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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Thirty-fifth Day’s Proceedings.
Houvse oF REPRESENTATIVKS, }
New Orlcane, February 15, 1876,
The House met pursuant to adjournment,
and was called to order by the Hon. E. D.

Extillette in the chair. )
On the call of the roll the following mem"

bers answered to their names:

S »r Estilette and Mesers. Aldige,
A.:.':::\I:{ Booth, Byrue, Barkhardt, Bay-
lev, Blafter, Bower, Butler, Baker, B-asley,
Billin, Carville, Colline, Carmouche, Couein,
Carloss, Dupre, D-Blane, Dugas, Darr,
Dewees, Demas, Dickenson, Davideon,
Delhommer, Edwards of Richland,
Eliiott,, Edwards of Tangipahoa, EI-
jott, Guichard, Grant. Gracien, Gilmore,
Hill of Ascension, Hahn, Hubeau, Hill of
Ouachita, Hammond, Hunsaker, Jeffries,
Jourdain, Johnson of Caddo, Johnson of
Lafonrcha, Jones of Sincoln, Jones of Painte
Coupee, Kuontz, Kuammei, Keeting, Kelly,
Keyea, Kidd, Lane. Luckett, Lowell, Lev
18ee, Latargue, Maginunis, Meredith, Miteh-
ell. Matthews of Fraoklin, Martin, Murrell,

Milon, Matthews of Tensgas, McCollam,
McAlpine, Mugee, Nunez, Pascal, Parker,
Piles, Pipes, Roman, Richardeon, Randall,

Ridgely, Ray. Raby, Swith, Satton, Self,
Soutbard. Snaer, Sartain, Souer, Seeman,
Sibileki, Schenck, Stafford, Stewart, Seales.
Schuler, Thomas, Voorhies, Walker. Wiltz,
Wilson, Woods West of Baton Rouge,
Walters, Wells, Webb, Yorke, Young—104.

On motion of Mr. Murrell the reading of
the minntes of yesterday were dispensed
with until to-morrow.

On motion of Mr. Walters the minutes of
Friday were adopted.

This being the day set apart for the con-
sideration of House bill No. 271, entitled an
act regulating the mode of assessing and
collecting taxes throughout the State, pro-
viding for the cor rection of over and under
assessmente, providing for the collection of
State and parish taxes and the appointment
of tax collectors, limiting the power of tax-
ation of all parichcs and municipalities
throughout the State, giving relief to tax
payers, and appointing & board to examine
outstanding claims, and repealing all laws
in conflict therewith, the esme was taken

up(.)n motion of Mr. Walker the rules were
suspended and this bill underwent its sec-
ond and third readinge, and on its adoption
Mr. Demas called for the yeas and naye,

which resulted as followe:

Yeas—Aldige, Booth, Byrne, Barvley,
Burkhardt, Blaffer, Bower, Beasley, Bil'iu,
Collins, Carmouche, Cousin. Dunn, Dupre,
DeBlane, Duogae, Durr, Delhommer, Ed-
wards of Tangipahoa, Edwards of Rich-
land. il “ H a J of La
fourche, Jones of Lincoln, Koontz, Kum-
mel, Luckett, Lafargue, Magiunis, Mere-
ditb. Mitchell, Martin, McCollaw, MecAl-

ine, Magee, Nuvez, Pascal, Pipes, Roman,
flichardaon. Swith, Self, Soaer, Seeman,
Sibileki, Schenck, Staftord, Scales. Schuler,
Voorhies, Walker, Wiltz, Webb, Young—>55.

Nays—Armstead, Bautler, Carville, Da-
vidson, Dewees, Dickenson, Demas, Grant,
Guichard, Hi'l of Asceosion, Hubean, Hill
of Ounachite, Honore, Hunesaker, Jourdain.
Johnson of Caddo, Jones of Pointe Coupee,
Keeting, Keye, Milon, Matthews of Tensas,
Parker, Randatl, Ry, Raby, Sutton, Souer,
Stewart, Thomas, Woods ot Ouachita, Wil-
son, Walters, Yorke—33.

So the bill passed.

And on the adoption of its title, on mo.
tion of Mr. Walker, the same was amended
by striking out therefrom the following
words, “and appointing a board to examine
outstanding claimse,” and inserting in lieu
thereof the words, “and to postpone the
payment of certain arreared taxes, and to
remit certain penalties and interest.”

And the bill passed with its title as
amended.

On wotion of Mr. Walker the vote on the
final passsge of this bill was reconsidered,
and on his own motion the motion to re-
consider was ordered to lie on the table,

COMMITTEE SERVICE.

The Speaker announced as a select com-
1nittee to examine certain charges made
against Mr. Demas, representative from
tbe parish of St. John the Baptist: Mesars.
Booth, Gilman and Milon; and on the
gelect committee appointed to investigate
charges against Judge Sherburne, of the
parish of Terrebonne, Messrs. McCollam,
Billiu and Hill, of Ouachita.

Mr. Armstead submitted the following
resolutior:

Resolved, That the committee appointed
by the Houee to investigate the outrages in
the parishes of Eust and West Feliciana,
and East Baton Rouge make said inve:tiga-
tion without expense to the State.

Which was opdered to lie over under the
rales.

Mr Walker submitted the followicg reso-
lution:

Resolved, That the sergeant at-arms of
the House of Representatives be, and he i
bereby authorized and directed t» employ
one hundred additional sergeant-a’'-4rins,
provided, it be without expense to the State.

And the same mewber moved to euspend
the rules to adopt the above resolution,
when Mr. Demas called for the yeas and
naye, which resulted as follows:

Yeas—Aldige, Booth, Byrne, Burkhardt,
Bayley, Biafter, Brasley, Carmouche, Col-
lina, Dunn,” Dupre, DcBlane, Dugas, Durr,
Delbomwer. Edwards ot laugipahoa, Ed-
wards of Richland, Gilmore, H mwond,
Johpeon of Lafourche, Kooniz, Kuwme),
Lucke't, » Lowell, Latargue, Maginnis,
Meredith, Mitchel!, Martin, McCollam, Me-
Alpine, Nunez, Pa cal, Pipes, Richardeon,
Roman, Smith, S:If, Seeman, Sibilski,
Schenck, Stafford, Seales, Schuler, Vourhivs,
Walker, Wilrz, Waulters, Webb, Yonng—>59.

Na)s—Armstead, Butler, Baker, Carwille,
Davideon, Dewees, Dickenron, Demar. Gui-
chard, Hill of Ascension, Hubeau, Hill of
Quachita, Honore, Hunpgiker, Jourdain,
Johnson of Caddo, Jones of Pointe Coupee,
Keyes, Mitchall, Murrell, Milon, Matthews
of Tensus, Parker, Piles, Ridgely, Ray,
Raby, Sutton, Souner, Stewart, Thomas,
Wilson, Woods ot Ouaschita, Yorke—33

So two-thirds of the members preseat not
voting in the atfirmutive, the rules were
not suspended, and the resolntion was or-
dered to lie over under the rules.

