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THE DEMOCKATIC CRIMES IU OUACHITA

Testimony of Hon. John T. Ludeling, 
Chief Justice or Louisiana, Be

fore the Senate Investigat
ing Committee, Janu

ary 4, 1877.

John T. Lndeling, sworn and examined 
by the chairman.

Question—Yon are Chief Justice of 
Louisiana. I believe ?

Answer—I am. If the committee will 
allow me, I have prepared my evidence in 
writing, and I will read it.

Question--Yes; after a few preliminary 
questions yon can do so. Yonr home is 
where/

Answer—In Ouachita parish, near Mon
ro*. I live within a half mile of Mon.
roe, Ouachita parish.

Question—Have you been for a long
time a resident of Louiaiane?

Answer—I am a native of the State, 
and have resided in it all my life, except 
inst when absent at school.

stiou—Were you in Ouachita parish 
during the late political canvass there, 
m#a or Jess?

Answer—Only during a portion of the 
time. I was there until about the middle 
ofrAugust,, and then was absent until 
abogt the middle of October, when I re
turned, and 1 remained then until after 
the election.

The chairman—Now you may make any 
statement that you have to make touching 
the eouduot of that canvass.

Witness—I will simply read what I have 
prepared, -and .will then answer any ques
tions the oommittee may have to ask me.

The witness here read the following:
I reside near Monroe, in the parish of 

Ouachita; I atn Chief Justice of this State. 
I was born in this State. Dr. B. H. Dink- 
grave was my nephew. He lived in my 
hoRjte at the time he was murdered. Ho 

living with me many years. He

if a single Democrat were injured in con
sequence of Dinkgrave'g death, every 
white Bepnblican in the place would be 
killed, and another remarked he was sorry 
for the family, but it was a good thing for 
the country. I am satisfied that the story 
that his murder was on account of the 
Wimberly difficulty was as deliberately 
concocted as was bis assassination. Simul
taneously with the announcement of his 
murder this story was telegraphed all over 
the country, and the Democrats generally 
have continued to repeat it. It is true Dr. 
Dinkgrave bad the misfortune to kill John 
Wimberly, but it wa3 so clear a case of 
se’.f-defense that ths wife of the deceased 
and his relatives residing in Ouachita told 
Dr. Dinkgrave they did not blame him, 
and I am told the widow voluntarily came 
to town to testify in his bebalf. At the 
preliminary examination he was dis
charged, and he was never indicted, and 
all this occurred more than six years be
fore his murder. In July or August 
prominent Republicans residing in 
Onachita told me of their fears that Dr. 
Dinkgrave might be killed. These fears 
were based upon what they had heard 
about the threats against him. on account 
of his activity as a Republican. Among 
those who expressed their fears to me 
were James S. Riv, Judge R. Ray, Judge 
Baker, Mr. Ennemoser, Mr. Wbited aud 
Mr. B-ews’er. Another fact which shows 
that his murder was not the result of a 
private feud is that organized bodies of 
armed men were collect'd in aud about 
Monroe on the night after his murder, 
and remained in and around Monroe sev
eral days after, anfi no serions effort 
was made to apprehend the assassins. 
Mr. McEnery says in his testimony 
that in ‘‘1872 a justice of the peaoe below 
Monroe committed a negro to the jail in 
Monroe, in default of bail. Nine or ten 
negroes met the constable and effected a 
rescue. They were indicted and one was 
convicted, and the rest obtained a change 
of venue to Caldwell. B. H. Dinkgrave 
was sheriff, and refused to put them in 
jail. Judge Ray fined him $50. A rule 
was taken with the object of dismissing 
him from office or fining him for neglect 
of duty.” The fad* in regard to this 
matter are these: A justice of the peace 
bad committed a colored man to jail in 
deianlt of bail, and he had placed him in 
the custody of a private person who was 
not a consable, as stated, to be carried to 
Monroe. Meeting a number of persons 
on the way they told him that Mr. Ranis 
(I think), the person having the accused 
in oustody, was not an officer, and had no 
right to tRke him to jail. The prisoner 
then refused to go on with him. An affi
davit was made against thoBe persons and 
Dr. Dinkgrave arrested them. After hear
ing the facts and knowing the parties, 
he permitted them to remain at home till 
the meeting of court, which was to be in 
two or three days, I believe, on their 
promise to report to him on the first day 
of court. They did report at his offico 
on the first day of the district court, and 
they remained under bis control in attend
ance on the court. The rule was taken 
against the sheriff, notwithstanding the 
accused were then in attendance on the 
court, and they bad been present since 
the commencement of court. If Dr. 
Dinkgrave erred in this matter, which I 
doubt, be erred on the side of mercy, and 
it is difficult to imagine wby the matter 
has been alluded to by Mr. McEnery. I 
will state here that Mr. James D. McEu- 
ery, the elder brother of Mr. Sam McEa 
ery, was one of the parties who defended 
Dr. Dinkgrave, and he considered it a 
gross outrage against Dr. Dinkgrave that 
anything was done in that case against him. 
Mr. McEnery is reported as having testified 
as follows: “Mr. Grady refused to put a 
box at Bayou de Siard, where there was a 
large Democratic colored population; his 
list of constables was composed of bad 
characters, notorious for their turbulent 
disposition; Mr. Stubbs aud I remon
strated, as these men were likely to pro
voke a difficulty, and suggested other 
names of colored Republicans; except 
on®, which he agreed to appoint, be ap
pointed his own; said that Chief Jnstice

