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AUCTION SALES T H IS  DAY.

BT R. M. A. B. J. MONTGOMERY, at It o’clock, 
at the Merchant* and Auctioneer*’ Exchange’ 
a sugar plantation on Bijou de* Famille*. in 
Jefferson parish; two piece* of ground adjoin
ing the above.

BY C. B. GIRABDEY, at It o’clock, at the St. 
Charles Auction Exchange, two lots with 
building*, in square bounded by Baein, Ram
part, Poydra* and Perdido street*; the four- 
story building No. 1*0 Canal street; a lot with 
buildings corner of Basin and Common streets; 
notes and claims; undivided eleven-twelfths 
interest in Victoria plantation in the parish of 
Bt. Mary; four lots in square bounded by Third. 
Fourth, Live Oak and Laurel streetf; stocks.

BY MSCON, ELLISON Jr CO., at 12 o’clock, at 
St. Charles Auction" Exchange, the square of 
ground bounded by Murat, Olympia, Baudin 
and D’flemecourt streets; twenty-one lots in 
square bounded by Monroe avenue, Bagatelle, 
Timoleon and Union streets; stocks, bonds, 
cotes, judgments, etc.

BY PLACIDE J. SPEAR, at 12 o’clock, at Mer
chants and Auctioneers' Exchange, a lot with 
buildings on Delta and Front, between Gravier 
and Poydras streets.

Local Intelligence.
B r ie f  M entio n . — Magnolia blossoms 

showed themselves yesterday in the Sixth 
Distriot and perfumed the air delioiously.

Chief Engineer O’Connor drove around 
the Sixth District yesterday, taking a orit 
ical look at the firemen’s parade.

The Times made quite a clean back-down 
on the firemen's championship yesterday.

The charge of murder against Robert 
Desposito, for killing Wash Rockwell, was 
not examined yesterday by Judge McCor
mack, as the parties were not prepared for 
a hearing.

George Lawrence and James Sullivan 
were arrested at the corner of Gravier and 
Franklin streets, last evening, for seriously 
wounding Julius Dejan. They had in
dulged in a personal quarrel over some 
trifling circumstance.

The reduction in police pay begins to
day. Some of the men declared that they 
will hand in their resignations.

Mrs. Vogel heard that C. Albert had 
made an affidavit against her, complaining 
that she had obtained money by false pre
tenses, which explains the reason for her 
surrendering herselt to the happy young 
man in charge of the fifth police precinct 
station.

John McGinn, a boy, was arrested yester
day at the corner of Delta and Girod streets 
and locked up in the central station on 
complaint of Mr. G. Bouligny. for the lar
ceny ot two pieces of brass, one of two and 
the other of eight pounds weight, and val
ued at $8.

Special Officer Stolberger. when on his 
way home Thursday night, arrested Frank 
Lee. a cigar maker, at the corner ot Cus
tomhouse and Royal streets, and locked 
him up in tiie third precinct, charged with 
being a dangerous and suspicious character, 
and about to commit a breach of the peace.

Tiie shed in front of the store ot Mr. 
Henry Grotheim?, on Websrer avenue, be
tween Patterson and Peters streets, Fifth 
District, is in a dangerous condition and 
liable to fall at any moment, endangering 
the lives of pedestrians.

Annie Brown was arrested and locked up 
in the fifth precinct stationhouse charged 
by Maty Tucker with threats to kill. She 
was also charged by the officer with carry
ing a concealed weapon—a razor.

Joseph Francis, not the great European, 
got on a very high horse at the corner of 
Chartres and Toulouse streets, and rode so 
furiously that it was necessary to send him 
to prison and the horse to pound.

The bad places at the head of Canal street 
have been repaired. That is, the bad places 
in the streets and gutters.

C utting  H uman F l esh .—About two 
o'clock yesterday evening a difficulty oc
curred at No. 248 Delord street, between 
Baronne and Dryades streete, between two 
colored men, Paul Phillips and Lindsey 
Fossel, during which the former was cut 
and dangerously wounded about the head 
and body by the latter. The wounded man 
was sent to the Charity Hospital in the 
charity wagon by the police. Fossel was 
arrested and locked up in the central sta
tion. The cause oi the difficulty was not 
ascertained, the accused being at the time 
of arrest too much under the ii fluenee of 
lquor to give any account of the cutting.

P ackard  G uards.—A meeting of the 
voters in the front of the thiru ward was 
held at No. 77 Delta street, last evening, to 
organize a sub-club. After the election of 
officers, the club adopted for the name 
the “Packard Guards of the Third Ward.” 
The following named gentlemen were 
elected officers: Robert West, president; 
Perry King, Patrick Sbanon and Anderson 
Perry, vice presidents; M. P. Creagh, re
cording secretary; John McDonald, assist
ant recording secretary; James Walsh, 
treasurer; H. C.», Stone, marshal: Henry 
A shm ore, sergeant at-arms: Willes Harden, 
assistant sergeant-at-arms.

M eteorolofflcal a id  K lver d ep a rt.
The following statement of the weather and 

rivers is furnished by the Signal Service office sta
tioned at New Orleans:

AFTERNOON REPORT—3:43 P. M.
Places. TLer. Wind. Weather.

Cairo............... . N. E. Fair.
Cincinnati...... .*** 46 X. E. Clear.
Davenport...... N. E. fair.
Dubuque......... . . . .  29 N. E. Clear.
Galveston........ S. E. Fair.
Indianola........ . . .  72 S. K. Cloudy.
Keokuk............ . .. .  45 K. Fair.
Lacrosse......... N. E. Clear.
Leaven wort a.. .... n N. E. Cloudv.
Louisville........ . .. 52 N. E. Fair.
Rleniplii9........ . . . .  71 S. E. Cloudy.
Nashville........ . . . .  M> N. E. Clear.
hew Orleans... . . . .  65 S. E. Light rain.
Omaha............. . . . .  67 E. Yair.
Pittsburg......... N. F.. Cloudy.
Shreveport.... . . . .  62 !*. E. Light rain.
St. L ouis...... . . . .  52 E. Fair.
St. Paul........... . . . .  4o N. Clear.
Vicksburg...... . . . .  67 S. E. Cloudy.
Yankton ........ . . . .  45 E. Fair.
Augusta......... .... *8 W. Clear.

K Cloudy.
Montgomery •• , , ,  75 S. E. Clear.
Key West........ . . .  77 E. Chear.

S. W, Clear.
Corsicana........ . . . .  79 s. w. Fair.

tU IR T  RECORD.

FRIDAY, MARCH 31, 1876.

U nited S ta te s  C ircuit C ourt.
Present—Hon. W. B. Woods, circuit 

judge.
Rebecca W. Wolf vs. City of Now Or

leans.—Verdict lor $13,000
R. Y. Charmburv vs. E. F. Herwig et 

al.—Verdict for $2820 40.
A. Eustis and D. Urban, assignees, vs. 

Jaoob Roth et al.—Verdicts for plaintifts, 
as follows:
Jacob Roth............$1800
Jacob Streile........  45'
Thomas Schorr...... 8S<
B. Lanaz..............  18"
Nicholas Kevald... 951
Louis Kimmel........  95H
S. Josephs............... 42.1
JohnS. Dietritcb... 38.1
J. S. Campston.....
H. Pfeifer.............. 423

J. B. Verges.......
J. Schneider....
J. Knock............
J. Lochart.........
Nicholas Bohr..
John Greve......
iohn GibDey —  
J. P. Oortaya. .. 
Rd. Bioderiek

$850 (I* 
900 00 
950 00 
190 00 
450 00 
450 00 
422 50 
900 00 

2,070 00
S E. Loeb..........10,000 00

RIVER REPORT— 3 P. M.

