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THE BROORS CASE.

Justice at IT.ast?

The Motion for a New Trial of
Dougherty wnd Marrow

Overruled.

THI SENTIINCE.

¥Yach Gets a Fine of $1000 and an
Imprisonment of Seven
Years!

Tiis morning the Court of Quarter Sessions de-
monstrated, to the sorrow of the rufMans and to the
gratification of the law-loving public, that there is
law for our protection, and that assassins cannot live
In Pennsylvania outaide of a penitentiary. About
half-past nine o'clock this morning n strong guard
of policemen fllet down Fourth street, much to the
bewilderment of the cltizens who were hurrying to
and fro in their business amairs, and next made
thelr appearance about the avenues leading to the
Court House and In every corner of the court-room,
preventing any access whatever 1o the prison-van
and any undue rush into conrt, aund glving out to
the friends of the would-be assassing of
Mr. Brooks that any attempt at a  rescue
would be foiled. This  unusual soeno
attracted large numbers of citizens of ail professions
1o the Court, who had the satisfaction of seeing the
hired murderers, Hogh Marrow and Jas, Dougherty
brought before the tribunal of justice to receive that
Judgment which they so richiy merited. Having
reached the court-room, the prisoners were at once
escorted to one of the ante chambers and there
searched, to see if they carried auy weapons con-
cealed about their persons, and were then seated in
the dock. Messrs. Ransford and Casaldy, of counsel
for the prisoners, being present, Judge Ludlow made
Iis appearance and proceeded to decide the motion
for & new trial and prononnee (ndgment, which was
that each convict should pay a fine of ene thousand
pollars and undergo an imprisomnent in the Eastern
Penitentiary of six years, eleven months, and twen-
ty-three days.

The declsion of the Court was as follows:—

The prisoners having been convicted of an assault
and y With intent to Kill and murder, move
the Court fora rule for & new trial, Fourteen rea-
s0ns have been filed in support of this motion, and
as several of them involve important principles,
they will first be conajdered.

rgt. It s said the Judge who tried the cause
erred “in allowlnﬁ the Commonwealth to set aslde
Jurors without ass Enln oange therefor,™

1t I8 contended that the State has no such power
in & case not capital, The consideration of the
guestion involved in this reason has obliged us to
exanmine the law relating to it very thoroughly, and
alded ns we have been by the elaborute and very
learned arguments ol the counsel on both sides in
the we have arrived at the conclusion now to
bo state

1t cannot be doubted that at the common law the
King might have chullenged peremptorily, without
seeking cause, any number of jurors, and for this
reason the statate 10 Edw. I, Bl 4., was enacted,
which declared that “if they that sue for the King
will ehallenge any of those jurors, they shall assign
for their challenge a cause.” Hob. Dig. p. 129,

Since the passige of this statute, and to the pre-
sent day, it has been the practice in Eugland to per-
mit the Orown to “stand aslde” jurors until the
panel has been exhausted; or, in other wordas, canse
need not be shown nntil all the jaroys have been
called, 2 Hale, PL Cr., 2713 2 Hawd., PL Or., ch. 48,
seet. 10; Itos. Orlm, Ev., 1865, Blackstone, vol. 4,
p. 068, says:— “I'lis pr'n-llugi- of petremptary chnls
ienges, though granted to the prisoner, 18 denled to

Cthe king Ly the statnte 85 Edw. L 8t 4, which en-
acta that the King shull challenge no jurors without
assigning o canse certiin, to be tried and approved
by the court. However, it {8 held that the King need
not assign his cause of challonge (il all the panel is
oone throngh, and unless there cannot be a full jury
without the peraon so challenged: and then, and not
sooner, the kKing's conusel must show the cause,
otherwise the juror shall be sworn.”

In Judge Sharswood's edition of Blackstone [ find
anote by Christinu, that the pructice Is the same
hoth o trials for safsdemeancrx and  for capltal
offenses, Tor which principle he cites § Harg., st 4,
nie,

supports the dootrine named in the note, for (o the
trial of Lord Gre
1682, the Lord Ohlef dgstice sald:—“If they chal
e u for the King they must show cause
in
cannot challenge without cause, but he is nof bownd
to show his eause presentiy—it 18 otherwise o the case
of nother n. '

The h statate being In force in Penngylva-
nl.nhlﬂle {aw remained uu{:ha.ugml. untll the passage
of the not of 20th March, 1510, 6 Sm. Laws, p, 03,
wherein it was declared, that the Commonwealth, ‘ex-
vept In cases of felony™ might challenge no greater
number than whe defendant or defendants, and ns by
the act of April 4, 1809, in all criminal cuses, “wherein
prrem (.hlll.e have not heretolare been per-
mitw;l?;rﬂw. the defepdant or the defenduants shatl
be allowed to ﬂllknﬁu four persons peremptorily,”
the aot of 1818 t peremyp-

n misdemeanors.,

chlenges

mﬁhnbﬂeﬂ when the act of 1510 was
legislators overlooked the fact that ander the sta-
tafe 48 Edw. [, the Commonwealth had no per-
emptory cihe act, therefore wis to Lhal
exlent unnecessary ; thaugh us to the right to chal-
$ in misdemennors, in one point of view, the law

ve the Government four

assed the

t have been useful and necessary.

1 1804 another act of Assembly was pussed, and |t
is to be remsrked that this act |8 identical with the
taw of 1818, and both are but repetitions of the Kng-
Hish statute, Ch J, Glbgon, in Commonwealth ve
Jolliffe, 7 Watls, 586, remarks that “the proviaion
that in any case of felony the Commonwealth shall
not challenge without cause, was sepealed by the act
of 1884," this, however, is a mistake, orit may be a

rint, as was remarked by Mr. Dwight upou the
argument, fordf we read for “repealed” repeated, we
will settle the dionity, .