M«n living with me many years. He 
born in Ouachita parish. He had 

liberal education and had 
^’ed at the inedical college in this 
He was amicable and sociable in 

and he was generally re- 
aud liked. He was very brave 
rageous. He had been twice 

sheriff, and at the time of his 
was tax Collector. He conversed 
about his affairs without reserve, 

ijr or August last he frequently spoke 
tom s of the threats he had been told 
Democrats had made against bis life if he 
attempted to organize Republican clubs 
in Ouachita. At first he believed those 
threats wars made merely to intimidate 

after awhile he became satisfied that 
'as danger that the oxeention of 
might ue attempted, and conse- 
be and other Republican leaders 
to have olub meetings only in 

daytime. He seemed to be par- 
impressed by what a per- 

fa friend of his boy- 
ho belonged to a rifle etub) 
—“that he would be killed if he 

a club at Logtown, on 
nver.” His informant would 

could not, tell hiui more than that 
not guard against the danger, 

by desisting frem organizing Re
as ho would be killed by 

led persons. This in- 
rted to him under the 
When he told me of 

he was troubled about it— 
want to be killed, but still 

. brook the idea that 
not be able to act like a free 

He spoke to my sons about having 
“ in favor of his wife, and 

forfeit the policy after the 
he were not killed by the bull- 
•e, if he found the premium 
The only danger be appre- 

the bulldozers or mem 
:.SamMcEi 

Hhe

Lndeling had toid him that if he did not 
iuld be heldfix things as he wanted he woi 

personally responsible.” This statement, 
in so far as it relates to me, is false. I 
have been told that a letter of Mr. McEn
ery wea published in a Ciucinnati news
paper, in which he stated that the only 
case of bulldozing he knew of was the 
case of the Ridical Chief Justice of the 
State intimidating the supervisor of re
gistration in Ouachita. I have not seen the 
article, but this, I am informed, is the 
substance of it. The statement is false. 
Mr. Grady has told me he had seen the 
article, and that it was not trne. Some

Hongh told me Mr. Sam McEnery bad 
told him so, and that he bad heard it 
from other Democrats. The rifle clnbs 
were organized early in July. I heard 
the beating of their drums frequently at 
night in July and August before I weut 
North. When I returned in October I 
was told by numbers of persons, both 
white and colored, that the members of 
those clubs had been ridiog about the 
country at night, visiting the cabins of 
Republicans and threatening them with 
violence if they did not attend 
Democratic meetings and join Democratic 
clubs, aud in some instances inflicting in- 
juries upon their persons.

It is difficult to conceive how badly in
timidated the Republicans of Ouachita 
were about the middle of October, when I 
returned home. Most of them were afraid 
to tell of the outrages that had been per
petrated, except after exacting a promise 
that they shonld not be brought into 
trouble. No Republican ticket for paro
chial officers had been nominated at that 
period, aud I was told it was because of 
the troubles in the parish and the belief 
that the Republicans would not be al
lowed to vote freely, and this was in a 
parish that had given a Republican ma
jority of about 900 at the last election, 
and the registration for 187G showed an 
increased colored vote, notwithstanding 
the fact that when Dr. Dinkgrave 
was murdered, on the thirtieth of 
August, clubs had been organized 
in every ward in the parish, and the Re
publican party then was thoroughly or
ganized. In the latter part of Ootober 
the Republicans nominated candidates 
for the parochial offices. Mr. Barrington 
had been very anxious to be nominated 
for Representative. He was nominated, 
and the day after he informed the leading 
Republicans that he would not be a can
didate because he had been threatened 
with violence. He finally concluded to 
be a candidate. In September I was in
formed that Mr. Ennemoser, a Repub
lican, and clerk of the District Court, had 
determined to leave Monroe because he 
feared injury would be done him; that 
after he bad purchased his railroad ticket 
Colonel R. Richardson and Dr. Aby 
called on him and gave him assurances 
of protection from harm if he re
mained, but intimated that they would 
not be responsible for what might 
happen if he attempted to leave. This 
information was imparied to me by r. 
friend to prevent me from returning to 
Ouachita before the election. When I re
turned home I found that Mr. Ennemoser 
was badly frightened, and I think he is 
still so much intimidated that be could 
not be easily induced to tell wbat he 
knows, notwithstanding he is a Repub
lican and an honest man.

Question—Did you know the former 
judge, Crawford?

