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“Wasmarox, March 31, 1876,
STARTLING EFFECT OF THE DISCLOSURES CON-
CERNING THE BABCOCK TRIAL—INTERVIEWS

WITH CHANDLER AND BABCOCK.

The testimony of C. 8. Bell before the Clymer com-
mittes to-day ap 1 lmpe He said
In couversation afier the close of his examination thas
be hiad told the truth, and that if his sctlons seemed
{sfonsistent It was because he startod out with a firm
belief that Babeock was Inpocent and was the victim
of & political persecution ; that he acted In good falth
1o defeat what he supposed wero the machimations of
Babeock's and the President’s enemies until he be-
tame satisfled of Baboock’s gullt, when he was asked
{0 obtain and destroy the evidence agalpst him, and

that them he had dropped (he matter,
sod so far a8 be had done asoything
had worked In the Interest of jostice
The principal poinis in this testimony were thathe had

frequent conversations with the President, who wished
1o know whether Babeock was guilty or not, and seema
1o have tagen this queer way of discovering it by em-
ploying a detective to got a look at the evidence in the
government’s hands, some of which the Fresident
Bpp to have suspected 1o be false or forged. The
Presudens sens him first to the Attorney General for an
appointment, who delayed and finally told him” that &
high official in the Treasury bad advised him not to
seod Bell to 8t Louls; then to Becrolary Chandler,
who appeinted him on the Proesident's recom-
mendation. Bell says that he was enjoined by
Baboock and some of his lawyers to got the
testimony againsi Babeock and bring is (o the Lindell
Hotal 10 be there destroyed; thss Babcock told hym he
must get iiall, asto gei only a parl would be ussless;
that when he became satinfied of Babeock's guils he
dropped the matter, having meantime got access to
Dyer's papers aud looked st some of thom, and that
Roger Sherman was afterward sent oub to St Louls
from New York to do what Boll had refused or fallea
to deo, and did surn over corlain documents so Babeock's
counsel

In confirmation of Bell's testimony the following
poiats turn up bere from different sources. Becreiary
Chandler says he appointed Bell at the request of the
President, and that afierward he dismissed him on the
President’s motion, General Grant telling him that
Bell was a scoundrel. Bell says be was dismissed
shree days after he reported to the Presld that,
In bis bellef, Babeock was guilty. It I8 known
Also that Bell did get access to Dyer's papers m St
Louis, and that a detective or watchman caught him m
Ihe act of replacing somo papers he had taken out, It
Ia also known, indepandently of Bell's tostimmony, that
ihe cipher. he had and which was publishod in the

DERF COBRUPTION IN THR LAND OFFICE
Mr. Buxton, lormerly & clerk in the Land Office and

cently uneartbed by Secretary Chandler, was rpeported i
to bave fled to California a fow weeks age. He has just |
returned to the city and turnod States ovidence Bll|
disclosures are of A most dumaging character showing

exiensive frauds which bad beon systematically carried

on for yeara Many persons are implicatod and luriber

developments are pending.

THE BILVER RESUMPTION ACT THROUOH THE

HOUSE.

The House to-day passed the Silver Resumption hill
wilh Reagun's amendmen!, making ihe silver dodar &
legal tender in slvgle payments to the cxtent of $50
and the smaller silver colna to the extent of $25, The
Senate will donbtless pass the bLUL The whole ques-
b of milver will recsive elaborato trentment atthe
banaos of Senator Juneca, of Nevada, who Lias prepared |

alioged to be desply Implicatod in the land frauds re- | o

svening be did reveke it shoruy aser wae com. | INENIOr appointed you? A. 1 suppose be did; 1 know
that the President and Mr. Luckey both ® to hiw
. peeeasly cheut pwoimetng Bt et 1

\ poin i anaary witness
EGULAR PON intment as Arst class clerk 1o the Pension Office

FRoM PUR 8 CORRES DENT. ?lp:xmamuhmmua such office ns

""":"‘*—'- sgeot toder the In “:. Mlblkd‘m ,-n ucting

ABHINGTON, -* s A L] L duty.
" s 200 your salary? A. mehudnd dol-

was
lars & yoar and $3 per diem and travelling cxpenses,
Malﬂi -m; 1 entered on the
on the Tth of January ; the hisy of cases was
sent to mo at St Lowis to be worked up, but I never
wourked them up.
THE WAR BECHETARY'S AVOIKDUPOIS.

In cross-examination by Mr, Danford the witnoss
slated that the reason he did not go to the Preaident
B 0 oy far 'r.. Tiarebip s that (e Soors

im Lo y for a tradership was ] -
tury of J:r wetglied somewhat more than he did, and
he did pot think 1t would do Lo atlack him.

Mr, Clymer—Under that appointment were you in-
umul:d.- in the Babcook case in St Louis? A Ne, 1
was

Q. Were you sent out there to take any partin a?
A. No, sir, not under this appoiniment.
Q Under any appoinunent? A. No, sir

Q. Were you never employed in apy way In connec-
tlon with that case¥ A Not by the guverament.
4. By whom, thop—tienoral Bubcock? A (hesltlal-
ingly}—No, | cannot say that 1 was
By his conusel ¥ A. No, sir. g
§. By anybody for him? A. By somo one acling for |
him; | suppose acting lor him; they ml.d‘tm were; 1 |

a lengthy speech on the suhject.
EENATOR BEUCE AND AFFAIRS IN MISSISSIPPL

When Senator Bruce heard how things wero going in
Mississippl the other night, be exclaimed with an em-
phatic oath that tho Biate hud gone 1o rum. I was
pust saving He also declared that he should not speak
on Missiesippl afurs whes Morton brought them up.
He since changed his mind and made a characteristio
speech to-day.

A AEW YORK APPOINTMENT,

The name of ftepben B. French was sent imio the
Senate w-day by the President for conflirmation us Ap-
pruiser of Merchandise for the pori of New York, vice
Darling, reaigned.

AN INJUSTICE CORRECTED.

An error in lhe press reporis concercing the work
of the commities on the real wstate pool bas done in
Ljuslu»modunn of that For
| instance, tho able legal argument on the subject of
resaiping the recusant witoess Hallett Kilbourn in the
custody of the House ss agsinst the demand for his
body by the local courts, was made by Mr. Jepthal),
New, of Indiana, nstead of Mr. Glover, to whom it
was Inaccurately eredited.

GENERAL WASHINGTON DESPATCHES.
—— .
Wasuingrox, March 31, 1874
DEMOCRATIO CAUOUS ON THE IMPEACHMENT

A democratio cancus was held to-nigiis, vontisuisg
till half-past aleven o’clock, for the 0ot slocting
managoers to condugs the Impeachment t. al of ex-. *
rotary Belkoap befure tise Senato.

