siderable evidence was taken upon the 
several interventions, and decrees were 
made by the District Court in each, favora
ble or unfavorable to the claim presented. 
Among others, a decree was made on the 
seventh of July, 1865, dismissing the claim 
of the Citizens* Bank to a mortgage lien for 
100,000 francs, or $25,000, advanced upon 
their letter of credit given to Slidell in Sep
tember, 1861. Another decree was ren
dered on the same day dismissing the claim 
of Marcuard to a mortgage lien of 250,000 
francs lent to Slidell in Paris. On the fifth 
of May, I860, the court dismissed the claim 
of the* Merchants’ Bank of New Orleans. 
From all these decrees appeals were regu
larly taken by the intervtnors; and one of 
the questions before this court is whether 
an appeal lies in such cases. A motion has 
been made to dismiss the appeals on the 
ground that the proper remedy for revising 
the judgment or decree of the District Court 
is a writ of error, and not an appeal.

It has undoubtedly been decided by the 
Supreme Court in the case of Armstrong’s 
foundry (6 Wall 77C) and other cases, that 
the proceedings for confiscation are pro
ceedings at common law, and not in ad
miralty or equity, and therefore require a 
jury for the trial of issues of fact, and a 
writ of error to revise the judgment. This 
view is corroborated by the recent cases of 
Garnett vs. the United "States, McVeigh vs. 
the United States, and Miller vs. the United 
States, reported in 11 Wallace. But inter
ventions of third parties, made during the 
course of the proceedings, setting up claim 
to, or lien upon, the property, are often in 
the nature of a bill of equity, and require 
an equitable proceeding to ascertain and 
establish the rights of the parties. They 
are especially so when they seek to estab
lish alien upon the property or any portion 
thereof, ana to subject it, or the proceeds 
of it, to the payment of a debt or other 
claim, having priority over the claim of the 
government, or constituting a legal charge 
upon the property when the cause of con
fiscation occurred. I conceive the claims of 
the mtervenors in this case who have ap
pealed. as before stated, to be of this kind.

Hence, in my judgment, no trial by jury 
was requisite in reference to those claims, 
and the decrees rendered in reference 
thereto are subject to appeal rather than to 
writ of error. Whether they would come 
up as outbranches of the reeord, and be 
subject to review upon a writ of error, 
brought to the principal judgment in the 
case, it is perhaps unnecessary to decide. I 
hold, therefore, that the appeals taken in 
this case by the intervenors above named 
were properly taken, and should not be dis
missed.

The next question is whether they were 
well taken. As the district judge has not 
assigned his reasons for dismissing the 
claims, I am somewhat at a loss to know 
the precise reasons on which his decision 
was founded. In the ease of the Citizens’ 
Bank (No. 3647), I presume the ground 
must have been that the letter ol credit 
was manifestly given to Slidell, to enable 
him to accomplish his mission to France in 
the service of the confederate cause. It has 
been repeatedly decided at the Circuit, and 
in the case ot Hanatier vs. Doane, 12 Wall, 
342, by the Supreme Court, that a contract 
made in furtherance of the rebellion, or in 
aid of the confederate cause, is void and 
can not receive the aid of the courts. The 
furnishing of Slidell with a letter of credit 
when he went to Paris as the emissary of 
the confederacy was so manifestly intended 
to subserve this end that 1 can not disturb 
the decree dismissing the claim.

The ease of Mareuard, however, is differ
ent from any which has yet been decided. 
The precedents have all been in eases in 
which the transaction has been between 
citizens of the United States, owing alle
giance to the government thereof. But 
Marcuard was a citizen of France, and the 
loan made by him to Slidell was made in 
Paris. It was a loan of money made by a 
neutral on neutral territory, loan enemy, or, 
at most, to a citizen of the United Spates 
engaged in hostile operations against the 
United States. An innocent loan rjjade to 
such a person, unless made for the purpose 
of enabling him to carry on hoet!luties. is a 
valid transaction everywhere And the 
neutral is not bound to presr me' that such 
hostile use is to be made ot tfae monev 
loaned. One witness star ^  ^ere was 
general notoriety that S’udell was purchas

ing gunboats in Paris lor the use of the con
federacy; but there is no direct evidence 
on the subject; and there is no evidence, ex
cept the amount of the loan, that the money 
wae borrowed for other than private pur
poses. And the amount is hardly sufficient 
to throw the burden of proof on the lender. 
It seems to me that the case does not show 
sufficient evidence of notice to Mareuard 
that any unlawful use was to be made of 
the money loaned by him to defeat his 
claim.

Supposing the debt to be a valid one, was 
it a lien or charge upon the property in 
question when the cause of confiscation 
occurred ? This cause can not be said to 
have occurred before the passage of the act 
of Congress, July 17, 1862; but from that 
moment it existed, and the general rule is, 
that a judgment of confiscation relates back 
to the act which causes it. The question, 
then, is reduced to this: Whether Marcu- 
ard’s lien on the property in question had 
become complete on the seventeenth day of 
July, 1862! New Orleans was then in the 
possession of the United States forces. 
Military rule prevailed. All civil authority 
emanated from the power or existed at the 
suflrance of the United States military au
thorities from the occupation of the city, 
early in May, 1862. Could Slidell, a de
clared rebel and enemy, in Paris, daring 
this period transfer or encumber property 
located in New Orleans, within the mili
tary lines of the United States! If 
he could do it as to third persons, 
could he do it as to the United States! 
Had he been in the confederacy he 
could not have done it at all. For in that 
ease every attempt to deal with property 
within the Union lines would have been 
abortive and void. It was forbidden by 
public proclamation of the President, and 
by the usages of belligerents. Did his resi
dence in France give any greater validity 
to his acts as against the government of the 
United States ? In my judgment it did not. 
And Marcuard, in taking a mortgage from 
Slidell on property within the Union lines, 
took the risk of the exercise by the govern
ment of the United States, of its right as a 
sovereign power engaged in war, to confis
cate the property of its enemies.

I am, therefore, ol opinion that the decree 
upon the intervention of Marcuard must be 
affirmed.