Rise, Fall, water mark.
inches. Inches. Ft. In.

Cairo................... ....... 4 45 8
Cincinnati........ ......  8 40 6
Davenport........ .. 2 4 4
Keokuk.............. . i 8 4
Leaven wor'.h__ 9 1
D ubuque...... .. „ _r | 6 1
Louisville.......... ....... 9 16 0
Memphis........... ....... 2 34 2
Nashville.......... 36 29 5
New Orleans___ *3 8
Om aha.............. 6 2
Pittsburg.......... ii 9 5
Shreveport........ * - *. i 24 8
St. Louis............ ....... 3 22 n
Vicksburg.......... .......  1 41 9

•Below high water mark of 1874.

The next grand 
The next grand 
The next grand 
Saturday April 29, when 

gold will be distributed 
One chance in six to win 
Capital prize, $100,000. 
Nothing venture,
Nothing venture,
Nothing venture,

Golden drawing. 
Golden drawing. 
Golden drawing, 
over $500,000 in 
in 3580 prizes, 
a splendid prize. 
Tickets only $50. 

Nothing gain. 
Nothing gain. 
Nothing gain.

Britton & Koontz vs. Parish Jury of Con
cordia.—Verdict for defendant. This case 
was removed from the Thirteenth J udicial 
District of Louisiana. An appeal will 
probably be taken.

L. Kohlman vs. Julius Rober.—By con
sent. Judgment entered for plaintifi for
$2032 15.

United States vs. Thomas Arata.—Selling 
tobacco without a license. Verdict for de
fendant.

United States vs. John O'Callaghan et 
als.—On postmaster’s bond. Verdict for 
$574 81 for plaintiff. •

United States vs. Johnson E. Yonces et 
als.—Verdict against A. Addison tor $27 18.

United S ta te s  D istrict Cnnrt. 
Present—Hon. E. C. Billings, district 

judge.
in  adm iralty .

Leon Grand vs. Bark Ibis.—Libel on a 
charter party containing th© usual clause 
of goods to be delivered, etc.

It now seems that third parties have gone 
on and loaded the vessel and presented 
their bills of lading to the captaiu, and the 
captain maintains that these parties, com
ing in under the charter party, are respon
sible for the full amount of the lreight.

Some authorities have been cited to the 
court, one of which I have been unable to 
find. Of course as between the charterers 
and the owners there can be no question 
whatever. The case of Paul against Burch 
(1 Sum. 621) is exactly a case in point, but 
of course a great deal tnrns on the mean
ing of the clause, “bills of lading to be 
signed when presented, without prejudice 
to the charter party.” On the one hand it 
is contended that when bills of lading are 
presented they should contain this pro
vision; on the other hand, it is contended 
that it means when bills of lading 
are presented the amount of freight 
charged, if they are the goods 
of other persons. As between the Charterers 
and the ship, it seems to me that this 
clause is in tull force. It seems to me that 
the history ol this clause is conclusive. It 
is a written clause. The parties have 
omitted to state its origin. The ordinary 
clause in English bills of lading, from 
which this is borrowed, is tbat the "bills of 
lading are to be signed at the request of 
the charterer,” and it somstimes says "his 
agent, without prejudice to the charter 
party.” That shows at once, without any 
authority for its meaning, that if the goods 
of third "persons are taken on board, the 
master shall sign the bills of lading in the 
ordinary way: but this charter party shall 
remain "in full force as between the char
terer and the shipper. Kerford vs. Mon- 
del. 5 Hurls &. Nov. Exch. 9, 31: Shand vs. 
Sanderson, 4 ib. 330; Kern vs. Deslandes, 
100 E C. L., 2112; Perkins vs. Hill, 2 Wood
bury 4c Muiat, 163; 4 Blatch.,321.

Therefore, I shall maintain the libfl and 
direct, as it seems to me the only way of 
getting at it, that the captain shall sign the 
bills of lading for the property shipped by 
the libelant or ehali pay the value of the 
same.

IN BANKRUPTCY.
William E. Seebold vs. Louisiana Mutual 

Insurance C o m p a n y .—Defendant declared 
a b a n k ru p t ,  and directed to furnish an in
ventory within five days.

S uperio r D istric t C ourt.
Hon. B. L. Lynch presiding in the ab

sence of Judge Hawkins.
The following decision was rendered:
State of Louisiana, ex rel. Attorney Gene

ral A. P. Field, vs. Henry C. Dibble. Assist
ant Attorney General.—Petitioner alleges 
intrusion in office August 4. 1875; that act 
No. 35 of 1874, establishing the office, is un
constitutional; tbat the appointment ot 
March 8, 1876, giving defendant control ot 
relator's office, is null and void; that there 
is\ no vacancy, and praye an injunction. 
Defendant's answer sets forth commission, 
bond, etc.: denies interference witn relator; 
affirms the validity of act No. 35 of March 
3, 1874; insists on the right to appear in tax 
suits, etc., and presents the fight of the 
Governor to make the order of March 3 in 
the event of the disability of the Attorney 
General. The testimony shows the Attor
ney General to have regularly attended his 
office. If act No. 35 is valid and the Attor
ney General unable to attend to the duties 
of his office, the order of March 3 was 
proper. If he did attend to them it can 
not affect him. The office of Attorney 
General is recognized by all the con
stitutions of the State. The present 
constitution does not declare how the 
duties are to be determined. [A review of 
the constitutional provisions ot the British 
empire and the United States follows.] The 
Legislature may define the duties, and did it 
in the Revised Statutes oi 1855 and 1870. 
Act No. 35 of 1374 is supplemental to these 
laws. The powers of the Legislature are 
laid down in State vs. Fagan. 22 A , 550. It 
can not oust the Attorney General of any 
powers specially conferred on him. The 
constitution gave the office and tenure; the 
Legislature defined the duties and fixed the 
fees. The power to confer contains the 
power to limit. Others have represented 
the State, one appointed by the relator, one 
by the Governor. The Legislature created 
an officer to relieve relator of a portion ot 
the duties. Cooley's Lim , 115.  ̂It has the 
power. I fail to see in act No. 35 atiy con
flict with the constitution. Petition dis
missed, and H. C. Dibble recognized as As
sistant Attorney General under act No. 35 
of 1871.

Appeal taken.
State vs. Charles Clinton, State An 

ditor. — Intervention of John Ray _ In
junction dissolved to the extent of $500 in 
favor of relator.

Simon Herman et al. vs. Attakapas Mail 
Transportation fCompany.—Petition ion 
draft of $438 12.

Mexican Gulf and Ship Canal Company 
vs. city ot New Orleans.—Arguments con 
tinued.

Superior Crim inal C ourt.
TRUE BILLS.

State vs. Emily M. Adams alias Hays.— 
Pei jury.

State vs. Benjamin Nelson.—Arson.
SENTENCED.

