L cROSS.

H ey
M ‘"(;Iintﬂh.

HARDEE,

nt Law
““rgﬁ{mn. Luuini‘na.

at La W,
Loujgiabh.

g KERNAN,

ST & COUSSELOR AT LAW,
clinton, Lonisiana.
uice in the Courts of Enat and
Pliciani.
¥ FLUKER,
rmey ot Law,
iy E‘ jnton, Lonisiana.

tiee in the Courts of the 5th
Digtrict. Aup ' 76—y

J, POFELL,

ittormey at Law,

b Franciaville, Louikiana. i
ive in. the FPurishes of Foat

i vallciana, and Pointe Connes.

WEDGE,
ITTORNEY AT LAW,

Clivton, Lonisiana,
wetice in the courts of East and
ciana and the Supreme Court of

§. LEAKL,

.

Wirorney nr Loaw,
Prancisville, Lonisiana.
pctienin the avishes of Weat
Feliciana, and Pointe Coupee.

JOKER,
IRNEY AT LAWN,

(linton, Louisiana.
s the ¥orth side of the public

FLE Jit. Jos, L GOLSAN.

p & GOLEAN,

TTORNEYS AT LAW

3 St Franeisvilte Ta.,
prtics in the Convta of West
nd Painto Conpee.

IWHE. . L. FISIIER
LIFFE & FISHER,

torneys At Lww,
St, Franeiaville, La.

in the Coura of West
nd. "oiute Coupee and |
Parishes.
BALL,

CIAN AMD SURGEON,
Bayom Sara, Lonisiaua,
LI IR

TRY.

Dr. E. Green Davis ofters
his perviees to the people of
this and adjeining  Parishes.

\Mddresied to him, at Tiis resi-
feeet v promnpt atteniion.

RY! DENTISTRY H!

i [will attend all culla on
ilthe Coast, from Nuteher to
wlao the back

w Drleans ;
oh aeeessable with o bugay.
ishing v serviees, can pro-

pe by addressing we, at omy

D STOCKING, D. DL 8.,

t ancisville, Lis

INEZ,
froet, Bayou Sara, La.,
DEALER IN

3, Grocerien, Confections; To
1aud Liguora.

EL,

Camp and Common atrects,
New Orleans. La
ORD & WATSON.
IPRIETORS
| Two dollurs and flfty
i y.
VINE,
i Bara, Louisiana,
i EAND RETATL DEALER IN
"B Provist ns, Western
and e verval Plion-
lion supp.ies.

VG, FORWARDING
[E~ION MEQRCHANT

AND
MBOAT AGENT.

18]
it RIETTA HOUSE.

4 DAYOU SARA LA.

JE© rocured by the day, week
i 1’-‘ Teasonable rates. In
1 .E'hﬂm past, the table will
PR the very best faro the
I Elegant “and well fur-
. % Cummpdating servants
: ] 'l-_ﬂild_mu('.. Paironnge so-
TR lactidn guaranteed,

§

JARNAUD’S

ER 8HOP AND HAIR
SHING SALOON,

& A. Figoher, Front Levee

[V Eonisinna, Sept. 1, 177
Ll

AN,
dBAILO R,

twol office

M ROSENTHAL,

ic patrguugguud guaraniecgiitidfuctiop:
OSE PH VACAL,

B0 raga s 4P iy B
Carpe nter and Undertaker,
wi giv ¢ prompt atteution to all husi
neas in his line in this andadjoining Par
ishes. fune 24 °76.—1

proarp & wep,

Hayou Sara, La.|
Wholesale and Retail Dealora in

TANCY DRY GOODZ

CLOTHING, FURNITURE,
" <, SHOE £
GROCERTE- AND PLANTATION SUP-
PLIES GENERALLYI.7 70
- el =gl et | s
; EF Highest market price pni:l for cot:
on. )
AR
\I 0. & BAYOU SARA 1. 8. MAIL
e PACKET
Tha superb’ passenger
steaner,

Gloy. Alle

nSlme'r.