Answer—Yes. sir;very well;intimately. 
Question—Wbat was his first name? 
Answer—Thomas; I knew him inti

mately.
Question—Do you know in what man

ner he lost bis life?
Answer—He was assassinated when go

ing to court.
Question—When going from his home 

to hold court where?
Answer—Jo Franklin p irish.
Question—Who else, if anybody, was 

assassinated at that time?
Answer—Mr. Harris, the district at

torney.
Question—For the same district?
Answer—Yes, sir; and in company with 

Judge Crawford.
Question—Do you know a man by the 

name of Wisner?
Answer—Yes, sir.
Question—John H. Wisner?
Answer—Yes, sir.
Question—Where did he reside?
Answer—He was sheriff of the parish 

of Ouachita at the time of his death.
Question—When did his death take 

place?
Answer—About dates I will not be pos

itive; I think about 1870; I think that is 
the time.

Question—Was Wisner killed?
Answer—Wisner was assassinated.
The chairman—I do not put these in as 

if they were political murders.
Senator Saulsbnry—I think it very 

proper that that should be mentioned, be
cause from the record they would appear 
to have been political murders.

The chairman—I do not understand 
them to have been political mnrders.

By Senator Saulsbnry—Question—Do 
yon know who was the murderer of 
Wisner?

Answer—No, sir. I don’t know the in
dividuals who did it; it was done by a

days before the election I happened to go 
to the law office of Judge Ray, where ’
met Mr. Brewster, Mr. Hamlet, Mr. Gor
ham and others, and they were dissatisfied 
wilb the action of Mr. Grady, who, they 
feared, was acting in the liiierost of the 
Democrats, and they proposed to have him 
removed. I remonstrated against this 
action, believing Mr. Grady to be a firm 
and bonest man. The immediate cause 
of their complaint was that he would not 
tell them where be intended to establish
polling places as they wanted them. At
their request I spoke to Mr. Grady to 
leatn what election piecinots be in
tended to establish. I informed him 
why I spoke to him on the sub
ject. He showed me a list of the 
places fixed by him for holding the elec
tion, and he said be had fixed all the poll- 

by both parties, ex- 
Mr. 
sug

gested by the Democrats. I then sug
gested that instead of three there should 
be four boxes in Monroe, to afford ample
facilities for voting, as I supposed a 

~;d vote atg rea ter  n u m b er  o f  p erso n s w ool'
Monroe than usual. At first he thought 
four boxes at Monroe would not be neces
sary, but finally be agreed that it would 
be safest to have four boxes. Oar inter
views were of the most amicable and 
friendly character. In the issue of tbp 
Tdegrtcph—a Democratic newspaper pub
lished in Monroe—immediately preceding 
the election, the editor stated that Chief 
Justice Lndeling bad insisted upon bavin;

threaten-'.four boxes in 1
to hold Mr. Grady personally responsible 
Whs flailed to eotoj>(?|.......with tbs request. 
The article went on to state that the plan 
of the Radicals was to mass the negroes 
in Monroe and vote them like sheep, but 
that they 
to preve
I  __ JH H  JPBPP

“  ■ '  ' 'was not true, and that
r. MoOranie to

of this

i Monroe and vote mem use sneep, out 
mt they (the Democrats) had the means 
> prevent this and that they would do i t  
called Mr. Grady’s attention to this ar-

numberof persons, so I have been told, 
who came there at night—a mob.

Question—Was it regarded as a murder 
which was prompted by any political 
motives?

Answer—It has been my opinion, and, 
I think, the opinion of the community 
generally, that Mr. Wisner was killed in 
order to get the key of the jail, to rescue 
a person who was under arrest for haring 
been implicated or oharged with assas
sinating a number of negroes soma time 
before, and to get some witnesses ont who 
were also in jail, being kept there to be 
protected, or being kept there to be made 
to testify in this cane.

Question—Was it or was it not one of 
those cases—unjustifiable, of oourse— 
where mobs take into their hands tbe 
rescuing of prisoners irom a jail, who are 
in the custody of the sheriff̂  either for tbe 
purpose of releasing them, or for the pur
pose of executing them, under what is 
generally termed lynch law?

Answer—Yes, sir; it was a mob gathered 
there to reecue one of their associates, 
who was in jail tinder a charge of having 
murdered a number of negroes.

Question—Do you know what the poli
tical opinions of Judge Crawford and
trict Attorney Harris were?

Answer—Yes, sir; Judge Crawford was
a Republican; Mr. Harris had acted with 
tbe Democratic party at that election, but
had been voted for largely by Republicans, 
aud he was bolding a commission under 
Governor Kellogg.

Question—Was or was not the assassin- 
ation of those gentlemen, in the estima
tion of the pnblic, and in yonr own opin
ion, prompted by any political motives?

Answer—In the estimation ol the pub
lic, as far as I have been able to under
stand it, there were two opinions The 
Republicans believed generally that it was 
on account of their politics, because they
held commissions from Governor Kellogg, 

ipposed to be a usurper by the 
Democrats. That is my opinion. M
who was sup

Among the Democrats the belief 
that it was in consequence of tbe prosecu
tion of some criminal who bad made his

That is what I  have understood 
pm. I  will state wby I  tell you 

is. Judge Crawford
y told Die 

afraid to ft 
that hia Ufi

■ ’ ‘ he was

been voted for by Republicans, and that 
be held a position under Governor Kel
logg. It was understood and reported 
that all who held positions under Kellogg 
wonld be treated like the Radicals.

