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Mg. ScHURZ says he doesn’t propose to
go to Germany as minister plenipoten-
tiary from the United States. Germany
is to be congratulated. :

-

Or Edwin M. Stanten the Cincinnati
(Gazette now says: ‘‘The true character
of our ,great war minister’ was httle
known to the general public, That he
was cgpable of doing acts of. gross injus-
&ice was protty well known, and it passed
for firmness, but some letters vo Buchan-
an, never published till after the latter
died, revealed a great capacity for dupli-
city in his chdaracter.” A public man
cannot be properly judged until years
have passed after his demise. The infa-
mous record of Edwin >I. Stanton, cul-
minating in his self-assassination, should
consign him to eternal infamy. No man
of character should be permitted to pro-
nounce his name without disgrace.

TaE death of Mrs. Hamlin, wife of
Bishop Hamlin, after whom the college
adjoining this city is named, has caused
a profound feeling of sorrow in this city,
where the lady was long and favorably
known. She was born in New York
September 29, 1801, and consequently
was 80 years of age. The deceased- had
a wide reputation for piety and -benevo-
lence, and her death corresponded with
her life. Before hermarriage to Bishop
Hamlin, in 1835, she was the widow of a
Mr. Trusdell. She went to Evanston
sixteen years ago, shortly after the death
of her hushand, and has since been a
leading member of the Methodist Epis-
copal church there. During her last
years, unable to attend divine services,
she held meetings for the promotion of
holiness in her parlors each Sunday af-
termoon, at which the distinguished and
the lowly alike were to be found. Her
death is & blow to the church, which
recoz:..zed in her the embodiment of all
its t2.~hings and its pority. L

THE Y.\ L AW,

As a matter of information to the pnl.
lic we reproduce the *ax law of last win
ter nnder which *he cal'nd Farfiie
land sale is to he made.. Tt may well be
termed a cut-throat law, and one which
is far from creditable to the statute hook.

It appears to have heen devised for the
especial purpose of enabling a lot of
pine Jand speculators to pay
the State tax alone and escape the local
taxation. To give this class a honanza in
the way of escaping taxation it became
necessary to make the law general and
rob and oppress many who have been
ligitimately unfortunate in their delin-
quencies. It accordingly robs the local
governments in the eounties where the
pine lands are listed and robs the unfor-
tunate in other counties. It is double
barrelled robbery under color of law.

In section 4 it will be seen that the law
recognizes the contingency of a larger
sum heing paid than the amount due, 1in
which case the former owner of the for-
feited land may imagine he is to secure
the surplus. This will prove all imagina-
tion, however, as by reading section 8 it

will be found that this surplus
is * “distributed to the several
funds.” Shylock only demanded the

pound of flesh called for by the bond, but
this measure is worse than Sylock. It
not only commits robbery, but makes the
outrage a matter of speculation. Such
legislation is clearly against public policy
aund a discredit to the State. It will be
strange if it is not overthrown by the
courts.

CONKLING'S OVERTHROW.

There is a general rejoicing in all parts
of the country at the overthrow of Conk-
ling. It is regarded generally as the
overthrow of bessism in politics. Per-
haps it is, but the indications point in a
different direction. Conkling ~has been
the “boss” in New York politics for
many years. He has not gone into the
details of the business, but has isgsued his
commands, and they have been obeyed.
But after Conkling who? Or what?. The
Jatter inquiry is perhaps the most appo-
site.

Conkling has been the governor of
New York politics for peatly a score of
years. It cannot be said in truth that he
has administered his trust dishonestly.
He has used no dishonorable means to
maintain his supremacy, but has stood
firmly upon his own merits and the pre-
sumed merits of the party to.which he
helonged. He was a leaderof whom any
party should be proud. The Republican
party has discarded him. Thatorgamza-
tion may succeed in carrying elections
without his aid, but the probabilities are
that it will fail. g

When a man has attained the promi-
nence that lias been given to Mr. Conk-
ling in political life, 1t is nonsence tojpre-
sume that he will relinquish ‘his Station.
However much Mr. Conkling may desire
to quit the arena of political hife,he cannot
do so. He will be drawn into it, whether
he wills it or otherwise. "But he will not
support a party for which he has done so
much and for which so little return has
been made. This is simply human na-
ture. For the future it may be safeiy
reckoned that Roscoe Coukling will not
be one of _ the foremost advocates
of the Republican cause as he has been in
the past. He may not-take the opposite
course, and it is 10 be hoped he will not,
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THE BOND QUESTION.

Close of Attorney General Hahn's Argu-
ment—The Amendment of 1860 Valid—
Not in Violation of the United States
Constitution — A Learned Argument,

With Numerous and Long Readings

from Stindard Authorities,

At the sitting of the supreme court yester-
day afternoon, Attorney General Hahn re-
sumed his argument, in opening the case for
the State on the hearing, by the supreme
court, of the application for a-writ of pro-
hibition directed to the bond tribunal or com-
mission, by presenting as follows the propo-
sition that the act under which the commis-
sion is organized, is unconstitutional, because,
in cooflict with the anti-bond amendment of
1860, to the State constitution. The attorney
general said:

If it is claimed thatallthe positions we have
heretofore assumed are erroneous, then we say
the act is ¢learly and palpably unconstitution-
al as being in conflict with section 2, article 9
of the constitution, which provides: *‘But
no law levying a tax or making other provis-
ions for the payment of interest or principal
of the bonds denominated ‘Minnesota Btate
railroad bonds,’ shall take effect or be mn
force until such law shall have been submit-
ted to a vote of the people of the Btate, and
adopted by a majority of the electors of the
State voting upon the same.”