The next case is that of the Merchants’ 
Bank of New Orleans (No. 4057). This 
company held a lease granted by Slidell in 
1850 to John Robb & Co., for ten years, at 
a certain rent. The lessees covenanted to 
put up on the lots leased buildings to cost 
at least $15,000. At the end of the term 
Slidell was to pay them the value of the
buildings, at an appraisement. The bank 

id i ‘ ‘
alue of the building!

court rejected the claim. It is difficult to

claimed a lien, by virtue of this contract, 
for the value of the buildings. The district

gee on what ground a lien for this sum can 
be maintained. The matter existed simply 
in covenant. The lease does not contain a 
word which looks like the creation or ex
pectation of a lien on the property itself.

The bank complains that Fish, the pur
chaser of the property, was permitted to 
except to the intervention ; whereas he had 
no right to appear in the suit at all, because 
the sale had been suspended, and the mar
shal had not been ordered to proceed. But 
it matters not that Fisli had no interest. 
The question is, had the bank any interest ? 
Fish, as amicus curice, might call the court’s 
attention to the want of interest which the 
bank had. Unless the bank had a lien, the 
court can not reverse the decree. In my 
judgment, the bank had no lien, and, there
fore, the decree is affirmed.

I have not adverted to certain general 
questions, applicable to the entire proceed
ings for confiscation, because they have 
been settled by adjudications of the Su
preme Court made since the argument of 
these cases. That court has disposed of 
the constitutionality of the act, the power 
of Congress to pass it, and the character of 
that part of it under which the proceedings 
are taken. In the case ol Miller vs. the 
United States (11 Wall., 268) it has decided 
that the act has two distinct parts, each 
part having a separate object. The first 
four sections provide for the punishment of 
treason and rebellion as criminal offenses, 
and are permauent in their character. The 
remaining sections provide for the confis
cation of the property of certain designated 
parties, as enemies’ property, and are tem
porary in their character, being intended 
for the purpose of insuring the speedy ter
mination of the rebellion.

The proceedings under these sections are 
proceedings in rem., conforming as near as 
practicable to proceedings in admiralty, in 
cases of admirality and maritime jurisdic
tion, and to revenue cases, where the seiz
ures are made on land. In the latter case, 
after seizure, an information is filed by the 
law officer ot the government, setting forth 
the facts upon which the confiscation is 
claimed. Whether the information is called 
a libel of information or simply an informa
tion, is of no consequence. The same court 
has cognizance of the case, whether it is in
admiralty or a different revenue proceed
ing. The nature of the case determines its 
character. If a claimant of the property 
appears and contests the material facts 
alleged—as, for example, the guilt of the 
owner, or his ownership of the property, 
the issue is to be tried by a jury.

If no person appears to answer the mer
its, a judgment is taken by default, and the 
court proceeds to examine witnesses or 
other evidence ex parte, by way of inquest, 
to ascertain the principal facts in the case. 
This examination does not require the inter
vention of a jury, being only intended to 
inlorm the conscience of the court. If a 
third power intervenes for the purpose of 
setting up some charge or lien upon the 
property, and not of resisting the confisca
tion, collateral proceedings are’had, suit
able to the nature of the ease, as before 
stated. [See the cases of Garnett, McVeigh 
and Miller, in 11 Wallace, and of the Union 
Insurance Company, Armstrong’s Foundry, 
and Hart, in 6 Wallace.]

This general view of the nature of the 
proceedings will serve to answer at once 
many of the objections which were so elabo
rately argued when these eases were heard. 
A belligerent has a right to take such course 
and impose 6uch conditions with regard to 
the confiscation of enemy’s property as it 
sees fit. The rules which it prescribes are 
not to be questioned by any cede except the 
law of nations and its own constitution. 
The rights of a government against its own 
citizens in insurrection are not less, but are 
rather greater, than those it may exercise 
toward a foreign enemy. But in either 
case the enemy’s property may be confis
cated simply as such, if the government so 
determine. Congress, by the act of July 
17. 1862, directs property* to be seized and 
confiscated as enemy’s property, but only 
the property of certain classes of persons.

This discrimination renders necessary, 
when issue is taken upon the information, 
an inquiry into the guilt or innocence of the 
owner, not for the purpose of a criminal 
conviction and sentence, but for the pur
pose of determining the status of the prop
erty seized. Hence manv rules, constitu
tional and otherwise, which require to be 
observed in criminal prosecutions, have no 
application to these proceedings.

The case is- altogether unlike that of an 
attainder. There the criminal prosecution 
and conviction are the principal thing. The 
attainder, like disqualification to be a wit
ness, after conviction of perjury, follows as 
an incident of the conviction. Here the 
confiscation is the principal thing, and an 
inquiry into the acts or the conduct of the 
owner of the property may, or may not, be 
required bv the law.? uirea oy tne law.

f it is required, it is only as a subsidiary 
ting, and involves no personal sentence or 

condemnation. Hence all those objections 
which are founded upon the necessity of a 
regular indictment, of the personal pres
ence of the accused, of a trial by jury, etc.
are out of place. Where the information 
is traversed, a trial by jury is necessary, it 
is true; but lor another reason, and not be
cause the proceeding is a criminal one; for 
the reason, namely, th a t  the seventh 
amendment to the constitution requires a 
trial by jury in all suits at common law 
where "the Value ill controversy exceeds 
$ 20.

These considerations render it unneces
sary to examine more in detail the various 
points that were raised on the argument.

Having held the appeals taken by the 
Citizens' Bank, by Marcuard. and by the 
Merchants’ Bank, "to be properly taken, the 
several writs of error sued out by those 
parties will be dismissed.

The next ease to be considered is the writ 
of error of John Slidell, No 6158. The final 
judgment of condemnation was rendered on 
the eighteenth of March, 1865, and the writ 
of error was sued out an the seventeenth of 
March, 1870. It was sued out, therefore, 
just in time to save the statute of limita

tions. The Supreme Court in the case of 
MeVeigh vs. United States, 11 Wall., 259, 
decided that the owner of the property, 
though a rebel and within the confederate 
lines, was entitled to appear and contest 
the proceedings, or bring a writ of error 
upon the judgment. The writ, therefore, 
is regularly brought, and we are obliged to 
examine the record.