1t I8 abundantly elear, from what has already been
sald, thag up to lin pussage of our ‘pvnu] code In 1580
the Commonwealth, in felontes, had noright per-
emptorily to challenge any juror, the statute of Edw.
i having taken away that rlfht, aud our acts of
Assembly slmply re-epacted in terms the English
Btatule.,

The right to *ot aside™ jurora being well settled
in practice In England, the question of the power of
thie Commonwealth never seems o have arisen in
this State nntil 1588, when, in Commonweslih vs,
Jollifre, T Walts, 686, the Supreme Court expressed
fn opinion upon the subject,

By the act of April 28, 1829, urdon was ho longer a
(4 fuu olfense, % M, S, Laws, 486, Jolllite wus
indicted for arson, snd the Attorney-General clalmed
ihe Nt to “set aalde” a juror, withoul presently
assigoing any cause, and this ngfll- Wis alirmed by
the Coart.

has been arguned that lnggmuch as the erime of
#rson hod been a capital offense, and the right
ochallenge twenty jurors had not been taken away
by the act of Assembly, which changed the punish-
ment to imprisonment, in place of death, that there-
fore the coirt \n Commonwenith vs. Jollife decided
a4 it dla, Doubitless this rendon may have had welght
with the Court, but in view of the English practice,
llmmw contended that this circumstance
alone the controversy, As the case stands,
it 18 o plain deciaion that, ol any rate in felonies, the
Commonwealth can ¢laim’ this (ndulgence, and
than o reversal of thut decislon by the

conrt which nounced it will shake (s authority.
- o rt“n‘l‘iﬂ Vi Gnmmnnwaa;!;a 1 Wr. l.tn, i:w

1 e Lourt, Ough the act of 1500 gave 1o the
Uvgﬁi‘-ﬁnwmm four perempiory challenges, rofused
to disturh the practioe, saying that it Ydescended to
0, lilke many other custows, from the count:jv
whence most of our laws enstoms were derived,
28 18 proved by qllltlﬂn . J, in Jollife va. Comigon-
wealth, T Watte,” Thus in this oase, a capltal one,
notwithstanding the act of 1560, the cours amrmed
the ina case not eapital, and a felopy In
wiich . now under ocomsideration was
directly dad

rew ol

We have nothing to do with the pollcy of the prac-
llm.m. ith lhl’!‘ﬂllill':&m, acts of Allu:lﬁbl!,
anil selons bafore un, we can only say thut we
wonld have erred Lod we vefused (o permit the

and others lor a siisdeneanor, in | _
| perly Afsregarded becanse it was walved, and of this
any | opinlon are two of the jndges. Again, as under our
ue tme, for 1 take the courge to be that the King |

| are In the hox together, and are thus sworn or

JAnlrm'a to “stand aside,” n8 requested by the District
1Orney.

The power 18 nndonbtedly ;(H!r:u one, but us long
aa the prosscuting officers harge thelr dutica
according to law, the cltizen will not be In danger.
Any nmmrt ugan the part of the prosesating oml-
orr o ftute this power would inevitably con-
gign him to public contempt, It 18 right, in conolu-
#ion, to say that T have been informed that the prac-
tice of standing aslde jorors is well settled o the
United States courts in this distriet,

Hecond. The second reason asgigned In support of
this rule Is as follows, vig :(—*“The jadge erred in
;:{In’ging to nllow the defendants (o challenge Joseph

1 o

The facts In relation to this hranch of the ©1%¢ are
brieny these :—

This jury were called together into the box, and
the right of vhnllunfu was Ireely exercised elther for
catse or peromptorily until the twelve wore seated,

At one time 1 intended to diveet the juryto be
gworn as in homiclle cases, but & moment's reflec.
tlon determined me to direct the jury to e sworn
together, nd 18 our uniform practice o il eases Tt
capital, 1 then gave notice to connsel as follows:—

udge—"Swear the jury. unicss there are more
chullenges to make.” After a considerable deluy 1
sald 1o connsel, “What have you 10 say, gentlemen?”

Mr. Cnssigy (of counsel for prisoner) replieil—
Nothing.

1 then sald, ““The Court hins directed the counsel
to challenge; and therefore not avalling themselves
of the right, the jury will be sworn.™

Mr, Mann (of counsel for prisoners) repliod -We
oladm the right to challenge until the juror comes to
thie book,

After gsome conversation batween the Court avd
counsel, 1 sall, “I will not depart fromm the rale In
wll coses below Whe grade of capltal felondes ;1 did con-
template having ench juror swora separately; they
will, however, be sworn together, according to oyr

uniform practice, and 1 now say to the priioners
connsel that they have a right to exhanst thelr ¢hal-
lenges.”

Mr. Mann—We claim the right (o challenge uotil
the jurors come to the book,

Alter some delny, one or two of the jurors saying
they were not impartial, amwl leaving the box, and
others belng called in thelr places, the whole twelve
being in the box, the following took place: —

Judge—1 again suy to the counsel for the prisoners
that If they have no challenges to make, the jury
will be sworn according to our usual practice,

A deliberate delay ol several moments then took
place, the counsel for the prisoners remalning mute,
when I directed the jury to be gworn,

The Clerk of the Court then sall:—*Those who
awear will rise and take the book."”

The oath was administered to six or seven of the
Jurors, when the Clerk sald:—*Those who afirm
will rise.”

At this point my recollection, supported by that of
the District Attorney and several persons standing
in the Court, differs from that of the counsel for the

risoners, | belleye the juror subsequently chal-
l:-ngecl was upon his feet when Mr, Mann challenged

um.

AMdavits of two jurors have been
but we can take no notice of them,
assigned by my brother Allison, in the very
opinjon delivered in Commonwenlth va. Thompson,
Pa. Rep., 217, and the fact must remain established
as reported Ly me to my collengues, 1 regret the
ditference of opinion, and am very gtad to say that,
in the opinion of two of the judges, upon two other
points, this decision does not rest entirely upon the
racts a8 above stuted upon this point,

The Erautlcc fn regurd to challenges varies in dif-
ferent States of the Union. In some of the States a
Juror is challenged as he comes to the book, and this
48 believed to be the English practice; in others he
may be challenged after he has heen sworn ; in some
for cause arising after the oath has been adminis-
tered. With us, in this county, the practice hus
been 48 follows :—

In capital cases, where the jurors are sworn
separately, challenges may be made at any time
before the hook has been tendered to the juror or
the formula of aMirmation hus been commenced. In
cases not ¢capital, our unlform practice has been to
awear or allirm the jurors together, and no case |s
remembered in which the right of challenge has
cither been cinimed or allowed after any of the
Jjurors have been gworn or afirmed,

Admitting the princlples contended for by the
connsel ror the prisoners, and supportad by o num-
ber of authorities, the Court 18 unanimously of the
opinion that u{)on the racts, as reported, the chale
lenge was 1oo late

Two of 18 are of the opinion thag, after the swear-
ing of the seven jurers, the challeage wos too late,
and two of us are also of the oplnion that, under the
cirenmstances, the right by reason of & mere caprice
wWas falrly waived,