Question—Was he, or was he not, an 
enemy of the Democratic party?

Answer—Well, he was.
Question—He was supported and voted 

for by the Democrats?
Answer—Yes; but he was appointed by 

Governor Kellogg.
Question—Was, or was not, Judge Craw

ford a man who was respected by Demo
crats as well as Republicans in his office?

Answer—I thiqk be was. He was a 
man who deserved the respect of every 
one.

Question—It has been testified here 
that there was no political significance 
attached to the death of these gentlemen?

Answer—That was the opinion of cer
tain persons; I know that among a very 
large number of his friends.the opinion is 
that he was assassinated ofi account of 
his politics.

Question—Such, I believe, was not the 
opinion of Mr. Gorham, who testified in 
reference to this matter?

Answer—It is the opinion of his brother; 
it is tbe opinion of his most intimate 
triend-: and I was, I suppose, one of his 
most intimate friends and knew more than 
anybody else about what the feeling 
againpt him wa3, pr as much as any one 
else.

Question—Do you know of any facts 
which lead you to such a conclusion?

Answer—No; Ikuow of no facts except 
what he stated to me before his assassina
tion.

Question—What he stated to you is not 
a fact, is it?

Answer—It is a fact that he stated it to 
me, I had no acts to judge from.

Question—A statement of an opinion 
would not be a fact or circumstance which 
could be used as evidence in the prosecu 
tion of a party charged with a crime? 

Answer—No sir.
Question—You state that armed men 

were ordered out to prevent Colored peo
ple from coming to Monroe a day or so 
before the election?

Answer—I so understood 
Question—I was going to ask yon if 

you knew anything about it?
Answer—I will state in answer to that 

that I was told 
Question (interposing)—I want your 

knowledge about this; not what you were 
told.

Answer—I want to state my knowledge 
in connection with what I was told, 
was told that these men had been out in 
my lane; that there were a number of 
them in the lane separating my place from 
the neighbor, some distance down the 
lane and at the month of the lane. I was 
told that by my servants when I first got 
up in the morning. I went out and in
quired of the servants living in the lane 
if they had seen any persons riding there 
that night. They had seen them, they 
stated, but they had not gone sufficiently 
near to identify them. The servants 
could not tell who they were. There were 
a number of men riding aud armed. The 
servants then told me where they had 
stopped, and I then went to the mouth of 
the lane and found where they had burned 
a portion of the pickets that I had around 
my trees, having used them for tbe pur
pose of kindling a fire, aud I found that 
their horses bad stood there, for I saw 
where they had stamped there, and I saw 
a piece of a rope.

I afterward heard in town, and I do not 
believe that it was ever doubted or ques
tioned that these men were not only there 
but all over; that they were everywhere 
around the towu. A number of colored 
persons from my plantation came in on 
Monday, and told me that some of them 
had difficulty in getting through, and 
others had not been able to get through. 
Those who got through told me that 
others bad been compelled to go back. 
Those are the grounds upon which 
make the statement that there were armed 
men there, and that a cordon of armed 
men was around Monroe. I was also in
formed of that fact by one of tbe officers 
at Monroe—Lieutenant McCawley. That 
is the information on which my statement 
is based.

Question—It is not from personal know! 
edge then ?

Answer—No, sir.
Question—You not only slated that there 

were large numbers of armed men placed 
aronnd tbe town (which yon now say was 
a statement made upon information and 
not npon personal knowledge), but you 
also stated lhat a large number of colored 

■ople were prevented from coming into 
onroo.
Answer—Yes, air.
Question—Du yon know that as a fact 

from yonr own knowledge ?
Answer—I know it from having been 

told so by colored men, who said they 
oould not come into town, and were oom 
peiled to go back ?

Question—That is also a matter of in
formation ?

Answer—Certainly; it is npon informa
tion that I got from them.

Question—It is not a matter within your 
own personal knowledge?

Answer—Only in that way.
Question—How many men came into 

town, do yon know, from this information?
Answer—I can not undertake to give 

the number. Tbere were five or six lrom 
my plantation who cause and told me 
about their having been driven back; four 
or five men; aud others told me that oolored 
men were prevented from coming in, with
out stating tbe number.

Question—Did the men who told you 
that they had been driven back fail 
vote, or did they vote somewhere?

Answer—They voted the Democratic 
ticket; they voted at tbe colony. They 
stated to me that they voted the Demo
cratic ticket and against their will; that 
they were atraid to vote otherwise.

Question—Do yon know whether they 
did vote the Democratic ticket?

Answer—Only from what they told me.
Question—You stated that yon sug

gested that there shonld be four boxes 
Monroe?

Answer—Yes, sir.
Question—I will ask you this question, 

whether that suggestion was not made be
cause yon knew that there had been an 
effort made to procure tbe colored people 
to come to Monroe to vote?