Carrying concealed weapons—A. M Dor
sey. $10 tine or fifteen days: Paul Frank, 
$25 fine or twenty days. Each pleaaed 
guilty.

MISTRIAL.
Perjury—James Wood.

ADMITTED TO BAIL.
Murder—James S Pre-tidge, charged 

with the murder of W. H. Hardeman in the 
office of Prestidge, Graham A Co., No. 63 
Carondelet street, March 4, 1876. By con 
sent of district attorney bail fixed at $50,000 
and bond signed by Messrs. L. Christ. J. E, 
Dennis, J. C. Van Wickle, A. J. Bennett. 
J.Janney. Ed. B. Briggs, H. H. May, Th, 
D. Miller. John Phelps and William Lynd 
in solido to secure the appearanee of the 
accused to answer to the affidavit brought 
against him lor murder.

F irs t D istric t Court.
l’LEADED GUILTY.

Edward Baker, of petty larceny; William 
Berry, of assault and battery.

VERDICTS.
Petty larceny—James Cunningham, alias 

Molly, guilty; Jesse Smith, mistrial.
INFORMATION.

Assault and battery—Eli Martin.
SENTENCED.

George C. Noroross.—Taking possession 
of a dwelling house without a legal right, 
$150 fine.

Second D istric t C ourt.
Successions of Joseph Gullier, Mary Brio, 

Isabella H. Neames and St. JnliendeTour 
nillon, opened. _________

A. T. Stewart ia not at all well this 
season, and has been obliged to hire a man 
to open store in the morning, and he is 
hardly able to pat up the shatters at night.

T H I  GRANT PARISH CASE.

Decision o f  the  Suprem e C ourt of the 
United S ta te s .

The opinion oi Chief Justice Waite, in 
the Grant parish case, affirming Justice 
Bradley’s decision as to the insufficiency of 
the indiotment, which was rendered on 
Monday last, is given in full below. All 
the Justices ot the Supreme Court con
curred in the opinion except Mr. J ustice 
Clifford, who dissented from the opinion 
but concurred in the judgment:

United States, plaintiffs in error, vs. 
William J. Cruikshank. William D. Irwin 
and John P. Hadnot.—In error to the Cir
cuit Court of the United States tor the dit- 
triotfof Louisiana.

Mr. Chief Justice Waite delivered the 
opinion of the court.

This case comes here with a certificate by 
the judges of the Circuit Court for the dis
trict of Louisiana that they were divided 
in opinion upon a question which occurred 
at the hearing. It presents for onr consid
eration an indictment containing sixteen 
counts, divided into two series of eight 
counts each, based upon section six of the 
enforcement act of May 31,1870. That sec
tion is as follows:

“That if two or more persons shall band 
or conspire together, or go in disguise upon 
the public highway, or upon the premises of 
another, with intent to violate any provision 
of this act, or to injure, oppress, threaten 
or intimidate any citizen, with intent to 
prevent or hinder his free exercise and en
joyment of any right or privilege granted 
or secured to him by the constitution or 
laws of the United States, or because ot his 
having exercised the same, such persons 
shall be held guilty of felony, and, on con
viction thereof, shall be fined or imprisoned, 
or both, at the die >retion of the court, the fine 
not to exceed. $5000, aDd the imprisonment 
not to exeeeS ten years, and snail, more
over, be thereafter ineligible to, and dis
abled from holding, any office or place ot 
honor, profit or trust created by the consti
tution or law of the United States.” (16 
Stat., 141.)

The question certified arose upon a mo
tion in arrest of judgment after a verdict 
ot guilty generally upon the whole sixteen 
counts, and is stated to be whether “the 
said sixteen counts of said indictment are 
severally good and sufficient in law, and 
contain charges of criminal matter indicta
ble under the laws of the United States.”

The general charge in the first eight 
counts is that ot “handing,” and in the 
second eight that of “conspiring" together 
to injure, oppress, threaten and intimidate 
Levi Neisun and Alexander Tillman, citi
zens of the I'nited States of African de
scent and persons of color, with the intent 
thereby to hinder and prevent them in 
their lree exercise and enjoyment ot rights 
and privileges “granted and eecDred” to 
them “in common with all other good citi
zens of the United States by the constitu
tion and laws of the United States.”

The offenses provided for by the statute 
in question do not consist in the mere 
“banding” or “conspiring” of two or more 
persons together, but in their banding or 
conspiring with the intent or for any of the 
purposes specified. To bring this case un
der the operation ot the statute, therefore, 
it must appear that the right, the enjoy
ment of which the conspirators intended to 
hinder or prevent, was one granted or se
cured by the constitution or laws of the 
United States. If it does not 60 appear, 
the criminal matter charged has not been 
msde indictable by any act of Congress.

We have in our political system a govern
ment of the United States and a govern
ment of each of the several States. Each 
one of these governments is distinct from 
the others, and each has citizens of its own, 
who owe it allegiance, and whose rights 
within its jurisdiction it must protect. The 
same person may be at the same time a 
citizen of the United States and a cit zen ol 
a State; but his rights of citizenship under 
one ol these governments will be different 
from those he has under the other. (Slaugh
terhouse cases. 15 Wail., 74 )

Citizens are the members of the political 
community to which they belong. They 
are the people who compose the community, 
and who, in their associated capacity, have 
established or submitted themselves to the 
domination of a government for the promo
tion of their general welfare and the pro
tection ot their individual as well as their 
collective rights. In the formation of a 
government the people may confer upon it 
such powers as they choose. The govern 
ment when so formed may, and when called 
upon should, exercise all the powers it has 
ler the protection of the rights of its citi
zens and the people within its jurisdiction, 
but it can exercise no other. The duty of a 
government to aflord protection is limited 
always by the power it possesses for that 
purpose.

Experience made the fact known to the 
people of the United States that they re
quired a national government for national 
purposes. The separate governments ot 
the separate States, bound together by the 
articles of confederation alone, were not 
sufficient for the promotion ot the general 
welfare of the people in respect to foreign 
nations, or for their complete protection as 
citizens of the confederated States. For 
this reason the people of the United States, 
in order to form a more perfect Union, 

establish justice, insure domestic tranquil
lity, provide for the common defense, pro
mote the general welfare, and secure the 
blessings oi liberty” to themselves and their 
posterity (constitutional preamble), or
dained and established the government of 
the United States, and defined its powers 
by a constitution, which they adopted as 
fundamental law and made its rule of ac
tion.

The government thus established and 
defined is, to some extent, a government of 
the States in their political capacity. It is. 
also, for certain purposes a government of 
the people. Its powers are limited in num
ber, but not in degree. Within the scope of 
its powers, as enumerated and defined, it is 
supreme and above the States, but beyond 
it has no existence. It was erected for 
special purposes, and endowed with all the 
powers necessary for its own preservation 
and the accomplishment of the end its 
people had io view. It can neither grant 
nor secure to its citizens any right or pri
vilege not expressly or by implication 
placed under its jurisdiction.

