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WEATHER REPORT.
t^rcATtoss Ffl* To-Dar..For the Mid-
Ailsntir States, stationary or falling ba-

nime:er. sliirMly warmer southeast to south-
r7st wind*, o!o r or partly cloudy weather.
f>r the South Atlantic States, stationary

cx fa!tin«r barometer, southeast winds.
ijjjMly higher temperature, partly cloudy
weather, and numerous rains.

Thk wratorr yrstkrtuy was clear and
.yjrm. At night it was mild and pleasant.
VnKSMOMKTKR Yksteriuy : 6" A. M., 63;

*A. ~0; noon» 3 P. M», S4; % 1\

y... 7D: midnight. 70. ,

vjeai: temperature. 74*.

local matters.
vr*. l.RAfli.Kr Johnson's Fkte..One of

ti MJiof* novel elegant entertainments
.\xcr\ in i!>i< city was at the residence

ot General Bradley T. Johnson last evc-

L\h-' Oenors' Johnson, wishing to open
iualovc t° *>'* 'r'pn<is once more before
n.c f.wjil} broke u'> preparatory to leaving

* he CJf v, .luct M i". Johnson wishing to assist
Jv cbildrcn of (J race church, who are en¬

coring to place the chancel-window in
t'»-jCjj3rch, they-determined to receive their
/-a-nd< in this "manner, and she dedicated
.n that charitable use all the rare exotics
and other flower? of her green-house, which
."he ba« Ikvu years in ollectlng.
seven room? aic open. Two arc for re-

}ro«t)irent>, w here one can /ret a charming
sup/u-r at a reasonable price; one is for
(lowers, which i> tilled with the choicest
'ibnts of .Mr-. Johnson's collection and cut-
firtwerj* coniributed from the conservatories
or tier friends. A loom is set apart for to-
lacco and all its forms and accessories.
jtjjies.chibouk*, nareiles, meerschaums,
awl Powhatans. Turkey, Germany, and
Virginia have all con nihil ted to adorn the
divan and to m»k« f lie smoker happy. A
ci:ar fr<*h from Havana can he enjoyed oo

the turf in the ground?, fragrant with the
odor of the May roses.
Another room i« the bazaar, where ele-

ganl ttifles, useful nicknacks. and grotesque
i~r>7> are displayed in artistic order. And
iii nuotlu r room the parlor is dedicated to a

fold mine, where children can tind every
treasure that delights the hearts of the little
ones.
The nurdnn's of the city have vied with

eacbotlK rin Ihcirassislance. and Kcs3nich's
i::r;d tendered their last courtesy to the
tiencral and his wife in giving their scr-
\irc>, which were -jratefully received and
lr.'hly appreciated by all.
The house and grounds were filled to a

lite hour with a merry throng, and we ex¬

pect :ill who did not avail themselves last
iii;:ht of the opportunity will do so to-nisbt

;ive the host and hostess a last hnnd-
>!mkc and their best wishes for health, hap¬
piness, and prosperity in their new-old
Ij'.-rue.

KlT.t.EI* BY A Street-Sprinkler..Mr. E.
, I:. Stone, who was thrown from and run
over by the street-sprinkler he was driving
oa Tuesday. died yesterday morning about
4 o'clock. He will be buried at 10 o'clock

t hi> morning from the Clay- Street Methodist
church.
Mr. Stone had charge of the sprinkling in

»!ie neighborhood of Seventh and Grace
streets, and it was in this vicinity that his
hor>e became frightened and ran oft' down
Seventh street from Grace. Near the side
(1 I>r. McGuire's house, corner Seventh and
Franklin streets, he was thrown from his
>eal and dragged some distance, his feet be¬
coming entangled in the reins. One of the
wheels then passed over him, inflicting ter¬
rible injuries, from the effect of which he
died.
He lived at 307 west Marshall street, was

about ti fry-one years of age, and was the
father of Mr. Dudley M. Stone, one of the
drivers in the Fire Department.Steamer
Company No. it. '

¦

Kike-Alarm Station Moved.Not a

Tire,.In consequence of the rceent tire at
tic Chesapeake and Ohio shops, nt the ex-

trrme end of Seventeenth street, and of the
difficulty in getting access to a fire-alarm
station, General W. C. "Wiekbam, vice-presi¬
dent, petitioned the Committee on Fire-
Alarn: and Police Telegraph lo move Sta-
tiou '24 from the corner of Seventeenth and
Washington streets to the vieinity of the
shops. A', t he last meeting of the commit¬
tee the subject was duly considered, and
Superintendent Payuter requesfed to make
the change. Yesterday the change was
made, and the box is now located at the
corner of Seventeenth ami Lownes streets,
or at the corner of the former paiutrshopof
tbe company.
At half- past 12 o'clock yesterday the work

Wii* completed, and after the usual signal,
$-2, was given, the box (2.4) was turned
m and found to work well. The station-
!:ien, however, at No. 2 Steamer's house,
iui>U>ok the signal and went out with their
apparatus nearly to the box.

The Oi.i> Reservoir..Among tbe plea¬
sant spots about the city, perhaps there is
no p\uce more charming or more generally
resorted tob.v our citizens in the spring and
Miijirner evening? than the old reservoir.
Visitors to the city are invariably struck
with Hie air of beauty and cleanliness every-

* biug t here presents, and not unfrequently
express their admiration in unqualified
terms. Above all. they speak of the gen¬
tlemanly courtesy and politeness of the su¬
perintendent, Mr. L> sander W. Rose. He
certainly deserves their praise, for a more
L'albnt and j>ollte gentleman is hard totind.
His attention and care, united with a dis-

! -ay of his refined taste, make the grounds
we»eot an almost faultless appearauce of
beauty and luxuriance. This reservoir is
certainly a chnrnfing spot, where the wea¬
ned citizen can enjoy the beauties of nature,
fanned by cool, refreshing breezes.

Stop Fishing fok ]>ass To-Day.Aston-
ishis« Increase in Fisn..To-day (15tb)
close* the black bass and milPpond chub
reason, and until the 1st of July to catch or
have in possession subjects t be party offend-

to a heavy fine. The black bass are
breed iug in very luryc numbers in tbe quiet
nooks arutind tbe falls ol tbe James, and the
Joung are well advanced in size in many
^se«. A* many as a dozen pair can be seen

b favorable localities in afew hundred yards,
**tbe present state of low and clear water,
Girding their young ox e^gs.

Hebkew Memorial Celebration' To-
To accommodate tlso visitors to the

«et>rew memorial ceremonies to-day Major
f" W. Garber will run a line of omnibuses
t0 tbe cemetery at intervals of fifteen
tolnuus, starting from Ford's Hotel at 2 P.
V, ,,Tlje Walker Light Guard (Companyp)f Kirn Virginia reghueDt, will take part10 UiMoral decorations. .