Upon these three grounds, therefore, the raling at
the trinl is sustained, Speaking for mvself, 1 have
no hesitation in gaying, that after the deliberate and
protracted delays which ocourred s the trinl, with
the repeated Invitations to counsel o exercise thele
right, the cage hecame one clearly within the rule
stated in Commonwaealth vs, MceFadden, 11 Hareis,
17, wherein the Conrt say, **This power to challenge
for cause al uny time before the oath (8 tendered
might be ahused, 1f the objection to a juror be kept
Lack At the regular time, for an improper reason, oy
rom motives of mere caprice, it would be just
euough to declare the right wholly walved, and the
discretionary power to do 80 ought not to be de-
nied,"

1f, 48 now stated, the counsel for the priseners de-
gireil to secere the Seven jurors who were thist sworn,
and thus by adopting an unusual practiee, deprive

wresented to ns,

| the Commonwealth of her right to challenge elther
An examination of this ease proves that it fully |

of them, the renson was an improper one; and if no
reason existed, then the ohallenge was o matter of
mere caprice; in either case the challenge wus pro-

practice, ineancs net capital, the whole twelve jurors

aMrmed, the reason does nol exist for the rule which
permuits each juror to be challenged as he comes to
the book, for us stated in Hartzel va, Commonwealth,
4 Wr, 406, “the last man may be as readily challengal
nA the first,” and the right of the prisbners {8 not to
selent but to roect. Twitchell's case, DBrowstor's
Rep. 6401, 1t was too late, therefore, 1o challenge
afler geven were gworn, aud of this opinlon are two
of the judges,

If 1kadnot, almost in terms, Invited connsel to
challenge any one of the twelve jurors in the box,
and delayed the trial for that parpose; if the juror,
alter having declared himsell perfectly impartial,
upon 6 t']lﬂlE.‘l’lR_l' for cause, had not been seated In
the box for some time, and thus presented hilmsell
as one of the twelve Jurors about to Ly the cause,
who could at any time have beea challenged—in a
word, If every reasonable op]lazmtllm_r had not bean
extended to the prisoners and thelr connsel to chsl-
lenge any one of the twelve, I shonld feel some in.
Justice bad been dope: but under all the circum-
stances of the case, | think 1t would be trifiog with
the administration of criminal jastice  to
permit this reason now to disturb the verdlet,
cgpeoially a8 the course adopted by counsel at the
trial upon this point was during the trial, and con-
tinnes to be to me, n mystery., Beside nll this, the
uplmou of my brother Alllsoq, In Commonwealth vs,
Thompson, p. 216, applies 1o this case. He then
ald :—""C'ourts are required to exercise groat cuu-
tion in the allowance of wecholedl and purely legal
reasons for serting aside verdlots arver u trinl falrly
and fully had, and where, upon the review of the
whole ¢ase, the conclusion is that, i gustaining the
verdict, substantinl justice s done, wnd that the vor.
dlet 18 such 4 one s ought to have been rendered o
view of all the facts proved upon Wie trial of the
cnse,"”

Tue fourth, nfth, and sixth rensons, a8 thay relate
to the admission of the testimony of Mayor Fox, will
be consideted together. Nell MeLaunghlin a most
fmportant witness for the Commonwenlth, was
called to the stand ; in a few woments It becamo evl-
dent that he was not 4 reliable withess, for Instea]
of testifyipg for the Commonwenlth, he proceeded
80 make & statement which not only did not mpli-
cate the priscners ln the attempted assassination of
Mr. Brooks, bul told most strongly ugainst the prose-
cution, At first he denled having ldentitded the pri-
soners or either of them at wny dme as the
men who ware ul the slore or in
the onrringe; then he sald he was “skeered” when
e made the former statement, he then prevaricated,
then he qualitied his former statement, and did it oy
way modt dimaging to the prosecution,

['nder these cirouistances the Cemmonwealth
called Mayor Fox and offered to prove, that on pre-
vious occasions the witness had made, ander oath,
statements clearly ldentifylog the prisonsrs ns the
wo men who had hired the carriage, and who, o lew
moments after 12 o'clovk, got into it and wereglriven
oyer the atreets to a certaln polut, when they lelt the
carriage, together with other detulled statements
maut?ﬁ Melanghlin to the Mayor of the transsoc-
tions of the day on which Mr, Brooks was shot, and
of the subsequent escspe of the partles from the
city, thelr plages of sojourn o New York, and fnal
Arrest

Alte nsideration, and an examination of
nnthuf‘im B:c?ietomllnml "to admit the r..uailmnug;
but at the time of doing 8o I sald 1o the jury thal the
evidence about to be sdmitted was not to be con-
Hldered as ony proving the fact spociiied In the
sl 1o &n laur. but wuas admitted
Mmply to mmonwealth was not
bonng “ﬂn%lm had sald, and to that
exml'l,l’b m‘f W , of mrmﬂa'c}l.. shaken.

{8 said that an erpor was thos commiy

Hestlo presonted for consideration is
one ulq dl:m , amd 18, moreover, one about
which the most distinguistied Jodges have difiered,

In England the welght of suthority was agalns:
the admission of such evidence lndt,n 1 s.:gxl nt
the tris, though in one ease, Oldroydn Rassoll Jles
Kyan, Eng, Cr. Ca. b, 88, the Judge at nisi pring ad-
mitted the evidence, and his course was sanctioned
by the twelve judges on

The manifest impropriety of the rale, it s sup-

t|‘ lod to the of the Bec. 22, Common
aw Frovedure nol, whereln it 18 declgred that “'a
arty producing a witness shall not be allow ed to
mpesch hig credit by general evidence of bad
character, but he may, in cnst the witness shall, in
the opinfon of the Judge, prove ‘adverse,’ that is,
‘hostile,” as contradistinguished from belng merely
unfavorable, contradict him by other evidence, or
by leave of the Judge prove that he has made an-
other statement inconsistent with hia present testi-
mony,” bt his attendon must first be called to the
circumetances under which he made the supposed
statement, 80 as 1o designate time amd place, aond he
must nlso be asked If ho made it 2 Taylor on Ev,
1212, 4th Ed, 64, Seo, 1222, Btearns ve, %kk.. 3PP,
Bmith, 44,

in the United States the anthorities prodoced on
the argument by counsel prove that at least there
are a8 many «declgions one way as the other, while
Greenleaf, In his work upon evidence, vol. 1, sec,
414, declares the weight of authority to be ln favor
of the admission of the evidence,

In this condition of things, I determined to adhore
to the weight of authority In my own Stage, wspe.
cially as reason ani the due administration of Jus-
tice sustained and sanctioned the principles acled
upon by the eourts,

In Btearns va, Merchanta' Dank, 8 P. . Smith,
dit, our Supreine Coiart examined the sabject, and
in the learned opinlons of Judges Read and Thomp-
son we have d clenr expodition of the law and review
of the authorities,

By a careful examination of the declslons clte
these two opinlons, it will, we think, cleariy appes
that the welght of anthority 18 In favor, in  Pennsyl-
vania, of the admigslon of this evidemes : and even in
the cuscs ln which with us different opinions arve
apparently announced it will be discovered that they
do not contiet with the point dectded in this case.