Answer—Yes, sir; there had been an ef
fort made. That is, the speakers had 
from the stands urged the negroes to come 
to Monroe to vote as that was a place at 
wbioh they might vote safely, and I be
lieved they wonid come tbere if they had 
an opportunity, and I believed that they 
would vote there freely, and U they voted 
they wonld vote the Republican ticket 

Question—Yon stated in yon testimony 
something in reference to the character of 

blesat Grady’s sohoolhoose-

them, and Mr. Dinkgrave and Mr. Mc-
Enery are acquainted with them. 

~ “  i—In •

J.

Question—In speaking of the un
fortunate assassination of Mr. Dink
grave yon referred to several gen
tlemen, to whom Mr. McEnery had 
also referred, as believing that bis mur
der was in consequence of a difficulty that 
he had with a member of the Wimberly 
family. Yon state in reference to those 
gentlemen referred to by Mr. McEnery 
that not one of them intimated to yon 
that Dr. Dinkgrave was mnrdered by 
Wimberly. I do not question the cor
rectness of what yon state, but I ask yon 
this: Whether it may not be true that 
those gentlemen stated precisely to Mr. 
McEnery what he stated in evidence, and 
yet they failed to intimate to yon noy 
opinion of tbe same kind?

Answer—I do not believe it, from the 
character of those men. t  do not think 
that they wonld tell two stories. It is 
possible, of course.

Question—I do not understand yon to 
say that they expressed any opinion to 
yon on the subject?

Answer—Yes, sir, they did. I stated 
that they did express tbe opinion that 
they believed, as I believe, that his assas
sination had been occasioned on account 
of his activity in organizing tbe Repub
lican party. If they have ever stated oth
erwise to any one else they have told two 
stories, and I do not believe they would. 
Many of them are here in town to testify 
for themselves. Mr. James S. Ray is 
here, and I believe is summoned. Mr. M. 

Grady is here in the room.
Question—The Mr. Grady you refer to 
the recorder, is he not?
Answer—I have spoken to both the 

Messrs. Grady. M. M. Grady is the re
corder; M. J. Grady is here.

Question—Do you, or do you not, know 
who it was that assassinated Dr. Dink
grave?

Answer—No, I do not I do not know
the individual who did i t  I stated my 
opiuion as to the cause of bis assassina
tion.

Question—Was Dr. Dinkgrave a gentle
man respected by the community in which 
he lived?

Answer—None more so; he was a gen. 
tleman.

Qnestion—Was he, or was he not, re
spected among Democrats as well as Re
publicans?

Answer—He was until this election, 
do not know wbat may have been their 
feeling during this election.

Question—Do you know of any ill-feel
ing manifested toward Dr. Dinkgrave by 
any prominent citizen of his neighbor
hood?

Answer—Yes, sir, I do. He had a diffi
culty on politics with Mr. Cobb, and he 
was threatened, as I have stated in my 
testimony; and the information came to 
me in the manner that I have stated. I 
was not tbere at the time, but when this

ported shooting by persons into houses 
eloibelow town oconrred, I was told that Mr. 

Dinkgrave gave as a reason for not carry
ing a gun, after this assassin bad been 
discovered lying about tbe woods and 
about my house, that he thought it wonld 
excite the community against him, 
and he did not wish to create any 
disturbance there. He knew tbe condi
tion in which the people were, and he 
did not wish to do anything that would 
be calculated to give an excuse for an out
break.

Question—What is Mr. Cobb’s charac 
ter? I know nothing about him.

Answer—Mr. Cobb is a lawyer, who is 
frequently intoxicated, and when iutoxi- 
cated he is violent. He is a very slrong 
Democrat and partisan.

Question—I do not know anything 
about Mr. Cobb, but I waut the frets to 
come out. Do you believe Mr. Cobb is a 
man capable of premeditating, with de
liberation and malice aforethought, the 
assassination of anybody?

Answer—I did not intend to intimate 
in tbe slightest degree that Mr. Cobb 
had waylaid Dr. Dinkgrave, and I do not 
believe he did. You asked me if I knew 
of any difficulty Mr. Dinkgrave had had 
on account of politics, and I stated yes.

Senator Slulsbury—I do not want the 
inference deducible from that testimony.

Witness—No, sir; I do not wish it to be
i. I do not believe Mr. Cobb would

assassinate any person.
Question—You are acquainted in the

pariBh in which you reside, ot course, 
know but little of the people in your par
ish, but I have seen some of the witnesses 
here. I want to •auk whether Mr. David 
Faulk is a man of character and respcc 
lability in his community?

Answer—Mr. David Faulk is a very 
violent man. I prefer not to testily 
in relation to the character of my 
fellow citizens, but if I am compelled to 
do it I shall tell what my opinion is. Mr.
Faulk is a very violent man, particularly 
in matters connected with politics.

Question—Do yon know of any acts of 
violence that he has ever committed?

Answer—I have heard of a great many 
of his declarations, not of his acts.

Question—Do yon know of any assaults 
committed by him; has he ever been ar
raigned in the courts of tbe parish ?

Answer—I do not know that be has been 
arraigned. His sons have been arraigned. 
His sons, or rather his relatives or 
nephews, were fugitives from justice, 
charged with the assassination ol these 
negroes, from which resulted the assassi
nation of Wisner. Mr. Faulk himself 
was implicated, or charged with being 
connected with it. Bat as I stated betore, 
I would prefer not to be asked as to the 
character of my fellow citizens.