The people of the United States resident 
within any State are subject to two gov
ernments, one State and the other national, 
but there need be no conflict between the 
two. tThev are established for differ
ent purposes, and have separate jurisdic
tions. Together they make one whole, and 
famish the people of the United States 
with a complete government—ample for 
the protection of all their rights at hGne 
and abroad. True, it may sometimes
happen that a person is amenable to both 
jurisdictions for one and the same act. 
Thus, if a marshal ot the United States is 
unlawfully resisted while executing the 
process ot the courts within a State, and 
the resistance is accompanied by an assault 
on the officer, the sovereignty ot the United 
States is violated by the resistance, and 
that of the State by the breach of 
peace in the assault. So, too, if one passes 
the counterfeit coin of the United States 
within a State it may be an offense against 
the United States and the Stite; the United 
States, because it discredits the coin, and 
the State because of the fraud upon him to 
whom it is passed. This does not, however, 
necessarily imply that the governments 
possess powers in common or bring them in 
contact with each other. It is the natural 
consequence of a citizenship which owes 
allegiance to two sovereigns and claims 
protection from both. The citizen can not 
complain because he has voluntarily sub
mitted himeelf to such a form of govern
ment. He owes allegiance to the two de
partments, so to speak, and within their re- 
epective spheres must pay the penalties 
which each exacts for disobedience to its 
laws. In return he can demand protection 
from each within its own jurisdiction.

The government of the United States is 
one of delegated powers alone. Its author
ity is defined ana limited by the constitu 
tion. All powers not granted to it by that 
instrument are reserved to the States or the 
people. No rights oan be acquired under 
the constitution or laws ef the United 
States except snch as the government of 
the United Statee has the anthority to 
grant or secure. AU that can not be so 
granted or secured are left under the pro 
tection of the States.

We now prooeed to an examination ot the 
indictment, to ascertain whether the sev
eral rights, whioh it ia alleged the defend

ants intended to interfere with, are such as 
had been in law and in fact granted or se- 
enred by the constitution or laws of the 
United States.

The first and ninth counts state the in
tent of the defendants to have been to hin
der and prevent the citizens named in the 
free exercise and enjoyment ot their “law
ful right and privilege to peaceably as
semble together with each other and with 
other citizens of the United States for a 
peaceful and lawful purpose.” The right 
of the people to peaceably assemble tor 
lawful purposes existed long before the 
adoption of the constitution ot the United 
States. In fact, it is, and always has been, 
one of the attribntes of citizenship un
der a free government. It “derives 
its source.” to use the language of 
Chief Justice Marshall, in Gibbons 
vs. Ogden, 9 Wheat., 211, “from 
those laws whose authority is acknowl
edged by civilized man throughout the 
world.” It is found wherever civilization 
exists. It was not, therefore, a right 
granted to the people by the constitution. 
The government of the United States when 
established found it in existence, with the 
obligation on the part of the States to afford 
it protection. As no direct power over it 
was granted to Congress, it remains, ac
cording to the ruling in Gibbons vs. Ogden,
9 Wheat ,203, subject to State jurisdiction. 
Only such existing rights were committed 
by the people to the protection oi Congress 
as came within the general scope of the 
authority granted to the national govern
ment.

The first amendment to the constitution 
prohibits Congress from abridging “the 
right of the peoDle to assemble and to peti
tion the government for a redress of griev
ances.” This, like the other amendments 
proposed and adopted at the same time, 
was not intended to limit the powers of the 
State government in respect to their own 
citizens, but to operate on the national 
government alone. (Barron vs. the city of 
Baltimore, 7 Pet., 250; Lessee of Livingston 
vs. Moore, 7 Pet., 551; Fox vs. Ohio, 5 
How., 434; Smith vs. Maryland, 18 How.,
76; Withers vs. Buckley, 20 how., 90; Per- 
vear vs. the commonwealth, 5 Wall.. 479; 
Twitchell vs. the commonwealth, 7 Wall. 
321; Edwards vs. Elliott. 21 Wall.. 556.) It 
is now too late to question the correctness 
of this construction. As was said by the 
late Chief Justioe. in Twitchell vs. the 
commonwealth, p. 235, “the scope and ap
plication of tnese amendments are no 
longer subjects of discussion here.” They 
left the authority of the States just where 
they found it, and added nothing to the al
ready existing powers of the United States.

The particular amendment now under 
consideration assumes i the existence of the 
right of the people to assemble for lawtul 
purposes ana protects it against encroach
ment by Congress. The right was not cre
ated by the amendment; neither was its 
continuance guaranteed, except as against 
Congressional interference. For their pro
tection in its enjoyment, therefore, the peo
ple must lock to the States. There is where 
the power for that purpose was originally 
placed, and it has never been surrendered 
to the United States.

The right of the people peaceably to as
semble tor the purpose of petitioning Con
gress for a redress of grievances, or for any
thing el9e connected with the powers or the 
duties of the national government, is an 
attribute of national citizenship, and as 
such under the protection of, and guar
anteed by the United States. The very 
idea of a government, republican in form, 
implies the right on the part of the citizens 
to meet peaceably for consultation in 
respect to public affairs, and to petition for 
a redrees of grievances. If it had been al
leged to these counts that the object ot the 
defendants was to prevent a meeting for 
such a purpose, the case would have been 
within the statute and within the scope of 
the sovereignty of the United States. Such, 
however, is Hot the case. The offense, as 
stated in the indictment, will be made out 
if it be shown that the object of the con
spiracy was to prevent a meeting for any 
lawful purpose whatever.

The second and tenth counts are equally 
defective. The right there specified is that 
of “bearing arms for a lawtul purpose.” 
This is not a right granted by the constitu
tion. Neither is it in any manner depen
dent upon that instrumt ut lor its existence. 
The second amendment declares that it 
shall not be infringed; but this, as has been 
seen, means no more than that it shall not 
be infringed by Congress. This is one of 
the amendments that has no other ett'ect 
than to restrict the powers of the national 
government, leaving the people to look for 
their protection against any violation by 
their fellow citizens of the rights it recog
nizes, to what is called in the city of New 
York vs. Miln, 11 Pet., 139, the “powers 
which relate to merely municipal legisla
tion. or what was, perhaps, more properly 
called internal police,” “not surrendered or 
restrained” by the constitution of the 
United States.

The third and eleventh counts are even 
more objectionable. They charge the in
tent to have been to deprive the citizens 
named, they being in Louisiana, “of their 
respective lives and liberty of person with
out due process of law.” This is nothing 
else than alleging a conspiracy to falsely 
imprison or murder citizens of the United 
States, being within the territorial juris
diction 'of the State of Louisiana. The 
rights of life and personal liberty are natu
ral rights of man. “To secure these 
rights," says the Declaration of Independ
ence, “governments are instituted among 
men, deriving their just powers from the 
consent of the governed.” The very high
est duty of the States, when they entered 
into the Union under the constitution, was 
to protect all persons within their bounda
ries in the enjoyment of these “inalienable 
rights with which they were endowed by 
their Creator.” “Sovereignty, for this pur
pose, rests alone with the States.” It is no 
more the duty or Within the power of the 
United States to punish for a conspiracy to 
falsely imprison or murder within a State 
than it would be to punish for false impris
onment or murder itself.

The fourteenth amendment prohibits a 
State from depriving any person of life, 
liberty or property without due process of 
law, but this adds nothing to the rights of 
one citizen as against another. It simply 
furnishes an additional guarantee against 
any encroachment by the States upon the 
fundamental rights which belong to every 
citizen as a member of society. As was 
said by Mr. Justioe Johnson, in Bank of Co
lumbia vs. Okely, 4 Wheaton, 244. It se
cures “the individual from the arbitrary 
exercise of the government, unrestrained 
by the established principles of private 
rights and distributive justice.” These 
counts in the indictment do not call for the 
exercise of any of the powers conferred by 
this provision "in the amendment.