The following named geallemen were chosen by bal-
lot:—Meaurs, Lord, New York; McMaton, Ohio;
Knott, Kentugky ; Lynde, Wisconsin, aud Jenks, Penn-
sylvania, democrsts; and Whesler, Now York, and
Hoar, Massachusetts, republicans,

THE BABCOCUK TRIAL INVESTIGATED.
‘Wasmxorox, March 31, 1876,

Ex-Assistant Seoretary of thie Treasury Bawyer de-
pied to-day, before the Committes on Expenditures in
the War Departmeas, that bhe bad ever carried any
memorands of B, Gordon Daniels to the Becretary
ef"n.mlwlﬂhhumnuupuum
was revoked, nor had Damicls any arrangement with
& man named Traey concersing the payment of money
for ihe pont. Witness never knew thero was a moaey
bargsin between Tracy and Daniels untll so informed
by the Secrotary of War. He then told Tracy that he
would have Daniels removed, which was done.

Before tho same commitiee, O. £ Bell testified as
follows :—I reside in Jackson, Mise. ; In June, 1872, 1
think, I came to Washington to spply lor & post Lruder-
ship in Texss, Vort Davis, or any olbar post I could
get; 1 had recommendalions rom many officers of the
army, including one from General Reynolds, under
whom 1 had served in 1060 and 1670, in the secret sor-
vice, in hunting down some of the murdercrs of
the freedmen and srmy officers; when I came to
Washiagion 1 wikrl to tho office of the Secretary of
War, sent j8 ‘t: when 1 came lato
his presebos o kmow what 1
wanted, and I told him that 1 wished to secure a post
tradership; 1 had In my hands s number of recom-
mendations from diferent officers for services ren-
dered during the war and aftorward; he seemed con,
siderably offended st my calling on him on that bosi-
ness, and sald if be had known that that was the ob-
ject of my wislt be should mot have seen me; I told
um it would oot take me but a very brief time to get
out of his office; I went out, and Lad got to the fur-
ther end of the bmilding when a young man came out
pomowhat in & hurry; | assumed that he belonged to
the department from the {uct thal be had no bhat o0a;
be sala that the Becretary desired to seo me, and I
weni back.

YCAX TOU PAY TWO THOUSAND DOLLARS !

When 1 wentin the Secretary told me that he had
been groatly annoyed by warious applicants for these
posts; | do not remember exactly what shape the con-

Hemitd was mostly in Luckey's handwriting. This
was known here at tho time it was published. It was
also known here ai thai time that Ball had acosas to
the Presidenl. Among persons who bave had the
means to be Lhoroughly informed of the secret manip-
uistions in the Baboock case Ball’s testimoby s re-
garded as true In all its malp stalements and prob-
Ebly entirely true, and it la certain that corroborsting
circumstances other thun thoss meotloned can be ang
probably will be discovered,
ISTERVIEW WITH SECAETARY CHANDLER,

A HER4LD correspondent called on Secretary Chand.
lor and seni up bis card this evening

The Secretary came In smiling and said, “You have
come 1o ask me about Bell I only read the report of
his testimony late this afternoon.’’

The Secretary wont on lo say that Bell's inference
and assertion that be (Chandier) had an ding
with the Fresident or any one else that the wiitness
was employed for General Babcock was ilotally flse,
but Mr, Chandler sald that Bell was reeommended to
bim by ihe President, and the recommendation
was writlen on & card to the effect that Bedl
was & good detective and wouid be a proper
man to put oa the wmecret wmervice florce of the
Ioterior Department. Not long after this General Huarl-
but, ot Dilinois, or some other oflicer of runk in the
army, eallod at the Secrctary’s office and saw Boll's
eard lying on the desk, whereupun the General said
that Bell was o good spy and was u valvable man
¥ on socrei missions requiring detective
He bad known bim in the army and employed
asaspy. He had also known bim as o soldier,
proved competont and falthful, and was pro-

THR FARSIDENT'S CIANGE OF OPINION,

‘After this Becretary Chandler gave Bell o place on
Bia secret pervice lorco under the chiref, Mr. La Barra,
and he saw nothing more of him nor beard anyibing
of him for several weeks, One day the President
told him (the Secreiary) that be was mistaken about
the charscter of Detective Bell. He had thought be
was a good man, bul had found that be was a seoun.
drel, and he wanted him removed At this the Secre-
Beil's go A month or iwo later
Bell applied for his pay, having received none since he
was first engaged. The chiefl of the doteciives was con-
wulted and bosaia he did pol know. whbat Hell hed

|

i

§

from the department
Cowen might have signed his vooch
pay, but not through Mr.
not rewomber ihat

INTERVIEW WITH GENERAL BAROUCK.

General Baboock was also imterviowed this eveging
sthis house. He seemed 10 anticipate the objoct of
fhe visit, and as suon as Hell's name wss men-

The Judiciary Commitiee having to-day reported a
Tesolulion condemning the Altoruey Goueral's letler
o dlmriot stierneys, witoesses, "' und

*"discoursging
Geelaring that ke ought te revoke 15, 1t eomes out this
L]

took, but I know be maked me what the post
was worth; I told him 1 did mot know; ho said, “ls it
worth $2,000 & year "' I supposed he was morely ask-
ing me as & matier of opinion as to the value of such
postathere, and 1 told him I supnosed It was worth
thai; said be, *Can you pay $2,000a year?" ihere
wus very little more sald, and [ went away.

Q In that conversation did you distinotly under.
stand himn to sak you to pay Lim $2,000 for it? A.
Well, owing 0 the nature of the convorsation Lhag
occurred before 1 went out I rather thought ho was
trying to trap me, lo got me inlo some sort of un offer,
perbépa; 1 did not choose to go any lurther with is,
snd 1 let the makter drop; I bad no direct recom-
mendations for Fort Davis, nor did | make any appli-
cation In writing; 1 bad never mes the Secretary pre-
and 1 thought the couv jon was rather

+ 1 did mol tnink from Lhe nature of the ser-
vice | bad rendered 1 cught 1o anything for s thing

of#l kind, if that was what be mosni; al the time
1 Mdered |6 an silempt o entrap we, o accouns of
the words that had passed beiween us.

Q you know Colonel Goodfellow? A, Yex

Do
Q. Do
thret or lour times o

Q. Do you know anyth

you know Mr, Crosby?! A. I have met him
Lo business matlers.

with regard to those gen-
tlement A o mol r Govalellow was Judge
Advecate General i the time; 1 was wilh General
Rey tolds, and be bad cognizance of & good deal of my
qu dune then.
4. Bave you ever informed any one thal Secrelary
mm hia Chiof Clerk, Mr. Crosby, aud Colonel

or any Irl!y‘uﬂﬂl' on duty ln‘llu War D:'.,
partg s wud “go b " in mat
this kind? A, No, sir; not to my knowledge; 1 bave
no khowledge of unything of the kind.