Mr. Pipes submitted the following resolu-
tion, which was adopted:

Resolred, That the Committee on Pablic
Education be allowed to employ an expert
to aseist them 1 the exswination of the
books and acconnts of the School Board of
the city of New Orleans. .

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion of Mr. Young, 1save of absence
was granted Mr. McGee, of the parish of
Washington, for the term of five days.

Mr. Billiu submitted the following reso-
lution, which was adopted:

Resolved That the Speaker appoint &
committee of three to investigate the con-
duct of the Hn. E Mentz, parich
judge of the parish of St Mary, us regards
Ialteasance, hribery, corruption and incowm-
petency in office, with power to send for
persons and papers, and to report to this
Houee within the shortest possible delay
what action, if any, is deemed proper and
D(‘(‘(‘ery.

On motion of Mr. Booth leave was granted
hiw to withdraw from the tiles of the House
the petition of James Graham prayiog tor
relief, which had been referred to the Com-
mittee on Claime,

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEES.
.Mr. Young, from the Comuwittee on Judi-
ciary, submitted the following report:
Neo D CoMm1TTER ON .lrgui'lfn?v 5
w ! e
To the Honorable Hv:r:;? ::3":?.{&.}.2. the
House of Representaiives:

I sm direcred hfv the Judiciary Committee
to submit the foliowing report:

Favorably on the following bill:

amend an act entitled an act relative to the
Supreme Court; changing the place of hold-
ing the same from Opelousss to Franklin,
parish of St. Mary. .

Unfavorably on the following bills:

House bill No. 296, entitled an act to
amend and- re-¢nact section 1710 of Ray's
Reviged Statutes.

House bill No. 298, entitled an act to au-
thorize the clerks ot the distriot courts of
the several parishes, except the parish of
Orleans, to index the public records, and
authorizing the police juries to fix the com-
pensation therefor. = .

House oill No. 352 (by the msjority) enti-
tled an act providing for an additional pum-
her of police jurors for the parish of St.

James.

House bill No. 197, entitled an act to pun-
ish certain acts, to declare the same mis-
demeanore, und to protect the inbabitants
of towns in their rizhts of way, ete.

Houee bill No. 127, entitled an act to
regulate the maoner of proceedings of tax
collectors in the sale of property seized for

taxes.

House bill No. 234, entitled an act to
amend and re-enact section eight of act
No. 11 of the session of 1872, approved
February 26, 1872

Houee bili No. 183, entitled an act rela-
tive to notariee publio, their powers, duties
and penaltice; to oreate the uilice of parish
notary, etc.

House bill No 182, entitled an _act to re-
peal articlea 674, 675 and 676, and to amend
and re-enact articles 670, 671 and 680 of the
Code ot Practice,and 1o regulate the ap-
praisement ut forced salvs of movable and
immovable property. etc.

House bill No. 184, entitled an act to
regulate loans and interest. X

And the committee reports without action
on House bill No. 179, entitled an act t»
protect the city of New Orleans; to locate
the stock landing of slaughterhouses, and
to provide for the inspection ot animals
alaughtered and sold for food in the city ot
New Orleans, and to repeal certain acta.

JOHN YOUNG, Cbairman.

And on bebalf of the same

nor is ex-oflicio president thereof, five police
commissioners are appointed by the Gover-
nor, with the advice and consent of the
Senate the city Administeator of Police is
ex-officio # member of the board. Thue,
we have a tribunal of seven persons, who
are clothed with absolute powers as to ap-
poinuments on the police; the disbursment
of immense sums of money; the enacting
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ties are v_a-iolulg construed, as for ingtance:
Commissioner Bray, vice president of the
board, ssys he employes a detective to
watch over the force in his special dis riot,
who is to report to him daily s to the dis-
cipline, efficiency and faithfulness of both
officers and privates.

Commissioner Murdock, treasurer of the
board, employs three detectives. Says
C issi Muardock: “They only far-

of rules and regulations for the gov:
of the force, five of whom are executive
appointments, whose term of office is co-
exteneive with that of the Governor who
appoints them. With this summary state-
ment, let us examine into the manifold de-
fects of the law, and the oppreesive abuses
tlowing therefrom:

That the Lieutensut Governor of the
State should be the actual head of the po-
lice is a patent wrong upon our municipal
franchises, #hich is nﬁgnvsmd when the
Lieutenant Governor happens to be a resi-
dent of Caddo, the extreme northwestsrn

arish of our State. A resident of the
Motropolitan police distriot could not fail
to be far more eflicient, especially, it to the
advantage of actual residence, he joined
that of posseesing an average amount of
capacity.

nish me such information as I want, more
particularly in regard to gambling. Still I
never eoulg get to the place that I wanted
to go to.”

Here we see a police commissioner em-
ploying three detectivesto take him to some
gambliog place, ‘‘and he never can get to
the place he wants to go to.” Commis-
sioner Muardock further saye: *'I presume it
is under the authority of a resolution pase-
ed by the board. I employ three epecial
detectives. I found the system in vogre
when I went there and I adopted it.” Your
committee can not find the authority even
of a aim‘!)le resolution for the employment
of three detectives by a single commissioner.
But gambling houses are so diftioult of de-
tection that the zealons Mr. Mardock tells
us'qven his three detectives can no! find one.

e have seen that the Governor appointa
five of the members of the board—more
than a majority. The power of removal at
will has been arrogated entirely by the
present executive, in disregard of section
four of act No. 92 of 1869, and in direct
contravention of the repeated decisions of
our Supreme Court, “that an appointment
and commission by the Governor of & per-
80n to an vilice which has been legally filled,
witbout a vacancy being first declired ac-
cording to law, is an abeolute nullity.” Our
Sapreme and district courts have decided,
moreover, that the power to appoint does
not include the power to remove in the
Governor of the State. In the removal of
Police Commisgioner E. V. Leclere and the
appointment of V. A. Ryan in his stead,
four committee find Governor W. P. Kel-
ogg guilty ot a clear violation of law.