The act 10 question does make provision for
the payment of interest and principal of said
bonds; but the same has not been submitted to
the people of the State and has not been adopted
by a majority of the electors as required by
said c¢onstitutional provision; nor does said
act, save in one contingency, propose to sub-
mit the provisions thereof to the people of
the State. [See sections  and 5.]

THE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.

It will undoubtedly be claimed that this
constitutional amendment is inoperative and
void, because it is in conflict with that part of
section 10, article 1, of the constitution of the
United States, which prohibits the passage of
auy law “impairing the obligation of con-
tracts.”

In our opinion it clearly is not open to any
such objection, and for two very potent and,
to our minds, unanswerable reasons.

But, as preliminary to the examination of

this question, which is one of the
most  } important and momentous
propositions  which  can be pre-
sented for investigation and decision to

any tribunal, it may not be inappropriate to
call the attention of the court’ to the views
of eminent jurists with referenee to the man-
ner in which such a grave and serious ques-
tion should be dealt with.

Just here I desire to say, in order to save
time and trouble, that we do. not claim eor
urge that these are not contracts made by a
3tate, within the scope of the constitutional
inhibition contained in section 10, article 1.
We propose to show that the amendment to
the constitution of 1860 does not so come
within such scope. I make this statement
here, as I said, to save time and dispute here-
after.

“No court,” said that great judge, Chief
Justice Shaw, in 16 Pickering, 95, ‘“‘shomnld
«ver delcare a statute void unless the nullity

nd invalidity of the act are placed in their
judgment beyond reasonable doubt.”

‘A reasonable doubt must be solved in favor
of the legislative action and the act be sus-
1ained,” says Judge Cooley, Const. Limit., p:
220

““The question whether a law be void for its
repugnancy to the constitution is at all times
a-question of much delicacy, which ought sel-
dom, if ever, to be decided in the aflirmative
in a doubtful case. * * It is not on slight
implication and yague conjecture that the leg-
islature is to be pronounced to have transcend-
ol its power and its acts to 'be con-
<dered void. The opposition between the
constitution and the law shonld be such that
the judge feels a clear and strong conviction

f tubeir incompatibility with ea~h other.”
arshall, G, J., in Fletcher vs Peek, 6 Couch,
28,

1! is but a decent respect,” say the court

. ) fen vs. Sauude:rs, 12 Wheaton, 270, “doe

< ihe wvisdom, the integrity, and the patriot-
ism of the legislative body by which any law
"+ pussed, to presume in ‘avor of s validity
until its violation of theleqnstitution is proved
beyond sl reasonable doubt.”

Surely the same caution, the same presump-
tion, should be exercised aud entertained and
the same degree of inconsistency shouid_be
demanded when we come to consider a - clanse
in the organic law itself.

First.  We say that this constitutional
amendment is valid because the obligation of
the coutract, claimed to have been made be-
tween the State and the holders of the railroad
bonds under consideration, was not and is not
such an obligation as was designed to be pro-
tected by, or is in fact included in, the inhi-
bition of the econstitution of the Uunited
States.

THE OBLIGATION OF CONTRACTS.

As will be seen, this section 10 of article 1,
protects the obligation-of the contract.

It therefore becomes neceasary on the very
threshhold of this investigation to ascertain
and determine what is to be understood—what
1s the frue construction of the words, ‘“‘obli-
gation or the contract.” v

“The term obligation,” says the supreme
court of Kentucky, in - Blair vs. Williams, 4
Little, 86, *“whether we construe its
etymology or its general acceptation in our
own language, will be found to signify a liga-
ment or tie—something which binds orobliges
us to dosome act. It is derived immediately
from the latin substantive obligatia which
is from the verb ‘gbligare, to tie, to bind, to
oblige. * * % The obligation of 'a con-

tract, therefore, is and can be nothing else but-

that which obliges a person to perform his
contract or to repair the injury done by a
fiilure to perform it.” :

But there are two kinds of- obligations. un-
der which every person rests, with reference
to the various duties which may be imposed
upon him, perfect and imperféct, or as Po-
tnier puts 1t, ¢ivil and natural,. The imperfect
or natural (or, asit 18 sometimes put, moral)
obligation 1s one which cannot be enforced by
action, but which is binding on the party who
makes it in conscience andaccording to natural
justice. - Pothier, 103, 191 and . 195. 2 Bouvier
252. -

A perfect’ or civil obligation is one which
has a binding operation in law and which
givea to the obligee 4 right of ‘enforcing it in
a court of justice. Blair vs.-Williams, 4 Lit-
tle, Ky., 39. . -

Is it then a perfect or imperfect, or as Po-
thier puts it, the civil or ‘natural  obligation,
or both, which is protected by this constitu-
tional provision and to which of these two
classes does the contract under ' considera-
tionbeiong? : | Mg