But it may be contended that Stearns va. Mear-
chants’ Bank 8 itsell an authority against the very
opinion now stated by the Court.  ‘Tnis may be true
it the gylinbius of the case |8 alone to be depended
upon; but a8 this is notthe case, we will briefly state
what was, in fact, decided,

In this case, the defendants first took out a coms-
mission to take the Jdeposition of two witnesses;
then the plamntis took ont a commisaion, In which
the defendants joined ; the same witnesses wore ex-
amined, depositions again taken, aud these showed
that the witnesses were totally mistaken in their
fermer depogitions.

In this state of the testimony, the defendants en-
tered another rule for a commission; nothing wad
done under it, but an attorney for the defendants,
without notice to plaintift, went to Cleveland, had
an ex parfe private conversation with the witness,
and then the gentleman 18 offerad to prove the con-
versation of the witness, to Impeach and destroy his
former testimony,

The Court say (and this I8 the only point decided
in the case) :—**This is & very striking proposition,
evincing an entire disregand of the rights of the op-
Im_qm- party, and a sacriflee of the witness without
118 having the slightest opportunity to tell the real
truth under oath. It Is substituting a private con-
versution with counsel for an open examination by
a4 tribupnal or by its duly appointed omoeer.” In
this decision the whole Court agreed. It 1a
one which undoubtedly commends  iiself
to the profession s belag  eminently
just and proper and yet In this very
case, the present Chief Justice wrote a powerful con-
carring opinion discussing the whole subject, and

roving beyond & donbt, we think, what the law of
>ennsylvania not only was, but had been. Justice
Agnew conourred in this opinlon—the other judges
simply decided the case before them. We see
notling in 8tearns v, Bank to shake the correctoess
of wy ruling, but much to strengthen it, and there-
fore upon authority in Pennsyivania we see no error
in the admiasion of this testimony.

Upon principle, we wonder how any court could
adopt n diferent rale from that acted upon at the

trink

McLaughlin was not only an important witness,
but the Commonwenlth, having examined him bé-
fore the Grand Jury, were fairly bound and driven
to call him,  Moad the District Attorney neglected to
do so, gerfous injury would have befallen the Coms-
monwealth’s case,

The witness 18 called, and proves not only to be a
hostile one, but we think artfully so; he not only did
damage, bat did it in the Sost etlicleont style,

Sad, fndeed, would be the condition of the Com-
monwenslth if she conldl not prove the true stute of
the case, not as evidence of facts, but to show  that
she 18 not to be bound by the present stateinents of
the witness,

To hold any doctrine which would thas paralyze
the arm of eriminal justice wonld be monstroos, and
we will not do 80 uniess commuanded by a legisia-
tive ensotment, or by a direct declsion of onr Su-
Pmme Court upon the very point.  No injnstice has

wen done to the prisoners, for 1 not only told the
jury that the statement of Mayor Fox was not proof
of  the facts conteined inm it but in  my
charge sald, expressly and pointedly, to them, “Or
the testimony of Nelll MeLanghiin I will dispose at
once,  If the jury believe his statement delivered on
the witness-stand, you will ut once arrive at the con-
clusion that the prisoners are not the men who did
this deed, The Commonwanlth have, however,
olfered inevidence the statements which this wit-
ness made before the Magyor: these statements are
not evidence of the facts contained in them, and
wore only admitted to ghow that the Commonwealth
should not be bonnd by the evidence of MeLanghlin,
and to this extent his credibliity would of conrse be
shaken, If you believe hie made thes¢ statements to
the Mayor.™

The last important renson assignad for the motion
for a rule for & new wrial, 18 that the verdict was re-
celved on Sunday.

1t s an undoubted fact that in very early thnes the
entire year was by Curistans considerad one con-
tinued term for the trinl of canses, and the purpose
wis to distinguish Christian magistrates from hoea-
thens, and us these lust were extremely anxlons o

celelrate days and seusons, the Christian went to the
other extreme, and helidl courls upon all days
allke, even upon Sunday. Lord Madsiield, in Swann
vi. Broome, & Burr, 15805, gives another reason why
the anclent Christians a wazﬂ Kept their conrts open
on all days alike; I was because by keeping the
conrts always of en Christian sultors were not'obliged
to resort to heathen conrts

A canon was sdopted In 617 proviling: —“*Quod |
nullus episcopus vel infra positus e dominieo
catkns judlclare priosumat.” This was followed hy
other canons, fortiled, savs Lord Manstleld, by
Thedosiug, In an imperial constitution, decreed by
the Emperors Carolus and Ludovicus, adopted by
the Saxon Kings, and fuaslly contdrmed hy Wilinm
the Copqueror and Henry the Second, and thus be.
came part of the common law of England, and as
such & part of the common law of Peansylvania, See
8 Burr, 1606, 8 Cowen,

Lora Coke, in 1 Ins i, declares that at com-
mot law there be dies juridicl and dies Jireidied,
und that the Babbath day (s not a Jodicial day,

The construction put apon the anclent canon of
617 pever included minlsterinl _acis, and therefore
the statuie of 20 Charles 11, o. T, was passed, which
prohibnted the serving or execnting of any “‘writ,
precept, warranf, order, judgment, or decree, ex-
cept in treason, felony, and breach of the peace,”
aud our aot of 1706 simply re-enncts the English
statnle,

That statute had received o jwdicial construction
in Muackalley's caso, 9 Co., Where It was resolvod,
*That no judiclul act ought to be done on that day ;
but mindsterial acts moy be lawfally executed on
sSunday.” -

I have been informad 'hat in Pennsylvania courts
in the aaclent duys were held open on Sunday, and
it is abnndantly clear thut for the parpose of per-
forming wdndsferial Act8 aunch 48 Yeoelving a vere
dler, the power has never been doubted,  Helide-
koper va, Cotton, 3 Witts, 60; Kepner vs, Keefer, 8
I, § Fox vs, Mensch, 8 W. and 8., 444,

We also refer to an atde opinlon tiled by Lewis,
J.. afterwards Chief Juatice, in s homiclde case tried
in Lancaster county (Earl's case), and reported in
Lewls' Criminal Law, p, 0€1; and also to the very
able, learned, and exhausive concurring opinlon of
Mr, Justice Rewd, in Sparhawk v8. Union Passenger
It. i, Co,, 4 1% W. Sinith, pp. 45040,

1n Raton’s cuse wo took the verdlet upon Sonday,
Having thus dlspolied of the lmportant reasons as-
signed for o rale for o new trinl, we can readily dis-
pose of the remainder,

We s¢e no error in the admission of the evidence
specitied in the elghth wnd ninth reasons; the ourt
did not suspend the trial to procure the attendanoe
of Mayor Fox, thongh the District Atiorney re-

uested us 8o 1o do, but went on with the exmmning-
tion of the witness upon the stand.