TALK ON THE FRONTIRR

ik iabons i ey pacd tor L pomket 4. Oh, yebi
k LW r r ol ;
1 is Gemumon 1alk 1o an Antonie sed Avstin,

Q. Dl you ever make sny other tion to the
Boecretary of War shan the one you e spoken of?
A. No, sir; oue was enough for me.

Q What business are you epgaged in mow? A Iam
on detective work; nut ab present under the govern-

menL

Q Youweroa detective and scout for yoars in Toxas?
A Yes, uir; {Lhnnus&m soung as special agest of
the |
Q Who appointed m?‘i Mr. Chandler.

4. Have you rendered any recent service 1o that de-
purtment? A Nooe since tbe 10tk of February of

l’::u. personally sequainted with Mr, Chand-

:l PRESIDENT'S m;lmm&u i
sppoibt you ab his own mo and,
soficitstion? A. The President of the

on?
you wsoquainted with him personally? A.

long have you koown him? A 1 have
ot intervals since 1801
ou his recummendation when you went to
of War? A | bhad.
Genersl Reynolde’'? A 1did pol ask
dent's; the r d was of
that [ did mot think | ueeded any

got that recommendation of the Presi-
A. | bave not

i
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| was employ

d in Novermber.

4 What services were you to reader under that em-
ployment?® A. (aiter a panse)—I would like a littlo
time Lo reflect upon that matier, so a8 o put It In

shape,

Q. Lonly want the truth; it in uot very hard to tell
that. A. I do not know as thoat has spything to do
with this case,

Q. We will determine that after we hear it. 1 only |
want W know who employed you? regurd to |
those St. Louls whiskey matbers?

4 Yex General Bubcock is an officer of the army,
amd | propose Lo iInquire wbout bim now, A Well, l
wus employed by Mr. Luekey, the privaie secretary of
the President.

UOW BABCOCK'S ESCAVE WAS MANAUEL,

Q What were you to do for Mr. Luckey?! A. To
make it 08 brief as possible, [ was to look into the hands
of the District Attorney shere, Colonel Dyer, and see
what evidence there was pst General Babeock.

“Q. You were sent by Mr. Luckey, then, to go out
there and inquire whai ease there was agasinss General
Baboock? A, 1 was there at the time.

Q. Ind Mr. Luckey writo 10 you? A. No, sir; I mob
him there at the hotel

Q. How were you todo it? A, 1 wus simply Lo visit
she Dustriet Attorney's oiice, as 1 had the run of the
office there, and see what evidenco there was,

& Did you go thero and get hold of 1t? A, 1did
= With the consent ot District Attoroey? A

o, air,

d. You gok |t surrepsisionsly, thea? A I did

¢ Did you lurnixh what you got Lo Colonel Luckey?
A 1 did; that was in November at the Lindell Hotel

Q Was there any other oted with

Q Is this cipber im Luckey's bandwiiieg? &
Most of iL

Q Did your ever communicate with L by
meaus of wbis cipher® A | did u because | was
Bob appoinied by the Attwrovy Geperal to go oul there.
COMMUNICATING WITH THE PRERIDEST,

Q m did you communicste the infurmation lo
the fdent that you believed thut Baboock was
gulliyr A 1 went times apd tried to bave an
\nterview with bim and (ailed, and then I put the
im & shape that | could ges it to bim; [ got it 1o
shrough a newspaper; 1 put it 1o that way becanae
did not care 1o trust apything i writing in ke
ol auy one there to go to the Preswdent ; I had
made up my mind that the case was bu such o shape
that 1 coulil do pothing (urther on it aud | dropped 1.
What news rdid vou make that publication
it A lv the New Yous Hexarn,
and sebl it to the Presidont uud | bhave reason to be-
heve that it reached him.

Q In your conversation with Babcock in regard to
this matser did you say to him shat {::l had prool ot
his guiler A, No, sir. 1 wid bim what evidence thero
was, Other evidence camo in just before 1 left thero
and I told hlm what the evidenco was, so lar ay | knew,
He repoatedly sud 1o me that there wore papers and
telegrams of his, which, il the prosecution gul hold of
1t would be almost impossible lor him W explain, 1
saw bim frequently lor & period of perbaps threo

-

. Who paid you for the services you rendered out
there? A, | recolved very little pay indeed; perhaps
$200. 1t was pald to mo by Mesars rld.luf and Bab-
cock. When | went away Trom St Louls Lhad given
up the case; but when [ recetvod this communication
from Mr. Bradiey | gave up a position Lhat was puying
we about $200 a wouth to come on here, and then,
nlter & delay of about fve weeks, 1 received Lhis ap-
puititment in the Interior Dopariment, and three duys
witer | cotnmunicated (his inlormation to the Presideut
"1 recaived oy congd,

g Were you to'be lmpmgod In the District Attor-
ney's oillco st 8. Lows by Bradley, Luckey and Bab-
coek for any olher purpose than v atiempt Lo prevent
the conviciion of Mabeogk? A, Thut was what ihey
understood, but the President oid pot understand it
that way at all; ob Joast 1 believe be did ot be saol
10 e thiat he wished me 1o woe whul was goiog o, and

...EE

lulse testimony, or any prejudico ag the d i
that he wished to kuow It and I was Lo wake my re-
ris to the Atteruey Genernl, snd that it Geseral
ock was guilty ho wanted bim puuisbhed; that is
what the President sald trom Lbe stark
Q. Did you tell the Attoroey Geoeral thal, in your
opigion, Bubvock was guilty ¥ A, 1 hud not arrived st
lzn.r puint at that time,

Q. 1nd you ot any time tell him that? A, No, 1 did

not.

Q. Ihd you ever till It to Luckey? A. 1 did not,

Q. 1Md you ever tell Bradley so! A It was ool
necessary ; vhoy lull{ understood the case,

§). Doyou mean by thas tput they knew ho was
guilty ¥ A, Ido not say that; they, however, thought
there were many documents in existenco that it would
b wﬁv ditficult for bim to expluin,

@ Did you ever take uwny documents ous of the Dis-
triut Atloruey's office ifu. 5t Louis¥ A I did on cwe
epurte, notes and memoranda in regard to

Colonel Luckey that you know olt A A gentlemuan
numed A, G, Bradley, of Washington, who said he was
acting ns ono of the counsel for Geveral Babeock

Q. What wlermation did you lurnish Luckey? A 1
told him that the evidence against General Babeock at
that time was weak; I did not give him coples of any

TH.
pl&. Had you read the evidence against Babeock that
was 10 the Iusiriot Attorney's ollice? A, Ob, no; 1
only koew from what I beard ln the oflice and what
Colonel Dyer bimselt told me.

QL Iid Colonel Dyer know that you were the agent
of Luckey? A, No, sir; not ut that time. Sulse-
quently he did.

g Did &on look over the papers in that ofce? A,
Some of them,

'thmd,“ read them all? A, I read s good many

eI,
Q Where did you

{:& the papers In the oflca? A,
On the table and i the drawers,

Q. Was that the secrot service that Colonel Luckey

told yoa to render him? A, It was.
BELIEF IN RABCOUK'S UTILT.