First—It is the perfect or civil .and not. the
impe or natural obligation that is meant.
1t is thelegal obligation which ‘“consists in
the rémedy given by law to” enforce  its - per-
formanece or to make compengation for the
failure to = perform ~ it.” ~ Pomeroy
on the court,secs. 588, 590, 532, 594, 598_and
597, Bimrvs. Williams, & Little, Ky.5 36. to
41. Lapslyvs. Brashiors, 4 Little, Ky., 53 to
57. 2 Story on the Const., 253, sec.: 18%R.
Dartmouth College ve. Woodward, 4 Wheat.,
620, Ogden vs. Saunders, 12 Wheat!, 316.
Bronson vs. Kissie, 1 Howard, 316. McCrack-
en vs. Howard,2 Howard, 612, Cuarran vs.
Ark., 15 Howard, 819. Van Hoffman vs.
Quuncy, 4 Wol., 552. Walker vs. Whetbird,
16 Wol., 318 Edwards vs. Kearzsy, 96 U. 8.,
Railroad Co. vs. Tenn., 101, U. 8., 839.
Railroad Co. vs. Alabama, 101 U. 8, 335.
Louisiana vs. New Orleans, 102 U. 8., 206.
Blam vs. State, 39 Ala,, 355. Wood vs.-Waod,
14 Rich., 8. C., 154. State vs. Carver, 13
Rich.. 8. €., 308, .

; SOME OF THE CITATIONS.
The means of enforcement are absolutely in-

separable from the perfect or legal obtigation
of a contract. “Tiris = is ' the:break: of
its - vital existence. Without it the" con-
tract, as such, in the. view. of the law,
ceases 1o be and falls’into the. class. of f!

fruperfect obligations, ‘as they are ‘terme|,
which depends for their fulfillment upon the
will and concurrence of those upon whein:
they rost.” . Ed vards vs. Kearzey, 96 U, 8.,

“he legal oti]lgntldn of a eontract conelsts
in the legal remedy for énforeing it."’ - Laps-
ley vs. Bustiprs, et al., 4 Little, 47, Edwards

vs. Kemzey, 96 U, 8, 600, . o
ST is lh’; part of the mu’nldy‘lvﬂl v, which
proteets the right and the o n by which
it enforces and maintains it. - u.is.the protec-
tion which the‘Clitise 'of‘the w

in qu-stion mainly inteuded to segtire, and it
would be unjust to the memory of the dis.

but if he remains guiet—occupying the
position of armed neutrality—we may
look out for squalls. .

tinguished men who framed it to sappose that
it was dq‘lg:ed to protect a mere and’
abstract right without practice] operstion up-

o 0 % ¥ - . g
on the business of life.”  Bronsg vs.@u

= 1#50 . :1“: v ‘*Q B
“What uc!u'tﬁ ohligation s there inlaw

to
perform one’s contract, if the law provides-
no means for compelling the performance?
* * And when such compulsion is with-
drawn the legal obligation_ ceases to exist.”
Wood vs. Wood, 14 Rich., 8. C.,157. .

“The provision of the constitution never
has been understood to embrace other
tracts than these which respect property or,
sgme ohject of yahie, and conler ﬂg?;!s which'
may be nsserted’in u eourt of justice?’ Dart-
mouth College vs Woodaward, 4 Whent , 639,

“It is @ Jaw which impairs the obligation
of contracts, and not the countracis them-
~e¢lves, which is interdicied. .* % What is
it, then, whiclr constitutes the obligstion of a
contraci? * * Trs thelaw whicli binds the
parties to perform their agrecments, . *  *
#* It cannot for a morhent be conceded that
the mere moral law is intended, since the oh-
higation whiclh that 1mplies is “altogether of
the imperfect kini which parties to it are
free to go by or not, as they please.” Ogden
vs, Saunders, 12 Wheat., 257,

““The word ‘obligation 1p its origin imports
compulsion—the tying or binding one.again-t
or irrespective of his consent. The obliga-
tion that which, by a force stronger than his
dissenting inclination, or his repelling inter-
est, constrains his will or ties him to the per-
formance of his promise, whether he ¢ ntinue
willing or not, and but for which he would in
many instances refuse such performance,

is the creature exclusively of law. The
contract is the occasion but it is
not the efficient cause of obligation. When

the promise has been made if the law com-
mands its performance, and makes: the com-
mand effectual by methods of actual compul-
sion, it is the combination of these—the com-
mand and the constraining force, whi¢h con-
stitutes the obligations of the covtract—the
compulsory efficiency which the law annexes
to it.” Wood vs. Wood, 14 Rich., 8 C. 154,

“The remedy which is protected by the con-
tract clause of the coustitutiou is something
more than the privilege of having a claim ad-.
judicated * * The constitution presérves
only snch remedies as are required to enforce
a contract, Railroad Co. vs. Tenn., 101 U,
8., 339, . 3

AN IMPERFECT OBLIGATION.

Second—The contract under consideration
belongs to the class of imperfect obligations,
and is therefore not protected by this clause of
the constitution.  There cre and were no
means of enforcing the performance of its
conditions. ‘

“Whenever there is a legal right there is
also a legal remedy by suit or action at law
whenever that right is invaded.® 8 Black-
stoue, 23. *

“Those who deal in the bonds‘and obliga-
tions of a sovereign State are aware that they
must rely altogether on- the sense of justice
and good faith of the State.”’ Bank of Wash-
ington vs. State of Ark.. 20 How, 532. Beers
vs. State of Ark., 20 How., 527. .

The ““faith and credit of the State? is wha
was ‘“‘pledged.” No particular fund was pro-
vided for the payment of these bonds. No
officer or officers amenable to the compulsion

were charged with the fulfiilment of these ob-
ligations.
A JUDGMENT NOT A REMEDY.
At this point the chief justice suggested to

the attorney general the proposition that

and sue on them.

The Attorney General—Tne court would not
oblige the State to pay. There would be no
means of enfercing a judgment and therefore
the judgment would not be a remedy.