This arrogated power of removal at will
gives the executive a controiling voice in

Mr. Edwarde, of Tangipahos, submitted
the following report:

The Legiclsture of 1869 chartered the
Crescent City Live Stock Landiog and
Slaughterhouse Company, and conferred
upon the corporation certain exclusive
privileges, for twenty five years. The char-
ter conveys a mouopoly in the full sense of
the term. So far as this monopoly preserves
the publio heulth it is to be commended; so
far as it increases the price of food, and in-
terferes with free laber, it is to be repro-

ted.
House bill No. 174 bhas for its object to
preserve the sunitary regulations of the act
of 1869, but to deprive the compsny of its
monopoly; and to open the business of
butchering, and preparing meat for mar-
ket, to competitioa. A bill of a similar
character, relative to the New Orleans
Sanitary Excsvating Company has been
unanimwously approved by the Judiciary
Committee, and bhas already passed the
House.
The Crescent City Live Stock Landing
and Slaughterhouse Compuny protest
against House bill No. 17, as coatravening
the exclusive privileges granted in their
charter. They deny the right of this Legie-
luture, under articie 110 ot the constitution
of the State, to intertfere with their vested
righta. 7
Whether the charter of the company is a
contract with the corporators, which can
not be impaired ander the provisions of the
constitution; snd whether this bill will im-
pair that contract, are questions for the
courts to decide. The Legislature enacts
laws; it is for the jndiciary department of
the government to interpret them, and give
them effect.
The Legislature unquestionably has the
right to grant to corporatione, or to indi-
viduals, exclusive privilegea, under cer-
tain limitations, for a term of years, in
consideration of corresponding publio
benefit; but we do not recognize the author-
ity ot any Legislature, once procured and
exercised, to fusten irrevocably upon its
successors a monopoly in a great city upou
the neceesaries of lite, and hedge it about
aa a vested constitutional right, from
which the people can get no relief. We are
of opinion tha' sl! the featurea of the char-
terof the company looking to the monopoliz
ing ot labor, or trade, and increasing the
price of food, without compensating public
benetite, are within the reach of both legis-
iative and judicial power.
We therefore report in favor of the bill.
BOLIVAR EDWARDS,
W. B KOONTZ,
JOHN 8. BILLIU,
JOUN L SCALES,
GEORGE W DUPRE,
B. C. ELLIOTT.
Mr. Mitchell, on behalt of the Committee
on Claime, submitted the following report:
Te the Honorable Speaker and Members of the
House of Represoutatives:
I am directed by the Committee on Claims
to aubmit the full»wing report, viz:
Unfavorably on petition of Hermogene
Vicnair praying for relief.
With respect,
H. C. MITCHELL, Chairman.

Mr. Beasley, on behalf of the Committee
on Health and Quarantine, to whom was
referred House bill No. 315, entitled an act
to reorganize and render more efficient the
Board of Health of the State of Louisians;
to defive its powers and prescribe ita daties
and those of quarantine and other ofticers
under the contract to provide penalties for
violations of this act, and of the ordinances
and orders made in pursuance thereof, sub-
mitted a favorable report.

Mr. Edwards, of Tangipahoa, in behalf
of the Committee on Corporations and
Parochial Attairs, submitted the following
report:

CoMMITTRR ON CORPORATIONS AND

Paroci 11 Affairs, Fevruary i5, 1476,
To the Honorab.e Freeident and Members of the

Senate:
Your Comnmittee on Corporations and Pa-
rochial Affaira beg leave to submit the fol-
lowing r.pori:
Untavorably on petitions of the citizens
of Caddo parish, asking the aunexation of
& part of Bossier parish to said parish of
Caddo.
Untavorably on the petition of the police
jury ot Sibine parish, asking the passage
ol an act suthoriziug them to levy a special
tax to reduce ouratanding warrants, eto.
On House bills Nos. 237 and 291, both
relat ve to reliel of taxpayers whose prop-
erty has bern or may now be inundated by
the Bunnet Carre crevasse. Favorably by
subsritate for both bills, and r d

the t of the police, which fact
must be recognized as fraught with danger,
and as an outrage upon civil liberty. Your
i are of opi that the Governor
isin a great measure responsible for the
many abuses and crimes which this report
recites; for through this usurped power of
removal he keeps in fear and trembling
more than a majonity of the board, who
dare not disobey bis behests.

Another abuse which aftects the commu-
nity wore immediately is the custown which
obtains in the board of subdividing the
Metropolitan districts among the individ-
ual membeus of the said board, giving to
each member the supervision ot ore subdi-
vision, and allowing bim through “cour-
tesy” the absolute power of filling vacan-
oies therein, which, to quote from Major
W. H. Robinson’s testimony, ‘‘gives him
the agpointmenz of political friends.
In that case he appoints them
without regard to their eflicinoy or
usefulness.” Superintendent Loan says,
in this connection: “There are eome (men)
that were placed on the roll through politi-
cal influence. They are not of much use
tome. I don’t know that I could specify
names, though I should eay, in round num-
bers, there are about 150 that are valueless
to me."”

Here we have the evidence of two ex-
perienced gentlemen, one an ex member of
the board, the other the present superin-
tendent, to prove that the “courtesy” among
membera of the board renders more than
one-third of our pulice force perfectly worth-
less. The evidence before your committee
of Major Robinson is replete with matter
bearing upon such facts as are established
above. We quote this forcible passage:
“The question of color has been a very
delicate one. A good many men (colored)
were put on who could peither read nor
write, who, therefore, were utterly worth-
less and incompetent. These men, most of
them, were appointed through political in-
fluence.”

We have shown how V. A. Ryan is an
illegal member of the board. Your com-
mittee find that, nnder the provisions of
article 2239 of the Revised Statutes, as also
under article 117 of the constitution of our
State, Mr. James Lewis is likewise an ille-
gal police commission=r. Being a jury com-
missioner, he eits on the Metropolitan Police
Board in direct violation of law.

Governor Kellogg made both the above
appointments, and in both he has violated
the law knowingly.

The mayor of Kenner, a city within the
Metropolitan police district, testified nnder
oath before your committee, that in the ap-
portionment of last year, made by the
board, the city of Kenner waa formally
commanded to levy a tax of $1450 &s her
share of the said apportisnment. The mat
ter was referred to the ecourts. Since over
two mouths the city of Kenner, with a front
of over three-quarters of a mile and extend
ing back to the lake, with a population of
aboat 1450 inhabitants, has not had a single
police officer within her limits, Previously
the city had bheen guarded by a single
patrolmap, of whom the mayor says:
stated to the board that it was utterly im-
poeeible to get any warrants served, as this
man Piggot (the solitary patrolman) posi-
tively refused to doso. I sent notice of
this in writing to the board and they did
not take any action in the matter. The
citizens of Kenner also petitioned the board
to remove that man.” Your committee will
add that thie model police officer left only
when his pay was far in arrears. Starva-
tion, not the board, delivered the good peo-
ple of Kenner from bim.

The Board provide twenty men for the
policing of the the seventh precinet, which
extends from Toledano to Camp Parapet, a
distance of some fifteen or six‘een miles—
oue beat of which extenda from Carrolton
to Kennerville. Of this beat, the officer in
command, Sergeant Aucoin, says: *I sup-
pose the whole distance is at least ten miles;
we have no man ap there now; we can not
Zat a man to go up there; for that réason
(the immepsity of the beat) they always
ask to be transterred, or they ask the
superintendent for a l«ave of absence.”
We deem all comments unnecessary.