The fourth and twelfth courts charge the 
intent to have been to prevent and hinder 
the eitizens named, who were of African 
descent and persons of color, in “the free 
exercise and enj >yment of their several 
right and privilege to the full and equal 
benefit of all laws and proceedings, then 
and there, before that time enacted or or
dained by the said State of Louisiana and 
by the United States; and then and there, 
at that time, being in force in the said State 
and district of Louisiana, af iresaid, for the 
security of their respective persons and 
property then and there, at that time en
joyed at and within said State and district 
of Louisiana by white persons, being citi
zens of said State of Louisiana and the 
United States, for the protection of the per 
sons and property of said white eitizens.” 
There is no allegation that this was done 
because of the race or color of the persons 
conspired against. When stripped of its 
verbiage the case presented amounts to 
nothing more than that the defendants con
spired to prevent certain citizens of the 
United States, being within the State of 
Louisiana, from enjoying the equal protec 
tion of the laws of the State and of the 
United States.

The fourteenth amendment prohibits a 
State from denying to any person within 
its jurisdiction the equal protection of the 
laws; but this provision does not, any mftre 
than the one whioh precedes it, and which 
we have just considered, add anything to 
the rights which one citizen has under the 
constitution against another. The equality 
of the rights of citizens is a principle of re' 
pnblioanism. Every republican govern 
ment is in duty bound to protect all its citi
zens in the enj oy ment oi this principle, if 
within its power. That doty was originally 
assumed by the States, and it still remains 
there. The only obligation resting upon 
the United States is to see that the Stetes 
do not deny the right. This the amend 
ment guarantees, hat no mote, The power

of the national government is limited to the 
enforcement of this guarantee.

No question arises under the oivil rights 
act of April 9,1366 (14 8tat., 27 j, which is 
intended for the protection of citizens of 
the United States in the enjoyment of cer
tain rights, without discrimination on ac
count of race, color or previous condition 
of servitude, because, as has already been 
stated, it is nowhere alleged in these counts 
that the wrong contemplated against the 
rights of these eitizens was on account of 
their race or color.

Another objection is made to these counts 
that they are too vagne and uncertain. 
This will be considered hereafter in con
nection with the same objection to other 
connts.

The sixth and fourteenth counts state the 
intent of the defendants to have been to 
hinder and prevent the eitizens named, 
being of Afrioan descent and colored, “in 
the free exercise and enjoyment of their 
several and respective right and privilege 
to vote at any election to be thereafter by
law had and held by the people in and of 
the said State of Louisiana, or by the peo-
Fle of and in the parish of Grant aforesaid.” 
n Minor vs. Happersett, 21 Wall., 178, 

we decided that the constitution of the 
United States has not conferred the right of 
suffrage upon any one, and that the United 
States have no voters of their own creation 
in the States. In United States vs. Reese, 
just decided, we hold that the fifteenth 
amendment has invested the citizens of the 
United States with a new constitutional 
right, which is, exemption from discrimina
tion in the exercise of the elective fran
chise on account of race, color or previous 
condition of servitude." From this it ap
pears that the right of suffrage is not a 
necessary attribute of national citizenship, 
bat that exemption from discrimination iu 
the exercise of that right on account of 
race, etc, is. The right to vote in the 
States comes from the States, but the right 
of exemption from the prohibited discrimi
nation comes from the United States. The 
first has not been granted or Becnred by 
the constitution of the United States, but 
the last has been.

Inasmuch, therefore, as it does not ap
pear in these counts that the intent of the 
defendants was to prevent these parties 
from exercising their right to vote on ac
count of their race, etc., it does not appear 
that it was their intent to interfere with any 
right granted or secured by the constitu
tion or laws of the United States. We may 
suppose that race was the eanse of the hos
tility, but it is not so averred. This is ma
terial to a description of the snbstance of 
the offense, aod can not be supplied by im
plication. Everything essential mast be 
charged positively and not inferentially. 
The defect here is not in form but in sub
stance.

The seventh and fifteenth connts are no 
better than the sixth and fourteenth. The 
in'ent here charged is to pat the parties 
named in great fear of bodily harm and to 
injure and oppress them, because", being 
and having been in ail things qualified, 
they had voted “at an election betore that 
time, had and held according to law by the 
people of the said State ot Louisiana, in 
said State, to wit: on the fourth day of No
vember, A. D. 1872, and at divers other 
elections by the people of the State, also 
before that time, had and held according to 
law.”

There is nothing to show that the elec- 
ions voted at were any other than State 

elections, or that the conspiracy was formed 
account of the race of the parties 

against whom the conspirators were to act. 
The charge as made is really of nothing 
more than a conspiracy to commit a breach 
of the peace within a State. Certainly it 
will not be claimed that the United States 
have the power, or are required to do mere 
police duty in the S;ates. It a State can 
not protect itself against domestic violence 
the United States may, upon the call ot the 
executive, when the Legislature can not be 
convened, lend their assistance for that 
purpose. This is a guarantee of the consti
tution (article fourteen, section four), hut it 
applies to no case like this.

We are, therefore, of the opin’on, that 
the first, second, third, fourth, sixth, sev
enth, ninth, tenth, eleventh, twelfth, four
teenth and fifteenth counts do not contain 
charges of a criminal nature made indict
able under the laws of the United States, 
and that consequently they are not good 
and sufficient in law. " They do not show 
that it was the intent of the defendants by 
their conspiracy to binder and prevent the 
enjoyment of any right granted or secured 
by the constitution.

We come now to consider the fifth and 
thirteenth and the eighth and sixteenth 
counts, which may be brought together for 
the purpose. Tlie'intent charged in the fifth 
and thirteenth is “to hinder and prevent 
the parties in their respective free exercise 
and enjoyment of the rights, privileges, im
munities" and protection granted and se
cured to them respectively as citizens of the 
United States and as citizens of said State 
of Louisiana,” “for the reason that they, 

being then and there citizens of 
said State and of the United States, were 
persons of African descent and race, and 
persons of color, and not white citizens 
thereof,” and in the eighth and sixteenth, 
to hinder and prevent them “in their sev
eral and respective free exercise and enjoy
ment of every, each, all and singular the 
several rights aud privileges granted and 
secured to them by the constitution of the 
United States.” The same general state 
ment of the rights to be interfered with is 
found in the fifth and thirteenth counts.

According to the view we take of the 
counts the question is not whether it is 
enough, in general, to describe a statutory 
offense in the language of the statute, but 
whether the offense has here been described 
at all. The statute provides for the pun 
ieliment of those who conspire “to iDjnre, 
oppress, threaten or intimidate any citizen, 
with intent to prevent or hinder his free 
exereise and enjoyment of any right or 
privilege granted or secured to him by the 
constitution or laws of the United States.” 
These counts in the indictment charge, in 
substance, that the intent in this case was 
to hinder and prevent these citizens in the 
free exercise and enjoyment ot “every, 
each, all and singular” the rights granted 
them by the constitution, etc. There is no 
specification of any particular right. The 
language is broad enough to cover all.