The Chief Justice—Suppose this State
should sue some private person on a contract
and he set up some of the bonds as a counter
claim. Could the court allow the counter-
claim?

The Attoney General—If it could I don’t see
how it could give the right of enforcement.

have not these gentiemen acted upon it.

The Chief Justice—Suppose the State to
make a contract with an individual to convey
a specifiic piece of land. Wouid not this be a
contract which could not be impaired?

The Attorney General—If there were judicial
means of enforeing the eoutract. it would be
protected by the consuitution. But if there
were not such means 1t would be void of obli-
gation or remedy.

The attorney zeoerai then
gument as follows: 1457
THE BON DHOLDER'S REMEDY.

Second—It wili not he pretendea th tthe
con~titutional amendment under consideration
mtertered or prefessed to interfere with tune
contract made, or claimed to-have been made,
by theis-nauce - o1 the bonds iy question, by
any direct sssault, by ehangingior attempling
to change the agrecments or sapulitions con-
tained in those instruments.: - he charge is
that the obiigation of the eontract has been
violated by a substantial intérference with
some supposed or assunted remedy that the
bondholders had against the State. This po-
sition we deem untenable for two reasons:

Firt—Because they never had any remedy to
be interfered witlr, and F

Second—Because the supposed interference

continuel h's ar-

is not ' with the - so-called - remedy,
but enly with the procedure by
which . that remedy 1is  to be made

available, and in the tribunal to which the
application for such remedy'is to be made.

First—They never had any remedy to be in-
terferred with.

And right here, as in all discussions, it is
well, before proceeding, to have a clear under-
standing of terms used.. What is meant by
remedy in a legal senze, for in that sense only
could it be claimed to be used in the constitu-
tion of the United States.

“Remedy,” says Bouvier, (vol. 2, 436,) “is
the means employed to enforce a right or re-
dress un injury.”

“Judicial means of entorcing a right or re-
dressing a wrong.” 2 Abbott’s Law Dist., 467.

“Remedies in their widest sense are either
the final means by which to maintain and de-
fend primary rights, and. enforce primary
daties, or they are the final equivalents given
to an mjured person in the place of his orig-
inal primary rights, which have been brokeu,
and of the original primary duties towards
him, which have been unperformed.” Pom-
eroy’s Rem: and Remd. Rightas, r o

«Ineluded within the: gemeral or remedial
right which forms part of the obligation of
every contract, ana therefore the following
elements, each and all necessary to its efficacy
and perfection. 1. The right to bring an ac-
tion against the defaulting party as soon after
the breac! is permitted - E?y the ordinary
procedure of the courts. 2."The Jight to ob-
tain a judgment or decree as goon as possible,
according to the ordinary mode of proceeding
in the court' where the action: is pending.

and as etﬂt:iendthy as is allowed by the same
general methodd” of praetice, Omeroy’s
Const. Law, ? g
system of jurisprudence, I know of but fwo
fgrms remedial right, viz: Firs@rjthhé‘?ie’%l)e.g
dial right of to a specific performance and,
sécond, the right to be paid suchan'amountof
pecuniary damage as shall he a compensation
for the injury caused by the failure ot the de-
fanlting party to do exactly what he promised
to do. Both-of thes spéciesiof remedial rights
-must be pursued-by the -aid.of the courts.
Pomeroy. Conrt Law 397, - -

‘The bondholders never had. anything that
possessed & solitary elémentuiecessary to con-
stitute a remedy, The very fact: that it was
deemed necessary to create this exiraordinary
tribunal and submit, to it this question is a
sufficient guarantee that = the gentlemen

o right to sus; therefore no jadgment.could

be obium-d. From tte lack oﬂgese it neges-

sarily follows that no. enforcement of a judg
yent coi 14 he made, Joy vs. Thompson, 2

D ug,, - 8. re b

: .;fég.'xhu—".'he»amend, mt did not mterfere r

which they had. What whas that remedy
Sirup'y and solely to have o Taw enacted muk-
ing some provision for the payment of these
Honds,  This amenumeéptidoes no: prevent or
probibit thie evactinent:ef any, such lay. It
ouly regulates the t.odé of procedit e by whel
_Bui:{ 'ufn'W is Lo bé en - A e stitll
provision that any such bill be read five tiues
instead of three, should have a two-third vote
instead of & mujority, could with equal pro-

prioty be said to interfere with the remedy. A

X x,:!\G
e ©

of the courts or amy other person or power, |

another State should hold some of the bonds e

If the bonds could be collected that way, why to

3. The right to enforce this judgment as soong:

“For the breach of a contract under our)

profess o interfere with the so-calied Temecy

nal | and olerks who

Ny

——

and yet {it seems .|
objection would be ent ) A
biennial sessions amendment (ind the sessions
might haye been made fvery four or six years)
.must be Jnvalid if’ thir chllp»‘h-ooﬂec{?‘be-
cause it prevents these bondholders rro%p-

o W‘“ m:.. ~
would have but for thatamendment. s

HMON. DANIEL BUCK TO ARGUE NEXT.