J. J. BROWSeoonaaaa s
8. 8. STRECK. ... -co_ae. ..Clerk. |
Leaves Bayotu Sara for New Orleans

svery Wednesday alter the arrival of the
cars from Woodville, and every saturday,
at 7, p. m. Retnening, leaves New Or
1cans overy Monday sand Friday, at 5, p.m

AND THE STEAMER

A. DUGAS ; Master.
Leaves Bayou Sara every Monday after
the arrival of the ears from  Nuoodville,
aml every Thurslay at ¥ p. m. Return-
ing, leaves Now Orleana every Wednea-
day and Saturdny at 5 pog. /
JOHN F, IRVINE, Agent

~ONVRAD BOCKEL

wnn Strert, Buyou Sarm, La,
Dester in Faney and Staple Dry
Goods, Ladies’ Dress goods,
White Goods, House keep-
ers’ Artigles Clothine,
Hazts, Cap s, Boorsand
shoes, Hosiery.
Cutlery Toi-
fet Arti-
cles,
Nntions, Fapcy and Family Gro
cerivs,
Pruvisions,
Western Produce.
Grain, Baguing and
Ticm and a fall line of
Piaotarion =oppies, Hard-
ware (iluss ware, otc. erc.  Als
an Extensive and varied asrort
ment of evergtheg i the hoe ol
<addlery and Harnese. .
geg™ [livhest marker price paid
for eotton,

& T.GASTRELL
A :

Bayou 2ara, Lonigiana,
DEALER IN

PLOWS, AGRICULTURAL IMPLE
nients, Bridles, Hugy Hardwnre, Guus,
Pistols, Pomps, Pipes, Muchine Fittings
Cocks, Valves, Castings, Ropes, Hollow
Ware, Wagon aml Carniags  .oodwork,
Rlaclksmith's Materials, Ete,, Ete.

TIN ‘COPPER AND SHEET IRON MAN

UFACTORY.
Alsn Agent for the colebrated
CCHARTER OAK” STOVES
Urie, Garrett & Cottman, Brinl
H. Hall and other plows. Allen’s Horse
Hoes, Wood's Mowing Machines, Horse
Hay Rakes, all of which I will guaran-
tea to sell lower than can Le purchased
elsewhoere,

Grangers and otners will find it to
thesr advantage to call aopd sxamive my
wtock and prices before pucabasing olse-
whera.

TOMB STO LS
G B. & E £NOCHS
DEALERS 1%
MONUMENTAL WORK,
‘Vs ARE xow prepared tofurnish ajl
kinds of Grave Work and Iren
Railing at reduced prices. Parties ad-
dresaing us nt Bayou Sara,

or at William
H, Piper’s, Baton Ronge, we will eall amd
sec with our

designs, of which we have
a large variety.
i y Ouet, 13'77-6

M. % BER@ER,
GUN-SMITH.

Adjowing B. Farrelly’s Store

Principal St. Bayon Sara.._... i ...:..};.n.
Fire armg of all descriptions put in first

egass Order. Gun gtocks made or ropaired.

Sewing machines repaired, Scissors and

all kints of smail toots sharpened. Allat

reasonahle rates of charge.

Dec. 1ut, 6m.

S ——— T

HOUSE,

Il\HE ADLER

Clinton, Lonisiang,

18 constant y open for the accommada
tiom of the public. Meala by the day,
woek or month at reasonghle rates, #

SINGLE MEALS FIFLY CGENTS.

FElegant and well furnished roums cuan
also be procured. Hes) ectfully,

June 28, '6.—1y. T8. S, LER.

Fur SALE.

HE one story buildiog on tha old
Whiteman property, in Bayon Jafs,
suitable for store bonee or cabins. Pur-
\aser to remove building within a &pe-
fied time, Can be had st & bargain.