In criminal cases, prosecuted under the 
laws ot the Uuited States, the accused has 
the constitutional rignt “to he informed of 
the nature aud cause of the accusation.” 
(Amendment VI.) In United States vs. 
Mills, 7 Pet., 142, this was construed to 
mean that the indictment must set forth 
the offense “with clearness and all necessary 
certainty, to apprise the accused of the 
crime with which he stands charged;” and 
in United States vs. Cook, 17 Wall., 174, 
that “every ingredient of which the of
fense is composed must be accurately and 
clearly alleged.” It is an elementary prin
ciple of criminal pleading that where the 
definition of an offense, whether it be at 
common law or by statute, “includes gen- 
eiie terms, it is not sufficient that the in
dictment shall charge the offense in the 
same generic terms as in the definition, but 
it must state the species—it must descend 
to particulars.” (1 Arch. Cr. Pr. and PI., 
291.)

The object of the indictment is. first, to 
furnish the accused with such a description 
ot the charge against him as will enable 
him to make his defense, and avail himself 
of his conviction or acquittal lor protection 
against a further prosecution for the same 
cause; and, second, to inform the court of 
the facts alleged, so that it may decide 
whether they are sufficient in law to sup
port a conviction, if one should be had. 
For this, tacts are to be stated. not conclu
sions of law alone. A crime is made up ot 
act and intent, and these must be set forth 
in the indictment, with reasonable particu
larity of time, place and circumstances.

It is a crime to steal good3 and chattels, 
but an indiotment would be bad that did 
not specity with some degree of certainty 
the articles stolen. This because the accus
ed must he advised of the essential par
ticulars of the charge against him, and the 
conrt must be able to deoide whether the 
property taken was snob as was the subplot 
of larceny. So, too, it is in some States a 
crime for two or three persons to conspire 
to cheat and defraud another out of bis 
property, bnt it has been held that an in
dictment for snoh an offense mast contain 
allegations setting forth the means proposed 
to be used to accomplish the purpose. This, 
because, to make such a purpose criminal̂  
the conspiracy most be to cheat and de
fraud in a mode made criminal by statute, 
and as all cheating and defrauding has not

™ illegal. (State vs. Parker, 43 N. H., 
83; State vs. Keaoh, 49 Vt., 118; Alderman 
vs. The Peopls, 4 Mich., 416; State vs. 
Roberts, 34 Maine, 32 )

In Maine it is an offense for two or more 
to oonspire with the intent unlawfully and 
wickedly to commit any crime punishable 
by imprisonment in the State prison (State 
vs. Roberts), but we think it will hardly be 
olaimed that an indiotment would be good 
under this statute, which charges the ob
ject of the conspiracy to have been “unlaw
fully and wickedly to commit each, every, 
all and singular the crimes punishable by 
imprisonment in the' State prison.” All 
crimes are not so punishable. Whether a 
particular erime be snch a one or not is a 
question of law. The accnsed has, there
fore, the right to have a specification of the 
charge against him in this respect, in order 
tbat he may decide whether he should pre
sent his defense bv motion to quash, de- 
murreror plea, and the court, tbat it may 
determine whether the facts will sustain 
the indjetment. So here the erime is made 
to consist in the unlawful combination with 
an intent to prevent the enjoyment of any 
right granted or secured by the constitu
tion, etc. All rights- are not so granted or 
secured.

Whether one is so or not is a question of 
law to be decided by the court, not the 
prosecutor. Therefore the indiotment should 
state the particulars, to inform the court as 
well as the accused. It must be made to 
appear, that is to say, appear from the in
diotment without going further, that the 
acts charged will, if proven, support a con
viction lor the offense alleged.

But it is needless to pursue the argument 
farther. The condasion is irresistible that 
these counts are too vagne and general. 
They lack the certainty and precision re
quired by tho established rales of criminal 
pleading. It follows that they are not good 
and sufficient in law. They are so defective 
that no judgment of conviction should be 
pronounced upon them.

The order of the Circuit Conrt arresting 
the judgment upon the verdict is, therefore, 
affirmed, and the eanse remanded with 'in
structions to discharge the defendants.

T he New Y ork  P latfo rm ,

The following is the text of the platform 
adopted at the New York Republican State 
Convention, at Syracuse, on the twenty- 
second instint:

The Republicans of New York, in this 
centennial of the nation, reaffirm the sacred 
troths and principles of the fathers, and 
make the following declarations:

First—We are for the unity of the nation 
and the just rights of the States; for the 
foil reconciliation and enduring harmony 
of all sections; for the inviolate preserva
tion of the results of the war, ana the con
stitutional rights ot every citizen; for the 
grateful recognition of the brave solaiere 
of the republic; for thorough retrenchment 
and reform; for the unsparing pursuit, ex
posure and punishment of public frauds 
and official dishonesty; for the elevation 
of the public service, and pare and efficient 
government; for maintaining untarnished 
the national credit and honor; for a sound 
currency of coin, or paper convertible into 
coin; and for common schools absolutely 
free from sectarian influence.

Second—We charge the Democratic party 
with being the same in character and spirit 
as when it sympathized with treason; with 
making its control of the Honse of Repre
sentatives the triumph and opportunity of 
the nation’s recent foes; with reasserting 
and applauding in the national Capitol the 
sentiments of unrepentant rebellion; with 
sending Union soldiers to the rear and pro
moting Confederate soldiers to the front; 
with deliberately proposing to repudiate the 
plighted faith of the government; with be
ing equally false and imbecile upon the 
overshadowing financial questions; with 
thwarting the ends of justice by its partis&n 
mismanagement and obstruction ot invest - 
gation; with proving itself through the tour 
months ol its ascendency in the lower house 
of Congress utieily incompetent to admin
ister the government, and we warn the 
country against trusting a party thus alike 
unworthy, recreant and incapable.

Third—Without regard to past differ
ences, we cordially invite all who believe 
that the direction of the government should 
not pass into hands that sought to destroy 
it, and who seek pare aud economical 
administration by honest and capable 
officers, to unite with us in fraternal and 
mutually considerate co-operation for the 
promotion of these ends.

Fourth—We emphatically condemn the 
dishonesty and treachery of every official 
who is faithless to his trust, and approve 
the injunction to let no guilty man, how
ever high, escape. We believe the virtue 
of the people, which saved the nation' 
through the storm of war, will preserve it 
from the dangers of corruption. We com
mend the good work of the national ad
ministration in protecting the public treas
ury and punishing public offenders, and in 
laying down his trust at the close ot the 
period for which he has been choeeD, 
President Grant will carry with him the 
lasting gratitude of the American people 
for his patriotic servioes in war and in 
peace.

Fifth—As a statesman and a patriot of the 
highest ability and character, whose loi g 
and distinguished public career is without 
reproach, who has faithfully served the 
cause of freedom and the Union through 
the great struggle of the past fifteen years, 
who has been steadfast to equal rights and 
financial honesty, and the unflinching ex
ponent of republican principles, and who 
possesses the experience, capacity, courage, 
and firmness which qualify him to give 
strength and honor to the government, we 
present Roscoe Conkling to the National 
Republican Convention as our choice for 
the nomination for President.

Sixth—As the delegated representatives 
of the half million Republican voters of 
New York, we send cordial greeting to onr 
patriotic brethren throughout the land, 
and, equally earnest with them for the suc
cess of our common cause, and pledging 
ourselves to faithful support of the Cin 
cinnati nominations, we give especial assur
ance that the nomination of onr candidate 
will secure beyond question tho thirty-five 
electoral votes of New York for the Repub
lican ticket.