»

As to the disposition of the funds, we
find amoog other mattera, that the board
appropriates monthly a sum of from $1000
to $1500 as a ‘‘contingent tund,”’ which is
laced in the absolute control of the super
intendent. Your committee believe that a
portion perhaps, of the many reports as to
what is called *‘dead heais” on the police
force, epring from the disposition of this
large sum of money, which the superinten-
dent 10forms us he u es for secret service.
He has a separate roll, he can not tell names
nor what duties they perform. He would
not tell the Governor, Lieutenant Governor,
vor even the board.” No well authenti-

thut the substiture do pass.
Unfavorably on ial of the
of Iberis pari-h, praying to be annexed to
the purish of St. Martin,
Uonfavorsbly on House bill No. 251, en-
titied am act to reotify the brundaries of
the parishes of Caddv snd Boasier.
Your comwittee reporta back without ac-
tion the protea* of the police jury of Bossier
parish aguinst an ¢leotion in eaid parish
relative to the removal of the parish seat of
goveruwent, and recommends that eaid
protest. be referred to the Committee oa
Electiwa
Also, without action, the petition of Louis
Laner ix, prayiog for relief, and request that
the rawe be reterred to the Comuwittee on
C aims,
Respectfull v submitted,

BOLIVAR EDWARDS,

Chairman.

REPORT OF SELECT COMMITTEES.

Mr. Dupre, chsirman of the select com-
mitteee, appoivted to investigate into the
affaurs of the Metropolitan Police Board,
submitted the following majority report:

To the Honorsble Speaker and Members of the

House Of Repiesentutiv. s:

Tho special comw ites appointed by your
honorable body t. iovestigate the «ff .irs ot
the: Mctropolitan Police Board, respecttully
report that in view of the Imited time be
fore th-wn they bave deemed it best to zon-
centr /@ their labors upon three sanjrcrs:

I. Tae constirution of the board and its
operations under the law.

2 The slleg-d sbuss and malversation of
the funds of the M-iropolitan Police.

3 Buuko and gawb. ng gen raliy.

The Metropolitan Poliwe was definitely
orgun'z«l usder act N 92 of 1869, which
#0b wus, in varivna particuiare, awended in
the yeara 1870, 1873, 1874 and 1875. The
Mucropolitan Pohice Board, under that luw,

House bill No, 353, entitled an act to

is thus orgamized: The Lieutenant Gover-

cated i of supposi names ap-
pearing on the pay rolls, were eatablished be-
tore your i he pre pti ow-
ever, is very great that such a custom pre-
vails with the board, as the record
accom lllii!lz this report will show, and
out otp which we quote from Mr. David
Moise’s deposition: I was told I:{ members
of the board that there was a ‘dead head’
list. They offered to pur me on it, and I
refased to accept their offer. Their names
are Gaudet, Lowis, and I was told 8o (the
existence of the dead head list) by Colonel
Loan, by Major Boyle (Colonel Loan’s pri-
lv);w dn,oreur:), by Mr. Myers, clerk of the
ard,”

From the superintend
make this excerp:

Qu-stion-Ditr you not tell Mr. Moise
thislm' he ought to be placed on the dead head
o

Answer—Yes, sir. But I never knew that
there was such a roll as a dead head roll,
but [ am positive that I told him so, bat
yet I never knew that sach a roll existed.
Woe repeat that the presumption is great
that sach a roll does exist. But we have
not found it.

The average cost of the Metropoiitan Po-
lice system, which embracea the parishes
of Orleane, Jeffurson and St. Barnard, has
been for the seven past years on an average
of $780,472 74 per snnum, when, according
to the best authorities, an iufinitely more
efficient force, under & different system,
can be maintiined at an expense not ex-
o~eding $360,000.

Unaer the present odious system the sala-
ries psid the commissioners, superintend-
+nt and clerks amoun: to very near $25,000;
and this enorwous amount paid for services
»o indifferently rendered does not include
the annual additional payment made to
each commissioner of $1400, under a simple
resolurion of the board, for that which they
have agreed to call “‘secret service.” That

t's timony we

amount, they allege, is paid by each com-
missioner o

to » special detective whose du-

t Governor C. C. Antoine in-
genuously intormed your committee that
he al:o employsa special detective to watoh
over the efficiency of the force; raid detec-
tive reports to him alone. Besides, he em-
ploys an officer ‘“‘who acts as a sort
of body-guard;” and another ofli-
cer, “who is a night-watchman at my
residence—round about my residence,
sir,”” says the Lieutenant Governor who
thus costs the State in personil guardian-
.h'ilP something near $3500

he other commissioners have each
special detectives. In a word, your com
mittee find that the board appropriates
regularly the edm of $9800 per anoum .for

detectives to watch over a poiice force
which has cost on an average of $730,000 a
year for the last seven years. Your com-

mittee must state that they were not able
to establish the *-bona tide” employment of
such detectives, the commissioners peremp-
torily refusing to give names for fear of
impairing the usefulnees of their respective
detectiv impairing their ful in
watching over the officiency of a force which,
according to Superintendent Loan's own
estimat is nearly ome-third “good for
nothing!” Your commit‘ee have in the
record accompanying this peport, a tab-

ulated estimate made by Superintendent
Loan. Oat of a force of 336 privates he
marks 116 N G. (not good), and yet all the