A Little 15oy Drowned..Yesterday af-
. raoou Walter Gunst, aged seven years,V:« of Henry OunHt, No. 1413 Main street,

tishinjf with ir.o companions from
^stone-work under the Fourteenth-street

where it crosses the dock, fell into
water and-was drowned. The body was

'^veretL
CONFIRMATiOK SERVICES LAST NlGHT..

* aere wa» a Yery large congregation at old
^ Jobn'g church last nlgbt to witness the

«nU impressive confirmation ser-¦&** Bl&bop W hittte officiating. The class
,an udusually large one, fifteen malesa Sweaty-Ave lemales bein$ wuttrsped.

wmmm
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A WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS DENTED TnE

CONVICT",- KINNET - INQUIRY \VHEIDER
TTIR VIRGINIA LAWS IN RELATION TO IN-

TERMARRIAGE OP WHITES AND BLACKS

VIOLATE ANY PROVISION OF TIJK FEDE-

RAL CONSTITUTION OR LAWS-FROBA-

BILITV OF AN Al'FEAL.

In the case of Edmund Kinney, a negro j
man eoutined in the penltratiar
in<r a white woman in defiance of the la*\3
ol Virginia, and who applied for a writ ol
habeas corpus, judire linirhes yesterday dc-
livcred the following opinion:
The qiie»t ion presented by tfo:s P^Lioninvolves so seriously the relations of the

Federal courts to the laws of the State?, and
their administration l>y State tribunals, that
I shall be excused for giving a carefully-
considered and painMflking explanation ol
the grounds of my action in this matter.
Leaving out of the text such words and
clauses as have no application to the case,
the following are the provisions of law re¬
lating to the jurisdiction of this Court on
the question or awarding a writ of habeas
corpus on this petition :

tjSection 753 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States provides that the writ of ha-
beus corpus shall in no case extend to a
prisoner in Jail, unless (among other in¬
stances, of which this is not one) 4* where lie
is in custody in violation of the Constitu¬
tion or a law of the United States."

Section 754 requires that the application
for the writ shall be in writing, setting out
the facts concerning fhe petitioner's deten¬
tion, verified bv a tli davit; and section too
authorizes the writ to issue "unless it ap¬
pears from the petition itself that the appli¬
cant is not entitled thereto."
The writ, therefore, is not issued, os a mat¬

ter of curse. Whether it shall go out or
not depends upon

THE FACTS PRESENTED
bv the petition showing whether or not the
petitioner's detention in jail is in violation
of the Constitution or a law of the United
States. If it apuears from the petition
ltd If that the Constitution or a law or the
United States has not. been violated in the
petitioner's orrcst and imprisonment, then,
or course, the writ must not go out.

It must not be forgotten that the * edera.
courts are forbidden to issue the writ of
habeas corpus in favoi of prisoners in jailunder conviction of State courts iinlcs ithe
petition makes a case or jurisdiction under
section 753. Iam to .inquire whether Ihe
averments in this petition release me from
that inhibition. I can imagine no subject |
on which the Federal courts ought to be
mote considerate in assuming an excep¬
tional Juiisdiction.

_The petitioner here is a negro man, nut
the question or issuing the writ does not
turn upon any provision of the Constitution
relating particularly to race or color. It is
onlv the fifteenth amendment, which makes
special mention of that subject-in provi¬
ding that the right of a citizen of tbeUnited
States to vote shall not be denied or abridged
on account of race or color. No otherpro-
vision relates particularly to the distinction
of race of color. And as no question of to-
Una Is raised in this case, we have no con¬
cern with the fifteenth amendment.

TUE QUESTION HERE
is one or marrying; and there is nothing in
the national Constitution expressly forbid¬
ding a State from abridging the right of
marrying, or indeed any right but that of
votin'a, on account of race or color. NoSovfton of the Constitution relating par¬
ticularly to the colored man as such has
been violated by the State of Virginia in the
prosecution, conviction, and imprisonment
of this petitioner.

, .ir any constitutional provision has been
violated at all it is only some genera provi¬
sion relating to the rights and privileges or
citizens in general. It is contended that the
first section of the fourteentn amendment
has been thus violated. That section de¬
clares that 44 all persons born in the United
States are citizens ot the Uuited States and
or the State wherein they reside," and pro¬
vides that "no State shall make or enforce
finv law which shall abridge the privileges
of citizens of (he United States, nor deny
to any person within its jurisdiction the
equal protection <>f the laws."
This section, after declaring that all per¬

sons born in the United States > hall be citi¬
zens (1) of the United States and (-) of the
State wherein they reside, goes on in ue
same sentence to provide that no State shall
abridge the privileges of citizens of the
United States, but does not go on to forbid
a State from abridging the privileges of its
own citizens. Leaving : .

the matter of abridging

the privileges oi its own citizens as such to
, the discretion ol each State,.the secfonpro-

ceed= in regard to the latter, oul> to proime that no State "shall deny to any per¬
son within its jurisdiction the equal protec-

ti0Thuslthe fourteenth nmendtneut it-elf
classifies the privileges of citizens iuto those
which they have as " ci" t°hei have* asstates" and those winch the} have as

" citizens of the State wherein they reside ,

and this classification has been abundantly
recognized, illustrated, and enforced by theCfcme Court of the United States in nu¬

merous decisions: Trustees oi Dartmouth
College vs. Woodward, 4 Wheaton, 6-9,
ril bSns us Ogden. 9 AVlieaton, 203; New
Ynrk C\t?vs* Milu, 11 Peters, 133; Scott
vs. Sandford, 19 Kowartl, 40|-'6 oSO ,

License-Tax. i^ses, 5 \V aH 4 . 1 , Pan is.

,
'

-ip vvoll 30; United States vs. ReeseTaT « Otto,® and United States vs.

CruiksSank e/ at.. 20«o, 042 See al>oCor-

Hughes, 505; and Tlie Federate!, I\o.4,>.
TUB RIGHTS wnicu A PERSON HAS

as a citizen of a State are those which per¬
tain to him as a member o I societv, and
which would belong to him if his State
were not a member ot the American Union.
Over these the Slates have the usual powers
belonging to government; and these pow¬
ers 44 extend to all objects which in the or¬

dinary course of afl'aiis concern the Hves,
liberties [privileges], and properties of the
people, and the Internal order, improve¬
ment, aud prosperity of the States'.Fede¬
ralist, No. 45. ** The framers of the Consti¬
tution did not intend to restrain the States
in the regulation of their civil institutions
adopted for internal government, and the
instrument they have given us is not to be
so construed.'*.Chief-Justice Marshall
speaking especially of marriages in the
l)artmouth*College case, 4 Wbeaton, 629.
Their powers extend, of caurse, to the con¬
trol of the domestic relations of all classes
of citizens of * State. .