In concluding his aruument at this point,
Attorney General Hahn presented his opinion
of the great inmiportance of the case as his
excuge for having occupied so much’ of the
time of the courti:: At s request Mr.- Wil-
son then read & longlot of suthorities cited
rejglnr.dmg proceedures by writs of prohibi-
bition and the range of discussion which
might, probably be allowed en an appheation |
for such a writ, The attorney gencral then an-
nounced that his associate eounsel, Mr. Buck,
would present one point for the State on
which be (the attorney general) had ‘not
prepared himself, and the court then adjourn-
ed to-9 2, m. to-day, at which hour Mr." Buck
will'be heard. v

THE COURTS:

Supreme Court —April I&m,

The State of Minnesots, plaivtiff, vs. Edward Law-
ler, defeadant: 2 R
Syllabus—If in impanelling a jury a challenge b

the defendant to a juror for d Eﬂcmﬂn is nﬂo’-

ucously di: the def-ndant afterwards

challengss the j.

triced without the defendant ox!
peremytory challenges, the error in disallowiog the
challenge i3 withoat prejudice.

Piaus and of which ‘are the
eoeue of trausaciions nude~ mw;g;aim,mm for
tte purpose of the tria!, may be referred to by the
wit esses to ex;lain nn&undu'm easily intel-
Lg'ble theix testiciony, and: are ‘pfoper tor the con-
siderativn of the jary, so far as .
shown to be _ ecrrect, not. as iudeyendent
testimony, but in connection with other evidénce to
«nable the jury io understand n;c‘l epply such evi-

snce
O the trial of the ddnnuir an_indictment
for the mu der of Jaoes one, the corpus
delecti haviog been proven and testimony iniro-

cummission of the crime,” and, it appearingthut
shordy e,  Malone had com-
mitted an assault upon & woman who was in defend-
aht’s compauy, A 2

Held, Thatevidence that the defendant and this
womaa sustained the re'stiun to each other of par-
amour, was properly admittel as' tending in some
degrer 10 show a motive for .the defepdant to com-

murder (which wasdifferent from that given on this

trial) wae knowingly false, and was given

threatsnd fosr of personai vielence-

fendant, and another, if she testified . 7
Held, Thstan offer by ihe defendsnt’

the is suticlent,
is of the & 1

P stimony of the np
it tends in some degree £o owblich the guit f the:
accu:ed, and i veed not ! e Sufficieutly welsbty or
full, as standicg*slone to make it's p1ima fucie

CaBe.
Judgment afirmed and ordered carried in exeou-
tion. - OLaRBK, J.

cox

court.
In ordaru to

ind.

James Acheson® and  Isabella J. Acheson, appel-
lants vs, R: G . Chase, respondent {
Syllabus—Uzurs is the taking of - g eater rate of

interest for the loanor fi 08 of mouey, goods

or things in action thaa is allowed by law. -

C. made A. his ageutto loan money at A’s discre-.
tion (land security to be faken in w) at the
lswful rate of interest, then i2 per- . but 0. was

such services. -
$500 upon plaiutif’s note and mortgage for that
Sum, draviug 12 per cent interest and xe-
ceived of p aintiff §50 cash as s pure
i.e, 8 gratuty, or partly ss such: bonus aud partiy
38 & I #30nsvie compensation fur-his services to O.
. sad sbout making the ioan, O. never authoriz-d
the taking .f acy boaus, or :aiifisa oc sanctionsd it
Yy receviig auy part of it or any benefit from 1,
sther « irectly or ‘mdiiectl, orotbherwise

vHe'd Tha: s far as he $50 was a bhonms, in
vho'e or 10 part, it was whel'y the nnau horized sct'
ot A ,and teat the taking of it by hiu was uot
ustcy o the pact of C
. Hed, A, tast =0 Iar a4 any part of the §50 war
# reasoush.e cowpe ¥stion for the xervi‘es of A to
O.,in sud ab ut making the lvan, th~ raking of it
Was 10t ¢ sury, though it wa: & thvrized by C.

Jasgment affirmed. Bengy, J.
Mm:cu' 1 Cowrt.
[Before Judge Barr.]

James Sullivan; dravk  Fine(f $5. Paid.

Chas. Harke.s drunk. Five of §5. Paid.
M- Sellcre: drunk < Fine of §5 Pald.
W Rooney; drunk. Fine of $5. Paid.

J Lardon; drunk  Seuttojsit far five days.
d‘N' A lf‘lr‘nlnl drusk  Bent to gail for five

R Eliker; drack. Sent to jail for five days:-
M. Olarkin; drunk Sentout of city. -
Jd.n. Emcry; druik and disorderiy. Finie of $25.

al ;
f thawll; discharging fire-arms. Sentto jaft for
el 5. ' 2 i
AOnls"‘ ’Hogm; dixorderly conduct. Continued to

ugust 2.

George Sweeney ; 'disorderly -conduet. Continued
to August 2. g -

P. Griffin: disorderly ¢onduct. Continued to
August 2. * :
P.ll’&!oln; drunk and disorderly. Fine of $10.
Pi‘.]'snm; dronk and ' disorderly. Fine of $10.
Plli)(i Eowley; drunk and disorderly. Fine of $20.
Jd Bohn; drunk and disorderly. Fine of $10.

A;'Knlu; asssult and battery. Flne of $10.
B e S B

ond of $.60 given to peace. 2l

B, Hcffsrmau; vl ofty ordiusnce. Coss of
$12 Pads : ot
M. B 3 it and baté Sent to jail for
thirty days. yaridng e :
Pfd'. Zonn; ssssult ‘snd. battery. Fine of $25.

A Simons: using sbueive and obscane langnage.
Bai ‘1.:1 $29 forfeited and’ case ‘continded to- Aug-

JoeSimons; using abusive and ‘obscene Janguage.
Continued to August 2.