detectives of all the ocommiesioners are
watching night and day over that force,
which still remains unchanged. Ard for
that secret service we pay $9300.
Your committee find that Governor W.
P. Kellogg did, on the — day of July,
1875, comwmission one H. 8. Armstrong, as-
sociate editor of the New Orleans Times, as
asgistant clerk in the First Metropolitan
Police Court, at a salary of $1500 per an-
num. Said Armstrong, by authority of the
Governor, and with his consent, employed
a substitute—a mere youth—at a salary of
$10 per month to fill said position at said
court. Mr. Armstrong’s name being borne on
the pay rolls of said court, and he, with
zealous regularity has drawn and is still
drawing the full salary attached to said
clerkship.
At the same conrt. and under like condi-
tione, Mr. W. H. Moon, olerk at the Sr.
James Hotel, was commissioned by Gover-
nor Kellogg. Mr. Moon’s substitute i paid
$30 per montb; the full ealary artached to
that clerkship is, according to Mr. Moon,
$1200 per annum. (See depositions of
the two above named gentlemen, which are
of record.) .
In these two peculiar transactions the
Governor was fully aware of the sinecures
he was creating, and gave hia full consent
thereto. And these acts, your committee
are of opinion, are misdemeanora in office,
and the judge who allowad such peculiar
transactions is, to say the lea®, very com-
plaisant.
Your committee were struck at the very
threshold of their investigations with the
exceeding prevalence of that erying evil,
bunko. The daily newapapers teemed with
editorial complaints and emphatic protests
from citizeus against this infamous practice,
and yet the Superintendent ot Police and
the captain of the precinct to which the
evil was notoriouely confined remained in
complete indifference until the carious ini-
tiative taken by Police Commissioner Ryan
led to a trial before the Metropolitan Board
of Superintendent W. F. Loan, which, as is
well known, culminated in his acquittal.
Your committee prosecuted with vigor an in-
veatigation of this matter,and we have delib-
erately concluded that the Metropolitan
Police Board themselves are primarily re-
sponsible for the existence and immunity of
bunko. Each member of the board, as we
have said, employs a special detective,
whose sole duty it is to make reporta
to his employer upon all matters of
police, and more especially is he to report
as to the discipline, efficiency and general
good conduot of the police force itself. Sec-
tion forty-three of act No. 92, session of
1869, providee: That upon the report in
writing of any member of the Metropolitan
force that there are good grounds for be-
lieving any premises or rooms within the
Metropolitan distriot to be kept or used as
a common gaming house, etc., it shall be
lawful for thejboard of commissioners to au-
thorize, in writing, any member or mem-
bers ot the police force to enter the same,
who may forthwith arrest all persons there
found off>nding againat the law, etc. After
examining a host of witnesses, your commit-
tee have failed to find a eingle 1nstance in
which either the board, the superintendent,
or the csptains ot precinc:s have acted
under that section of the law. We find, on
the contrary, a strange and abeolute apathy
extending throughout the entire police
force. We do not besitats to attribute the
same to the soporitic virtues of money.
Your committee do say that a regular sys-
tem of blackmail is levied by the Metro-
olitan Police authorities upon the gam-
Eling establishments, extending from the
board themselves down to and inclusive of
captains. Your committee have been at
great difficulties in obtaining positive and
direct testimony on that score, yet we have
estabjished it beyond peradventure in the
testimony of a ocertain Dr. Gritfio,
a grofcesional gambler, who, for a
term of years, has served as iutsrmediary

blers in the Second District, and
also 1 the evidence of Mr. Daniel Wil
son proprietor of a gambling establishment.

Mr. Daniel Wilson, in his testimony,
under oath, says he keeps a gambling in-
sritution on Royal street, near Canal; that
this Dr. Griflin visits him regularly twice a
month to levy blackmail in the sum of $50
each time, or say $100 per month. This
money Wilson pays with the clear under-
standing “that he is not to be troubled by
the police.” Mr. Wilson says: “I first made
kis (Griffin’e) u-qln‘inunea about three

ears ago; I think I had some business with
{im about three years ago for a short time;
I had a place then on Canal street; he came
to me and represented himself as the party
that transacted tbat kind of business; of
course that was all satisfactory to me; he
has been in the habit of visiting me regu
larly about one year. ]

Question—You say that one of the condi-
tions upon which you pay him this money
is that you are not to be troubled by the
police?

Answer—Most assuredly, sir.

Question—If you did not pay you would
be closed up? : :

Answer—I am inclined to think I would
be pulled. . .

Question—Is it not your impression that
other parties besides yonrselt do pay him
in the same manner?

Aunswer—Well, yes, sir.

This Griffin, nnder the curious plea of a
loan, makes. a8 he states, regular visits to
the numerous gambling houses in the Sec-
ond District, and divides with certain po-
lice authorities the moneys thus collected.
And gambling gues on tourishing, although
as Mr. Wilson says, the tax thus levied is
enormous. It stands to reasou that a man
intimate as Griffin is, by his own showing,
with the police of high and low degree, can
not appropriate to himself the tax thus
levied. Tgo immunity extended to these
gambling houses is complete, just in pro-
portion to the regularity of their peculiar
“loans” to this man.

between the police authorities and the gam-

dence ) Now, Pulice Commissioner R. A.
Bray has the especial sunervision of the
Second District, and Griffia’s *‘beat” does
not cross Canal street.

.Captain Lawlor is in command of the
precinot wherein is eituated Dan Wilson’s
gambling house.

Police C i Bray, g other
curious speeches, says: ‘'So far as my offi:
cial duties are concerned, I am not opposed
to gambling. In my opmion, public gam-
bling houses can be closed. 8o faras I am
concerned, as a police commissioner, I
dog‘t eare whether they are open or nots
. Sup lent Loan did repeatedly, and
in direct violation of the law, issue permits
to parties autborizing the establishing of
gambling institations, and allowing them
to run poblicly. We call special attention
to the testimony of the Hon. O. F. Connor,
mayor of the city of Kenner, from whick
we quote the following: *“The copy of the
permit I offer in evidence is a correot copy
of the original order or permit given to »
Mr. Elliot. I asked Mr. Elliot how much
he paid for it. Hesaid that was not a fair
question and that he would rather bo ex
cueed from answering it He was notin
court at the tine, but merely at my house,
therefore I did not press the question at ali.
I had the man arrested and released on his
own recogn zance to appear next day. Of
course he did not reappear. We were
satistied; we simply wanted to get him out
of town.”

Mr. Thomas Devereaux saye: ‘‘During
the months of July, August and September
the Superintendent of Police iesued permits
or orders to various parties to run gam-
bling g in vari pl He also
issued orders to the captiins of the differ-
ent precincts where the games were run to
permit the same. I saw the permit that
was given to Joseph Fritz in his posesesion,
at the Slaughtarhouse, where he ran a game
of French pool. It is & banking gawe,
something on the order of roulette. It
comes under the gambling law."”
With theee, perhape, too lengthy re-
marks, your committee conclade that as the
board is vested by law with supreme con-
trol in the management of the police; as the
board expends enormous sums in keeping
apecial detectives to watch over a J.olice
foree which has cost $780,000 per annum for
seven yeare; as the superintendent is a
mere executive officer under the board;
as the board ie the sole tribunal which has
jurisdiction in matters of disciplinary of-
fenses of the police officers and men; as the
board. in & word, is the supreme head of the
police. your committee mnst lay immedi-
ately at its door the primary responsibility
for the many abusee, offionses and crimes
with which this report is 8o lamentably re-
plete.
The Governor. controlling that board, as
we have shown, can not shift his extensive
share of the respongibilities.
Your comiittee are of the opinion that
the bill which was passed by your henora-
ble body a few days singe, and which isnow
before the Senate for concurrence, contains
the most ample remedy for the cure of the
great evil we have but feebly sketched.
We end with an earnest hope that the bill
may soon become a lew, ard that the Metro-
politan Police and its present edious
board shall be abolished forever. Your
committee further recommend the priating
ot the record accompanying this report in
pamphlet form in such number as your hon-
orable body may determine.
GEORGE W. DUPRE,
Chairman;
WILLIAM J. HAMMOND.
Mr. G. L. Hall, a member of the commit-
tee, was suddenly called away from the
city, owing to the dangerous illness of his
wife. The report was not then ready.
In the preliminary consultationa, Mr. G.
L Hall azreed in substance with the ideas
and findings of this report, and we have no
doubt of his signing the same on hir return.
GEORGE W. DUPRE,
Chairman;
WILLIAY J. HAMMOND,

On motion of Mr. Dupre, ordered that
the report of the majority of the committee,
attidavits and documents thereto annexed
be printed in pamphlet form for the use of
the House.
Mr. Aldige, chairman of the select com-
mittee appointed to investigate the books
and accounts of the Auditor of Public Ac-
counts and State Treasurer, submitted the
following report:
To the Honorable Speaker of the House of Repre-
sentatives of the State of Louisiana:
In compliance with a resolution adopted
by your honorable body on the fourteenth
day of January, 1876, your committee waa
appointed to investigate the books, papers
and vouchers of the State Auditor and
Treasuer.
Your committee have, so far, examined
the books and accounts of the State Treas-
urer, and present this report, embracing ex-
clusively the acts of that oXicial.