On the other huhd, .the rights which a

person has as a citizen of the United States
are such as he ha« by virtue of his State be¬
ing a member of the American Union un¬
der the provisions of our national Consti¬
tution. For instance, a man is a citizen of

State by virtue of bis being native- and
resident there; but if he migrates into an¬

other State be becomes at oncd a citizen
there by operation of tke provision of the
Constitution of the United States making
him a citizen there; and be x\c.eds no spe¬
cial naturalization, which but for the Con¬
stitution be would need* to become such a

citizen. Again, if a citizen of Virginia is
allowed by her laws to carry on a business
by paying a certain tax, a citizen of Mary¬
land who comes info Virgiuia and pays the
tax is entitled, under the national Consti¬
tution, to carry on the same business in
Virginia. The Virginian carries on the
business hereby right ol bis Ste&e citizens

i]1® Mn*7tonder carries It on here by
right of his nationul citizenship.
In the 1

SLAUGHTER-HOUSE CASES
the. Suprcwe Court of tbc United States had
under review an ncf of the Legislature of
L.oiiiytnna incorporating a compan? and.
confei ring upon iL the exclusive privilege or
slaughtering animals within a defined area
adjoimngtbccUyof New Orleans. Certain
butchers of the vicinity, who were thus'de,
prived of the privilege of exercising their
trade in that area, assailed the charter as
conjrnry to the provision of the fourteenth
amendment of the national Contilution
quoted above. But the Supreme Court held
that the privilege of butchering animals
was of tbo class belonging to persons as
citizens of their £>tatc and not belonging to
them as citizens of the United States. It
therefore heicl that the legislative act abridg¬
ing this right of the New Orleans butchers
and confining it exclusively to a favored
corporation did not violate "the fourteentb
amendment, or any law passed under it,
and could not be the subject of relief by a

Federal court, however unjust the State
law.
In the light of this commentary, can it be

intelligently contended that the
LAWS OF VIRGINIA RELATING TO MARRIAGE

are obnoxious to the fourteenth amend¬
ment ?
The ninth section of chapter lOi'of the

Code of Virginia provides tbnt "no man

j shall marry his mother, grandmother, step-
I mother, sister, daughter, grand-daughter,

j half-sister, aunt, son's widow, wife's daugh¬
ter, or her grandmother or stepmother,
brother's daughter or sister's daughter."
The tenth action of the same chapter pro¬

vides that no woman shall marry within de¬
grees correlative with those defined in the
ninth section.
Among still other inhibitions of marriage

the same Code, in the 1st section of chapter
105, provides that "all marriages between
a white person and a negro, and all mar¬

riages which arc prohibited by law on ac¬

count of either of the parties having a for¬
mer wife or husband then living, shall be
absolutely void without any decree of di¬
vorce or other legal process."

THE PENAL PROVISIONS
are as follows :
" If any person marry in violation of the

ninth or tenth section of chapter 104 or the
Code be shall he confined in jail not more
than six months, or fined not exceeding five
hundred dollars, at the discretion of the
jury."
"Any white person who shall Intermarry

with a negro, or any negro who shall inter¬
marry with a white person, shall be con¬
fined in the penitentiary not less tiian two
nor more than five }'ears.". Criminal lie-
visal of 1878, chapter vii., sections 3 and 8.

It is clear tint 1 nin bound by the author¬
ities which have been cited to treat the
privilege of marrying as belonging to the
class of rights which a person has as a mem¬
ber of society, and not to the class which
he has by virtue of the State in which be
resides, being a member of the American
Union. Jf Virginia were in the mid ocean
or on the antipodal continent bor control
over the rights and privileges of her citi¬
zens as members of society, including mar¬

riage, would be no more certainly than now
unrestrained by any provision of the na¬

tional Constitution. The right to enact as

law any one of the three prohibitions of
marriage which have been quoted from the
Code as between her own citizens residing
within her own territory is as clear as the
right to make the other two. With the pro¬
priety,

POLICY, OR JUSTICE
of such laws a court of the United States
has nothing to do. As individual citizens
their judges might possibly question the
policy of such a State law ; but as judicial
officers they can only inquire what is the
law. The fourteenth amendment gives no

power to Congress to interfere with the
right of a State to regulate the domestic re¬
lations of its own citizens: and if a State
enacts such laws as those w;bich have been
quoted, the Federal courts must respect
them as they stand without inquiring into
the reasons of them. However harsh a

State law may be, they can only sny with
Ulpian, '* Hoc quideni perquam durum est,
sed ITA LEX SCRIPTA EST."
The elause of the fourteentb amendment

under review makes a further distinction.
After declaring that no Slate shall make
any law which shall abridge the privileges
of citizens of the United States it adds :

"Nor deny to any person within its juris¬
diction the equal protection of the laws."
Here is a distinction between citizens of

the United States and "any person?,"
whether citizen or alien, residing or hap¬
pening to be within the borders of a State.
The declaratorv clause forbids any abridg¬
ment of tberigbts-of citizen of the United
States; the remedial clause gives

EQUAL PROTECTION TO ALL ..

persons whatever while within a State's
bordei s. The amendment does not provide
that the privileges shall be equal, :but it does
provide that protection shall be equal. It
establishes equality between all persons in
their right to protection, but does not' con¬
fer equality in the privileges they.are to en-,

joy. Jt provides that whatever privileges
the Constitution and laws of the United
States confer upon a citizen as a citizen of
the United States shall be enjoyed without
abridgment; and it provides that all per¬
sons within a State, whether citizens of the
United States or of the State, or aliens, shall
be equally protected by the laws in whatever
privileges, whether equal or not equal, they
may baye; from the United Stales or from the
State. However unequal their privileges
respectively, yet a foreigner, a qitizen o!
another American State, and a citizen of the
State, shall have the benefit equally in the
State of all remedial laws for the recovery
of rights and of all legal iafeguards ordained
for the protection of liie, liberty, and pro¬
perty.

I think it plain from this review that an

EQUALITY OF PRIVILEGES

is uot enforced by the Constitution upon a

State in respect to its domestic laws for the
government of its own citizens as such
whilo they are witbin its jurisdiction. But
even if it did require an equality of privi¬
leges, I do uot see any discrimination against
either race in a provision of Jaw forbidding
any white or colored person from marrying
another of the opposite color of the skin.
If it forbids a colored person from marrying
a white, it equally forbids a while person
from marrying a colored. In its terms, and
for all I know in its spirit, the law is a pro¬
hibition put upon both races alike and
equally. In the present case the white party
to the marriage is imprisoned as well us the
colored.
1 think it clear, therefore, that no provi¬

sion of the fourteenth amendment has been
violated by the State of Virginia in its
prosecution of this petitioner. It would
seem to follow from this conclusion that no

act of Congress . passed to enforce that
amendment i3 violated ; and I kuow of pone
that can be claimed to have been, unless it
be section 1077 of the- Revised Statutes,
which provides that;.'\ali persons within
the jurisdiction of the Uulted States shall
have the same right in every State to make
and enforce contracts as is enjoyed by white
citizens, and shall be subject to like pun¬
ishments,"&c.