Fauuie Shefferd,, keeping house of il-fame. Fine

of $60. Paid.
¥muws Lee;

Kesping house of -fame. Fine of
sag-nuﬁ%dl;mhomo! ill-fame. Fine of
Nolio Otls; kseplog house of Li-fame, *Fine of
i St : kosping Bouseof ll-fame. Fine of

’%lnpﬁm; keeping house of ill-fame. Fine of
50. o

& -Paid.
3 Ddvis;
. Psid.
Lil'ie Davis;

estate at private sale.” T -
In the matter’ of ~the cstate -of . Benjsmin Ogle

E.::d‘”maeamm'vmamm . ot
T ibo‘matber Of sthe estaté;:nf. Ellen Barlow.

'Hegring adjourned to Auguet 39, oo

To the Editor of the Globes: .=
In my reply to- Rev. Mr: Smith,

|

P A3 ’hh

themselves realized ~ that *they ~had --no | suxpay Gpess, & few mispritits occurred, which

remedy. If refedy they - bad, it has not 80d | gou'will pleao sllow méto’ ooFrect . Referring to

‘cannot be taken away. Why don’t they prove'| ihe quotation  fiom al Mashilivg) DOV e

it? Hursaber vs. Borden, 5Cal., 288, rpbe, . Dol b ."““‘. . ‘Mn*

vs, Contra, Costa-county,’ 84:Cal., 200. E pw"‘m' o o '““"ﬁ .

" In Railroad Co. - ve. lowa, 101 U. 8., 839, | passsge stood ‘in- hi ‘s complete’]

{wo of theessential elementsof a legal remedy | without quotation- marks.”” Uubapplly it stood,

vig. s right to owe thie Stafe | with_quotation-marks.” - I seid: “Ihe excuse

existed, viz.: - 1. Tbe right bie, 8 K B ) o

and 2, the right to obtain a judgment; hut the. 'wn atily oon "l!""’g‘v Ao ﬂh'v w wouls |

e O e st b 2 s 100 B

was lacking. e supreme- are | of #20,” and the FEnglia lation g 3

was 0o ren?edy because_ there was DO means +“That the mﬁ%ﬂwﬁmﬂd per
rovided for masing such judgipent effectual. | se & ” first (ex sanctitste ecclesis

fn the case al. bar not a single one of these: it g otes; ., JOBN 1 B

three pecessary elements existéd. - There was; : Bishop Haven Dying. -

' PORTLAND;: Ores, Aug. 1.—Bishop E. O.:
Haven, of the Methodist Episcopal church, is.
lying dangerously ill in this city, and is not
expected Lo recoyer. .. ..o C
New York Posiofiess ' . |
Wm. H. Wazg, Eeq ; assistiut general su- |
perintendent ';ﬁr@l on Mailing and Dis-
tributing department, New York postoffice,
io writing concerning St.” Jasobs oil, eays:
The rep_mﬁs from the several m;&xilnm
L ! o il g
praising it hignly. It has been tonlns efll
cious in cuts, burns, soreness and stiffness of
the joints and muscles,
relief for rheumatic eompl;intg.

55,

duced tending io couvict the defendant with the |-

a conviotion upon _9!.0 teetimony of an |-

nine. ; el :
‘| Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of

eo&y
4 book and by the description therein.

‘Jder that will pay -the highest sumlessthan

 1an

§ e

and affords a ready |

GLOBE, TUESDAY MORNING, AUGUST 2, 1831

To the Newspapers of the State:

According to law I hereby
lssoi‘and also the aci for1 as

average xield per acre for the State of t
23.21 bushels. And the increase 1n acreage for

ities; and the chinech bugs have spre

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

.. The crop for 1880 is reported to be 39,371,799 bushels, which

quite favorable, especially from the northern part of the State, and the prospects are uow,

ives an average yield per
cereals was, lfr 1880: T
12 62 per.
ave done more or less damage in different local-

On the whole, however, the lutest reports ure

he other prineip
1881 is: Oats, 8.06 per cent.; Corn,

In regurd to this year’s wheat crop, the reports differ considerably. Storms aud floods b
over a much larger area and have caused some injury.
that the State will produce a fair crop of wheat,

BY THE COMMISSIONER OF STATISTICS.

STATE oF Mixxusou, DEPARTMENT OF STATE, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 8T. RAUL, Aug. 1, 1881.

gsreunt the following statements of the acreage and yield of the principal cereals of the State for the year
1, as compiled by me from official returns made to this bureau.
he total acreage of wheut for 1889, a8 given in the table below, is 2,060,073 acres, and the acreage of the same cereal for 1881 is
2,960,678 acres, showing an increase of only 6 5 ucres.
;L acre for the State of 13.30 bushels.
Oats, 33 49 bushels; Corn, 81.07 bushels; Barley,

- cent., aud Barley 71 24 per cent.

while the other cereals promise more than average results. Very respectfully, = F. 8. CHRISTENSEN,
_ Assistant Secretary of State and Commissioner oi Stalistics.
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Their Property.
ANACT to enforce the payment of taxes
which hecome delinguent in and prior to
the year eightéen hundred and seventy-

-Minnesota:  ° ; ;