Q. He told you to go there und find——" A. To go
and find ous ali 1 could. 1 wish to siate that ut thas
tumo I believed trom the conversutions |heard in the
Districe Attorpey’s office and among many influential
men L this Pt bo Impiicato U | Bab-
cock was made for the purpose of iyjuriug President
Grons, whom 1 had served =s a scoul duoring
the war, and ior whomn 1 had = strong regard; these
men claimed 10 be sirong (riends ol Bristow's; I suw
many telegrams that pussed betweon Wasnington and*
the District attorney there, and others, aod It louked thnt
wuy ; 1 belleved that until snother maller came up thore,
and theu I thought the parties' out there were ncling
without authority, and were, g;rhapl, oversnxious,
and 1 belleved 1t unt! [ came to Washingion; when 1
came bere | found thet | was on the wrong irack and
1 dropped the case, and [ took measures ailerward to
cause information to reach the President tbal thal ldea
Wi Wrong.

Q. That Babcock was not guiliy? A. Thas Baboock
was guily.

Q You that k was
fmmr A. 1took measures to inlorm him ihat I bo-
i)

the Avery malter—buot they were chietly mutters that
Lisd bean pablished bLelore; 1 have explatned that all
1o the Disirict Atlorney 1o his tant satisiaction ; J be-
leve I took one telegram away Ifrowm there, u telegram
from Bluford Wilsou, bus that has all beon explained
to District Attorney Dyer; he understands tho whole
mutter, und was perlectly satisiied with the expluna-
tioo,

Q He was ontirely satisfied with your conduct in
Wying to get his pupers away (rom him? A, Well
there id nn undersianding there, aud that I do not
know that it is necessury w0 explain to the committee,

Q | do not care ubout it 1f 1t would be detrimeutsl to
the public service. Wilh whom else did you have
Apy negotations bere In Washiogion with relerence Lo
the Habeock mmstter, gave Luckey, Bradley, the Attor-
ney Genersl and the President? A Hus couusel, Mr.
Swrrs; none otber that I romembor,

Q. Did you uever have any interviews with a lnwyer
rmld. Cook about this matter? A, No, I do not know

1m.

Q Or witha man pamod Benjamin? A I do not
know bim.

THK ATTORNEY UEXERAL'S POSITION,

¢ Do you know a olerk o! General Babecock? A, I
do not know lis pawe; | know one by wight, rather a
¢ deal wan, with spectacies; 1 never had upy consuita-
slon with him about it; [ nover mentioned our busl-
ness 10 that oftico ut nll; the Attorney General seemed
to be 1o thin arreng: t from the ikct that he
delnyed my lﬂmlllmlﬂ irom day to day.

Q. That 18, he was aversa to your ;uln:h out there to

lay the spy on Colonel Dyer? A e;l ¢ seowed Lo
g-; 1 wont directly from the White House to the AL-
torney General with that card from the Premident and
1 swsied 1o him oxactly what the Premdent told mo,
thut If there was any Innocent party to be prosecuted
ho wished to know it, and that if Babeock was guily

| he wanied bim pupshed; the Attorsey Geoperal said,
| “1 imtended o (1] yon to-day, but
ap omcial came to my bouse last nlght

1 will say a vory high oficlal, whom [ inet vpon specia

i jerstood him o mean the Secretary
of the Treasury, and [ pointed out of the window
where wa were ditking loward the Treasury Depart-
mont and sald, “If you have smd anything in that
quarter thore 13 Do use o my going;' the Atmrn{

he was gailiy; | didib the Pr
nlu-tfwldmfhnnﬂmlhm-ek-u mby.:‘:

wished to know 14 be wished nothing co y

be wished bum punished ; Iovk the Presudeni st bis

:l:'r.ll.lbﬁ Imruld“'-:m of it, sud 1 got my dismissal in

]

1 ernri,m’mv A F : el ababiy

n o ently ; pr .

dozen umen alter I arrived here ::ql:mnhr.
HABQOCK'S A DMINKIONS,

@ If at soy Umo | dmitted Lo you
that bo was guilsy rllul stato itY A His ndmlxu
was clear enough. If they waunted me to get evidence
out of the offlce and destroy It 1t was clear enough,

& D4d he admit to yout ho wasguiity ¥ A. Itold
biui what Bradley nsked me to do in 3t Louls, and in-
stoad of dissenting bo said that be did not wish me o
get the evidence oul of thas office unless | could got
the whole of iv; that if]l got part of it 18 would be worse
P& What had Bradley asked to do? A. He had

you ®
asked me to got the evidence ous of the ofice and
bring it to the Lindell hotel
What was 1o Lo done with 1t there? A, De-
stroy it

Q. Was Colopel Luckey present when Bradley told you
todo that? A. I believe uot; I believe shis was o Brad-
loy’s room, No, 165, in the Lindeit Hotel; the gr:upou-
tion was made ajter Luckey came East in the latier

ri of November; I went down with Hradley and

uckey to the depot when Luckey went Lo wko the
train w0 go Kust, and be wold me to counsuls with Brad-
Joy, thut Bradley was there in the interest of General
Babeock, and this whole move was not against Bab-
cuck but agmnst the Fresident, and for me 1o consuls
with Bragley and to act with him.

Q. _And Bradley \old you 1o get that evidence oul of
the District Attorney's ofice, and bring it to the Lio.
detl Hotel 1o be destroyed ! A, Ho d

Q Did you assempt to get It? A, No, sir; I did
nok

@ Why didot you? A. Well, 1 thought that was
going rather tou far in the matter,

Q@ You had told him all you knew of 8! A Yes.

Q When you came back here you say you had a
conversation with Geperal Babcock? A. Yes; I mot
hun s No. 2,100 Pennsylvania avenve. (The withess
produced & mem dum of the ber of tho house
given him, he rud, by Luckey.) In that conversatisn i
relnted nil 1 had ween and heard in St Louis, snd I
told him of this p of Bradiey's; be said bo did
1ot want me 1o got It unless | got the whole of
fi; that part of 1t would worse than
nove; the malier was taiked over between us aiter-
wards and he remarked that of [ got it [ would be well
rewarded; 1 told mm | dwdg's ko to go into 18; 1
slso . met his counsel, Mr. Swris; [ was at Geoeral
Babeock's buuse ¥ix or neven Limes,