The Judge specinlly called the atientlon of the
jlll?‘ o the testimony speciicd by counsel, und
mithough an officer wis directed by the Conrt to in-
quire whether the jury had agreed, yet they came
into Court of their own motlon; &8 they took thelr
feats 1 sald, I sent an oMoer of the Court to lnguire
whethier you were likely to agree or not, but did not
intend to hurey you.

1 desire that all the jurors shall have the fullest
and mwost ample time to weigh the evidence und
consider their verdiot ; and If any juror thinks U
he has not had such time, I destre that e shoald
spenk, and time shall be accorded him"™ Aftor a
reansonable delay, 1 suld, “Well, gentiomen, What
have you to say 7" . Wheroupon the jary ndmatod
that they had agreed,

g5,

[]

With the law a8 gtatod hy the Court no lawyer can
s the connsel in thiv case have not, contemd, and
with the verdict of the jary, | am constrained to say,
no fault can be found, A eareful and anxious ex-
pmination of the evidenoe has gatisfied the Court of
the gullt of these prisoners; it wonld be most ples-
gant to discover, for the sake of these
young mey, that the jury had been mistaken: that
they (the prisoners), at leant, hud not been gulity of
a most serious crime.  Our duty, howgver, reqnires
us to declare that the vendiot s o Wost just and
righteous one, and that, beyond a reasonable doubt,
the prisoners are in deed and in fact guilty in man-
ner and form as they stand Indicted,

As thig motion was heard by myself alone, 1
thought it but just to the prisoners to submit every
reanon assigned In support of the motion and the
arguments of coungel o my colieagnes. This oaso
has, therefore, recelved a protracted und very care.
ful conslderatiom by the whole Court, and 1 am au-
thorizged to may that we all concur {n the conclusion
utated in this opinion,

The motion for a rile for a now trial s overraled,

The sentence announced above was then Imposed
by the courty after which the prisoners wore re-
moved to the Penitentiary under guard of the pollice,
the van being followed by an ambulance contalning
Chief Mutholland and a squad of ofles, to provide
agajnst any atlempl at escape or rescue,

- ———————~

Court of Common Pleas—Judge Ludlow,

In the matter of the Twellth and Sixteenth Sta, Pas-
senger Rullway Company, the Court this morning
refused to grant the mandamas compelling them to
lay the Nicolson pavement, but enjoined them not to
iay any pavement which haid not the cableal stones,

In making tols declglon Judge Ladlow sald:—

That the Legielgture huave unnualiled consatitn-
tional power “to tuke posseasion of the strecta of an
inegorporated city, and appropriate them to the par-
pose of 4 ratlroad, either directly or through a com-
pany created for the purpose,” had been so often
settied, that the question (s no longer An opermy one.
See ClUy vs. Eapire K. K. Vo, Leml Intelliyencer,
July 2, 1860,

The charter of this company I8 therefore the Iaw
of the case, though its provisions are to be strictly
construed,

The city, Bowevar, has it clearly defiged rights,
and where these are exercised in subordination to the
expressed will of the Legislature, and otherwise
according to settlod law, these rights must be en-
forced.

Ordinances muat, however, not conflict with any
constitutional iaw upon the statute books, and they
must not e unregsonable,

The Legislature, by the aot of April 11, 1868, de-
clared that “the city shall have no power to regalate
passenger rallway companies, unless authorized so
to do by the laws of this Commonwealth, expressly,
In terme relating to pussenger rallway companies in
the city of Philadelphia; Provided that nothing cons
tiined in this act shall be construed o release Lho
guld companies from keeping in good repair the
streets on which thelir ralls are lnld anid from paying
to the city the additlonnl cost of construction
gewers,”

Here s an act which directly conflinks with the
power clnimed by Counacils in the ordinance of 1868,
and when, in this instance, we look at the pecnlinr
provisions of this eharier, under which defendants
exercise thelr rights, we cannot doubt that io this
case the right of the city to enforce the ordinance of
Oot. 21, 180%, has beon taken away, for not *antil the
railways shall be laid and used by ranning passenger
cars thereon,” shall “the sald company be subject to
the ordinances of the ¢lty of Philacelphia regulating
the running of pussenger rallway cars,” and this
company may lay thely railway “without the con-
sent of the City Counells of Philaddphin,”

WHISKY.

e i———
Is Phllndelphin the Sodom of Americn?
To the Kditor of The Eventng Telegraph,

Philadeiphia  has achieved suoh an enenviable
notoclety lately by reason of |8 whisky frands, and
a8 our exchanges take such particular delight in
reading us moral ¢ssays on the subject, that we have
been led serionsly to ask the question at the head of
our artiole,

We confess that we have read with a pardonable
sort of satisfaction the whole pages of criminal
calendar that adorn the pages of our New  York and
Western contemporaries, and we religiously be-
Heved that if history should repeat itsell, cerfainly
Philudelphia wonld not be selected ns the modern
Sodom, Many frands and erfmes can be lald st the
door of whisky, but we are not one of thoge who be-
lHeve that the infornal deity who presides over illioit
distiliation hasd hig sole headquarters in Philadelphia,
Offenses against the law always exist in proportion
to the depruvity of public morals, aod i this be troe—
and who can doubt it?—we are undoubtedly not the
first on the Ust of oltles.