Bt. Francievitla La. )

Apply to E. W. WHITEMAN.
Opt 5, 17Tt 1

[At L. Vresinsky's old stand,]
FAHIOW ﬁl}wn&wﬂ’w MAKBR |
. Rmpu.ﬁn ¥ solicits a share of the pul-

A DEMOCRATIC BAPFR

OFFICIAL JOURNAL v WEST FE LICIANA
OFFICIAL JOULNAL CITY OF BAYOU “ARA

PUN

sHED EVERY S8ATURDAY.

2. LAMBERT. ., Pnorm_s:ron

~* Francisville, Mar. 30, ‘78,

FFLICIANA SENTINEL.

L T ————

Vir i

_ST. FRAN€ISVILLE. LA, MARCH 30, 1878.

- - s

iual in thid S‘tﬂpn, dnd sign Queeit Victo-
rin's nade toit, ptobably no law oificer
would think of cliasiug it as a statuatury
erimo. Tt would be a thing torally with-
out foree or the posaibility of effect.

The Cinrt ynotes a Calltorma decision
to the effect that forgery cannot be predi-
cated of dn instrament whick initself is
a audum_pactum or ‘incspable of any
_t:ﬂ‘uu}. _ij:?’ur_ne, if there is uo forgery,
there is Do uttering of it.

SENTINEL.

from the shortness of the period during
which the conrt held the case undor con-
sideration. A conviction that you will
Lanot ouly willing but anxiouns to cor
reet those efrors if 1 am alle to make
them apparent’ cmboldens =me to luy be-
fore you this npplication.

The constitution gives yon .an appell-
ate jurisdiction in crimival guses ouly up=
on guestions purely of law. You caunot
try an isane of fact. Whether m particu-
lar dc tis or is nota record. is in

“The Court applies that principle to
the Anderson’chse in this way : The Re-
turning Bosrd muyst make it compiln-
tion and repurt from the original returns,
and not from the Fégisfer's lidated

every case pocessarily a guestion te be
 sottled by evidence. Take rhe document
ander disthssion anid snppose that on it:
faee it shonld not appear (to be a Tecord.

t t. The law does not give & par-

SUBSCRIPTION RATES,

Ome copy, ane year;(in advaunce)....2 00
v ad [0 l; mc, . . a .

L L - T it :::: % 38
ADVERTISING RATES:
[A Bqunre is the space of ten linea solid
. brevier.]
Lo T " T T
Apace. ] - . 3
1'sq're. § 1.00 § 3.00 % 6,50 § 9.00 § 12.00
2. i 200 6500 9460 1600 2000
" 4.00 =50 160 2800 30.00

1 :

3 col'm, 606 10.00 1800 3000 40.00
w77 1900 20,00 4040 50,00 -70.00
“ 2000 40.00. 6000 50.00 125,06

Annotuncing Candidates:

s

For State nnd Distriet offiees, .. $25
For Parish aflices, ......... wee 1000
For police Distriet offices,......... 500

[to be paid invariably in advance.}

Transicnt Addvertisentents will be inserted
at thevate of 8100 per rguare uf ten lines
Sor the firsl inurtion, and 30 cents for cack
subsequent inserlion.

Personalition charged @l transient adrer-
lising rutes. Ay

Tne above xeale of rotes must be the basiz
aof el confracts with adverfiving agenty.

Obitvaries, tributen of respect, resolutions
ete., charged ax advertisements

ANDERSON'S CASE.

There Lias been a pood deal of eriti-
ciam upou the decizsion given by the Su-
preme Contet of Louisiana in the cnse of
Thon, C. Anderson charged with forgery
in altering & public record or, with ntter-
ing it after Leing altered, We have
been surprised to seo somte of these coni-
ments in the public print. We say sur-
prised, beconse the judgment in not yet
final. After the reading of opinions by
the Supreme Court a cortain length of
tiwe is given during  which applications
for rehearings may be made, apd until
that time has olapsel the jndgments are
snder coutrol of the court. Outside in-
Huenceos ures, therefors, as iinproper at that
prriod as previonsly., And partienlurly
when this-antsiile pressure is bronght ' to
bear in asemse adverse to clemeacy in
criminal prosecutions, it would, seelu
thaot inhamaniry is added to) indelichey.