Question—Is it customary for judges 
the Supreme Court of this State to take 
part in the management of a political 
canvass?

Answer—I do not know what the prac 
tioe is. 1 think it is not unusual for 
Democrats to doit; but I have never done 
it. I have never taken any aative part 
in polities. The only instance 
which I ever interfered in any man
ner was riu this interview with Mr, 
Grady, and in attending a little canons 
meeting at which, the parish ticket was 
nominated at Ouachita. Those are the 
only instances in which I have ever taken 
an active part in politics.

Question—Did I understand yon to ex-
press the opinion that the assassination

Dinkgrave was brought about by the 
Democratic party of Ouachita parish? 

Answer—I did not use that expression.
I ssid this (perhaps it means the same 

his death w
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thing): that his death was occasioned on 
account of his aotivity as a Republican in 
organizing tbe Republican party, aud be
cause he was an obstrnot ton to the suc
cess of the Democratic party in that par 
iab. That is my opinion.

Question—Do you mean to exprees, by 
that, the opinion that tbe Democratic 
party did it?

Answer—I nr “an to exprees by that 
that some portion of the Democratic 
party intended to assassinate him to get 
rid of him; I  don’t know that they were 
all of them implicated in it;I believe that 
gome portion of the party was.

Question—Were you one of the defen 
ants in the case of .Jackson against Lud 

in the Twenty-first We

uy—That will do.

States decided that that sale was a valid 
sale, and that the charges made against 
me and my associates were utterly un
founded. The Supreme Court of the 
United States reversed that judgment and 
commented severely upon me. They 
oharged that I, with my associates, had 
purchased a railroad 190 miles in length, 
fully equipped with rolling stook, ware
houses, depots, etc., with several hun
dred thousand acres of land, with a stock 
subscription to the amount of $300,000 
or $400,000, and mortgage debts to the 
amount of $40,000 or $50,000, and staled 
that I bad purchased that road for $50,- 
000. The Supreme Coart stated that the 
mere statement, the mere narrative of 
that fact, showed that a gross wrong had 
been done.

The truth is that there never was such 
road in the State of Louisiana. The 

road that we purchased—and the evi
dence shows it—was the ruins of 

road which had never been 
more than seventy-three miles in length.
Mr. McEnery, who is present, knows it, 
and every man in this room and in this 
State, who is at all acquainted with the 
facts, knows that there never had been a 
road there more than seventy-three miles 
in length, and that wheD I bought it iu 
1860 it was un utter wreck. There was 
not a depot, tbere was not a bridge, there 
was not a sound tie on it. The rails had 
been taken from the traob, and in many 
places bad been washed off; and the road 
rad trees growing upon it—sapliDgs as 
large as my leg. The stock subscriptions 
and mortgage debts were worthless, as 
the evidence showH, and not one cent 
thereoi was ever collected, and the land' 
grant was forfeited in June, 1866, about 
thrpe months after the purchase, and the 
condition of the grant was that the lands 
should only be acquired as the road was 
completed in sections of twenty miles. 
Forty odd witnesses testified to these facts 
and no one in the country where the prop
erty is sitnated contradicted them. The 
evidence is abundant upon this question. 
The brother of Mr. McEnery, and Mr. 
McEnery himself, and all the lawyers and 
merchants iu that country, all the preach
ers and all ths intelligent men in that 
country testified, aud there was not a sin
gle solitary person who testified, and who 
was acquainted with the value of the road, 
who fixed the value st over $75,009, the 
valno at which it bad been appraised, and 
two-tbirds of which we bid.

That is the statement of the case. The 
differences between the statement of the 
court and the facts are as different as day 
is from Dight. How the court fell into 
that error I can not conceive. The atten
tion of tbe court was called to it, and 
without  ̂ granting a re-hearing, they 
amended the decree so as to direct the 
lower court to allow us tbe value of 
improvements put upon the road, accord, 
ing to tue laws of Louisiana. This, un
der tbe laws of Louisiana, wili give us 
the price of the workmanship aud value 
of the materials, with interest, amounting 
to about $800,000.

It was further stated in that case that 
the sale was not valid, because one of the 
mortgages—Mr. Gordon foreclosed the 
mortgage, and was a mortgagee, and 
was therefore a trustee—oould not 
buy, which is uu absurdity. Oue- 
One-huif of the titles of the property in 
Louisiana have been ac quired in just that 
way, by the loreclosure of the mortgage, 
and the holder ot one of the installments 
of that mortgage buying the property at 
that sale. There are no trustees, Mr. 
McEoery is a lawyer and knows that. 
This gentleman, Mr. Austin, is a lawyer 
and he knows it; and every lawyer in the 
Stute of Louisiana knows that it is a fact 
Y’et it was upon that fact that tha Su
preme Court said there was no authority 
in tbe parties to buy that road. The 
validity of this salt) was passed upon 
twice by the District Court of the State 
and twice by the Supreme Court of tbe 
State, and all of said «conrts decided in 
favor of defendants, and tbe United 
Slates Circuit Court, in an elaborate 
op inion, vindicated tbe defendants from 
every charge of illegality or wrong. This 
sale was made in 1866, two years before 
I was on the bench, and the decisions in 
the State courts were made before my ap
pointment to the beuoh.