The first step taken by your committee
was to aecertain from the Treasurer, his
cashier and assistants the details of the
office, the management of its affairs, and
the laws having special reference to the re-
ceipts and disbursements of the State funds.

Under the law, the Treasurer can not re-
ceive any State tunds without an order from
the Aunditor, nor can he pay out any State
monsy or moneys without & proper warrant
from the Auditor. The Auditor’s order
must epecify the amount to be placed to
the credit of each separate fund, and every
warrant must specify to what account such
disbursement is to be charged.

Your committee were informed by the
Treasurer that his books would be tound
kept in striot compliance with law, and
that all the warrants, when called for,
would be fortheoming, - He stated that
the Supreme Court baving sustained
him in his claim to be the Fiscal Agent un-
der the constitution, he had selected the
Louisiana National Bank as the depository
of the State funds.

Three distinct and separate accounta are
kept by him in this bank—the firet known
as the general account, the recond as the
coupon interest scocount of 1874, the third
a8 the interest t of 1875. All
moneys received are deposited to the credit
of the general account, but are credited on
the booke to the account to which they re-
spectively belong, and when money is need-
ed to pay the intereat ooupons of either
year, the amounte necessary to meet this
injerest are withdrawn from tbe general
account and transferred by depogit to the

7. On the thirty-first of March, 1875, a
;hmk nnmbered 309 on the stab book, for

9 7
‘8. On the
$75.000 the teme date, cheok No. 310, for

For all the above detailed disbursements,
amounting in the aggregae to $198 417 31,
and drawn from the intwrest fand, no war-
rants were shown.

. These disbursements are olearly in viola-
tion of section seven of act No. 3 of 1874.
known as the funding bill, and tion 870
Revised Statutes.

The attention of the Treasurer being
cailed to theee irregularities, be alleged, in
explanation of the payment of the sum of
$19,208 96, represented by checks Nos. 994,
997, 998 and 1007, that the same were drawn
in favor of holders of judicial warrants to
that amount; but that, on the following
day, discovering that there wers no funds
a: the credit of these warrants he had re-
quested that the money be refunded, and
that his request had been complied with.

It appears that the moneys were drawn
on 1ke datea following, to wii:

Cheek No. 994, first of Oectober, 1874,
$5208 96,

Check No. 997, October 2, 1874, $5000.
Check No. 998. October 2, 1874, $5000.
Check No. 1007, October 5, 1874, $4000.
And no refunding of these $19,208 96 ap-
pears on the Treasurer’s stub book before
the twenty-fifth of February, 1875. If that
is the real explanation, then an illegal dis-
bursement was made, and no entry was
made on the books, and it remained uncov-
ered for more than four months afterward.
An amount of $19,208 35 appears to have
been paid out of the treasury on the thirty-
tiat of March, 1875, by a check numbered-
309 on the stub-bonk, and charged to the
iuterest fund of 1875,

Tikis amount was paid back to the treas-
ury ia the following manner:

On March 31, by warrant No. 4426,

foF .o S o s
On April 7, by warrant No. 3427,

O v wieie . 300 00
On April 7, by warrant No. 3371,

fi S 500 00
593,

for..... 625 00
On April 12, by cash deposited to
the oredit of the interest fund

OF ISTR 2 s SNE s viuioeiors oo viaioeivia .. 17,083 95

Making a total of............ $19,208 95

The explanation given by the Treasurer
of the entries and counter-entries relating
to this sum of $19,208 95 is isfactory.
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interests of the State; lees guilty than J. H.
Ogleshy, the fiscal agent of the Metropoli-
ran Board of Pulice and president of the
bank, the depository of the State funds,
who lent his official aid to & diversion of
funds of which he was the keeper under
the law, and, as it will appear, received a
p i P tion of $6696 €7 for in-
teresta and commission on a loar made out
ot Sraro tunas by the State Treasurer.

After a carefnl examination of the facts
of the case: after weighing honestly and de-
liberately the evidence addnced, rhe major-
ity of your committee have reached the
following conclusion: i

They are satistied that Antoine Dabugist
has violated the law, and that he should he
impeached for the foilowing reasons, to wit:

1. B-cause he hae, in the month ot Octo-
ber, 1874, isened without the proper war-
raats from the Anditor, and in violation of
section 870 of the Revised Statutes, the fol-
lowing checks againet State fugds, to wit:

On the first of Ootober, check num-

bered 994, for.. .. $5,208 96
Oa the second of X

checks numbered 997 and 998,

each for the sum of §5000...... 10,000 00
On the fifth of October, check

numbered 1007 for...... ....... 1000 8

Making a total of......... ces. E1Y 208 Y6
2. Because on the twenty-fourth and the
twenty-eighth day of Ooctober, 1871, he has,
without proper vouchers from the Auditor’s
diverted from the interest fund of the State,
the sum of $35,000, in the following manner,
to wit:
Oa the twenty-fourth of October. by
check in favor of J. H. Oglenby, Fiscal
Agent, numbered 1053, for £10.000; on the
twenty-eighth day of October, by check in
favor of sume party, numbered 1057, for
25,000; in violation of section reven of act
No. 3 of 1874. known at the funding bill and
of section 870 of the Revised Statutes.
3 Because on the second day of January,
1875, he has again, without proper warrant
f.om the Auditor. diverted the additional
snm of £50.000 from the interest tund of the
State in the following manner, to wit:
By a check numbered eleven for
$16.489 18; by cash trom the safe for the
balance, in violation of section seven of jet
No. 3 of 1874, known as the fandicg bill,
and of section 870 of the Revised Sratates.
The masjority of your committee are satis-
fied that William Pitt Keliogg, the Gover-
por of Lounisiana. has grossly violated the
law and should be impeached.