SPECIAL NOTICES.

Office o f  the New O rleans City R ailroad
Company, No. 124 Canal street, .'ew Orleans, 
March 8’ 1876.—At a meeting of the Board of Di
rectors, held this day, a dividend of Three Dollars 
per share on the paid up capital was declared, 
payable to the stockholders on and after MONDA i , 
April 3, 1876. All new stock being paid in f ill on 
or before the fifteenth instant, will participate in 
the above dividend. Transfer books will be 
closed for ten days previous to April 3. 

mhlO tap3 C. C. LKSVIS. Secretary.

A C ard*—To all who are suffering from the 
errors and indiscretions of youth, nervous weak
ness early decav. lessof manhood,etc., I will send 
a receipt that will cure you, FREE OF CHARGE. 
This «?-eat remedy was discovered by a  missionary 
in South America. Send a self-addressed envelope 
to the REV. JOSEPH T. INMAN, Station D. Bible 
House, ”.ew  York City.____________mhl oodirwbm

Uouialnna L e v e e  Company, N * . 2 3  Cnron-
_elet street, March 20, 1876.—Tile regular annual 
election tor twelve di-ectors for this compauy. to 
serve during the ensuing year, will be held at this 
office on SATURDAY, Ap il 1, 1876, between the 
hours of 11 A. ML and 1 t .  M.

M A. TARLETON,
mb21 td Secretary and Treasurer.

POUnOAL K0TI0EB,
[Official.]

_ K ,5™" **■*• C sstrsl Committee of the
Republican Party of the State of Louisiana.—The 
following preamble and resolutions were adopted 
at a meeting of the State Central Committee hold
March 7,1376:

Whsrzas, The Union Republican National Con
vention for the nomination of candidates for 
President and Vice President of the United States 
will be he’d in the eity of Cincinnati on Wednes
day, the fourteen th day of June, 1876: therefore, 
belt

Resolved, Thet a convention of the Bepnbliean 
par y of the State of Louiaiana be and ia hereby 
called to meet in the city of New Orleans on 
TUESDAY, the thirtieth day of May, 1876, for the 
pnrpoee of selecting delegates and alternates te 
the National Republican Convention.

Resolved, Tbat the basis of representation in said 
convention shall be ene delegate for every four 
hundred Republican votes cast at the last general 
election for State Treasurer in each parish and 
each ward of the city of New Orleans, and one de'.e- 
gate for a fraction over oae-balf of four hundred; 
provided, that each parish and each ward of the 
city of New Orleans shall have at least one del
egate.

Resolved, That the several parishes and wards 
' the city of New Orleans will be entitled to the 

of delegates, aafollows:
Seventh Ward....... . 5
Eighth Ward...........  1
Ninth Ward............  2
Tenth Ward............  3
Eleventh Ward....... _
Twelfth Ward........  1
Thirteenth Ward.... 1 
Fourteenth Ward.... 1
Fifteenth Ward....... 3
Sixteenth Ward......  I
Seventeenth Ward.. 1

6 Ouachita....... ...........  4
2 Plaquemines................  4
2 Points Coupee............  5
5 Rapides.....................  3
1 Red River................... 2
4 Richland...................  1
3 Sabine.......................  1

umber i
Ascension.................. S
Assumption..............  4
Avoyelles.................. 4
Baton Rouge, East.... 6'
Baton Rouge, West... 2
Bienville................... 1

ier....................  3
Caddo....................... 3
Calcasieu.................  1'
Ca'dwell................... 1
Cameron.................. 1
Carroll..................
Catahoula.............

aiborne..............
Concordia..............
DeSoto...................
Feliciana, East.......
Feliciana, West...... ...... .
Franklin................... l|8t. Bernard.
Grant.......................  1 St. Charles................  3
Iberia.......................  2 St Helena................. 1
Iberville...................  5 St. James...................  s
Jackson...................  1 St. John..................... 3
Jefferson........... . 4 8t. Landry................  4
Lalayette................  1 St Martin..................  2
Livingston...............  1 St. Mary...................  5
Lincoln.....................  1 St. Tammany............. 1
Lafourche.................  S Tangipahoa...............  1
Madison.................... 5 Tensas......................  7
Morehouse................  3 Tenebonne................ 3
Natchitoches............  4 Union........................ 1
Orleans— Vernon......................  1

First Ward............. 2 Vermilion.................. 1
Second Ward.........  2 Washington...............  1
Third Ward...........  5 Webster....................  2
Fourth Ward.........  2 Winn........................  1
Fifth Ward............. 5 —
Sixth Ward............ 2 Total....................188
Resolved, That a Convention of the Republican 

party of the State of Louisiana be and is hereby 
called to meet in the city of New OTleans, on 
Tuesday, June 27, 1876, for the purpose of nomina
ting candidates ior Governor, Lieutenant Gover
nor, Secretary of State, Auditor of Public Ac
counts, Superintendent of Public Education, and 
Attorney General, aDd to nominate candidates for 
members of Congress from snch congressional dis
tricts as have not otherwise provided for a district 
convention, to wit: The first, second, third and 
sixth districts, a- d to nominate candidates for 
electors for President and Vice President of the 
United States; also, to select a new State Central 
Committee.

Resolved, That the basis ef representation in 
said convention sbail be one delegate for every 
three hundred Republican votes cast at the last 
general election for State Treasurer, in each 
parish and each ward of the city of New Orleans, 
and ona delegate for a fraction over one half of 
the three hundred; provided that each parish and 
each ward of the city of New Oriears shall have at 
least one delegate.

Resolved, That the several parishes and wards 
of the city of New Orleans will be entitled to the 
number of delegates, as follows-

POLITICAL NOTICES,
l la l l  Tenth  W ard  C entra l R ad ical R e 

publican Club, New Orleans, March 31, 18.6.— Tiie 
officers and members of the Teeth Ward Central 
Fadical Republican Club are hereby mtifiedtiat 
iu pursuance to section one, article four, ot the 
constitution of tho club, the executive committee 
will, on THURSDAY, April 13, 1876, at Carey’s Hall. 
Religious and Felicity streets, open the books of 
the club for registration of all Republicans who 
aie residents of the ward, and continue the same 
till April 23. 1876, In order that the Republican 
voieisof the ward may onnfo m to the order of 
the executive committee of the Republican party 
Orleans parish, in electing, on May 1, 1878, dele 
gates to the several conventions to be held in New 
Orleans.

A meeting sf the club will also be he'd on 
TUESDAY, Ap il 26,1876, at Carey’s Hail. Re.igious 
and Felicity streets, to transact important 
business. THOMAS BOSWELL,

First Vioo President.
L. R. Pkaoat, Secretary. apl It

WANTED.

been made criminal, it ia necessary tor the 1 hows table,
indiotment to state the means proposed in I xAgress class box Mo. 1666, stating pries, ami'where 
order that the court may aeq that they are |  ths*am*aaab**eeu. *»u

TNT ANTED TO PURCHASE.—a  BBT OF 
™  meeting room furniture, Inelnding officers

Ascension................
Assumption..............
Avoyelles...................
Bston R mge, East... 
Baton Rouge, West..
Bienville....................
Bossier.......................
Caddo..........................  4
Calcasieu..................... 1
Caldwell.