We do not, therafore, intend at t is
time to express an opinion upon the pe-
tion of the Conrt, but'we desire te pive
a wketoh of eertain principal portions of
tie decision nod in langusge snited to
popolar comprebension, so that eur Tead-
ers may oot be confused by techniea)
expressions nor obliged to wade throngh
rhe whole decision in order to master its
real import,

The election law provides that the Re
turning Board, as it is gencrally ealled,
shall meet in Ne™ Orleans soon after
avery election, and there receive the re-
turbs or statements of the ‘votes cast at
the different polls ; thar the Presudent
of the Board shall open these returus in
1he presenes of the other mombers, and
that thereupon the Bueard shall canvass
and eompile said returns, The returns
which they shall thus receive, open and
panvass, are the returns or statements of

Fyoteg ypgde by the thres commissioners

of elections who preside over every poll.
These ure called the originel returna.

1u addition to these woriginal rteturns
from each poll mado by the commission
are of wlections, the Board reesives a con-
solidated statement of all the polls in
each parish made ont by the supervisor
of registration ef such parish; for the
law makes it the duty of such suparviser
to recoive the returns from the cominis-
sioners of elections, eompile a consolida-
ted statement from them, and then seud
them together with his wonsolidated
statement te the Returning Board.

In the Anderson eade it was not
charged in the information as amonded
that the ariginal  returms had  been
changed or tampered with, bub that the
ugangolidated shatement of votes, pavish of
yernon, made by the supervisor of regis-
tration®” had Leen sltered, und, as so al-
tered, pnblished as true by Andoerson.

The Court seems to incline to the opin-
jou that thers can be ub sieh thiug ad
forgery of the soppaplidated’” statement,
in the legal seuss of tho term forgery
A ¢-fnrgarg-" in tho criminal law is not
every counterfeiting of another’s signa-
tove or alteTing of words over asunother's
uignatore. Though such an ac‘a nay be
a forgery in the moral law thecriminal law
Jeesnot take cogniznce of it nnless it ean
have gorne practical effoct. It inns in the
caso of perjory. Ifone shonld swear be-
fore acrowd of men in the atreet, thatthe
ann is down when they allzev it shining, bo
would commit perjury iu the moral, but
pot in the tochuical sense e could not
be proscented for it. In the same way
there may bo {urgeries of whiclk the law
does oot take notice Thua if one shonld

seriteond nopandon for o pandemnel erioe-

|| susceptible of forwery. It is anffcient

ticle of authority to the consolidated
statement, nor nuthorize the Board to ut-
ter and publish it 'of use it as a basis for

wotld net proaf that it has been offered
and received in evidence, in a court, ol
justice make it at onge o - public record
and constitnte itd ulteration a erim’ nn-
te? Ls uot this too plain for

? ‘This qnestion iz settled in

anything, 'The_laﬁam the original vo- [ der the atatn
tums from the poll# have patency snd |discussi
value, and the conaolilate atatement

hias noné ; therefore the eriginal Teturns
are susceptible of forgery, and tho con-
solidated statement is not.