Section 1. ~ At the time of makiug the list
of delinguent taxes for the present year, as re-
| quired by section 70 of the general tax law,
the auditor of each county shall make outand
append to “such delinguent list a list of all
[ taxés upon real estate in the county which ap-
| pear to-have become  delinqueat in the year
'1879, ot any prior year or years, and have not
been satisficd by payment, redewmption, or sale
of the real estate to actual purchasers. Such
Tist shall irrclude all taxes upon any real estate
F'whiclf may have been at any tax sale struck
off to, orfdvl!dgred to be forfeited to the State,
whether such sale-or forfeiture was valid or
invalid; and it shall also contain & description
of each piece or parcel of land upon which
subh taxes shall not.have been paid or satisfied
‘a8 aforesaid,.snd opposite such description the
'nanie - of the owner to whom ussessed, if
Kknow, and if inknown shall so state, and the
amount of taxes, principal and interest, due
thereon, according fo the provisions of this

act. 9. The same procedings shall be had
‘wﬁ%re’m::a to-advertisement, judgment and
‘salé of the property described insuch forfeited
lists, @3 ave required by the general tax law
for advertisement, judgment and sale of p-
erty dener!beﬂ: injthe . regtuh;d clelinqgj ndsé,’
but separate tax judgment and copy a

ment b’gdks shall be provided for the forfeited

ts. ik
l"'s,ec.-a.‘ Any -person having an interest in

any tract or el of real estate included in
such forfeited list may redeem the same at any
time before the sale thereof, as hereinafter pro-

| vided, b ing into the county treasury the
.orlgil‘ul’u’:gung of taxes due thereon, with ten
r cent. per annum interest on the amount
sem-ing t.{: time said taxes have been delin-
quent, together with all costs of proceedings
herein described. - :
Sec.4. The sale herein provided for shall be
made by the county auditor at his office imme-
diately following the delinquent sale in Sep-
tember, and shall be absolute and final.” The
auditor shall sell such forfeited properly at
ublic vendue, each piece or parcel separately |
the order described on the " Jjudgment
In offer-
ing such property for sale,” he shall state the
amount of taxes, intérest and costs due there-
on, as herein before provided for redemption
thereof, and he shall first offereach piece or
parcel to the highest bidder therefor; but if no

 more, he shall then offer the same to the bid-

the smountor taxes, interest and costs due,
The county treasurer shall attend at the sale
and receive all money paid thereon.
_Bec. 5. The audlitor shall t;xe;:nte p:gt th:
rchaser of any piece or parcel of property a
:;ch e a cerdﬂ?a;a_, wﬁzh may be substan-
tially in the ‘tpllovripf form: »
.1, . ,auditor of the county of ~ ', do
hereby certify that, at the sale of forfeited
nds pursusnt to real estate tax judgment en-
tered in the district court in the county of
o,on the' day of - 'fmh'xe? pro-
ceedings to enfsrce payment of upon
!%Mtigﬁe delinquant in the year 1879, and for
T s, for the county of » which
, in said  county of
,onthe  dayof y the following
described piece or percel of land, situate in
said county of » State of Mi

wit: -
?as offered for sale to the highest bidder, and
at said sale I did'sell the said viece or parcel of
landto , for the sum of dollars,
‘that being the highest sum bid = there-
Yor, sod. :‘ho-. haviug ' paid - said sum, I
do  therefore, rin consideration - thereof
and pursuant to the statute in such case made
ar.d provided, convey the said prece or parcel
of Jand in fee simple to said - ;
‘hus heirs and migm forever.

Wituess  my a:d and offfcial seln; this

t y of s
County Auditor.

sale was held at

bidder shall offer to psy such amount due, or | p

tificate shall bave the same force and effect us
evidence or etherwise, as the records of deeds
of real estate. If any purchaser shall pur-
chase at gaid eale morethan one piece or parcel
of land, all of the pieces o~ parcels so purchas-
ed may be included in the same certificate.

8ec. 6. Baid certificate or a copy of the rec-
ord thereof shall be prima facie evidence that
the title to the tract or tracts of land therein
mentioned is in the person named in said cer-
tificate. . :

Sec. 7. When any piece or parcel of land
shall be sold, the purchaser shall be entitled
to immediate possession of the piece or par-
cel purchased by him, and if on demand and
presentation of the certificate of sale, the.per-
son in possession ef the piece or parcel refuse
or neglect to deliver such poss sgion, . such
person may be proceeded againstasa person
holding over the termination of his estate,
which proceeding may be instituted and pros-
ecuted under the provisions of chapter 84
of the general statutes; and the judgment and
sale herein provided for shall not be set
aside, unless Fhe action in which the validity
of the judgmant or sale shall be called into
«question, or the defgnse to any action alleging
its invalidity be brought within ninc months
from the date of said sale; except that in
case any iract or parcel shall be included in
any such judgment when such taxes shall
have bten paid, or such property was exempt
from taxation, that said judgment and sale
shall be void, upon proof at any time that
such taxes have been paid or such property
was exempt.

Sec. 8. The proceeds of such sale shall be
distributed to the several funds for which the
taxes were levied, except in cases where the

roperty may be sold for less than the orig-

nal amount of such taxes, when the State
tax shall be first satigfied, and the remainder,
if any, shall be spportioned to the ofher
funds pro rata, and in no case shall any piece
or parcel be sold for any sum less than the
amount of State tax due thereon. . 3o

Sec. 9. All pieces or parcels of land re-
maining unsold at such sale shall thereafter
be stricken from the tax lists, and shall be
subrequently sold, as provided by section 101
of the general tax law.

Sec. 10. This act shall take effect and be in
force from and affer its passage.

Approved March 7, 1881.

The following is section 101 of the general
tax law alluded lo above: . !