AS TO FCXIStnrEXTS,
I have just shovvu that the. penalty of the
State law is denounced equally and alfke
upon the white and colored persons who
contract the illegal marriage with each
other. As to rights, this is a law for the
enforcement of that clause of the fourteenth
amendment which requires a State to give
tbe equal protection of the lawStoall per¬
sons witbin its borders. All are permitted
to make and enforce coritracX-s.not, in¬

deed, any sort ot contracts which they
may- see lit to make; e. <7., polygamous
or

"

incestuous contracts of marriage1, or

usurious contracts for money; but such
contracts as' are lawful. THs for a 'gtpto

i and tor Congress, each within its r<wpeetjYe

sphere of constitutional authority, to saywhat shall be lawful contract?; and it Is
I only trnch as nre legal that can be made and

enforced within the State bv "all personswithin the Jurisdiction of the United
States," provided the Stale law does not
abridge a right which a person bus in bis
-character of h citizen of the United Stater,of which marriage," ar we bave seen, is not
one. The State may declare at will what
contract* are and what are not legal within
its jurisdiction; and section 1077 confers
the right of enforcing only such contracts
ng are legal.
Congress has made no law for the States

relating to marriage. It has not done so
simply because it has no -constitutional
power to make laws affecting the

DOMESTIC RELATIONS
and regulnting the social intercourse of the
citizens or a State, which power belongs all
the world over to the govern merit of the local
society. If it were to make such a law for
the Stale?, that law would be unconstitu¬
tional, and the Federal courts would not
hesitate to declare it so. It is the State
which is endowed with thesovereien powerof making such laws;.and therefore onlythose contracts of marriage that are legalunder State laws can be enforced or en¬
joyed within the jurisdiction of the State.

All this has been said on the hypothesisthat the contract of marriage is" subject,like pecuniary contracts, to the operation
of section 1977. But marriage is more than
a contract. It may be entered into at the
will of competent parties ; but it cannot, as
other contracts may, be released »t their
wiil. Nor can its terms be shaped at their
will ; it can be for so many years and then
cease, for it must be t% until death us do
part"; it cannot be entered into with one
or more of the opposite sex at pleasure, but
must be with one only, for the joint lives;
it einnot be confined in effect to a single
territorial jurisdiction, but has the same
effect all over the world, so far as permitted
by the law of each State or nation. Ben-
tbam calls it

"A NOBLE CONTRACT,
the tie of society, and the basis of civiliza¬
tion."

It is plain therefore that marriage is not,
in many of its qualities, of the class of con¬
tracts contemplated by section 1977 of the
Revised StatHtes. And in the Dartmouth
College case, 4 Wheat., G29, it was held by
the Supreme Court of the United States
that the clause of article I., section 10, of
the national Constitution, forbidding a
State from passing any law impairing "the
obligation of contracts." does not embrace
marriage, it never having been intended to
forbid a State Legislature to pass an act of
divorce, or an act conferring power upon
State courts to grant decrees of di¬
vorce.the Supreme Court being oT opin¬
ion that the contracts contemplated by
the clause were only such as relate to prop¬
erty or pecuniary value..1 Minor's Insts.,
273. Thus we see, from another poiut of
view, that marriage is not one of tue " pri¬
vileges" in regard to which the national
Constitution and Congress cuu restrict the
power of the States.

It is clear on the whole that section 1977
is not violated by the marriage laws of Vir¬
ginia, and I know of no other act of Con¬
gress that has been, considering the peti¬
tioner and his consort as citizens of Vir¬
ginia, and treating their case as if t heir mar¬
riage had been entered into in this State.
But this marriage was not entered into

here. The parties to it went to the District
of Columbia fcr the purpose of contracting
it, did there contract it, and returned to re¬
side and cohabit together in this State.
Yet this is not the case of

CITIZENS OF ANOTHER STATE

lawfully married in that domicile and after¬
wards migrating thence in good faith into
this State. If this petitioner had been a born
citizen of the District of Columbia, and had
there married a white woman in conformity
to the laws of that jurisdiction, and had af¬
terwards migrated with his wife into Vir¬
ginia, and had been after becoming thus
domiciled here prosecuted under that pro¬
vision of the law of Virginia which has been
quoted, and convicted and imprisoned, and
had filed his petition here, praying for an

inquiry into the cause of his detention in
prisou, the case presented would have been
essentially different from that actually under
consideration. Then the question would
have been, whether such citizen of another
State could claim here the protection of the
second section of the fourth article of the
national Constitution. This section declares
that "the citizens of each State shall be en¬
titled to all privileges and immunities of
citizens in the several States."
At first nlush it would seem that this pro¬

vision would give a citizen of the District
of Columbia, lawfully married as a citizen
there, and afterwards domiciliating here,
the right to reside here under that mar¬

riage. But even in such a case the Supreme
Court has dccidcd otherwise. That such a

citizen would have
A RIGUT OF TRANSIT .

with his wife through Virginia, and of tem¬

porary stoppage, and of carrying on any
business here not requiring residence, may
be conceded; because there are privileges
following a citizen of the United States as

given by the section just quoted, and by
the clause of the fourteenth amendment
previously considered. But it is equally
true that such a citizen could not,
by becoming a citizen of Virginia, bring
here the privileee of exercising as such

a right legally enjoyed in the District, but
not given here, in the case of Paul vs.

Virginia, 8 Wall., 180, the Supreme Court
of the United States .held that "special
priyileges enjoyed by citizens in their owu
States are not secured in other States" by
the provision of the fourth article of the
.Constitution, which has been quoted. Re¬
viewing its decision in Bank of Augusta
vs. Earle, 13 Pet., 586, the Court said that
it was never intended by this provision to
give to citizens from another State higher
and greater privileges in any State than are

enjoyed by citizens of that State ; that it
" was not intended by the provision to give
to laws of one State any operation in other
States ; that they can have no such operation
except by the permission, express or im¬
plied, of those States; and that the special
privileges which they confcr must be en¬

joyed at home, unless the assent of other
States to their enjoyment therein be given
(pp. 180.*81 of 8 Wallace).
The provision of the Constitution in ques¬

tion refers to the privileges given in
TUE STATE INTO WHICH A CITIZEN GOES,

and not to those given in the State from
which he come?. And so, even if this peti¬
tioner had been a citizen of another State,
lawfully married there, and had come here,
bringing his wife, intending#to live here in

a condition of matrimony forbidden by our

laws, he could not claim the protection of
the national Constitution or any law of

Congress in thus violating our laws.
But the case of the petitioner is weaker

than that just supposed. He aud his con¬

sort were citizens of Virginia. They went
abroad to be married in evasion of her laws,
and they returned to cohabit here together
in violation of them. The marriage certifi¬
cate gives Virginia as the petitioner's resi¬
dence, and his going to the District of Co¬
lumbia was plainly an act in fraudtm legis
domesiicae.
The question whether a marriage, illegal

at home, and contracted in another place to
which the parties had gone in intentional
violation of the domestic law, should be
treated as valid by the hothe State on their
resumiugresidence within it, has been much
discussed by . .