I have been made the victim—I trnst 
by an error on the part of tbe Supreme 
Court. I would not suppose that auy 
other motive oould have influenced them; 
but that they have erred egregiously ia 
beyond doubt.

If there is any other act of my life 
that you can bring forward, and which 
you wish to question me about, I shall be 
plcaged to have you do so. I have yet to 
fiud tbe man who eau point to an act in 
my life that an honest and honorable mau 
would be ashamed of.

By the chairman—Question—Who were 
your associates in that purchase?

Answer—George C. Waddell, a brother- 
in-luw of this gentleman [Major E. 8. 
Austin, who was present], a prominent 
Democrat; Mr. Frank P. Stubbs, a promi
nent Democrat, who has been before this 
or some other committee; a Mr. Baker 
a Mr. Gordon, another prominent Demo
crat of that country; Mr. Pinckard, 
Democrat and prominent gentleman, who 
is now dead; Charles W. Phillips was 
nominally a purchaser, though he was 
not otherwise interested; a Mr. Crossley, 
another Democrat, who was, like Mr. 
^Phillips, a nominal purchaser. He was 
hot largely interested. His name was 
put in iu order to make the sixteen, and 
in order to organize the company. None 
of these gentlemen have ever been abased.
I have been the only one.

Qnestion—1 asked yon some time ago 
about tbe death of Wisner. I for* 
whether I asked what office Wisner he] 

Answer—He was sheriff of tbe parish 
Ouaobita at the time that be was assas
sinated.

Question—Was he also jailer, or had he 
custody of the jail.

Answer—Ex-officio; yes, Bir.
Question—Was any other person killed 

at the same time?
Auswer—I think a witness who was 

jail was killed; I think that was so.
Question—Do you remember the name 

of the witness?
Answer—I do not. It was a oolored man 

who had been shot and bad made his es-
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UNITED STATES.
DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA*'

IF  THK MATTER OF JOHN J. W INN, lN DH  
a lly  and a* a member o l tb e  Arm  o f 1“  
(Semple, b ankrupt.

In  IlanU rupiry—N©. 1 4 5 8 .

New Orleauf, _ T _________ _____
1877,a t twelve o’clock M., at which iime I $ 
p)y for a eettlemeDt of my account a id  lorn 
charge irom all liability es a-klgn.

JOHN FAHEY. Aeal*

DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA.

n uHK CREDITORS OF T H 8 ABOVR _
- M  hereby no tified th a t the second , 
m eeting o f the crtMtuorn w ill be bt-la 
office o f  J. W ard Gurley, Jr.. B*q ., one o f ibe] 
te rn in  ba kruct-fty, No. 47 Camp atree t, io  tfa 

'  New o r le n n i. on tbe tw e n ty -c lx th  day «

HARRIET DREYFUS YS. ISAAC C. LSYfl 
Husband—No. 7621.

HEREBY CERTIFY TH AT ON TBB _ 
coml day o f NoTember, 1876. Judgm*)

No. 7611
In  ik U  rase. th<? cou rt considering tb e  1 

has p 'oducod due proof in  support ot tw r  «
th e  law  and ev id tnoe being In h« r favor. M

ins ta n t be i  _
co id in g ly  th a - t r e  _ .
r i f t  Dreyfus, and against Isaac C. L e ti, b

be judgment In faforl 
^a ins t Isaac C. Le$i, fir 

baud, derreeinu a dissolution ol the couamn

B. MJBTH CUt.COM, I 
In  testim ony whereof 1 have her. u 

baud and affixed th e  seal o f th e  said t 
c ity  o f Few Orbans, on th is  s ix th  day o i l  
her, in  th e  v«ar of ou r Lord i-ue thuurn 
hundred aod s *venty*s^x, and th e  one I 

Independence o f ( h i .  
litales. FAUL T. ABfttli

d< 30 ja !4  29______ _______ l>eie t r |

cape and who was put in jail for tbe pur
pose of protection, so that he oonidbe on
h o M s a k a S f t ^ aand when the trial cams on.

Question—Was anybody released from 
the jail?

Auswer—Yes, sir; the accused was re
leased—the man charged with the assas
sination of those negroes on the road.

INSURANCE.
P JK W  UK1 IA S S

IN  BUKA N O E C O M PA N Y .

In  B u n k r a p tc y -N n . 1 5 4 3 .

. 1877, a t  2 P. M.
914 D. WEBSTER, Am

T H E  HTATK Otf LO U ISIA N A

H arrie t Dreyfus vs. Isaac C. Le v i, h e r hot

d put t i ts ;  th a t the said platnt.J 
lu re b y  au 'hm  is»d to  conduct and 

parate bu*lLe*s tr- ui th a t o f  her said L 
a public m erul ant, and ih  i t  defendant!

r 27,1876.

iUOMIION.
KTATR OF LOUISIANA.