TAKING TUK PRESIDENT AT WIS WOk

Q. What occurrod there when bis connsyl was pros-
ent? A Thmmu:mm«rml; 1 gave them a
writlen report of all that | had seen and  board st St
Lous; I bave not a copy ol the report; General
Babeock, I suppose, has the report; | had given
them that report previous to this alk about getting
the evidence, and up to the tmo of makiug that
report | #tlil  thought that  the maifer was
intended as a political move; but when 1
found ost that | was wrong | dropped it and wenl irom
here to New York on (he 19tk of Janvary, and did not
return to Washiogton uuiil about the Bih or Oth of
Fobruary ; | then took the Presidont st his word and
wok messures (o sond him information that Genorul |
Baboock was ,nmr I should bave stated that | gave
the thing up alter Mr. Bradley loit St Louls, which
wad a pight or \wo after Mr. Luckey lelt, and went 10
Lexingwn, Ky.; from there | wrole w Mr. ) Bradiey
and asked him to return my letter, and he did w0, ae-
companied by the lollo wing:—

Wasnmiscron, Dec. 0, 1875,

Q. 8. BuLy, Eng. :—

| sald, “IL |8 nos the Beeretary, but it iz a Ili‘l;“

1 marked a copy |

if thiere was auy attempi made o intreduce lurged or |

Q Was uny other member of the President’s house-
bold imypl d, save U I B k* A Genaral
Babeoek and Colonel Luckey; | don's think Celonel
Luckey bad anyibilog to do with the whiskey mwatter;
I nover raw the slightest evidenco of it

Q Theu, as | understand it, you, Babeock, Bradley
nnd Luckey wore Who parties 1o the sobheme? A Yon,

their own guilt, had or should give
® T their tes in crune, It was wita
this view that the Attorney General was ‘requested 1o
mform the House by what suthorty and for what par
pose he recently gave instructions to his subordinates,
alleged to be in contravention of the long eatablisbed
rulo rel 1o the tastl y of I in grim-

who, confessjug

Q. And the only parties?
don’s consider bis counsel as parties.

Q. Did you never sce uny other person in the Preaid-
cut's house, with reference 1o this mattor, save General
Babeock and Mr Luckey? A T don't thipk I ever
Fpuke to Genaral Habcock about it m the Fresident’s
mupston; | genorally et him b his residence, or ab
his rooms on Penusyivania avenuc; | went thero
| oponly,

Q. Do you know snything about the publication of
the Attorney teneral's nstrucbions (o the Disirics
Attornoys * A, Nothing, whatever; | bhad nothig o
do with the Attorney Gedoeral’s oflee after aboul the
Hirst of the your.

Q. You pever saw the written instructions that the
Attornoy General hud prepared tor you, when you were
o go tw St Louis?
abaut them, only what he stated to we, that bo had
prepared them ; that wes at his residence on Vermont
avenue; | met him there vice or twice

Q. How did you happen o be at 8t Louls when Mr,
Luckey came out there? A [ lived there temporarily,

Q. IMd you go to see Mr. Luckey, or did be come to
Bee your A | wont to seo Avery, and Luckey was
there; 1 knew him proviously,

Q. How did these negouutions commience belween
you and Luckey?® A On of my neg
and Interviews with Avery: Avery had bech a good
friend of mine in the departmout, and at that tme 1

ar,
A The oaly p -3

until be made o statemoent o me ak the Liude!l Hotel
Just belore he was convicted,
PROMISES OF PAY,

4. Wos tnero any bargwn betwesn you and Luockey
as 1o what you were to rescive in case you got thet
evidencer A, No, sir; | mude po bargmin with bim
whatever,

they would pay ¥ A He did not.  Before he lels St
Louis be smd that of course 1 would be very liberally
padd; 1 rold him L did not care for vhat,

Q. Dul Babeock make you any promise in regard o
Ity A, Not there; be did bere; be said | would be lib-
erally pawd if 1 got the evidence off; it was not so
winuh that | was working in s intercsl as that 1 re-
| warded the whole mutier as s politieal move at that
| v, and T destred to serve my old comuander if [

could; 1 have very litlle soquuintance with General
| Babeock, nnd | had no special juterest or sympathy

with him,

Q. Do you think that If General Babeock had been
| an ionocent man be would have wualed you Lo take
thuse papers and destroy them? A Well, | have re-
feeted on thut matter o groat doal; ho stated o mo
that his leiters wore capabie of a double construction,
and 1 thought that & man in tamuliar correspondence
might write lettors that could be miscoustrued; |
kuew that a very innoceat expression in conversakion
4 sowetimes misconstryed to menn somulbing very
differsut trom what 15 Intended, but there seemed to
1{0 o grent deal of this—too many of these misconktruce
ons.

Q. Did le ever tell you any purtiealar thing that
he wantud you to ges ¥ A, After [ spoke to him about
tho despatches signed “Bullfineh" or “B. Fipch'' bo
Bnid o did pot think he had ever sent anything with
that siguature to that quarter, but he wanted all there
wus, overything

Q. You were to tuko these bodily from the District
Attorpey's oflico ¥ A, That wus the understunding.

Q. And they were o be destroyed? A Yos, but I
never agreed Lo it

BOss BUKPOKRD'S BHOTHER-IN-LAW.

Mr, Blackburn—Do you know whe Bradiey is? A, I
belioye hLe is o brother-jp-law of Mr, 4, K. Shepherd
bere; he was sent out thore just to be oo tho wateh,
ns he explained to mo; o was weling us ono vl the
counsel, 1 suppose.

4. Huve you delailed fully the interviews thas oc-
curred between you and Luckey in St Louis relative
to your ¢mployment for the purpose wnlch you lisve
indicated? A, 1 think Ibave; ho stated v me that
(] 1 Babeock that 1t was shinply »
Ielt 80 myself at the

was | 4
blow at the “old map,’ and 1
time

{. Whom did he mean by the *‘old man," and whom
did you mean? A. The President,

Q. Mr. Luckey sald that General Bubcock was Inno-
cent, and yet they wanted your services to geb certaln
papers out of the District Attorney's oflico? A, That
s what Bradley proposed. Luckey told me to consult
with him. He told 1oo to get vut all the evidence there

was,

Q Did Luckey tell you ihe same thing? A. Notat
thas time.

¢ Did be not at some time tell you thas they wanted
to make away with certain proofst A Idon't think
It came up exnctly In that shape, but 1t was intimated,

¢ Did Luckey tell you In those. convorsations any
thing sbout Secretary Bristow or hila connocilon wilkia
the prosecution? A. There was a greas deal of con.
versiation In that regard; I suppose that the bulk of
the conversation tended that wuy at that ume; Mr,

the ounv.rel:nllun lh;.ln ¢
woy :—"Thig w simply a
President.”
Q. A blow from whom? A. That was understood—
from Br:um. because Bristow's Irends are very
d there.

ressed; it was putio this
low ot the old man, the

official, nui.l' sald he, “under the s
no use fur you 1o go out there;' I said, “Nn.' bus you
wughi 1o have let mo find tbat out lor myseiL. '
Q You know then that the pead of tae Treasury De-
onk urunl';l' not have nnn?‘ of your g‘n‘ o::
to play apy on Horney r
i assuredly.