B by threat, promise and other-

The following checks appear oa the sta
hook to have heen drawn to the order of J.
H. Ogleshy, Fiscal Agent, and charged to
the interest fund:

On the thirty-tirat of October, 1874, check
No. 1053, for $10,000.
On the thirty-tirat of October, 1874, check
No. 1057, for $25.000.
The Treasurer when called upon to pro-
duce the warrants for the twochecks above
described, was unable to do so; but he im-
mediately gave to your committee, repre-

wise, he has induced Antoine Dabuclet, the
State Treasurer, to divert from the interest
fand:
1. In October, 1874, the sum of £35.000.
2, In January, 1875, the sum of £30,000,
withont proper warrants from the Auditor,
in violation of section seven of act No. 3 ot
1874, known a8 the funding bill, and section
270 of the Ravised Statuates.
Tha majority of your committee are satis-
fied that Henry C. Dibble has grossly vio-
lated the law.

B , in dereliction of his duty whils

senting the same as proper v 8, two
checks drawn by hiw, as Treasurer, on the
Louisianas National Bank; both checks
being to the order of J. H. Ogleaby, Fiscal
Agent, by him indorsed -in said capaocity,
and properly canceled by the bank. One,
a check for $10,000, waa datedOctober 24.
1874; one, a check for $25,000, was dated
October 28, 1874.

Thus, in support of & pa{::ent of $35,000,
on the thirty-tiret of October, 1874, the only
voucher producad is the evidence of other
psyments made by bhim on the twenty
tourth and twenty-eiglith of the same
month. Your committee have since sacer-
tained from the Louisiana National Bank,
that the check for £25,000 was placed to the

acting as Attorney General of the State, in
the absence of the Hom. A. P. Field, the
Attorney General, he has advised the State
Treasurer, Antoine Duabuclet, todivert from
the interest fund of Louisiana withount
proper warrants—

1 In October, 1574, the sum of £33.000.
2, In January, 1875, the sum of £50 000,
in violation of section seven of ast No. 3 of
1874, known as the funding bill, and section
870 of the Revised Statutes.

And your committee would euggest that
articles of impeachment be immediately
drawn, as the law requires, against Wiiliam
Pitt Kellogg, Governor ot Louisians, and
Antoine Dubuclet, State Treasvrer; that by

debit of the State Treasurer, on the twenty-
oighth of October, 1874: and that of $10,000
on the twenty-ninth of October, 1874.

I answer to the inquiries of your com-
mittee, with regard to this disbursement
of #35,000, the Treasurer submitted a
swora statement made by him on the
eleventh of June, 1875, to L. H. Gardner,
one ot the experts appointed in May, 1875,
to examine the Auditor’s books. This
statement, which is hereto annexed, and
the testimony taken by your committee
during their investigation, develop the fol-
lowing facte:

In October, 1874, Governor Kellogg urged
upon the Treasurer the necessity of using
the State funds for the purpose of paying
the police: the fiscal agent of the Police
Board, J. H. Ozlesvy, declining to advance
funds to the extent of the amount agreed
npon by his contract with the Metropolitan
Board of Police. A copy of this contract
is hereto annexed for reference.

The Treasurer, at first, retused to comply
with the Guvernor's request, subsequently
he seems to bave yieided to the rep i@

joint rseolution Heunry C. Dibble, Axsistant
Attorney General of the State. be addressed
out of office; that Hon. A. P. Field, the At-
torney General, be instructed to institute
oriminal proceedings againet Alfred Shaw
and J. H. Ogleeby for a violation, as parti-
cipes criminis, ot section seven of act No. 3
of 1874, known as the funding bill: and that
wmeans be devised to compel J. H. Oglesby
to restore to the Metropolitan Board of Po-
lice the sum of $6696 67, illegally charged
by him as commission and 1nterest on the
loan of £85 000 made by the Treasurer out
of the interest fund of the State to the Me-
tropolitan Board of Police.

Respectfully submitted b
copeet iy 8 e ALDIGE, Chairman:
FELIX VOORHIES.

Mr. Snaer, a member of the said commit-

tee, submitted & minority report.

To the Honorable Speaker and Members of the
Houee of Representatives:

Irigret that I can not conour with the

majority of the oommit‘tee a4 to their con-
Insi t1

tions made to him by the Governor of the
importance and absolute nccessity of pay-
ing the police force; also to the strong pres-
sure brought to bear upon him by the Gov-
ernor and his friends to indunce him to
oonsent to the diversion of the public funds.
Thus, in October, 1874, a first advance of
$35,000 out of the State interest funds was
made, as evidenced by checks Nos. 1052 and
1057. Further advances out of the same
fuud were made in January, 1875—Ry
cash, from eafe, $33,510 82; by check, No.
11, 16,489 18. These two last amounts ag-
grﬁuing $50,000.

ese advances, made out of the State
interest funds, was a direct and tlagrant
violatien of the law.

Following their investigation, your com-
mittee ascertained that on the twonty-tifih
of February, 1875, an aroant of $75,000 was
deposited in the treasury at oredit of gen-
eral account. Whence this amount was
derived does not appear, as the entry is not
supported by any voucher or order from
the Auditor’s office.

On the twenty-third ot March, 1875, a
sum of $20,000 appears to have been paid
in the treasury without Auditor’s order,
and your committee was informed that this
sum wae the reimbursement in part of the
loan made to J. H. Oglesby, Fiscal Agent, as
above related. Of this amounat or $20.000,
$19,800, being a check from J. H. Oglesby,
Fiscal Agent, was deposited in bank to the
credit of general account, and $200, cash,
retained in the safe. Oo the thirty-first of
Maroh, 1875, check Nuv 310 of the stub book,
for §75,000, was drawn in favor of P. F.
Herwig, leaving the interest fund over
drawn $55,000 from the thirty-first of
March, 1875, to the tweltth of April, 1875,
on which latter date $55,000 were paid into
the treasury without Andito’s order ex-

1 y of the payment, and deposited

credit of the interest coupons’ account.

The books of the Trcasurer, when at firat
examined, appearad to be correctly kept.
Your committee ascertained, however, from
Mr. Campbell, the book keeper, that the
entries made upon his books were simply
from the vouchers handed to him by the
cashier, and that he had no personal knowl-
edge of the cash transactions of the office.

ln consequence, your committee reguest-
ed the Treasurer to submit to them his stub
check book, for the purpose of comparing
the amounta charged thereon with the war-
rants which must have been issued
for the payment of the some. Our
object in checking the stub check
book was to ascertain if the Treasurer had
at any time drawn out or disposed of the
State funds without the ptoper vouchers.

Your committee by this process discov-
ergd that the following checks had been
drawn by the Treasurer without warranta:

1. On the first of October, 1874, a check,
numbered 994, drawn in favor of W. 8.
Burrows, for §5208 96,

2. Oa the second of October, 1874, two
checks, numbered 997 and 998, for $5000
each, say $10,000, to the order of the same
W. 8. Burrows.