Many of the questions raised have been 
already disposed of, and need not be again 
adverted to. There is one objection, how
ever, that has given me some trouble; 
namely, the insufficiency of the informa
tion. It is one of the most remarkable 
specimens of loose pleading and uncertain 
statement that I remember ever to have 
seen. After having duly alleged the seizure 
of the property, and fully described it. it 
states that John Slidell was, at the time of 
filing the information and on the seventeeth 
of July, 1862, and previously, the owner 
thereof. Then, having stated the existence 
of the rebellion, and the passage ef the con
fiscation act, it proceeds to allege:

V. That the said John Slidell, subsequent
ly to the said seventeenth of July, 1862, did 
act as an officer of the army or navy of the 
rebels in arms against the government of 
the United States, or as a member of Con
gress, or as a judge of a court, or as a cabi
net officer, or as a foreign minister, or as a 
commissioner, or as a consul of the so-called 
Confederate States of America; or that, 
while owning property in a loyal State or 
Territory of the United States, or of the 
District of Columbia, he did give aid and 
comfort to the rebellion against the United 
States, and did assist such rebellion.

Now. from this allegation, can any mor
tal man tell what John Slidell did ?

The next article is of the same ambiguous 
and inconsequential character.

The extreme ambiguity of these charges 
is something more than a matter of form ; 
it amounts to a substantial defect. There 
is, in truth, no charge at all. There is no 
charge that Slidell acted as a foreign minis
ter of the conlederacy. The allegation is 
that he either did that or something else; 
but we are not informed what. If the de
fect were one of form, it might be amended; 
but beiDg substantial, it seems to me it is 
fatal.

The other articles of the information do 
not save it. The seventh article alleges 
that John Slidell, subsequently to the sev. 
enteenth of June, 1862, within a State or 
Territorv of the United Stated, was engaged 
in armed rebellion against the government, 
and did not, within sixty days after the 
proclamation of the President, made on the 
twenty-fifth of July, 1862, cease to aid and 
abet such rebellion, etc. And the eighth 
article is of similar character to the seventh.

Now. not only is this same ambiguity 
kept up in these articles, as in the previous 
ones, but they do not set forth any of the 
offenses which, in the statute, are made the 
basis or cause of confiscation. They are 
evidently meant to be assigned under the 
sixth section of the act. But that section 
refers to persons who, in any State or Ter
ritory oi the United States, other than 
those named as aforesaid, were engaged in 
the rebellion. Now, the States named as 
aforesaid were the loyal States, which had 
just been named in the last clause of the 
fifth section. Therefore, the States and 
Territories other than those were the dis
loyal or rebellions States. So that the sixth 
section of the act only refers to persons 
who, within any disloyal or rebellious State 
or Territory, were engaged in the rebellion. 
Yet tbe seventh article ol the information 
merely alleges that John Slidell, within a 
State and Territory of the United States, 
was engaged in rebellion. It does not 
make a charge within the statute.

The whole information, therefore, is sub
stantially defective, and tbe judgment must 
be reversed.

The same defect is fatal to the judgments 
in the eases of Charles M. Conrad vs. the 
United States. No. 6039; and in Francis H. 
Hatch vs. the United States, No. 6079; and 
the judgments in those eases must also be 
reversed.

In the eases of Duncan F. Kenner vs. the 
United States. No. 0038: Abel Ward Bos- 
worth vs. tbe United States, No. 6080, and 
Jefferson Davis vs. the United Stater, No. 
6082, the substantial defect appears in tbe 
informations, each taken as a whole, and I 
have been unable to perceive any other 
ground on vbiqb the judgments in those 
cases should be reversed. They are there
fore affirmed.

It is perhaps not necessary at this time to 
decide what will be the effect of reversing 
those judgments which have been reversed. 
But as the subsequent proceedings may de
pend on a solution of the question, and as 
the parties in interest will be desirous of 
knowing the position in which they stand, 
it is proper that I should give my opinion 
on the point.

It is a general rule that a judicial sale, 
under a judgment which the court had 
jurisdiction to render, will stand, although 
the judgment itBelf be subsequently re
versed for error. I see no reason why that 
rule should not apply in these eases. It is 
true that a judgment of reversal usually 
contains a direction that the plaintiff in 
error be restored in all tliigs, to that 
which ha hath lost by reason of the er
roneous judgment.

But the mode of making this restoration, 
where a sale of property has taken place 
under the reversed judgment, is by award
ing to the plaintiff' in error the proceeds of 
sale. This will be the proper mode in these 
cases.

One question to which considerable at
tention was given upon the argument, was 
whether anything more than an estate for 
the life of the owner was transferred by 
the confiscation proceedings. Indeed, it 
was alleged as a ground of error that all 
right, title and estate of the owner was 
condemned and sold.

I do not regard this form cf judgment as 
material; although on looking at the judg
ments, it will be found that the form of 
judgment pursued was, “that the said six
teen lots of ground, the property ol A. B., 
be and the same are hereby condemned as 
forfeited to the United States,” without any 
definition or limitation of the estate for
feited. I regard the judgments as to be 
construed by the law which authorizes the 
confiscation'to be made; and am of opinion 
that the several sales by the marshal had 
the effect of transferring only such estate 
as it was lawlul to sell. What that estate 
is, is the question. The joint resolution ap
proved at the same time with the confisca
tion act, provides that no punishment or 
proceedings under the act shall be so con
strued as to work a forfeiture of the real 
estate of the offender beyond his natural 
life.

It seems to me that this provision extends 
to the whole act and to "the proceedings" 
for confiscation as well as to the prosecution 
for the crimes of treason and rebellion. It 
may be very true, and I am inclined to think 
it is true, that the constitutional provision 
which declares that no attainder of treason 
shall work corruption of blood or forfeiture, 
except duriDg the life of the person at
tainted, does not apply to the confiscation 
of enemies' property, even though those en
emies he rebels against the government, 
and, therefore, guilty of treason.

But whether it applies or not, Congress, 
from respect to the scruples of the Presi
dent, or lor other reasons which seemed to 
it sufficient, did enact, as it had a right to 
do, that no proceedings under the conffsca- 
tioa aet should be so construed as to work 
a forfeiture of real estate beyond the natu
ral life of the offender. And I can see no 
way in which this limitation can be con
fined to criminal proceedings under the act. 
It seems to me that by a fair interpretation 
it extends to all proceedings by which a 
forfeiture is effected or adjudged.

The District Attorney Las tiled an appli
cation for a writ of error in the Supreme 
Court, which will have the effect of a su 
persediae.

Camp Meeting at Biloxi*
The Methodist camp meeting at Bi'.ox i 

will commence to-day, and continue until 
the twenty-eighth instant. Large numbers 
of persons will go from New Orleans to the 
camp meeting grounds, to remain till the 
close of this religious campaign, while 
there will he numerous daily visitors to 
the scene of Christian strife against tbe 
spirits of evil.