Our observation has srought us to belleve that the
many cases of newspaper report concerning whisky
men have mainly been the resale of techunicul viola-
tions, which the many and contlivting character of
the regulations on the subject render it impossible
to avold; and that Philadelphia has been selected as
the seapegoat of the conntry while the cities of the
West goe passed unneticed, We will not stop to in-
guire why this s so, we only know that it is the ract,
‘rauds do not contine themselves to  whisky,
but are general It the amount reallzed
by the Governmeut from whisky forfeitures 18 any
evidence of the extent of Jta frauds, It certudnly
speaks bad for the great mass of other taxpuyers,
Since the inception of the excise lnv “he Trensary
nas realiged from its investigation ingome re-
turns five times, and from manofactarers roturms
(other than whisky) fifty Uimes the amonut L has
from whisky forfaitures, and we challenge denial of
our statement, It muay be asked, that it the
on distilled spirits are us one to ilve agninst inconies,
and one to lifty against other manufactaring fate-
rests, how I8 it that the public has never been made
acquainted with the facts? The reasouns are, thut
whille special revenue oficlals aro appolated at large
salaries and enormous perquisites in shape of mojes
ties, to take charge of whisky, our local oficers at-
tend to the other, with the results stated. While onr
home officials sre actusted by a desire o fuithially
euforce the law, their actions are not based by a
greed for @ shore of the penalties, I 4 mxpaver,
other than a whisky man, s suspected, n careful and
private examination s make, and i1 an nodersiate-
ment exists the tax Is promptly assessed and col-
lected, and that without necdless expense and Htiga-
tion, Be it & distiller or ilgonor dealer, on the nim-
slest o excuses his place (5 selsed, the conspirators
trusting that the possesslon of his business accouats
will give them sumclent data to make up a case, I
they fail in this, they then prefer criminal charges
against the nofortunate wreteh, to drive him either
to confess judgment, orto compromise with the Gov-
ernment by the pavment of asom of money, The
charge I8 then abapdoned, aml the mercenary datec-
tive clalms and recoives one-half, This s no ldle iles
tion, a8 many a reader of this will teatifs. O the
many arrests made, consequent npon wWhisky sel-
gures, how muny have been tried?

This crusade [ not conducted agalnst open viola
tors of the law, of whom we will speak nerearter,
but against the licensed grain distillers and esta-
blished dealers who have capiial at slake ad dan
alfard to pay.

Is the revenne benefitted by a whisky detective
force T We feel sife in asserting thal the money
reallzed by the Government solely throagh
agency of this clasa of detectives has not pald for
thelir salaries.

In the Fifth CollecMon

tha

District, uronnd the Rich-

mond coal wharves, s rewlly where the whisky can- |

cer I8 lovated, Fraonds are there committed in open
deflance of law, and without an attempt at conceal-
ment. Molasses 18 the material nsed, being easier
haudled, and requiring no grest outlay of money,
Local oficers wink at the matier, and detectives all
andabetit, Why?
it, and where there are no moleties there ave 'no de-
toctives, But why do detectives abet (t7  An!
hereby hangs & tale. ‘The Richmoud contrabandist,
after suppiying local winta, starts for business cen-
tres to peddie his surplus  This & the opportanity
Mr. Detective has been waiting for.  He sejzes the
whisky, of course? Nota bivol i, He follows the
wugm] it i in until (U SLOPE OPPOSILe OIS Teaponsis
bie dealer's store, when presto! the store [ selznd

How long, oh! Lord, how long ?

Philadelphis, November 90, 1569,

aarh — —
Virginin Granite Golng West,

The sehooner Lucy Dy, Captain Higgins, will leave
this port to-morrow withia Jeargo of 560 tonsof Vir-
ginia granite, shipped by the Richmond Granite
Company for New Orleans, It will be shipped thence
to 8t Louls, and will b used in the construction of
the fmmous suspension bridge crossing the Missis-
slppl al that point. We have hitherto chronieled
the use of this granite Bast and North, where it is
regarded 5 the Desl for many purposes. There |s
reason to belleve that 1t will soon be equally in de-
mand at the Weal, —Jtichmond Disputeh,

e e
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LATEST BY TELRGRATH.,
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The Stonewall Disaster—Captain Wash-
ington OCensured—Grain Trans-
portation in the West—A
Heavy Libel B8Suit—
Eftecta of the
Great Storm.

The Falling Building Accident in St
Louis—Army Resignations—Ver-
dict for $5000 Against a
Railway Company.

FROM THE WEST.

e S
The Stonewnll Disaster-Captaln Washington
Consured,

Denpatch te The Bvening Telegraph.

87, Lovis, Nov, 20.—The commitiee of mer-
chants, appointed to investigate the conduct of
Captain Washington in passing the wreck of the
stecamer Stonewall without rendering ald, re-
ported as follows:—Your committee, appointed
at the request of Captain Washington to investi-
gate his conduet, as Master of Submarine No. 15,
in passing the burning steamer Stonewnll, beg
leave to submit the following report: —

We have examined all the witnesses at our
command, also the aflidavits of persons living
near the scene of the disaster, and, after care-
fully weighing the evidence, we think that Cap-
tain Washington committed a grave error, not
charncterigtic of our Western steamboat men
under similar circumstances, in failing (o lend
his boat, as he conld undoubtedly have rendered
great nssistance in the matter to those in the
water and others who had snececded in gotting
ashore.

Graln Transportation.

The President of the Merchants' Exchange
has recelved o letter from the awents of the
Homburg Company at New Orleans, retating to
the business of lorwarding grain by steamers,
They state that the present undesirable condition
of the bar will prevent them from making cn-
gagements for large guantities on acconnt of the
considerable draft of wnter of these stenmers
with o heavy eargo at present. They stale that
ample cargoes are offered in cotton, which pay
better, and the Hamburg steamers have no com-
partments o carry grain in bulk,

A Heavy Libel Sair.

Judge Wolf, of the Conrt of Criminal Correc-
tion, has ened the St. Lonis Thaes [or $25,000
for an alleged libellous article charging him with
partiality and incompetency.

A Fatnl Altercntion.

John 8, Turner, of Glasgow, Mo,, a large
stock raizer, had an oltercadioli with o deck
hand on the stenmer Nile this morning, The
man struck him with « mallet, inflicting pro-
bably a fatal Injury.

The Falling Building Accldent In St, Lonis,

By the accident to the new building at the
cormer of Fifth and Olive streets, some =six
lnbovers lost thelr lives, being buried In the
ruins.

FROM WASHINGTON.

A dudae Advoente n Phillndelphinn.
Special Despatoh to The Epening Telearaph,
Wazmixaros, Noy, 20.—Major Henry Good-
fellow, U, 8. A., Is announced as having entered
on his duties as Judge Advoeate of the Depart-
ment of the Sonth. Major Goodfellow is a na-
tive of Philadelphia, an attorney-at-law of the
courts of that city, and entered the army ns
Second Lientenant, 26th Reziment Pennsylva-
nia Volunteers, U. 8, A., on April 15, 1861, He
was formerly a clerk in the United States Dis-
trict Court of Philadelphia, and served with Dy,
Kane in his celebrated Arctic Expedition.

frands |

| slgned, with puy to Jaunary 1, 1870,

Hacause there |5 no proney in |

| been recelved,
[

Army Resignatlons Aceepted,

Second Lientenant Samuel Purdy, Jr., Hih In-
fantry, U. B. A, has resigned, with pay to
February 1, 1870, Second Lieutenant Samuel
R. Crumbauzhk, 2d Infantry, UJB. AL, has re-
Firat Lien-
tenant William W, Tompking, 3d Artllery, U,
8, A, has resigned, with pay to Apreil 24, 1870,
Captuin  Abraham  Bassford, Sth Cavalry, 17, 8,
A., has resigned, with pay to November B, 1569,
Second Lientenant William I1, Sloaue, 12 Ia-
fantgy. U, 8. A., has resigned. with pay 1o No-
vember 10, 1864,

oy
FROM BALTIMORE.
e
Janes' Falls Risen,
Special Despatoh to The Bvening Telegraph.