LEARNED JURISCONSULTS,
such as Burge, Huber, Savlgne, Pothier,
Lord MansJJeld, Lord Campbell, Lord Cran-
wortb, Story, Kent, Wharton, and others,
whose opinions have been divided. But the
question thus discussed has supposed the
non-existence of positive jaw In the home
State. It has been on ttie question whether
the courts of the home State, in the absence
of statutory law, should treat the marria^o
as YftUd in comity to tbe State where it wo?

j contracted, all writers conceding to the
borne State the power of adopting
positive faws deckling $uch marrlnacs
illegal at will; for X think I do not
ffo too far when f assert it as a prin¬ciple now well settled that .?a State mayFollow its citizens abroarf and attach to act*
done there the same eoftseqaences as if
tlonc at home on the retorn of fhe partici-pants bom*; and that thotrgh theJaw of the
ptocc or a marriage may determiners forms
and regularity, yet the law of the domicPe
of the parties must decide whether the con-
tract hi one which might be lawfully

. made."; and this unquestionaolyis tb^rul'e
in resol d to marriages polygamous,. inre?-
tuous, and contrary to public-pottev. Onr
own Conn of Appeals has so decided in
Kinney vs. Commonwealth, 2 Virginia LawJournal, 632; following

THE ENGLISH HOUSE OF LORDS
in the case of Brook vs. Brook, 9 House of
Lords Cases, 193. So, also, have the Su¬
preme Courts of North Carolina, South Ca¬
rolina, jinn Louisiana, in Williams vs.
Oates, 5 Iredeil. 538; State vs. Kennedy,76 No. Car., 251; State vs. Ross, 77 ibid,
and Central Law Journal for April, 1877,
and Dupre vs. Bon pad, 10 La. /inn., 411.
But the Supreme Court of Massachusetts in
Medway vs. Needham, 16 Mass., 157, and
that of Kentucky in Stevenson vv. Grey, 17
B. Monroe, 192, hnve decided contrariwise.
The question can no longer be treated as

open, however, in Virginia, whose Lcgisla-
ture ha* recently, in the criminal revisal or
March 14, 1878, chapter 7, section 3, declared
that "If any person, resident in this State
and within the degrees of relationship men-
tioned in the nintk and tenth .sections of
chapter 104 of the Code, or any white per¬
son and negro, shall go out of "tbe State for
the purpose of being married, and with the
intention of returning, and be married out
of it, and afterwards return to and reside
in It, cohabiting as man and wire, they shall
be as guilty, and be punished, as if the mar¬
riage had been in this State." Now, there
are many illegal marriages other than those
named in the foregoing penal section of
which, though illciral here, Virginia takes
no notice if contracted without her jurisdic¬
tion. The ordinary

" runaway matches"
so frequent in this country, and those
known ns Gretna-Green marriages in Eng¬
land, arc not placed in either country under
the ban of annulling or penal statutes ; but
on the principle of inter-Stale comity are
allowed to stand good. It is only marriages
which are polygamous, incestuous, or con-
trary to public policy, which are made the
subject of penal enactments such as Unit of
the third section of chapter vii. of our
crimiual revision just given.
This petitioner is heie, not as a citizen of

the District of Columbia, to which he went
to be married in evasion of tbe laws of Vir¬
ginia, but as a citizen of Virginia, amenable
to her laws. He is here in that character
only, and has brought back no other right
iii regard to the marriage which lie made
abroad than he tookaway. He cannot bring
tbe marriage privileges of a citizen of the Dis¬
trict of Columbia any more than he could
those of a citizen of Utah into Virginia in
violation of her laws. It was competent for
the State of Virginia, so far as there is any¬
thing in the Constitution and laws of the
United States to prevent, to enact the law
just quoted, under which the petitioner was
convicted, and therefore his case is beyond
relief from a Federal court.

I know it is claimed that the provision of
the fourth article of the national Constitu¬
tion. which requires each State '*to give
full faith and crcdit to the public acts,- re¬

cords, and judicial proceedings of the other
States," has

AN IMPORTANT BEARING
upon the present case. I have already
abundantly shown that it cannot have the
eflect of making tbe laws of one State the
laws of another, ft is doubtful whether
the marriage certificate of a clergyman or

magistrate is a " public " record in the
meaniug of this provision of the Constitu¬
tion. The one exhibited with this petition
is nothing but a private paper, having no

certification, the names of tbe minister and
of attesting witnesses all written in the
same hand.a very crude document. But
whether it be or not, the clause in ques¬
tion could only go to tbe extent of
rendering indisputable the fact of the
marriage and its legality in the place
of contract. To give to public rccords
".'full faith and credit is to attribute
to them positive and absolute verity, so that
they cannot be contradicted or the truth o?
them denied any more than in the State
where they originated.".Story on the
Constitution, section 1310. "A court is
hound to take judicial notice of the public
rccords of another State.". Owings vs.
Hull, 9 Pet., 627. (iA judgment in one
State is a judgment in another, only so far
as to preclude inquiry a> to the merits of the
subject matter of the original judgment.''.
McEImogle vs. Cohen, 13 Bet., 312. So
that a money judgment of a court in an¬
other State is not a judgment here, but only
a chose ik action requiring to be specially
sued upon in this State. A public record
certifying a marriage to have been legally
contracted and valid there, though indispu¬
table proof here cf those two facts, yet dots
not convert the fact of validity there into
validity here, contrary to the express local
law.

IT HAS NEVER BEEN PRETENDED
that laws of a State can, by the acts of in¬
dividuals, be subordinated within its own

jurisdiction to tbe laws established by au-

other State. A citizen of Virginia may go
to the Federal District Of Columbia, or to
the Federal Territory of Utah, and be mar¬

ried there in conformity to local laws, and
may remain there as a resident and citizen
with impunity. But if his object in going
was to evade the laws of Virginia, and if
after marriage he return here and remain
in a condition of matrimony forbidden by
our laws, the certificate of his marriage in
the District or Territory in conformity to
its laws will have no other value here than
as indisputable proof of the violation of
our laws.
On the whole, I am of opinion that the

law of Virgiuia under which the petitioner
is detained in prison by the Slate does not
violate the Constitution or any law of the
United States, and that I have consequently

NO JURISDICTION
to grant Ibe relief for which the petitioner
prays. The writ of habeas corpus is de¬
nied.