T h e  T e m p e ra tu r e .

The thermometer at Louis Fngerio’s, 
No. 50 Chartres street, yesterday stood as 
follows: At 8 A. M..76°; at 2 P. M.. 85=; at 
6 P. M., 75°. Lowest point during the 
night of June 19, 713. Rain, June 20, one- 
fifth of an inch.

^ ^ ^ m ^ N O T I C E S .  _

Eire* Re*l»eat Louisiana Field Artil
lery.—Youare hereby ootified to attend the regal un- 
meeting FRIDAY EVENING. June 21, 1872, a t Ar
mory Battery C, a t seven o’clock. Punctual attend 
ance requested. By order.

, W. J. BEHAN, 
Colonel commanding.

W. H. BauxHAM, Secretary._________  jeZl i t

N o tic e .—Office of tbe  Leuieiana State Lottery 
Company, New Orleans, June JO, 1872.—1. con
formity with tbe by laws, the stockholders of this 
institution ore hereby notified th a t tbe s'oek books 
of this company will be closed on the th irtieth  in
stant. and rt mam closed until after tbe dividend is 
declared.

je20 3t H. PERALTA. Secretary.

S p e c ia l  N o tic e .—Louisiana Cotton Manufac
tory, New Orleans, June 12,1872.—A general m eet
ing of tbe stockholders of this company will be held 
on MONDAY, the fifteenth day of July, 1E72, a t 1 
F. M., at No. 57 Carondelet street, to take into con
sideration the propriety of liquidating its affairs 
and dissolving the company. Punctual attendance 
is reauest*d.

By order of the Board of Directors. 
jel6 tjy!5  GEORGE PERKILLlAT. Secretary.

Batchelor’s Hair Dye.—This supers hair
dye is th e  best in the world—perfectly harmless, 
reliable and instantaneous; no disappointment; no 
ridiculous tin ts  or disagreeable odor. The genuine 
William A. Batchelor's hair dye produces immedi
ately  a  splendid black or n atu tal brown; leaves 
the hair clean, soft, beautiful; does not con
tain  a  particle of lead e r any injurious compound. 
■  H ~ |  '  “  nd street

U13 ly

POLITICAL NOTICE S.__
H e a d q u a r te r *  L ib e r a l  P a r ty ,  $ t a t e  o f

Louisiana. Office No. 15 Carondelet street. New 
Orleans, June 20,1872.—The following named gen
tlemen are hereby appointed members of the Exec
utive State Central Committee of the Liberal party 
of Louisiana:

Harry T. Hays, J. M. Dirrbammer,
JamtB D. Blair, James Graham,
E. P. Rareehide, F. Dumas.
Louis Stein, Jack Wharton,

W alter Pugh.
FINANCE COMMITTER.

James Graham, A H. Peale, Jr.,
Joseph Magner.

D. B. PENN, President

C i r c u la r .—Headquarters of the Liberal Party 
street, of the State of Louisiana. No. 15 Carondelet 
New Orleans, Louisiana, June 20,1872 —The citizens 
of the different parishes of the  State and wards of 
the city of New Orleans who favor the  object Bet 
forth in the  address to the people of Louisiana of 
June 10, 1872, are hereby requested to organize 
without delay, and without further instructions 
from these headquarters, by forming Greeley and 
Brown clubs, ana calling parish conventions to as
semble on the tw entieth  of July, for the  purpose 
of electing delegates to the State Convention, to 
meet in the city of New Orleans on the first Mon
day in August.

Presidents and secretaries of clubs and conven
tions are earnestly requested |to  report action in

Andrew Hero, Secretary. je21

P ro v ia io n n l  L ib e r a l  P a r ia h  E x e c u t iv e
Committee of the Parish o f Orleans— Headquarters 
Provisional Liberal Republican State Central Com
mittee, New Orleans, June 17,1872.—By virtue of 
the  authority in me vested, I hereby announce the 
following gentlemen as composing the Provisional 

' ............... ' ’ ~

Hotel, corner Common and Dryades streets, for 
organization, viz:

First Ward—J. Oplatek, M. Sharkey and G. 
Bouligny.

Second Ward—Fred. Wang, P. H. Boyle and John 
Cochrane,

Third Ward—W. L. Stamford, Thomas O'Connor 
and J. D. Houston.

Fourth Ward—Louis Schwartz, B. J. Lawless and 
Henry Weber.

Fifth Ward—Judge J. P. Montamat, John H. 
Be vans and A. H. Arthur.

Sixth Ward—L. If. Lemaire, L. E. Wakeman and 
R. Brewster.

Seventh Ward—Judge J. A. Letton, J. B. Jour* 
dain and W. J. Moore.

Eighth Ward—Charles Morel], T. J. Moroney and 
George Delamore.

Ninth Ward—Judge A. B. Sloanaker. William 
Stevenson and W..C. Kin sella.

Tenth Ward—John Kaiser, Dr. Heary Smith and 
J. C. Weaver.

Eleventh Ward—Dr. W. S. Mitchell, T. M. Heath- 
ton and N. H. McLemore.

Twelfth Ward—W. G. McConnell, E. Reviere and 
W. M. Surls.

Thirteenth Ward—John Lockwood, Dr. J. Wel- 
feeburg and Charles Roper.

Fourteenth Ward—G. B. Fish, P. R. Smith and 
W. R. Fish.

Fifteenth Ward—Colonel Jack W harton, Dr. J. A. 
Riley and W. P. WilleoD.

By order of the Provisional S tate Central Com* 
1 Republican Party.

G. H. BRAUGHN, President.
Attested :

P. W. Woodlbaf, Assistant Secretary.
jel9 7t ______________

T h ir te e n th  W a r d ,  A t te n t io n .—The signers 
to the call for tbe organization of a Greeley and 
Brown Club for the Thirteenth Ward will meet 
THIS (Friday) EVENING, a t  half-past eeven o’clock, 
in tbe carpenter shop on St. Charles street, between 
Napoleon avenue and Jena street, in accordance 
with said call.

By order of the Committee. je21 It*

F ir s t  D is t r i c t  G re e le y  a n d  B ro w n  C a m 
paign Club.—There will be a meeting of th is Ciub 
at Geddes’ Hail, on Erato street, between Caron
delet and Baronue, on FRIDAY EVENING, twenty- 
first instant, a t half-past seven o'clock. Residents 
of the District favorable to the election of Greeley 
and Brown, and desiring reform in our fitate ad
ministration, are earnestly invited to attend. Busi
ness of importance will be brought before the 
meeting.