Sec. 101. All pieces or parcels of real prop-
erty bid in for the State under the provisions
of this act, and not redeemed within two years
from the daté of sale, shall become the abso-
lute property of the State, and may, be dis-
posed of by the county nu&xmr, ab public or
rivate sale as the auditor of state may di-
rect; subject to such rules and restrictions as
he may prescribe. All tracts or lots becom-
ing so forfeited to the State, shall be stricken
from the tax lists, and shall not be assessed
or taxed until sold to an actual purchaser.
The county auditor shail, when required by
the auditor of state, make out and transmit
to him a list of all forfeited Jlands and lots,
showing the date of forfeiture, assessed valu-
ation, amouut of taxes, penalties, interest :33‘
costs, due on each descripiion of property,and |
no tract or lot 'shall be sold for less than the
amount so shown to be due thereon, uniess
such amount exceeds the: actual value of the
property, in which case it may be sold for
such sum as it will bring at public or private
sale. Any pergon having an interest in-or lien
upon any piece or parcel of forfeited land,may
redeem the same at any time after forfeiture,
and before sale thereof, by paying the amount
due thereoun. &

Butchers’ Strike, New York City.
NEew YORK, July 31.—The butchers of this
city struck yesterday morning for an increase
of wages. There was no time for argument
as orders must be filled and no wayfexcept by
agreein to the terms of the men.
The %oam were  rendered  helpless
from the fac. that the deserters refused to
work with auy but union men. In all the
houses on the East side, with a single excep-
tion, enough of the men were put to§ work to
fill out the orders of the day, but with no
other agreement than they should be paid ac-

Sueh.éomnmuwmtom purchaser

cording to their demands.
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LEGALIZED ROBBERY. the ¢stute therein deseribed, without any other I HARTMAN'S MISSION.
: act or deed whatever, aud may be recorded as Lt e
 The Tax Law by Which People Will Lose dee:s of real estate, and the record of such cer- - What the Noted Nihilist Has to Say of Af-

fairs in Russia and the Object of His

Visit to America.

New Yorg, July 31 —Leo Hartman, ni-
hilist, says his presence here is a desire to gain
the sympatLy of the American people for

those struggling for liberty in Russia. “We
wish to show that a change of
government  is  necessary. Sympathy

once aroused will have - influence on the con-
servative element in Russia as well as encour-
age the revolutionary party. Before com-
ing here I judged from the tone of the

newspapers = published in this coun-
try. that the people were ilttle ac-
quainted  with pihilism, much less

in fact than in England. It has been said I
intended to form a nihilist organization here,
This is false. It is reported that Geneva has
been a nihilist center in Europe.”

“Have you any fear of extradition?”’

“Not the least,” replied the nihilist, lJaugh-
ing. “The question was never raised in

England at all while I was there. It was
only on_ my arrival here that it
was raised for the first time. An at-

tempt might be made to kidnap me,
What we wish is a general congress elected
by the people to frame a covnstitutien; in a

word, a constitutional government. If
there is no change of policy, the czar
will die. If his successor pursues

a similar policy he will be Killed, and soon.
The misery of the people is increasing daily,
and the spirit of revolt is increasing with the
weight of their burdens. In Russia there
8 - mo middle class, and conse-
quently oppression of the government
falls directly on the working classes. It is a
struggle between th¢fa and the government.
You see, therefore, to gain liberty you must
practically annihilate'the governmet.

y ‘ Rescued from Doath,
‘* Theé following statement from» William J
Coughlin of Summerville, Mass., is so remark-
able that we beg to ask for it the attention of
our readers. He says: “‘In the fall of 1876 I
was taken with a violent bleeding of the lungs
followed by a severe cough. I soon began to
lose my appetite and flesh. I was so weuk at
one time that I could not leave my bed. In
the summer of 1877 I was admitted to thaeity
hospita'. While there the doctors said T had
a hole in my left lung as big as a half dollar,
Iexpended over a hundred dollars in doctors
and medicines. Iwas so far gone at one
time a report went around that I was
dead. I gave up hope, but a friend
told me of Dr. William Hall’s
Balsam' for the Lungs. I laughed at my
friends, thinking that my ease was incurable,
| but I got a bottle to satisfy them, when, to my
sarprise and gratification, I commenced o feel
better. My hope, once dead, began to revive,
and to-day I feel in better spirit than I have
the past three years. 3

I write this hoping you will publish it, so
that every one afilicted with Diseased Lungs
will be induced to take Dr. Wm. Hall’s Balsam
for the Lungs, and be convinced that- con-
samption can be cured. I have taken two
bottles, and can positively say that it has
doue more good than all the other medicines
I have taken since my sickness. My cough
has almost entirely disappeared, and I shall
soon be'able to go to work. Sold by ail
druggists,

Health and Happiness.

It scems strange that anyone will sutfer
from the muny derangements brought on by
any impure condition of the blood, when
Scovill’s Blood and Liver Syrup will restere
i;errect Lealih to the physiceal organization.
t is indeed a strengthening syrup, pleasant to
take, and has proven ifself to be the best blood
purifier ever discovered, effectually eurin
Scrofula, Syphilitic disorders, Weakness o
the Kidueys, all Neivous disorders and Debili-
ty. It corrects indigestion. It makes the
old feel young, and the yeung feel gay; and
will invariably drive out of the system the
many ills that human flesh is heir too. A
single bottle will prove to you its merits as g
health renewer, for it aets like a charm, es
pecially when the complaint is of an exhaust-
ive natuyg, having a tendency to lessen the
nutural vigor of the brain and nervous syst:m.