TH
*

_ . A lexandra M avm gordato. wif© i __
property from  h e r h u s a d  A lexander Mis 
asto, La v ii g  pun h v i d  a t a ta le  made h y j
she riff o f ih e  p»n*h o f Ortaon* tlm  prop. 
in * fre r  de c r ib td , has applied to  tb io  < 
office of the e ltu k  wh» re >f th e  deed o f

rded on the t '- lr ty - f lr t . t  day of O co le i

herein, who can set up any ru rb t. t i t  e
in  end to  the prope rty  h e r t in a fu r  

n eqnence or anv in fo im a u ty  in  th ea  
e or judgm ent o f the cou rt nud» i

r any im gub*rft> «* c
ta amt advertisem ent! 

m soner o f »al \ o r  fo r snv o the r def>-<t] 
r, are hcrebv cited  aod a im en iah t d  1

of tbe Htat>< o f Louisiaas, a id  o f th« t  is t l
Court fo r the p x rb h  ofO rbaoe . to  show 
in  th ir ty  dk rs  from  ih e  d»v th is* m onit 

t  a in  th-) pubMc papers, w hy 1
l d« shou d no t be ounfl tried and homo <j 
The proper I y was so d  by th e  f l  

a fo ite s ld , fu r the p rice  o f tw o  th o rn  i 
ca-b, io  Polyxene A lexandra M*vro*« rdsi 
fo urteen th  d,»? o f October, 1876, unde”

eu t eati<’led Polyxen-4 
antler Michel Ageliato, her husband, I 
thri thick ft of thwt O'HITO.

L'e-crlp iion o f p rope rty  as g iven in  tk
conveyance, viz:

pro verne it
P aiea’icc, in  the S ix th  D is tr ic t o f  t  i t j  
C ity  o f Jeff. r»«m), in  tb e  square boun 
Charles and P ryutu ia stree ts, Lonisifi 
and t ’ ie pro i*e :ty now o r la te  o f th e  h> 
ebairip, being lo ts Nos. 15 and 16, on a i 
Ruietwn, sor ever, dated May 12. 1856, d« 
the office o f O. Drouet, a no ta ry  p u l l c ii 
and they (m a tu re  each 31 feet 5 ioe.lis 
L U'slau’k avenue, by a depth o f 16P t 
paralle l lines. B ring  ihe  same prope t f j  
oy t be defendant, ftb -xei dar M. Age hud ̂  
made Vv the  she) if f  ol th e  pa rish o f C

docket or th  * S ix th  D is tric t C ourt fo r thi 
Orleans.

New Orleans, November 24,1876.

Jon!f J. O'Br is k , C lerk.

C IR C U IT  C O U R T  O P  T H K  
8TATJE8.

FIFTH  CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT OF 
NOVEMBER tTr M, A. D. 181

Ou m otion c f  R jn te  I t  G iau t, aolicm  
pla it aa t, am i i t  appealing io  tb e  eo_ 
b l l l  fll. d in  th is  ra is e  bar fo ” its  obit

ttbed
herein, th a t the defendant herein, 1 
B o vh ia ,l$  no t aa i  b « U ta u t of, and < 
found w ith in  th is  d is tr ic t; i t  ia  t h . i t '  
th a t th e  said re fc u ra ’-t, Mrs. Mary < 
appear, auewar, p ltad  or dem ur to  c, ram
said b ill, on o r before tbe firs* Mund.] 
1877, aud th a t a copy o f th is  order h *  • 
h«T p e rson a lly ,if practicable, sn.l tbs 

•ubl.shed once a  w«wk fo r  s ix  •pu b l-------  ----------  -------
oXs iu lh& New Oi teaus Repah!

f of Hefty Cpaper published in the city
dUiAcr, and that copies of the eau:

John C. Jackson a- d  K-iwavd M. I 
th e  persona in  poasts i m o f  th e  mor f 
e rty .

1 ce rtify  the foregoing to  be a  >tu

T H K  BTATK O F L O U ib i l

ON
rendered in  th is  cou rt In  th e  ie  1< 
suir, In  the words and figures follow 

Jeanne L. Galiecied, w ife  o f M. 
Mioae) Ve' r.noUN he r husband—No.

©n motion ** I  |
Jjiatl.t a

n rphy, t f l  
su it, on pro du fl.ig  9  

proof u i support o f  bei 
law  and e v lie cce  b©.ni 

p a s t f f .  i t  i» ordered, mty 
c r ie d  t / ia t  the j  ld ^ m -a t b y  ud 
entered on th e  n in th  m s la u t b« o<» 
aud made fina l, and acroro tn i *

d.-fondant, M ichel Velgnoie, her k u u  
lug  th e  ecm m nuity o f acqm  sts ami j 
ex is ting  bet m e n  the s»»d p i r  ties. a r < 
avpaiatieu o f p io o e ttv  between ih *o u |

it  is further ordered that il fuudai. 
suit.

Judgment signed November 20, lie5,9

la  testim ony w hereof i
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