Bv order J. D*. HOUSTON, President.
Thomas Lynch, Secretary. je20 2t

LOTTERIES.
J J K A W 1 N G  O F  T U B  L O U IS IA N A

tSTATB LOTTERY FOR J l’NE 2(1, 1 8 7 2 . 

CLASS 1 4 7 .

* ! 3 4 , 8 6 7 8 9 j 10 n 1* 13

111 46 23 1 75 63 60 15 61 ! 62 42 r*7 -

eipal papers, and are d raw n In public daily i 
rooms of the company.

Information furnished and prizes cashed by 
HOWARD, SIMMONS k  CO., Contractor*.

St. Cbarle* street, corner Cruon, New Orleans.

Witness *nr hands a t New Orleans, Louisiana, 
this tw entieth day of JuEe. 1872.

H. PERALTA.
ADAM GIFFE5.

Commissioners.
BEWARE OF BOGCS LOTTERIES. an2S

S T A T E LOTTKHTJ^ O U IB IA N A

C O M P A N Y .
Incorporated Augnat IT, lets.

CHARLES T. HOWARD.............. ..PRESIDENT,

SINGLE NUMBER LOTTERY. 
SPLENDID SCHEME—ONLY lO.Gfl* NUMBERS.

C a p ita l  F r i z * ...................8 3 0 ,0 0 0 .

C L A S S  I .
E l  DRAWN AT NEW CRLBAN8 

Fatarslay, Jane 29, 1872. 
HOWARD, SIMMONS k  CO., Contractor*. 

SCHEME:
JO.OOO N n m b e n - T tc k a r s  O nly  8 JO ,

TO ON

1 prize of $50,000 is............
t Y 7 f i t  so nor, _________

..........950 0ot

.................... J0.OO0
1 priz^of 
1 prize of 
1 prize of 
1 prize of 
1 prize of 
1 prize of 
1 prize of 
1 prize ef 
1 p rze  o f, 
1 prize cf

20,^00 is................... ...................  fijGOO
10,000 is...................
9.000 is ...................
8.000 is .. . . . . . . . . . .

...................  111,000

.................... 9.000

.................... 1.000
is ................... ................... 7,000

6 hOQ is ....... . ................. i//* )
5̂ 000 is ..................
< .'40 U ...................
3.000 is ................. ..
2.000 i r ............ .

.................... 5 000

.................... 4Ki0

.................... 3.VO

............ . 2,000

I prize of 
1 prize of 
1 prize of 
1 prize of 
I prize Of 
1 prize of 
1 prize of 
1 p rze  of
1 p rz e  of 
1 prize of 
1 prize of 
1 prize of 
1 prize of 
1 prize ef 
I  prize of 
1 prize of 
1 prize of 
I prize of 
I prize of 
1 prize of 
1 prize of 
1 prize of 
1 prize of 
1 prize ol 

10 prizes ef 
!;7 prizes cf

'■are .,. . . . . .

1,000
1,000
3.000
1.000 
1,000 
1,000 
1,000 
1,000 
1,009 
; im 
1,000 
3.00C 
- i ; m  
im  
3 too
2,M0
l.oou
3 net
1.000 
3,090 
1,09C 
1,000
1.000
1.000

too are............. .............
are.......................... .

04 Approximation pr.zos...

St,000
•r.ioo
12.600

40 prizes. am oTjtj ia  to .................................$380,408
Wao e Tickets, 7*0; st ares in prpportlo*.
Prizes payable without deduction.
Orders to be addressed to

CHARLES T. H WARD, 
Lock box 692, Postoffice New Orleans. 

S«nd pettoffiee money order, or register your it*

REWARDS.

$200 R E W A R D -ST O L E N  FROM OUR 
stables, corner of Market and W ater

streets, on tbe nignt ef the thirteenth, one b!ark 
mare MULE, s-rteen hands high: one light bav 
horse MULE, fourteen hands high. One Bnndred
dollars of the above reward will be paid for tbe 
recovery ot the mules, and the balance for the a r
rest and conviction of tbe thieve..

McCLOSKKY, B1GLEY k  CO. 
je20 6t No. 166 Gravier street.

R E W A R D -N O  QUESTIONS WILL BE

lie reritt 
ND CH.

OFFICIAL NOTICES.
NOTICE.

Board o» Stats Tax As.sssors’ O rrtci, ) 
4 No. 187 Grazier street, / 

Room No. S Cotton Exchange. >

Th e  ta xpa yers o f  t h e  city  o f  n e w  o r -
leane are hereby notified th a t tbe  time for 

making their returns of personal property and 
capital in trade expires on the first day of Ju ly . 1872. 
After tlia t time delinquents will be dealt w ith ac
cording to section twenty-six of the revenue law.

J. W. SWORDS,
Presides! Board o f State Tax Assessors. 

jel9  tjy l

PROPOSALS FOR TRANSPORTATION.
Ofpicb Chief Quartermaster. )

Department of th e  Gulf. > 
New Orleans, La., June 12,1872.}

SEALED PROPOSALS IN TRIPLICATE WILL BE 
received until MONDAY, July 15, 1872, for the 

transportation by wagons or drays, suitable for 
the purpose, of all public property which m aybe 
required to be hauled in tins city and vicinity 
until June 3n, 1873.

Form of proposal, stating details and require
ments, will furnished bv th is office.

W. B. HUGHK8.
je!8 td  _________ Chief Quartermaster.

T

THIRD DRAINING DISTRICT. 
Orders

HE ASSESSMENT ROLL OF THE THIRD
_ Drainage District having been filed in this
court, and the city of New Orleans, as successor 
and subrogee of the boards ef commissioners of 
the several drainage districts, having tiled a peti
tion for the  homologation of said assessment roll—

It is ordered th a t all 
concern, do show cause.
th irty  days from th e  first . __________
why said assessment should not be approved and 
homologated. And it is fu rther ordered that ibis 
order be nubllsned in tbe English and French 
languages Tn the New Orleans Republican news
paper twice each week for th irty  days.

New Orleans, June 17,1872.
(Signed) HENRY C. DIBBLE, Judge.

A true copv of the  order of court in the  suit No. 
7482. entitled “ In the m atter of the  city of New 
Orleans, praying for a decree, etc., Third Drainage 
District, in the Eighth District Court for the 
parish of Orleans.