Bavrismone, Nov, 20.—Rain foll In 1orre
nearly all last night, aond Jones” Falls and
streame are considerably swollen,

The Bremen Sieamer.

e steamer Obio, of the Bremen line
reported coming up the bay.

Verdict Agalnst a Railway Compnuy.

In the Court of Common Pleas yvesterday Mar-
raret Traloer and her children gor 25000 danages
the Baltimore and Ohio Hailroad Com-
pany for Killing her busband.  Juries now seem
determined 1o make examples in

il

i3 now

nuninst

vl such easgs,
bul the lmpression is they are golug too far in

=pine recent Iinstances.
e —

FROM NEW YORK.
—l—

The Storm nnd the Telegraph Wires.
Despateh to The Evening Telegiaph.

NeEw Yok, Nov, 20.—The heavy gale of lasy
nlght has interrupted communication with the
cables Fuast, and no Europgan advices have yet
Despitelies will probably come
to liand before nitht, The European steamer

| Clty of London sails to-day, but takes no specie,

Now York Money and Stock Markets.
NEW YOk, Nov. 20.—Stocks steady. Mone
6@7 per cent, Gold, 196, ¥ive twentles, 1844
oo pol, 1165 5 do. 1884, do, 118%: do.
1800, do,, 1Li0,:  do.  do, new, 110/, : do,
1867, 1164 do, 1863, U87g: Ten-forties, 1077 ;
Virginla sixes, new 5d': Missour] sixes, 93¢
Canton Company, bB8; Jomberland  preferred,
g6k : New York Central, 18i4: Erle, 951 :
Reading, #7%; Hudson River, 109 : Michigan
Central, 11931 Michigan Southern, &0: Tilinols
Central, 183; Clevelaud and Plitsburg, 82 ; Chi-
cago and Rock Island, 108 : Plitsburg snd Forg
Wayne, 58)0; Western Union Telograph, 364,

COUNTERFETING.
e ——

seizure ol Connterfelt
. nard
O

Money-—-Arrest of Bepa
Currans.

On Wednesday ovanum, 1600 instant, 0, 8, Mars
shal John Dunn and cer Olmstead, of the Ciry
Pollce, arrcated Bernard Currans, 8 man who kee

a Arinking saloon on Orange sfroet, between Fourih
and Kifth stroets, on a o of ng counterfelt
poktal i'.tl.l'l‘ﬂlll.“f. At the time of making the arrest
they searched the premises, and in & large drawer
back of the bar they fonnd, wwrd up o m news-
paper, coverad up by about t 0onen a pack-

sge of Lwenty-ning counterfeil twonty-flve oceny

[}

! Conomerefal, Nov, 19,

notes, ns new and as crisp as thou Rt N,
Currang clpims that he has taken 5:'&{3 not:l"nt.
sundry tmen fn change. He his osrtainly passed
them at sundry times. He guud three on three
different butchers, three on Shérit Richardson In
Rettling costain an indlotment against him for the

wale of liquor, and one on & huckster woman

Illeﬁll
in Market street.  He may have En.umd othe 1
th:!_iw are all the oMoeers have yet heard of Y

8, Commissioner Harman held him to ball in
the sum of §5000, in default of whioh he was com-
mitted, and 18 now In the city colls,— W ilinington

pp——

GOLDSBOROUGH,

| s e
Partieninrs of ha Escape from the (eerge-

town Jall--Preparations In Advance—A Hoop-

Skdrt Plays an Important Part—Desertlon of

his Confedernte.

The Wilmington Commercial of las
the rnll(m\‘h\nr:“-1 ol f

From Sherifl Layton, ef Susiex county, we get ad-
dittonal particulars of the escupe of Golidsborough
from Georgetown jail, on Sunday ni n.|ma fnst, |

The proliminary work had evidently boon dono by
other prisoners before and during conrt, three men
discharged at the last conrt, nnd a colored man
pamed  Liugo, convicted, participating. These
prisoners not being ladicted for capital offense werp
not confined to their ceils, but had access to the
prison yard, and to the common entry, or corcidor,
of the prisoh. There was a small cioset opsning ouf
of thiz entry, and extending under the atairway
which lewds to the second story, Some of them en-
tered this and took np part ol the door o0 as to get
access to the space between the prifon floor amd the
groumd, and then, tuking advantage of such oppor-
tunities as from timoe o time presented themselves,
they got underneath the bullding and secretly prose-
cuted] thelr work which resnlted in the removal of
all but one tier of bricks (rom the ontside wall, and
also the dividing wall throagh which tio]clnh-nron&:
escaped from s cell to the space beneath
Prl-e-u. This left but ove tier of bricks In each wall
or the prikoner to remove, and his task, nfiar get-
ting free from his frons, was a comparatively casy
one,

All these preparations, made before the Court
and during its sesslon, woere part of a gonerdl plan
for the escape of ail who might be convicted.
toldsborongh., it seems, did not expect to be con-
victed, and S0 made no attempt o oscape before
his trinl, He appeared surprised at his convistion,
and much cast down, but he tolil Lingo, the re-
maining prisoner, that' that jall could not hold
him, andd he intended to get away. Lingo made
1|wntmlnlm-parutlmm. and he was to coscape with
the muorderer, the Iatter promising to give him
$100 after they should get out Il that Golds-
horongh now required (0 secure his escape was
to get rid of his leg-iron.  To do this he got L{
to make him a saw out of A knife, but the bolt
roving harder than the knife, this experiment
ailed.  He then told Lingo whers he could find
un old hoopsakirt, and ilirected him to get It
umd mske saws of the steel, Lingo found the gkirt
andd made him elght Httle suws, seven of which were
founil alter his escape copcenled about the stove In
hisg cell, Whether he anwed off the bolt with the
other or not is aquestion no onc but himsell can
decide, but Sherltt Lovton bHelleves some one . scaled
the wall amd gave him a more efMolent instroment.
The surmise that the instrument used was conveyed
to him in & can of preserves (s lncorrect, as he left
the can in his cell anopened.  The SheriT showed
18 the bolt, and it was apparentiy over half an inch
thick and very smoothly cut off.  The suspicion that
e was furnished with a saw by an outslde p 5
founded on the hreakage of the water pipe and other
evidences that the high wa!l around the prison yard
had been sealed.