It may be that it would not have been
technically improper to have awarded the
writ before the hearing, and to have hud
the petitioners produced in cfiurt, with the
mittimus showing for the State the cause of
his detention. But it seemed to me from
the beginning that his petition did not it¬
self make a case for his discharge; but that
on his own showing he would have to be
remanded, and in afl'cctlonate veueratioa
for the dignity of our State I was unwilli^^
bv anv avoidable positive act to bring ioio
question the validity of her laws or the le-
gality of her Judicial proceedings.
A motion has beeu entered for a ivfoear .

ing of the ease when Chief-Justice Wa'.te
comes to the city, and it the Judges divide
it may then go up to the Supreme Cou'rt of
the United States.

Personals and Briefs..'The chmond
Light Infantry Blues will join ir, Wig visit
of the military to Hollywood on memorial-
day.
Kev. Dr. J. "William Jones "has returned

to the city from Atlanta.
Hon. John Ambler Smith. i< in the city.-
The cases before the Police Court yester¬

day were all of a trifling character.
"

Miss Herndon's Matinee Saturday..
Seats for the Herrdon mattntfe Saturday are

being sold at Wyatt's. Ttie attendance will
no doubt be worthy of the great artiste. It
was not generally understood that there
7/ould be no performance last night, and a

large numbfcr of our citizens were disap¬
pointed, gbc appears, however. Saturday,

COLORED BAPTISTS.

MEETING OP THE STATE CONVENTION' A?
ewenezer <iwncn yestebday-ser.
mors deeivek ed.officers elected-
AIV0INTHENT OF a LARGE NUMBER OF

- COMMITTEES.

The Virginia State Baptist Convention
(cowred) met vesierda? morning at Ebene-
zcr ctitirchj and was culltd to order by the
Present, Elder I?. W?tls, Pmer was
ofirretl by Elder J. YT. Patterson.
The Frpsfdoat'g address was fben read.

A iettpr of welcome was nett reatt "mak-
> f:e.f borne,'-' as the serreiary

tersely in ft** miDUtcs«
Under a suspension of the Jules tbe- loJ-l

lowing cc?mmitftr#>.« were appointed :
On Fin.iacp;: Barnes Gregory. 2T P Tin-

dervall, and J» B, L«we.
CoinroHte* on Forei-a Fiin^r

r»n p
7 J- H. Hc4mes.

On Permanent Or^amizution : Elders W.
rtor V T V ^[r?rht, and S. *?.. Mad¬
der, M. I. Lewi*,. J. E. Brown, W . 11^
Brown, and Dr. Jbhn Brooks.
tv°t M,eltcrs on Churches: Elder
t '/ 1).°'I,P/0Dr n- Jewnurson, II. Oilier,
oi:vn?.^T 1 ' i'* Fjls(in"' R- C. Brows;. C.
Oli\ci, John Junesrand M. Williams.

I he following were appointed to insist
\V TP ,n..re"aiJ«f Alters; J. Herman,.

. J. Barnett, J. E, Fnrraj, J. W". Patter¬
son. The letters were then read.
Elder II. Johnson being absent. Elder J

Ilerndon was appointed to preach the mi^
sionary sermon.

OPENING SRXKOjr.

u.TrI!f,op7,inr fermon was then preached*
b> Elder L. A. Black. Elders F. Cook. II. !
Jennurson, and J. W. Patterson assisted in
the services. The sermon was from Rom.
xv., _0: "And I am snre that when I
come unto you I shall come in the fullness

T!.h.c h,oss|n" oi the Gospel of Christ »

onrnl'lTl |U* %,lir0°kS Waii aPP°"»ted to
enroll the delegates.
Adjourned with prayer by Elder J. E

Brown.
AFTERNOON* SESSION'.

Religion* exercises were conducted bv
Am .

W" iIorris nilrt Robert Grig*bv.
i- lie Committee on Permanent Organiza¬

tion made the following report .

*;ir £reS?ent# Elder L. A. Black against
dor m ^ ^ *irst Vice-President, El-
£[,. i

of Charlottesville, against
j Elder John Jones, of Liberty; Second Vice-

I Pr<?ld*"r; K,(lor j{. *P'Her, of Norfolk,
l against Elder V. W. Morris, of Lvchburg;

for secretary, Elder A. Blnga, Jr.", of Man-
Chester, against Elder W. II. Brooks, of
Kichinond ; for Corresponding Seerctarv,
Elder J. E. Brown against Elder E. G. C'or-
prew, of Portsmouth ; for Treasurer. Elder
K Cook, of Alexandria, a^aiust Deacon j.
E. Farrar, of Richmond.

J. Ilerndon and J. W. Patterson were
elected tellers, and the following officers de¬
clared elected :
President: R. Wells, Richmond.
First Vice-President: John Jones, Lib-

erty.
Second Vice-President: F. W. Morri*

Lynchburg.
Recording Secretary: A. Binga, Jr..

Manchester.
Corresponding Secretary: E. G. Cornrcw,

Portsmouth.
Treasurer: J. E. Farrar, Richmond.

* COMMITTEES.

The President appointed the following
committees :
On Mission-Fields : J. W. PaMerson, E.

G. Corprew, A. A. Matthews, R. Lewis, F.
Anthony, C. C. Figgins, J. E. Farrar.
On Missionaries: J. 41. Hunt, J. A. Ra¬

ther, James H. Fox, B. C. Collier, A.
Forbes, T. Tabb, A. J. Cleveland. Joseph
Carter, James Allen, J. R. Jemmcrson.
On Schools: W. II. Brooks, W. Basset',

L. Branch. E. Ryals, C. Storers.
On Education : J. E. Jones, D. N, Vassar,

M. Walker, E. Saunders, W. Harris, Spen¬
cer Green, R. F. Lancie, Sisters Barbara
Harris, RebcCca White, and Kate Linear,
and James Barns.
On Devotional Exercises: Pastors nnd

deacons of Baptist churches of Rich¬
mond, j;
On Temperance : P. H. A. Braxton, J. R.

Stokes, J. M. Land, J. E. Brown, and Sis¬
ters R. Hetily, Lavinia Coleman, M. A. Ste¬
vens, M. J. Bates, 31. E. Batts, Susan Gray,
W. Cousins, B. L. Edwards, and Daniel
Cross.
On Meeting of Convention: F. W. Mor¬

ris J- W. Pendleton, A. Fergansou, R. J.
Jordan, F. llackett, B. Jourdon, Sisters
Caroline Washington, Lucy Lewis, Mary
Ward, Rebecca Fountain, and William
Smith.
On Publication of Minutes: A. Binca,

Jr., J. II. Holmes, W. II. Brooks, undj. E.
Farrar.
On Resolutions: R. W. Wright, George

Braxton, M. A. Williams, I). W. Wisher,
F. Cook, J. W. Johnson, C. H. McDaniel_
S. J. Fields W. Boyd, J. Brooks, C. Oliver*
M. Maui, and II. P. Wee.den.