THE PRESIDENT'S GRIBCT,

Q. When you got thas card from the President was It
understood belween you and him tkat toe purpose ol it
wak 10 got you an appointment ! You were to go Lo Bt
Louis sud through the District Attoroey’s office and to
ascerialn whether therw was any svidence that would
show Haboook's guilk Was o the ebject of the
Presjdeat in sending you there? A, The ougou,ul
understood iv was t0 sscertain whollier Lhere was
any reasonsble ground for believing General Babcock
guiity, and that if that was so the Prealdent wisbed

was being made to make political caplial out of it, ur,
in other words, 1o persecule an inoocent waup, the
Premdent wished to kmow it but he trusted in my
judgment and | was not 1o report to bim but 1o the
Atlorney Govoral,

. According to your Judgment the object of the
Presidont in sending you Luere was a proper one
10 nsceriain whethor & I Bubeoch
under cover of thut appointment the Attorney Goneral
and Bradley, Luckey und Babcock were golng to we
you for tbe purpuse ol desiroying svidenoce? A. No;
not the Avorne, neral

Q. Bui the a;{.-_sr , Babeock and Luckey—
wished you to go there and tho evidence ! A
Yes, they wiahed me 1o do shat; | will suy here, how-
ovor, that I had no mtsatien of going there belore,
because | thwgm my first duly was to the Presideny,
and, "l: 1o/ : o
intention was, as oved by my subsequent sctio
to iniorin the Premident of il as he had requested &

Q. And as svon as you did inform him you were
torned oul of the posilion you had recoived under the
Interior Depariment? A. You; 1 do nos say, though,
that the Presidens had any band in cancelling my
commission ; | only state tho fact as It exisis

The witness produced the letiers of dismnissal, which
were read, as follows:— &

1] oF THE Prawmtox Orrics,
Wasnixaron, D. O., Feb. 18, 1876, ‘
Am—You 3 hereby dlrl-:ml o relurn &t oure 1o this

office all the oficial papers Yery roupect-
fuily. HAKLES R Illl.’l?..e
c‘;.uz-l. Bmwy, No. 1,027 Chatesn avenus, Nt. Lonis,
Dais 1

or o,

UFFicK OF THE NECRETARY.
Wasminoron, D, C., Fob, 10, w‘h%

Sin—Your services aa vlerk of cises 1in the slon Of-

Bee will be dispensed with on and siter thi \
tully. s B o

1 will stato that on my arrival at Hi. Louls, on the
night of the 14th of Februury, | had a consuitation
with District Attoroey Dyer at his house, at which
there wore present Mr. Day, whom I bulieve I knew 1n
this city, and Mr., Eaton, assistant counsel; I expl d

0 know it, sud Il he was Innocent and ab atlempt |

was guity, bus |

afterward prool of Babeook's guilt my |

A RIUNTOW NOVEMENT,

Q. The question beitween Mr. Luckey and yourself
WS (mterrupting)l understood 1t as a Bristow

Q Th:t“;ul:u.ltr‘n pouou' ting  the Pre

r waa uf o mdonk
through Geuersl Babeook ! A Thll.m whule matter
was th the interest of General Bristow,

Q. Did you learn (rom econv lon wi
that that was hus view of the mastier?. A Ob, moss
nssuredly.

Q Did bo tell you that? A. Yes, sir; that was talked
over several times,

Q Then 1t is troe that all the friends of Genernl
Baucock thas yoo were 1n svnsultstion with advanoed
that view—that 1t was o war waged by Secretary Bris-
tow through ¢ | Babeock on G | Graut? A
That was it, and toal was the reason I went iuto 1t st
the slart

Q Do you knmow who seni Mr. Bradley thero? AL
He told me that General Babeock sent him.

A. 1 nover beard his name mentiosed in tha case.

Q Did you e¢ver bave any conversation with the
President about this matier other than what you have
delatled? A 1 Lod threo or four interviews with the
President; up to the time | had my lust interview 1
| was firmly of the beliel that I3 was inbocent.

! Q Inany of the interviews that you had with the
| President aid you ever loarn from hitn as you did from
| Babeoek and Luckey thut he hold the sume views of
| this prosecution that they did? A, The Preaident was
| very reticaut; be sd very little; ho only went on that

i
I| persecuted ; be seemed to muke a personal mutter in
[ rogard to Geoeral Babeocok, but did not seem to have

sy blas whatever ln regard to himsell

1 be:

AL did not; 1 kuow nothiug |

| the

believed him o be lunocort, wud | always belleved so |

4 Did he ever muke you any promise as (o what |

Bristow's agency was more intimated in the oulk of |

Q. Dy Mr. Shepberd have anythiog to do with It {

abeock was lopocent he did not wish to see him |

inal actions,” To this request ibe Attoruey General,
g other thing plied, ‘No Instructions have
baem given by the

Avtorpey General o his subordi-

pates in  coutravention of awy role  relaiog
to the testimony of accomplices In orie
inal  wmetions, and  ne  mstructions  that  had

any such purpose or lntent, por mstructions (o whick
any such purpose could be fairly sstribuied.’ 1o ore
der thiad the position of Lhe Attoroey General might be
“Yully, fairly and truthfully before the commitiee’ he
hias consented that the person to whom it was ad-
dressed might lay before the commitioe paris of & let-
ter written by the Allorney Genersl relatiog to his let
ter to his subordinates as foblows:—

*“The letier wns occasloped through pumerous
representations  pressed upon the Premdent aud
Attorney  Geperal by private letters, by
vowspaper slips, by personal assertions and by
the statements of one of the oldest supervisors ol the
Internal Bevenue, that bargaing were golog Lo be made
with erimiuals, not teom any need of their testimony,
but in o wanner likely to bring great seandal upon th
ndministration of justics, Asa precaution agsiust uny
such possible wrong the lotter was written, aud bad p
not fallen upon vaeited vimes it would not have received
auy other interpretation.  Before the Navy teials now
peuding are over | apprebend that it will sppear that
Lhie caution was bone the §ooll oF 100 eurnestly ex-
| pressed. In she admivisiration of eriminal justice
| whon the grest power of the United States 18 brought
w bear, sud  when buman  lberty and  gowd
repute (more dear to  louworable wen thao 1fe)
wre at stake, It requires caution, circumsneciion sod a
steady judgment to see Lhat wrongs are not done
which canuut be repaired, aud that criminals shall ok
euccessiully combine to shield themaelves Ly charging
their own crimes upenu inuocent men, These suile-
ments are nizo contained in the letter of the Attorney
Genersl to the subgommitioe, which 15 alse herewith
submitied. "

In the light of theso stalements thore can be
ne dispute about the tmet. The Atloruey Geucral,
to provent bargains with erimionls likely, as he says,
to bring great seavdal on the admipistration of Justice,
and, ws a procaution against auy such possible wroung,
wrote the lotlers, and asserus that cautious clroumspecs
tion and judgment were required 1o see that eriminaly
| nhould pot successlully eombine W shyeld themselves
| by charging their own crimes upon 1DDOCENY Men,
| Therelore, It became neccssary Lo noufy Lis suvordi-
| nates of his determination that the prosecutivus
should be su cunducted that whon they were over I$
shiould wppear thut oo gailty one who had been proved
guiity or conlessed bimeell gullty had besn suffercd to
escape punishment.'