New Orleans, June 17, 1872.
ROBERT LYNNE. Deputy Clerk.

TROISIEME DISTRICT DJK DKSSEC HE- 
MENT.
Ordre.

LE ROLE D’ASSESSEMENT DU TROTSIEMR Dis
tr ic t de Pessecbement ay ant *ite enlisssi en 

cette cour, e t la ville de la Noureile-Orleans. 
comine successeur e t substitut des dits boards de 
coin urresiouai res des divers districts de desseclie- 
ments ayant faite une petition pour l bomologation 
du flit role d’assessement—

It est ordoune que toutes personnes qul sent 
concernues m outrent cause, si elles en out, dans 
tren te  jours de la premiere publication de cel 
ordre, poturquoi que le dit assessement ne serait ap-

Jirouve et homologue. II est de plus ordonne que 
e dit ordre soit public dans lee langues auglaise et 

franyaisa dans le journal “ New Orleans Repnb- 
‘ica n ” deux fois par serai'  * ‘ *

Nouvelle Orleans, Jain J 
(Signe) HENRY C_ DIBBLE, Jnge.

Fne copie oonforme de i ordre de cour du proecs 
No. 7462, iutirul£ “ Dans Vatt'aire de la ville de la 
Nouvelle-Orl^aus, priant pour un decret, etc.. Troi- 
sieiue District de Dessecbement,'’ dans la Huiticme 
Cour de District pour In paroisse d’Orleans. 

Nouvelle Oilcan*, Juin 17,1872.
ROBERT LYNNE, Depute Greffler. 

je!7 taw  lm ______

: or Lori si AM a, ) 
iitor’s Office. > 
s. May 27, 1872. )

NOTICE.
Statu or Lori si am a, 

Auditor’
New Orleans.

ON THE TWENTY-SIXTH OF THE PRESENT 
month was promulgated, !u the  New Or

leans lit publicau. an act of the  General 
Assembly of this State entitled “an act 
providing for the registration and payment 
of S tate w arrants and certificates of indebtedness, 
and creating a fund for tbe payment of the same; 
also, abolishing the redemption of the State debt 
fund, and the free school tund, and making provi
sions for the State to meet its  obligations tn the 
last named fund abolished; also, prescribing a line 
against the State Treasurer for a failure to p er
form his duty, and for other purposes.” Said ac t 
is numbered eighty-one, and was approved on tbe 
twenty-fifth day of May, 1872.

Tue eighth section of said act provides “th a t  to 
meet any deficit which may exist after the bonds 
and money placed to the credit of the special fund 
created by the second section of this ac t shall 
hove been exhausted, th ere  is hereby levied a t a t
of one mill on the dollar on all taxable property 
the State, according to the assessment of tn e  ye 
1871, payable in 1872.’

year

Notice is hereby given to  the public generally 
th a t the  tax of one mill so levied will be collected 
from taxpayers and accounted for in currency by 
tax-collectors in the same manner as other taxes, 
payable during the year 1872, are paid. Tax-col 
lectors are hereby instructed to proceed a t  once 
to the collection of the said tax of one mill, 
based upon tbe assessment loll of 1071. 

my28 aABRR GRAHAM. Auditor.

K« AMP } 
ings. S 
1>, 1872. )

PROPOSALS.
Department op Waterworks amp 

Public Buildinj 
New Orleans, June lit

SEALED PROPOSALS ADDRESSED TO THE UN- 
derslgned will be received a t this office until 

MONDAY. Juue 24, 1872, a t 12 M., for furnishing 
Fresh Beef to the inmates of the Insane Asylum 
ami Home of Aged and Infirm.

All parties making proposals for this contract 
are required to deposit with the Administrator 
of Finance, as evidence of their intention to abide 
bv the adjudication, the  arnouut ot three 
hundred dollars in cash, which shall be forfeited 
to the city in case of failure to sign the contract.

Bidders to whom the contract is not awarded 
will have their deposits returneu to them on the 
dav the adjudication is made.

No bill will l»e received unless the certifi
cate of the Administrator of Finance certifying 
that, the required cash deposit has been made.

The city reserves the right to reject any and all 
bids.

Proposals to l»e indorsed “ Proposals for furnish
ing Fresh Beef.”

je20td L. T. DELASSIZE. Administrator.

PETITION.
Naw Orleans, January, 13, 1872. 

m o  THE HONORABLE MAYOR AND COUNCIL 
of the city New Orleans.—Gentlemen—Your 

petitioners property owners on both sides of 8t. 
Andrew street, from Braiuardfto Howard street, do 
most respectfully petition your honorable body for 
the construction of brick sidewalks with cypress 
wooden curbing on both Bides of said St. Andrew 
street. Hoping that you will grant this, our peti
tion, we subscribe ourselves as follows :

Names. Feet. Names. Feet.
William Naber................9fi John King...................  30
Mrs. S lirber.....................30 Methodist Episcopal
Mrs. Simpson...............  IK) Church.....................50
¥. Hille........................... 30 Mrs. Gorman............... 17
John Wel»er.......... 38 F. Renter..................... 30
Christy MeF.voy............34 P. Reusok....................128
A. J. W ard.....................140 Mesur Zell................... 50
H .T h o d e .......................113 31. McGuire.................. 32
William W alker.......... 02 William Brown _____ 120
E. Ehrensing...................31? R. Amen.......................30
M. Kern........................ 82 .jei2 1aw4t*

P R O P O S A L S .

Department or Waterworks and )
Public Buildings, j 

New Orleans. May 17. 1872.)

PROPOSALS WTLL BE RECEIVED BY THE UN- 
dersigned until MONDAY, July 1, 1K72, at. l i  

M., for the construction and erection of machinery, 
etc., for Waterworks improvement and ejttension, 
to be erected on the square of ground ;n front of 
the present machinery, viz:

Two overhead beam condensing engines. »r- 
ranged to work together or separately, w»tb vari
able cut-off valves, so constructed as to perform 
the Highest duty known of engines, the capacity to 
be oi irom eight to twenty-eight million gallons of 
water in twenty-four hours, lifted one b injured feet 
high; tbe pumps to be of the bucket and plunger 
principle, with cylinder boilers, double flued, forty- 
two inches diameter of sufficient power to work 
the engines up to full capacity; furnace arranged 
to work with the sma lest amount of fuel to make 
s*eam w hen the engines a e at their highest or 
lowest duty; a brick chimney of capacity for ail 
the boiler*, not less than seventy six feet in height; 
a J  tue pipes and valves to connect pumps with the 
river; t:ie pumps to be connected with a stand-pipe 
or riii venseVobave three discharge openings, two 
of t went.v-four inches, and one of th irty  inches, 
with valves for t-*co.