While the president whs appointing the
above committees remarks were made to tho
Convention by Revs. D.,W. Wisher, W.,15.
Derrick, and J. E. Jones,
Adjourned, with prayer by Elder W .. T.

Lindsay.
At 8 o'clock the sermon on missies-was

delivered by Elder J. Ilerndon, of Char¬
lottesville, to a crowded congregation
The TnEvntE.Caste..A fair audicnre

greeted the presentation of the oorueOy
"Caste" at the Theatre lust night by the
New York Criterion Company. Yhe dra¬
matists persona: in tho play, t&tten as a

whole, rendered their p'arts verv well.
Mr. Frank Roberts played l&>u. George

D'Alroy in a comuieo dable, pleasing man¬

ner.
Mr. Do Wolf Hopper as tho aristocratic

Captain ilavrLree, rendered tsat character
most acceptably.
The leading acln »s3,and the fair lady who

carried oil' the hor.ior.s of the evening, was

Miss Louise Sylvester aa I'olly Eoolei. In
:ill the gwlish ;glee imaginable, together
with her cbarrui' ;md attractive piquancy »

>he deligttfed t he audience and won Ire-

quent applause . ]
31 r. Edward Francis as Sam. Gernidge

(Polly's sweet neart), Mi>* Mary Davenport
as Marquis D e St. Maur, Miss Emma Pierce
as LIester E ecles, Oid Alan Eccles as ren¬

dered by F . F. Mackay, and Dixon, by 31 r.

A. M, Jou< spvere all up to t lie standard.
The n» ny witty remarks and sprightly

aotiag of tbfc cast seemed to greatly interest
the audif uce, and frequently brought down
tix* hor.se with laughter. Oftentimes the
acting was mo*t affecting; but when the
Jl'gbtev faults- of mankind, as portrayed in

i Caste , were required, the company seemed
l equy ]fy at home.

F rcaks will be presented tc-n i^Iit, nnd
we may add that something funnier than
t'.ie allied circus is promised under the sug¬
gestive title. Nobody plays Freaks but
the f* Criterion," it is said, and if what the
Truthful Jameses of the Bostou and Phila¬
delphia press say is to be tiken for gospel,
it is probable that nobody else: can play it;
for while it is mildly farcical in form'lt is
difficult In character illustration. It is ad¬
vertised as .. A Screamer, In Four Acts".
not of Congress, however. Freaks may
just bit tbe fancy and tickle the caprice of
our play-goer*.

3loz^iiT Musicu^.Tlie following at¬
tractive programme will be presented to¬
night: First, overture, ,431erry Wives of
Windsor" (^ieolai), orchestra; sreopd.
soprano solo, "Bright. Star of Love"
(Iiobandi), Mrs. Keinhardl; third, duo,
piano and violin* Potpourri, "Carnara-|
lisque" (C. V. Dcberiot). Dr. Bartkowski1
and J. Tieinbardt ; fourth, ''Stabat Mater '*

(Rcssini), orchestra; fifth, soprano solo,
Judith " (Conoone), Mrs. Reinbardt ;

sixth, trio.violin, 'oella, and piano.
WoJlfe, Miss Thiiow, Adolph Ttilow, and
C. W. Tbilow ; seventh, Potpourri, Travi-
ata, (Verdi), orchestra. *

THE DISPATCH.
TERMS OF ADVERTISING,
CASH.INVARIABLY JIT ADVASTC##<_)ne«q«arc,oneio««rtioa 40 99One square, two insertion*..... 1 00One square, three insertions ~..... 1 60

*

One square, si* fiuertfton* § COOne square, twelTe insertions g flo.>ne square, oco minib If 00One square, two aaontte.. js OVi>ne *qnare, three month*. ...... « jj 00

Bbooklavp Meeting..Tbere was a verylarge Conservative meeting In Brookiand
township yesterdav, at which seven! ad¬
dresses were made. A lively spat took
place between £. 18. Humphreys, inde¬
pendent candidate for commissioner of the
revenue in the upper district, and CountySuperintendent J. 2?. Hopkins, Curingwlifch Humphreys charged Hopkins witli
havisfir defr/nded him out of tne nomina¬tion before the Conservative convention#[Tills Mr. Hopkins stotitfv denied (and his[friends present substantiated what he said),and in Jferis remarks used sotae veiy plaialanguage, #

XemorfaMift}.
Editors Dispatch s "What Ins the Holly¬wood Memorial Association determined to

do in referen tp to admitting carriages to the
cemeterv-grounds on Memorial-day ? S»

CCtjcura So<?.
CC71CCBA PAJTK,
CUTSCMA RKSOr.VE.VT,

Jr«: receJ red at
Polk Mir.r.ntt & Co'j,

THt: 0.4T.COXY 8CB3** from Shatepeare'j sublime?
ttajtcdy of llnmrn ami Juliet at tbo HElftfW)!<
HAtinc* SatlrdaV. No extra ohaflre for se-
ntrcd seats- st WyattN.
"Vat an- Coolers am> Rr.rn i c.p.Ratobs thaft

arc needlwaVy wasteful la the consumption of lee
are (fear at <ftty price. Tits true valiarof such arti¬
cle tifs in tl.e Dou-condectlhcr aualitiwof the tuv
tejiatwMi'wfcSrb tbey areTSitcked.

it pjysto uscSIocntcaj-'Wlh a CffrttU'S "Ex--
cfclsior"'* WateACooIers iwd " Polar "r Refrigera¬
tors, the only ehnrcoal-pacJled Icc-cconoiulr^n on
this market. Manufacture!* and sold only by
MOTJrrtiASTL'B A COFKR, xt 520 Broad street,Jliobmoml,-Va.

Dbowrjxess; blrtMtisuiess, pains and aflbes, ancT
qcne, Hop Bitter# always cure*.

"Sew stylus.Just Opejtt®.

JMi'oirrKD sciracos,
fftXTSST GRADES,

$'20! $22. 124, *2ix-*28.
Made is best raanaer.
Pet feet V. guaranteed*
A. Saks ,t Co., 1013' Main1 street*

IF'TWR IIAIR is coming OUTror turnip* gray,,
do ner murmur over a misfortune you can jo easily
avert. AVER'S II AlR'ViGOR will remove the cause
of yotr?rief by re«torii»jr your hair to- Its natural
color. and-therewith your Rood looks au<i goodna¬
ture.

llESSTOON,
AGNUS flZRNDON,

Mis* AONE» llKltNDON.
SATl'R 1>A 15 MATtNKK.

Poslti^rlior only appearance In Richmond' this;
^eatou.

Aluernet Butter.