3. On the fifth of Qotober, 1874, one check,
numbered 1007, tor $4000, to the order of 8.
Guesman. .

Making a total of $19,208 96.

4. On the thirty-tirst of October, 1874, a
check, numbered 1053 on the stab hook, to
the order of J. H. Oglesby, Fiscal Agent,
and charged on the stub book as being
drawn against the interest fund, for £10,000.

5. On the same day another check, num-
bered 1057 on the stub book, also arawn in
favor of J. H. Ogleshy, Fiscal Agent,
against the same fund, for $25,000.

6. On the second of Jauuarv, 1873, &
check drawn in favor of J. H. Ogzlesby,
Fiecal Agent, against the interest tund, for
$16,489 18.

R. A. Bray, Esq., is police commissioner,
vice president of the Metropolitan Police
Board, also 8 partner in a pawnbroker's
shop in this city, and a friend ot this col-
leotor of blackmail, Dr. G:iffin, to whom he
lends money; sells gold watches out of his
pawnbroker’s shop on credit, and of whom,
as Dr. Griffin saya himself, “he even bor-

rows money sometimes.” (See Griffin’s evi-

The evid elicita the faot that
on the same day a loan of 0,
was made to Jv H. Oglesby, Fisoul

Agent. The entire amount of the loan
was_evidently drawn from the interest
funds of the State, but in what manner it

direotly to the coupon interest t of
i875. 2

No direct loss to the State can be traced
from all these irregularities, and in fairness
to the Treasurer, your committee beg leave
to state, the cash balance on hand on the
firat of January, 1876, is in conformity with
the books.

The investigation reveals, however, the
stariling fact that the public tunds have
been tampered with by the highest officials
of the State. .

The evidence shows plainly that a heavy

ressure was brought to bear upon the
%reasurer b‘y William Pitt Kellozg.
Governor of Louisiana; by Henry C.
Dibbls, Assistant Attorney General
of the State, and at that tiwe
aoting a8 Attorney General during the
ahsence of the Attorney Ganeral; by Jacob
Hawkine, judge of the Saperior District
Court for the parish of Orleans; by Altred
Shaw, the attorney of the Metropolitan
Board of Police, and J. H. Oglesdy, the
Fiscal Agent,and that under their com-
bined infl the Treasurer succumbed.

But although your are in-
clined to look upon this pressure as palii-
ative. to some extent, of the Treasurer’s
conduot, yet they do not believe that he can
plead it io extenuation of hia official acts.
Were such & departure from the duties of
public office countenanced, a dangerous
precedent would be established that would
open the door to violations of the law by
unpriocipled men, who would thus abuss
the discretion and power at their pleasure,
Your committee, therefore, though satistiad
of the guilt of Antvine Dubueclet; believe he
was hand'ed as a8 mere instrument, by the
other parties, who were ready. if nced be,
to make him a soape-goat, and to cast upon
him the entire odium of the transaction.

Your ittee have lated suffi-
cient evidence to establish the faot that
Antoine Dubuclet, who has thus disposed
of the State funds without warrant ot law,
is less guilty than William Pitt Kellogg,
the originator of the whole scheme; than
Jacob Hawkine, the Judge of the Superior
Distriot Court of Orleans, whe used his in-
fluence to encourage us deed;
Q‘hm Hen’v;y C. _leblo. the then acting

does not appear from any entries or reeords
in the 'l‘ro:mror'. office {oyol?d the ab

described check.

, who advised the unlaw-
ful act, when bhe should have guarded the

sand r 1,
It does not appear to me, from a careful
consideration of the evidence and the faots,
that any injary has been sustained by the
State, or that sufficient grounda exist for
the severe criticism passed by the commit-
tee upon the conduct of officers in the mat-
ter investigated. Some of the acts com-
plained of mnﬂ' have been irregular, but the
condition of things which induced the State
officers to take the course they did, had
been brought about by violations of law, so
much more flagrant, even involving loss of
life and continued attempts to overthrow.
subvert or embarrass the government, that
in my judgment the public exigency then
demanded and have since justified their
action.
It is charged that in the month of Octo-
ber, 1874, the sum of £35,000 was advanced,
tem porarily, to the Metropolitan Police out
of the State funde in the hands of the
Fiscal Azent, and that in the month of Jan-
usry, 15875, the sum of §50.000 was also ad-
varced to the police in the same manner,
until the same could be realized by the
collection of city taxea.
During the period from September, 1874,
to January, 1875, the condition of atlairs
prevailing in the city was such that the
collectipn of police taxes by the city was
virtually suspended.

The pay of the force was several montha
in arrears from this cause. They were on
the point of dishanding, leaving the lives
and the property of the citizens unprotected.
Thia fact can not be denied.

In view of theee facts, it was deemed
of the utmost importance that their
sorvice should be retained, and thus
was the funds of the State temporarily
loaned to the police to tide over the press-
ing emergency tiil the city taxes could be
collected.

It is proved, and will not be denied, that
both these sums have long since been made
good, and that'the State has not nor could
have suffered the loss of a single dollar, as
the State was abundantly secured in every

reapect. :

Mr. Oglesby, the Fiscal Agent of the
State, was also the Fiscal Agent of the oity,
as well as Fiscal Agent of the Police Board.
The money of the State, of the city aud of
the police was in Mr. Ogleshy’s hands.
Nutes were given by the Police Board to
Mr. Oglesby for those advances, by virtue
of a contract between him and the Police
Board, under the provisions of sectiom
seven of act No. 33, approved February
26, 1874, and indorsed by him as Fiscal
Agent, and were a lien upon all the suncol-
lected taxes of the city for poiios purposes.
These advances were to be paid out of

the first receipts from the city. and,
as a matter of facr, it was so paid.
A great publie emergency was met and the

State did not and has not sutfered any loss.
Great stress is laid upon the all.gations
that the Governor and other Stats officers
advised and conssnted to these transactions.
At the very worst thia whole transaction
simply showa that the Governor, the Assist-
ant Attorn=y General, who was then acting
Attorney General, and other State ificers,
in view of the public exigency that existed
in the complete disorganization ot the
police force, growng out of the disturb-
ances of S«ptember 1874, approved the act
of the Treasuarer, affording temporary re-
lief to the police (who had rendered services
as milivia to the State during that period,
and to whom the State was lirgely in-
debted) out of the resources of the State,
in the interest of the commuuity at large,
takiog such guarantees that the State funds
eould not be, and in fact have not at any
time been jeopardized.

In view of ail the circnmstances
surrounding these tranaactions. I 1x1! to see
how any guilt can be charged against the
officers who participated therein, and to
justify the harsh a8 T ded
by the majority of the committee.

Respectiully, L. A. SNAER.

NOTICES OF BILLS.
The hereinafter named members respec-

tively gave notice of their intention to in-
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