In addition to the cartiage which the tracks show
o have been In walting, it 15 evident that s horse
wis also awalting the prisoner’s cscape, and it is
now believed that he went o on the latter. Golds-
horough told Lingo that his brother, at his last visik,
gave him a roll of notes 43 he shook hands on bids
ding him good-bye, After all the [mportant assist-
ance that his colored fellow-prisoner atforded him
Goldsborough gave him the slip, {nrohlhly to avold
the Ipugmu-m of the §100 promised him for his
SUTVICES,

FINANCE AND COMMERCE,
Orrice oF TR RVENING

Tlmn,lrn."
Baturday, Nov, 20, 1e80,
The local Money marketof the current week closes

| active and strong, with all the festares Indicative of
| metringent and unsettied leeling,

Borrowors who
may not have provided for thewr wante early in the
il are entirely at the mercy of the “‘mone
changers,” and the efvete usury laws are “a d
letter,” falliug to afford the slightest protection,
though enacted expressiy for the contingencies now
upon us. A large amount of nuexceptionable paper
is belng daily hawked about the ptreets, and though
there I8 apparently wore Alsposition to buy than
heretofore, the rates culrent nre so usarvious that
|1:||Iu~ contracts are aliiost synonymous with financial
ruin.

Call loans continiie casy at && 7 per cent,, but Jdis-
counts range belween (2 and 29 per cent.

Gold I1s quiet and weak, opening ot 126)¢,
mit &t noon 1267,

In Government bowds there
cient here to BX quotations,
Kot 18 reported strong.

There wns considerable activity in the Stock
market this morning, and prices genecally had an
upward tendency,  Peinsyivanin 68, 1rst sories, sold
At 102, City 63 were firm, with saled of the new
HEueE gt 101 5,

There was a lively apeculutive demand for Read-

Pre-

are not sales sum-
In New York the mar-

| ing Haflroad, and prices advanced M. selling at 487
ind® by 0,3 Philladelphiu and Erie Hallrond bnproved

o Belling at 95%@987% . Little Schuylkill Raltroad

| changed handg at 42, anid Pennsylvanin Rallroaa at

| do, 1804, 1181 @118
| new,

s st was bid Tor Catawlssa preforred, and 11025
for Camden and Amboy,

Canal shares were gulet, with sales of Leligh
Navigation at i,

In Codl, Bank, and Passenger Rullway shares no
gules were reported. aule was offered for Sesond

and Third; 60 for West Philladelplin, and 12 foy Hes-
tonville,

PHILADELPHIA STOCK EXCHANGE SALES,
leperted by De Haven & Bro,, No. 40 8, Third street,
FIRST BOARD.

§4500 Pa 08, 1 ser. 18, }-N‘l sh Read R.. ..o 45,0

a0 0] i :
00
1
(EIT]

805.... 1025
£1400 Clty 68, New. 18,1011,
1500 Leh Con ).... S0

dph Camé A.Sc.. a8

40 sh Leh N SL,, 34

2 8h Penna R i

18 TR0 o ns o o B

an sh LitSch It . is. 42

124 sh Leh V R. .18, 43}

300 8bh Read R. .15, 4551

200 do..s00wnls 457,

160 do...... 45 74
400 do.....h3d, 40 do ...,

20 do...... 08 457, o, ., e85, 4875

—NARR & LADKER, Bankers, report this morniug's
Gold quotations as [ollows:—

1000 A, Moo ooueon 1908 159 A M. envinns
10718 ¢ ARG I B e

1018 “ R0 11730 @

045 ¢ cieanrenes RIRERE LA | O e e o
MEssu8, DE HAVEN & Brorazn, 40 No. 8.

streat, Phlladelphia, report the following quotations:

~U. R daof 1851, 11T @115 40, 1502, 11561 @I10% ;

y do, 1588, 118°,G@114; do, 1868,

1G5 @116, 5 do, 1567, do. 110/, @1162; ; do, 1868,

do,, 167.@il0l, | 10408, 1075 @105; U. 8. 50 Year

6 per cent, Currency, 107%w@108; Due Comp. lat.

Notes, 19; Gold, 120 @ 1207, ; Silver, 184@125);.

JAY COOKE & Co. quote Government securities as
follows:—0, S, 6s of 1981, 115@115); ; 6-208 of 1864,
1165 @1167% ; do,, 1564, 1B @1184 do., 1568, lla;‘a?
114/,: do., Joly, 1865, 1i0@118% ; do, do, \
1164, @1161 ¢ do., 1963, 11041102 ¢ 10408, 107@
1087, 5 Cur. 68, 107 @ 1081, ; Gold, 12025,

"
60, 483
do.sd0wn, 18, 457%
do. . s60wn, 4§75
o RUR LR
do..
o
do
[ [ IR

Philadelphia Trade Réport.
SATURDAY, Nov, .-The Flour market 8 ex-
v ling!y quiet, wid by the absence of any demiand
for shipment, ounly u few hundred barrelg
were taken In lots by  the local trade at @
e (or Buperiine ; §587 /@003 Tor extras; §5-Th@E
045 for lTowa, Wisconsin, and Minnesots extra fa-
mily; §oin@ogs for Peansylvania do. do,; $6@
G40 for Ohlo and ludiana do. do., and §1@T80 for
fanoy brands, according to gquality., Rye Flour sellg
at ﬁ pur barrel.
¢ Wheat market is without cesential change.
Sales of 1000 bushels Peunsy!vinis mdull-ﬁ]m
3650 bushels Delaware do. at $1'47. Rye 8 AL
10s@1Us per bushel for Pe lvanis  and
‘estern. Corn is firm at former qoo ns. Sales of
Tennosylvania yellow at $107@148; new do. at
980, ; and 2500 bushels Westorn mixed nfm?ﬁ
Oats are without change, Sales of Pennsy and
Western at 60 cents, nhd Deluware at 81 centa,
in Barley and Malt no sales reed,
Bark—In the nhseunce of § quote No. 1
Quernitron at §9200 per ton.
i prim &t $078@. " Tioh
and prime e a
seed i in deand ax §2-
sold at the latter rate,

Whisky Is firm,  Balea of West .
bouned, amunu

for kot