The Attoruey Giencral sonda to this commitiee a copy
of the letter of Uctober 13, trom the Secretury of the
Treasury to Blutord Wilkon, Soneltor of the Trensury,
then at B, Louls, in which, after stating that it wud
not cosy ut (s distanco to say  what, if aoything,
should be coneeded by the guvernment in h\nruculnr
cudes ln order Lo reap greater beoetits in others, and
that the istriet Avorpey and his associates on the
ground are better gqualitied o deside un such ques-
tivns, the Hedretnry makes cerlain  suggestiond
in entire barmony with the priociples of law bereiu-
aiter stated, and in which letter it appears the At-
toruey General concurred. It i not explained why the
Attorney General wrote the letter ol the 26ih of Jauu-
pry without the coneurrence ol the Secretary of tho
Treasury, wlhio bas by law the supervision of prosecu-
tions 1o revenuo cases.  The question, Ltherelore, arises
whether the Attorney Geueral, in 80 instruoting his
suborginates, acted in contravention of tho long estab-
lished rale relating to the testimony of accomplices
i eriminal actlons. The testimony of wccomplices
has beon used aguinst thelr associslos from the early
nges of our juriepradence. The evidenco of neeom-

phices bas at all timas  been  admitved, elther
from s principle of publie E:Hcy or from Ju-
dicial npecomsily, or Irom th. The gencral
rule I that a who him.

sell gullty s a wmmﬁ-ut wilness against Lis partoers
fu guilt.  (Berbour's Criminal Law, 424). Archibald, in
his Criminal Pleadings and Evid , page

Nlates:—*'AD SCCOMPIICH mAY give evidence agains
| those Jolntly guilty with him; bub sltbough tn point
! of law they may be found guilty on lue testimony
alone, yet lu practice it ls not usl w eonviel on the
testimony of an secomplice, unless confirmed In sowe
waterial part by e testimony of othier credible wit-
| mesxes.'' The novessity of such arule is appareut
| Hut for conapiracies 10 cominit crime very lew of the
]

glganuie erimes whiah starile extensive communl
could be committod, and comparatively but Litle crime
would be commitied
In tho cases to which the letter of the Attorney Gen-
| eral relates, couspiracies are essontial to their existe
ence.  When oach conspirntor kpows thut uny oune of
| the necessary nccomplices may gain (mmuonity by re-
| veallpg the couspiracy It leads him w busitate, and
| Alier the I have itted the crime for
| whiech they combine, 1 Is very ditticalt, If nut itopossi.
| ble, until one or more of thelr number seeks tho un-
| muanl.y given s witness for the Btate to bring the con-
| spirators 1 justice. Preventing accomplices irom
testilying o regard (o the consplracies In
question may deprive the treasury of millious
| more than has been lost by transactions such as that
which hus recently sturtled the nation, “Ap exiengive
| sgreement among atroclous erimioels I8 prevented by
| the rule.' * & & i makes them perpetunlly
suspicious of cach other and preveuls the Lhopuless-
ness of mercy from renderiog them desperate. ' (Archi-

bald, p‘: 164) ,But the Attorney Gensral an-
| awers  that he lutended oply to  provent
riminals from “to sbleld themselves

er I'4
ll{{ charging their crimes upon innocent men. '
| How does be know, particujarly at this distant point, who
are lnnocent men* Doen be judge from their apparent
respeciability or high vilicial position ? OF the classes
| of wrnl{r respeciable clitizens and bigh officinle
| many have confesscd their guilt and others have beem
| proven gullty. Did noy high ofMcials and appar-

antly respoctable citizena at first vigorously protest
| their Innoeence® Why did not the Attorney General,

as did the Secrotury of the Treasury, allow some

discretion to his subordiostes ¥ Wh{ did he say
| that no guilty man who confesses himself guilty
shall be mllowod 0  escape punisbment,’
when by the neccssary force of the usge ac-
complicen are tncladed ¥ 1 will not bo claimed that &
cal testily as un secomplice withoul coufessing

Q. Was there eover anything that pered
tween you and the Premdent to show that he shal
the same opimmion that those otner gentlemon ex-

1o you in reference to Mr. Bristow ¥

A. No, sir.

PRESUMPTION OF RABCOOK'S GUILY.

Mi. Hosmxs—The remurk of Genernl Babeoek that
ho did ot think Le bad sentamy tel ui d

| bis own gwit. But the law (arnisbes u periect answer

to the pesition of the Attorney Ge Au accome
| plice s entitied %0 no un ¥ b be charges
| okhers us co P L All pr of Mvor on
| pardon sre condisionsl upon his telling the truth, A

fulse sccusnsion would only aggravate his punlstusent
Goneral is uot willing that toe truth ol

“Baltinch” to that quarter lesd you to :nler that he

Lad sent such telegrama Lo 2omo quarter ¥

A. Yeu, most assuredly it was understood.

Q. There was o systematioal comtrivauce on the
tof the indicted man to the lestimony
agoinst him ?

A. Yes, sir,

Q. Did ho sappress & portlon of WP A Yes, as I
understood ; 1 den’t know of my own knoweledge,

Q. You sup| from the Kuowlodged you derived
from him and his friends as to tbe tracks ho wished
covered and tho ovidence o wished suppresved, that
he Waa unquest gullty if all tho facis wero
known? A. That is the way 1 understood it; 1 dow’t
thionk he had any delicacy in regara to my hinking
m}_ﬂon seemed 10 be a dusl teeling in the matter;

o

uppy

all this matter o Colonel Dyer us Tuily ns 1 have ex.
plained it to the , and he und d what |
wus doing; be knew a groai deal of whas was

of which it ts nos necessary 1o state w
lea

going on
the com'ait.

MiL HEERMAN'S NFFQNTS AT ST. LOUI,
Q. You were cmployed on both sides then? A, No;
not at all,
g1 lhw‘htrw said that Colonel Dyor knew what
you were downe ¥ A. He koew what | was doing ; thers
Was &b U asod when Roger M. sherman
cume out from Mr. Blias' 0.“1 In New York, he got
the books and papers wn Mr. Hogue's case, aud i s
bie of prout Lhel they were turned over Lo Gen.
eral Habouek's counsel; and he furthormore attempled
to carry out, in the District Aviorney's vlllee, the mis.
mou on which | was 1o bave been sent, but, [ haviog in-
formed ‘Gl:hnl Dyer of thss mission, Mr. Sherman’s

Q other permonn were emp by Babeock
srnmm:.m;uuumnm A. I do not
know of auy other; 1 wish the commitive to draw ihe

Yours received to-day, snd berewith returped [ am
au.linrized 10 request you_to come on lmmodistely, and Lo What
n&‘- will be eared for. Yours traly, A. U. BE X.
¥ Stuser.
1t was iotended that [ should be inled |

agout in lie Atiorney General's office, and sumi by SL

Louis to continue my work, snd here |8 \be key of the

cipier thut wes given to me to communicate with,

[The witness bere produced the original of lhnr.

publishiod in the Nxw York Hxrarn on Februagy 10.]
THR INYEXDED AFPOINTMENT.