Tenth Ward............ 2
Eleventh Ward.......  3
Twelfth Ward........  2
Thirteenth Ward.... 2 
Fourteenth Ward... 1
Fifteenth Ward......  4
Sixteenth Ward...... 2
Seventeenth Ward.. 1

Madison..................... 6
1! Morehouse................. 3

Cameron..................  1 Natchitoches.............  S
Carroll.....................  7|Ouachita..................  6
Catahoula................. 2lPaquemines..............  6
Claiborne.................. 2j Pointc Coupee
Concordia.
DeSoto.........................  1
Feliciana, East........... 6
Feliciana, West..........  5
Franklin...................... 1
Grant...........................  1
Iberia .......................... 3
Iberville......................  7
Jackson ...................... i
Jefferson.
Lafayette...................  2
Laf-iurche.................... 6
Livingston..................  1
Lincoln........................ 2
O rleans-

First W ard .............  2
Second Ward.......... 3
Third Ward ..
Fourth Waid.
Fifth Ward............... 4
Sixth Ward

Rapides......................... 4
Red River.....................  2
Richland.......................  1
Sabine..........................  I
St. Bernard.................. 2
St. Charles.................... 4
st. Helena.................... 2
St. James.....................  6

. s t .  John .......................  4
61 St. Landry.................... 5

<t. Martin....................  2
st Mary.......................  7
st. Tammany............... 2
TApginahoa."...............  2
Te litas..........................  Iff
1 erre bonne..................  4
Union............................  1
Vermilion.....................  1
Vernon......................... 1
W ashington................  i
W ebster........................  2

Seventh Ward........  6 Winn .
Eighth Ward.......... Il —
Ninth Waid............. 2j Total.......................246
Resolved, That the several parish committees be 

and they are hereby authorized and required to 
call an election for delegatee, and to furnish snch 
delegates with proper credentials, properlv certi
fied by the President and Secretary of their re
spective committees, ana also to forward true 
copies of such credentials to the Secretary of the 
State Committee at New Orleans before the meet

§of the respective conventions, 
y order of the Committee.

S. B. PACKARD, President. 
Charlks Hill. Secretary. mh9 rd

Notices o f  Southern  Republican Clubs.
FIRST WARD SOUTHERN REPUBLICANS, and 

other citizens interested in the movement, met. 
March 23, a t No. 439 Magazine street, and organ
ized in conformity with the constitution of the 
order. The following officers were elected—

B. FLEMING. President;
R. BARRY. First Vice President;
E. SANCHEZ, Second Vic3 President;
JOHN LANGLES, Treasurer;
A. ROSENBERG, Secretary; .
And asked for credentials.
The First Ward Southern Republican Branch
tub will meet a t their club loom THURSDAY 

NEXT. A full attendance is requested to receive 
the visiting committee from the central organiza
tion.

SECOND WARD SOU HE BN REPUBLICANS.— 
Members of the Southern Repnblican Association 
of the Second Wani are invited, with other c iti
zens interested in the cause of reform, to meet 
FRIDAY, the thirty-first instant, at 7 P. M.. at No. 
257 Calliope street, between Dryades and Rampart 
streets, to form a Southern Republican Bianch 
Club.

THIRD WARD SOUTHERN’ REPUBLICANS.— 
Whereas cert lin citizens of the Third Ward claim 
to have formed a Southern Republican Branch 
Club, and to have elected their officers. and ask 
for credentials to act in conformity with the or
der; and, whereas, it has also been claimed by cer
tain members of the organization in open meeting 
that the call to form tiie branch c ub was not made 

regular manner; therefore, the executive 
committee w 11, at its next meeting. FRIDAY, the 
thirty-first instant, take the matter into consider
ation and act thereon.

FOURTH WARD SOUTHERN REPUBLICANS, 
and other citizens interested iu ti e reforms pro
moted by t ie  centra! organization, are requested 
to meet on TUESDAY. April 4. a t 7 P. M at No. 9ff 
Exchange alley, for the purpose of tu n in g  a 
branch club iu accordance with the constitutiou 
of the Southern Republicans.

FOURTH DIsfmCT SOUTHERN REPUBLI
CANS.—The Fourth District duly organized, elect- 
JOHN W. FAIRFAX, president, and wi 1 meet for im
portant business at the Club Room F'RiDAY next, 
the seventh instant-

SOUTHERN REPUBLICAN EXECUTIVE COM
MITTEE.—There will be a meeting et this commit
tee a- the Mechanics’ Inst m e on FRIDAY, March 
31, 1876, at 6:30 P. M. A full attendance is imper
atively demand'd.

Bv order.
mb31 L. SEWELL. Secretary.

New O rleans, M arch 4 . IS I6 .-T 0  Hon. 
E. W. Dewoes. Chairman of District Committee 
Fourth Cougiesaional District of Louisiana: 

gin—We respectfully request and authorize that 
von call an at early day a convent ion in the Fourth 
Congressional District for tiie purpose of nominat
ing a candidate for Congress for said district a t 
such 'tme and place as you may deeiu proper, and 
for the best interests of the Republican party in 
said district, to tiie end that substantial (ustice 
may be meted to said district and the party iu the 
coming campaign.

Y’our obedient servants,
H. C. MYERS, L. C. JONES
J. B. GRAY. J. M. VANCE.
GFORffE Y. KELSO. M. A. WaLsH.
CHARLES W. KEEPING, B. C. WHITE,
WILLIAM HARPER.

C. ANTOINE,
H. RABY,
A. B LhVISEE. 
DANIEL KELLY.

JOHNSON. 
HENRY B. AB3AT.

SAMUEL THOMAS. 
E. W. DURANT 
S. A. HAMILTON,
L. W. BAKER.
M. H. TWITCHELL, 
ANDY BOSLEY 
THOMAS JOHNSON.

[Official.!
REPUBLICAN CONVENTION FOURTH CON 

GKKSSIONAL DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA.
Nkw Orleans. La , March I, 13*6.

Pursuant to a resolution adopted at the conven
tion, lield at CousbaUa. Louisiana, July la, i8.4. 
for the comiuation of a member of Congress from 
said Fourth Congres'ioual District, and in compli
ance with the recommendation ot the l°a tug Re- 
publieans of said district, and a large m sjor.tyol 
the members of the aistnet committee, Fourth 
Congressional District, I. as cba rmau of the Con
gressional Commit’ee of the Fourth Congressional 
District do hereby call a convention for said dis
tric t to be held at the citv of Shreveport, on the 
TWENTY THIRD DAY OF MAY, 1876.

Tiie bads of representation in said convention Is 
derived from the last census, and in accordance 
with the naipbvr of Bejmblican voters in each par
ish in said district as follows:

APrOSTIOMiaST.
Rapides......................4 Red River..................... 3
Vernon..........................  1 DeSoto............................3 *
Sabine........................ 8 Caddo..........................5
Natchitoches.............. S Bossier....................... 3 if
Grant.........................2 Webster...................... 2 e
Winn....................... . 2| Bienville.................... Sty

B. W. DEW KBS,
Chairman District Committee Fourth Congres

sional District Republican Party.
B. C. Whits,

Beerntary Republican District Commtttsa Fourth 
i Cong resole aai District of Louisiana, mhJi