Buildings for the engines and boilers, all of suffi
cient -ize to la* of brb k covered w ith slate, all of 
good materiai and style of architecture, founda
tions to bn ail of best hard brick laid u cement; a 
dwelling tor the engineer,ami office, to tie of brick, 
coverea w ith slate; the square of ground to be in
closed with a brick wall, eight feet high, with the 
necessary gates and doors.

For further particulars, see specifications on file 
tn the office of the Administrator of W aterworks 
and Public Buildings.

Bids *o for tbe w hole work complete.
Tue city irserves the right to reject any and ail 

bids.
A A par: eg making proposals for this contract are 

required to deposit with the Administrator of Fi
nance, as evidence of their Intention to abide by 
the adjudication, the amount of $l0b° in cash, 
which snail be forfeited to the  city in case of fail- 
;re to sign the contract. , , , „

bidders to whom contracts are not awarded shall 
have the r deposit# returned to them  on the day 
ad jndicatIona are made. .

No bid will be enterta.ned unless tbe certificate 
of the Administrator of Finance is inclosed there
with to the effect that the required cash deposit 
Iras been made. _  , _ _

Proposals to be indorsed “Proposal* for Water-

’ * V T?VELAd8IZE. Admin .st rat or.

the return t# No. 266 Gravier street, of the WATCH 
AND CHAIN stolen from No. 218 Gravier s treet on 
tb g n i* b t of the ten th  June. p ^  BJGLgy

C IT Y  T A X E S .

Dkpartmp.nt o r F inance, ) 
Citv Hail, J une 1. 1872. J

Taxpayers are rem in d ed  t h a t  t h e  t im e
parsing away in which they can pay 

C i t y  taxes witfAu.t heavy costs.
If is pei haps u»t generally known th a t the mere 

register cf tax bills in the office of the Recorder of 
Mortgage* constitutes a lien upon all tbe delin
quent’s property, and no transfer can be made 
until the bill is paid with all the costs.

Taxes may now be paid as follows: $1 20 in 
cash. $1 55 in live-eighths re turn tax, certificates 
of appropriation, school certificates or metropolitan 
police w arrants.

Tbe extraordinary discount at which these obli
gations can be bought go**s far to neutralise the 
lust complaint of heavy taxes, while the purpose 
for which the cash is required, via* to pay tb s  in 
terest on th e  bonded debt, appeals to the patriot 
ism of every c.Uaen who desires to redeem our city 
from Its embarrassments, which can not be done 
unless the credit of its bonds is preserved.

JOHN 8.

INSURANCE.
Jj|ERCHANT9' MUTUAL IN8UKANC8 

COMPANY OF NBW ORLEANS,
1 0 4 ......................C a n a l S t r e e t ....................... 1 0 4

EIGHTEENTH ANNUAL STATEMENT.

In conformity with the requirement* of their 
charter, the company publish the following sta te 
m en t:

Premiums reeetred during the year ending May 
31,1872, including unearned premiums ot the pre
vious year—
On fire risk s................'............................. *719,323 57
On marine risks....................................... 102,615 17
On river risks...........................................  169,212 00

Total premiums.................................  $991,150 74
Lesa unearned prem ium s................  201 BOO 00

Net earned premiums May 31,1873......... $789,380 74
Losses paid—

On fire risks...................................$206,07* 41
On marine risks............................ 96,680 32
On river risks............................... 125,965 63

$4:10,734 36
Taxes............   21,537 41
Reinsurances, return premi

ums, and profit and loss. 56,416 88

Total.................................$508,678 65
Dednct interest, less ex

penses................................  17.856 53-498,8*2 12

Profits................................................. $296,528 62

The company have the following asse ts ;
Real esta te.................................................... $121,665 11
City bonds.....................................................  289,050 00
Bunk and railroad stocks.......................... 52,168 00
Notes secured by mortgage......................  449,745 63
Notes secured by pledge............................ 122,559 97
Bills receivable. .........................................  46,61130
Premiums in course ef collection............  72,418 99
Htatc bonds................................................... 1,500 00
Scrip and stock of other companies.......  1,982 50
Stock of Valletta Dry Doek Company__  19,800 00
Stock of Levee Steam Cotton Press.'.__  2,300 00
Stock of Murine Dry Dock and Ship Yard

Company................................................ 4,000 00
Harbor Protection Company................... 1,980 00
Mortgage bonds Turners' Association. . .  2,000 OO
Mortgage bonds Odd Follows’ Hail......... 5,000 on
Cash on band..............................................  261,689 83
New Orleans, Florida and Havana Steam

ship Company. 3,0000)0
“  AssooiiSt. Louis Hotel otation. 8,000 00

Total assets........................................$1,461,241 29

The above statem ent is a  ju st, true and correct 
transcrip t from the books of the company.

PAUL FOURCIIY, President. 
G. IV. Norr, Secretary.

Ststs o r L oeisi.s a.
Parish of Orleans, 

City s i New Orleans. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this tenth 

day of June, 1872.
P. CHS. OUVELLIKR, Notary Publio.

ins, : 
s. )

At a  meeting of the  Board of Directors held on 
the tenth day of June, 1872, tt was resolved to pay 
A CASH DIVIDEND OF THIRTY PER CENT ou
the net earned participating premiums for the year 

31, 1872, payable on the th ird  Mouday

"  ipM
tlieir scrip into capital stock, as per amended char

ending May I 
of July next. Also, to pay on demand ten per cent 
interest to th e  scrip holders upon conversion of

tor of the  company.

D ire r to rs i
P. MA8PERO, DAVID Mi OOARD,
8. X. RELF, L. F. GENERKS,
M. PUIG. P. FOTRCHY,
P. 8. W1LTZ. J. J. FERNANDEZ,
D. A. CHAFFRAIX, J. M. ALLEN, 

je l l  ly  CHARLES LAFITTE.

^ JH E rit  KNT MUTUAL

INSURANCE COMPANY.