Fierrepout
fu‘hllﬂllf, pron e
Q A card g %o bave you I%O‘M npecial
agent? A Ivdid not say so; it said, “This is the man
of whom | spoke lor that appelatment,” or
to that elfect
Q Why nnﬂmmmn;:if A Tlllt-lt::l
the A a Y

they will that as as [ belleved Bab-
eock innovent | was willing to help him, but ax soun ue
1 belleved him gulity—
Q Youibrew up the sponge? A Yes
“:. mnﬂp:‘myg:n‘u mmuunnwnp
apunge ra ; ¥e nover thow sloce;
mm 'Mmmwmnuannl

Q. Did you ever have any communication at all with
of the Troasury mbout this mutter? A,
had some with Bullord Witson before I went

careful to conceal T movements
Bristow? A. At the time of the lncep-
tion of the plan and until 14 arcived at the poiat | have

the 15th of December aud
i

layed the appoinuwent from day 1o finally
'zn off witls the -m 1o Philade-

how ho knew that; he lold

versslion wiin, as he expressed

3 I msked him w
and said
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dent bad one line of teeling and they anotber,
Q@ You do not think the Presideas had anyibing to
de m‘lh this attempt 1o cover up tha tracks ¥ A i‘m
at

On cross-examination by Mr, Danford, the witnoss
stated 1hat be bad communicated to Coionel Dyer,

the committes, and that ho nnderstood that ho was W
huve beon called 1n rebuttal if Luckey and some other
witness, whose name was not mentioned, had been
calied lor Babcook, but as they were not called, I

pending tho Habeock irml, everything now given to |

Tha Attorney

the shall bo seitled :z 8 jury to whe satls-
| fuction ol sne Court, and then the sncient rule of law
| should bo appiied in favor of an sccomplico who telly
| tbe vruth; bat he instructs his sabordinsies that o4

| Rullly man, #0 confessing bis t, must pun-
| fhmeot 'The law s et ﬁl in Archbold, page
| 15d:—"A I are 1} w0 give evid un-

| der an implied promise ol pardon on condition of thele
making & 1ull and tair confession of the whole truth—
that i#, of nil the offences about whieh they might be

vestionad, and of all thelr associates In  guily,
| This  waplied promise mrises (rom  the  con.
| sideration that the wipew, who 8 nol
| bound to ecriminate himself, does so 1o discover
| greater offenders, and upun the performance of the
| condition to tne satlataction of the Couart he acquires

an equitable title Lo a pardon.” Sew wso FPeop o va,
| Whipple—""Upon s motion being made by the publia

prosecator for tho mlmsston of an scobmplice to les
| tity, the Court, under tho circunstances of the case,
| wiil admit or disallow the evidence, as will most affoct

ually snswer the purpose ol justion." ( Lrim
| Law, lﬂ.Lﬂ
Iu Archbola, 182, it in stated:—"1t may be safe
| and advisabie for the

udge to inform bom thet i he
| conudots himself fuirly l:.:nry respoct and discloses
[ tho whold l.hrluln concerning the guilt of himsell and his

was ho. ‘

By Mr. Dunford—Does that ariicle in tho HEnaLp
state that you sbgaged Lo act as & spy on Uvlonel
Dyer? A. Ivdid

WHAT MR, CHANDLER KNEW,

Q. —Do you not think that Secretary Chandler did
exaetly right in dismissiug you then' A. Now you
bave wsked mo u plain question, and 1 will 1ell you that
Mr. Chandler know exaouy what 1 was empioyed for;
he asked me what | went 0 Now York for; sa I, i
weni there on matlers connected witn (eneral Hab-
cock ;" sald “did Genernl Babeock koow you went
there? said I, “Ho did, vecause | wrote him » letier
before I left;" that ls all the conversation we bad; I
dou't know ihas ho knew whe dowsils of my 1 Louis
employment, because | askod him if 11 was necessary
for o Lo go into details, sud be said, "‘no. "
“DIBCOURAGING"” LETTERS.

Wasmixoron, March 31, 1876,

Mr. Lork, of New York, from the Commities ou the
‘Judiclary, to-day sul d a report on the resolution
referred to that eommittee in relation to the letter sent
by the Atworney Geoeral 1o the United Siates stiorneys
ot Bt. Louts, Chicago and Milwsakes. That part of the
petter to which such resolotion mofe particularly re-
ferrod was as follows . —

“l write this by way of abundans caution, for | am
determined, wo far an liea in my power, Lo have these
prosecations #o conducted as that when they are over
the honest jndgmeut of the bhonest mwon of the coun.
try—which is sure in the main 1o bo Just—wiil say that
pous have been prosecutéd from malice and thai no
guilty one has been let off through Mvoritism, and thas
B0 gullly one, who has peen proved guilty or confessed
himaelf guilty, has been sullered io escape pumsh-
-“l'

The Commitios \hen say:—''A8 an sccomplice, Irom
tho nocessity of the case confesssd limsell guilty, be,
of courne, under such determination, could not escape
punishiment aithough be had or should furnish evi-
dence essential (o the goverument, It bas net been

'Y may be and thay
perhaps no may obtain a pardon. * That hu
| Confossion, testimony and disclosure most not
purfectly voluntary, bul that it must be found st
true.  ‘The prerogative of pardon uwndnm
of pure discretion, bul there are cortain cuses
cothe with »o strong & claim for indulgence that they
are seldom il ever resistod of this nature is plied
engugement of inmubity to accomplioss
thetr associates to justice, ' But under
down by the Atlorney General, the legal adviser
President, based upon silegstions made to whe
dent and himsell, those rules are of no avall. The
ordinatey of the Aviorney Ge.eral would be guill)
of a pord k to an h bl
sion should they permit aceomplices to
informing them ihat they could ex|
although both the Court and dm should be
that they told the truth. All experience
that without such expecistion sccomplices
teelify, and existipg conspiracies Lo commit eri
not only go on with homunity, bul hew conspiracie
may be organigod with comparativo salety. It ke -m
thiat the letter of the Attorney General bad the
of suppressing tostimony 1o & recent Im cane,
That the dofendsnt in that case understood it would

i
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N.I.a.. Astorney General had surreptitiously
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Hesulved, That In the judement of this House “the
rulo relating to the
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