We are now rccebehn; all of tin"-
FaMors Aluerney Hut teic from Dr. Bhnnlster'*

'.()j«ak Dairy," .rju-lia comity, Va.
Thl* buitcc Is supplied i>y a hard of ft; ft is alder-

XKY COWS.
The dairy !* rwider the nNoangenient of rat expert

of twelve yeun>' eipcrleutfe- lira famous aortherib
ereaiucry. it Is uudc with mii»:<al .-Kill and nlavty,
neatly printed fn |*miih1h an<i lnrC'poutU»,Mlil
WILL J1K RECEIVED HK(,t7UAi«.X I IIROCOIIOUT

THE TV. 1 It IN REFKOU&RATOR CANS.
We guarantee thta butter toe.nial, if not sutpaJB-,

any other "vitit Kdge" initlnrauld.
We are th^txcluslve ageuto.

B. T. ARCnER & CO.,
Kort'Jta-t corner Kixhltt and >Lilu»treutrf.

C.'IlEWINfVTOHACCOS AXD« CM, A R8 Of lUgiadt-0.
W. D. liLAOS jt CO.

AL8ACIA* BOWS, Sir. EE AlTD L.VCR- SCARFS*
Linen La*'M, French Orj?;wit!les, Buntiogv Black.
Cashmeres. Black Alpacas. Crepe Veil, CraiMJ Col¬
lars, Huffs and Kufllli:g<», «m.now be hatlln grenb
variety, axJat low price?, ai

LKVT DBO'CaKHS',
wliottUo are nfferlsx jjreat bar£oSiurlii

Mat nxo, 0iffTccT*p. Caiii>k39% ami

Ladies1 Lwts Suits.

M armabo Cokkkk.kmuI to Java, for §ttle Ijy W-
D. l!LA>st «S Co. at 18':. per pound.
8avr MONBY by bavin* your printing Gone atthfr

Dispatch Printinohochk. Good work* loi»
prices, ami satisfaction guaranteed.

TK AS'Troin 25c. per pound to the finest grade*.
W. IX in,a i it & CO.

M. KLLYSOK Jc CO.. aoverti'iiuf agents. insert ad*
rertl.s«?jnent3 In nil o? the ncv.-^p^rs of the UnlUnl
Sia.es a. publishers' rate;. Orders left at the Dis .

P'tfc/i coiiatiUK-ro*m will revive prompt attea»
ti.m.

auction h.vl:;s this i>ay.

Wellington; godi>in, w. m., brick «iweiti»f
and large lot attached at the southeast c-jruer of
Monroe an«l Catherine slrrebt,

CRUBB-S & WILLIAMS, C«> I'. M., trustee's sale of
the larce ft>tir-»lory Ln!?k dwelling No. 0.17 ex-t
Mam strive.

GODWN, WARRKN & OX. Vj I'. M.. brtek store
with dwelling above »&the southwest corner ot
l'.rook avuoou an<l Lel>£) street, ami t~in« II framed
ttnre In r«ur on Lelirh stroel ; also, brick Umiso
adjoining theabovt property.

J. THOMPSON BROWN. !WI'. SL. Uiisfe*'* sale of
a brick «ot!a;:<soii w<th Truth atnyl; alto,a va¬

cant lo4in rear on K.ev-ntb street.-
ROBERT B. LYN'K, Sfc 1\ 31., brick, tobacco fac¬

tory, with !:picndl(&j(foundfc attached.
JTNO. K. 1AUGHTON, Jr., 10 A.M. afldStf P. M. *

diamond*. gold and silver watehej, gold Jewelry »

chat up, Ac. -

YFANT.N. .*'

TTTANTED, OCCWANTS FoTc" TWO
»V rnoXT ROOMS, on *ecoud (Ifwr. wltli

BOA*l>. A I/O, MV«otl TABLE-BOARDERS can
he aceom uiortated oji liberal unus. No. 012ca»t
Grace, corner so<mith si reot. my \b-4t*

WANTKD, TWO i'OUNO Oil 311D-
Vf DLE-A(iED iIK\T.«teady. sober i«#n of en-

ectry. with $1,000 or $2,000 eacfc.ouc a* book-
k^ix.-r or a>n;.-»'Hiit in a wttotesjlo tvniiinl».doa
bouse, one to travel. Mtui iumc woU recomnieuded.
Add rest, full name and residence, at one*-,

BUSINESS.
my 15-3t» care Dinpatch office.

WANTED, TO KENT FURNISHED*
fT ROOMS (two chamber*, dirilog-rooni. an<l

kitchcn. with use of jiarlor), or wou'd rent a FL'K-
NI.-11ISD ilOt'bE. AJdrvM;

ROBEJJT EMMKTT.
wy 11-31* J> i»patch otiicv.

Ty* anted; iiy a middle-aged
IT MAN, with «*vernl years' < xperlcnr* In KrJI-»

1n;r poods lit the country, a SITUATION tn some
buduu s-house lu the city. Won 1 1 t>ref"r groc«*/y.
can draw in «-oniv co-torn. Salary not an or Ject.
An'lres< C. B., J) inpatch olllce. mv

V MANUFACTU III NO COMPANY OF
il hTAI'LE ARTICLE WANT A GtKNERAL
AGENT IN RICHMOND. Dm-ln^s permanent
and pleasant. Worth t'rom 4*2.000 lo <s5.0<10 a
year. Addrcsa I'ost-Ofliee Bos 475. Vonicrs.N. Y.

iny 14-2t
_

AN TED, A WI3 ITE NURSE. Apply
at 1 10 north frviiih frtree. mv H»2t

Tnted, a servan t to do gen-
M ERAL HOUSEWORK. Good nakru. Anply

at 1436 Main street. »')" H-flt

'AN I ED, ONE SALESMAN FOB
i , each Slate. Salary *75 to <(1C0 \*s woutti

ano extx-n- e-. r<<y^rf*d.

W
W

w A N TED,
PURCHASERS rOR

75 ton# BROW XSTUPr,
2.") tens BRA>\
25 tonsSIHPSTUl* F.

500 bait* 1'RIME J'A V.
200,000 LAROF^PB^mNfj'^

my 1-eodlin Lumber 1***^
TXTANTED, ooe Kilesuian in each Mate 10

»»' sell cur iroodj. SaJatv. $1,000 a yea r. Tlff-
umph man*ufactiking company. lis
Monroe street. Chicago. m» 8-lrn

LOST.STBAYKI). A3f»FOO».
MOMJV, on Broad

A^4t«et. Tlwl<uer can hive It oi» provlu* p*o-
J*Jrty, Apply io A. FlsKEN A 1 O-
my Sua n^dOrcef,

P-STRAY..TAKEN UP IN MYrgtff
-a-A WIIEaT«FIRLD. near Hani CHiietcrvJSJflM
a LARGE l'A l.k-IJKt'-AND-UJ: IN llLU COW ;
white belly anu white »pot*. and ow» larsre teat.
The owner wriij uke bemway and mm ehanre*.

'« WILLIAM aTkOBIXSON.
Bfay 14, 1S70. at l.VU*

fob am,

"£»»T§-ic*"