TWENTY' THIRD ANNUAL STATEMENT.

llsw Orleans, May 18,187*.
Tbe Trustees, In conformity to the charter, sub

mit th e  following statem ent of the affairs of the 
company on the th irtieth  of April, 1872:
Fire premiums for the year................. i .. $194,069 44
Marine premiums for the  year................. ' 6) ,356 64
River premiums for the y ea r..................... 133,299 36

Total.........................................................$438,718 44
Earned premiums, less reinsurance and

return  premiums....................................$388,153 65
Net profits........ ...........................................  $79,823 81

The company has assets to the am ount of 
$732,129 40.

The Board of Trustees resolved lo pnv interest a t  
SIX FER CENT CASH on all the outstanding CER 
TIFICATES OF SCRIP, to the legal holders there 
of on and after the second Mouday In J une next.

They have also declared a  SCRIP DIVIDEND OF 
THIRTY-THREE AND ONE-THIRD PER CENT on 
the earned premiums entitled to participate for the  
year ending April 30,1872, for which certificate a 
will be Issued ou aud alter the first Mouday in Au
gust next, free of government tax.

THOMAS A. ADAMS, President.
Hknkt V. OomtN, Secretary.

T r u s te e s .
SAMUEL H. KENNEDY, JOHN PHELPS,
C. T. BUDDKCKB, P. H. FOLEY,
A. G. OBKR, A. THOMSON,
E. H. SUMMERS, B. NEWOAH8,
P. N. STRONG, VICTOR MEYER,
JOSEPH BOWLING, J. J. GARRARD,

8. B. NEWMAN.
my90 6m __

CONSTABLES’ SALES.
A. UnmoE, Tranuferei*. vn. Will in in F .

Dunham—Fifth Justice Court for the Parish of 
Orleans, Right Bank, No. 319.

BY VIRTUE OF A WRITfiOF FIERI FACIA*. TO 
me directed by the Hou. C. L. hweet, Filth 

Justice of the Peace in and for the parish of Or
leans, I will proceed to sell a t  public auction, 
on FRIDAY. June 21, 1B72, a t twelve o’clock M., 
in front of the Courthouse, on ViUero street, be
tween Bartholomew and Keguin streets, in the 
Fifth District of this city, the following described 
property, to w it—

ONE flALF OF A CERTAIN HOUSE AND LOT 
OF GROUND, with all the lights, ways and im

Sroveinenttt thereon and appurtenances thereof.
esignated as lot No. 24, in square No. 15. bounded 

by Delaronde, Peter and Bartholomew streets, and 
said lot measuring 15 feet front ou Sequin street, 
bv 165 feet in depth, between parallel lines, Ameri
can measure.

Seised in the above entitled snit.
Terms—Cask on the spot in United States cur

rency. H. W. FARROW.
Const aide Fifth Justice of the Peace.

my21 Je7 21

( i r o r g e  H h o rey  v s . M team in g  P a y n e s w lc l t
ami owners—Fifth Justice Court for the Parish 
of Orleans, No. 375.

BY VIRTUE OP A WRIT OF FIERI FACIAS TO 
me directed by the Hon. C. L. Sweet, Fifth Jus

tice of the Peace in and for the parish of Orleans, 
right bank, I will proceed to sell a t  public auction, 
on THURSDAY, June 25.1872, a t twelve o’clock M., 
in front of the courthouse, on Viliere street, be
tween Bartholomew' and Heguln streets, the fol
lowing described property, to w it—

The Htearatug I’AYNKSWlCK, her Machinery aud 
Tackle.

Seized in the above entitled suit.
Terras—Cash on the spot in United States cu r

rency.
je!6 21 25 H. W. FARROW, Constable.

SUCCESSION NOTICES.
K ucceao ioo  o f  D r .  (.’b a r ie a  S n b o u rin  -N o .

35,591.

SECOND DISTRICT COURT FOB TH8 PARISH 
of Or'eati.,—Wbereo.. Mrs. Mary Jane Sabourin 

has petitioned tbe court for letters of admlnlctra 
turn oh the estate of her late husband, Dr. Charles 
Mabonrin: Notice is hereby given to all whom
it may concern, to show cause within ten days 
why the prayer of the said petitioner should not 
he granted.

By order of the Court, 
je21 25 29_____________ M. O. TRACT, Clerk.

S u r r m d o o  o f  .f ire . W id o w  S . t i r l e a e r —N o.
38,451.

BCOND DISTRICT COURT FOR THE PARISH OP
hereby giv

itors of this estate, aud to all other persons herein
S ’ Orleans.—Notice is 1 riven to the  cred-

intcrested, to show cause within ten days from th e  
present notification, if any they have or cun, why 
the account presented by the testam entary ex
ecutor in this estate should not be homologated 
and approved, and ike funds distributed in accord 
ance therewith.

Bv order of the Court.
)e21 25 29 M. O. TRACT. Clerk.

jel lm
WALTON, 

Administrator of Finance.

Huccenftlon o f  VV'Idow H e n ri  l /o r io — Mo.
35,398.

QBCOND DISTRICT COURT FOR THE PARISH 
y j  ot Orleans.—Notice is hereby given to the cred
itors of th is  estate, and to all other persons herein 
interested, to show cause, within ten days from tbe 
present notification, if any they have or can, why 
the account presented by the adm inistrator of this 
estate should not be homologated and approved, 
and the funds distributed in accordance therewith.

By order of the Court.
je!3 17 21 M. O. TRACY, Clerk.

In te rd ic t io n  o l H e n ry  Ant%—N o, 34 ,6N 6*

SECOND DISTRICT COURT FOR THE PARISH 
of Orleans.—Notice is hereby given to the 

creditors of tbe interdicted arid to all other per 
gone herein interested to show cause within ten 
days from the present notification, if any they 
have oi can, why the account presented by George 
Antz, curator of the interdicted, should not be 
homologated and approved, and the funds distri 
buted in accordance therewith.

By order of the Court.
je 13 1 * 21 M, O. TRACT. Clark.

K ncce»*ions o f  P h ilip  N. L u c k e t t  a n d  
Thomas H. Lockett,

Al l  per so n s  are h ereby  n o tif ie d  t o
present their claims as creditors of the above 

successions, to tbe undersigned, tbe ageot of the 
guardian of the minors Lackettjw ithin th irty  days 
from the date hereof, In default of wliieh the prop
erty  of the said miaois will be removed from the 
.State of Louisiana. ROBERT MOTT,

«  » Carondelet stree t.
New Orleans, May 20,1872. my ji 3%