Ifthis wera adopted as fioal by the
Conrt, it would _ﬁ;‘ﬂn’w thnt Anderson
apd the othets,' oven (hough they hnd
knowingly uttéred and publisted the
rogister’s  conwolidated atatement from
Yurnon pavish, forged or altered, would
not huve committed any techuical for-
gery orother crime, hecanse they might
just as well have waunipulited somao
ucwspaper returns.  But the Court finds
it unnecessary to decile the podnt as will
be ween fron the following paragraph’
taken from ity opinion :

It is unnccessary for us to say wheth-
erthe vonsolidated returns of the" miper-
visor uf registration, without the clerk's
cerrificate, is or is not a pablic recond,

to remark thal the paper offered in evi-
denee is not the instrument  the utter-
ance of whichas forged is charged upoun
the defendont. :

In what respect the document offered
in evideuce differs from the instroigent
referred to iu the amended information
wo are nottold. Fhe caso goes off how-
aver o this ground—that the instru-
ment allegnd bo have been tampered with
win not oiferod inevidencs on the trial—
and on the following gronnd :

Ir was not charged in the pleadings
that Anderson had uttered and published
the forged dovnwent in au gffiivial vapac-
ity, while it was ne legsl otouse unless
dove in such eapacity. It is elear that
i tho editor of the Picayune or Times had
matle np & retorn of  the election from
forged documents, awd uttered or pub-
lished ity the aet wouid have beon entirely
inoperative. No legal result would have
followed, no cluim to ofiice conld have
been based on it, Mr. Amlerson, in big in-
dividnal eapeeity, was still less influen-
tinl than either of those gentlemen
wonld lave Leen, and it was really &
matter of saprems indifference to the
public  what returns Mr.  Anderson
shonldd choose to pablish on his personal
responsibility. It was only in his oifi-
cial eapacity that he conld violate the
law.

Without venturing an epiuion of surown
oo themerits of a judgment whieh 18 not
yel tinal, we must heartily applaud ths
very dignified and deeply exeoriating ve-
ke which it sdministers to Messrs,
Shermonn, Mathews and others for their
intemperate and impertinent interfer-
ence in this case.— N, 0. Catholic Messen-

ger-
STATE V8, THOS. C. ANDERSON.

ATTORNEY GENERAL OGDEN'S APPLICA-
TION FOit A REHEARING BEFORE THE
SurkeME COURT,

No. 7072, State of Louisiana vs, T
Madison Wells et al.—Application for re-

hearing.

A clear sense of duty impels me to ask
at your hauds & reconsideration of the
grounds npon which this caso has beon
deciled.

The principles of law involved are of
the highest consequence, and I should
greatly regrot that any omission of etfort
upon my part should contribute to fix in
tho jurisprudence of the itate an errone-
ous congtruction in relation thereto. My
anxiety in Tegard to the futo of the pros-
ecution ino this partienlar ease will be
readilyindemstood when yonr Honors ra-
fiect that the real contest hero is for the
protection of the purity of the ballot, 1ok
ouly i Lounisiava, bue in the United
Stn.“te&‘ Too much has happened inthe
past fow years to shake the fonndations
of our civil freadom, and I cannot but
feel an espacial anxiety, asa pullic offi-
cer, that in a case of such interest this
conrh shonld rest its decision upon no
principles of law in regard to the sound-
news ot which there conld bea serious
qno«t-iun among candid, Aisinterested and
eulighn::w:l jurists thronghout the cone-

Y.

The record upon which this decision
has been rendered contains mora than
00 pnges of writtenmatter. Tho connsel
for the Stute had searcely tho time nec
pasary to prepare for an fiportant an ar-
gument as the case wias fixed by prefer:
ence with only three days notiee. The
argnment acentred on Tuesday, and the
decision of the conrt was read upon the
following Monday.

Errors have crept into this decision no
doubt both from the inperfection of he

the able opinion of Chief Justice Parker
of the Supreme Court of Massachusetts.
ona of the very {lrst jufists of ‘this conn-
try and age. In the case of Dreen vs.
Woodbury; reportéd. in lat Pickering,
365, the quesiion arose as to whether a
partieular instrament which was allvged
to have beon firged and altered, wus or
was not a recorid—jnst as that gnestion
bas arisen here—and the eonrt says:

A record 18 conclusive evidence bat
what is ér s wot @ vecond s maiter of eri-
denec and may be proved like other facls;
vtherivise there would de no remedy.”

It i3 evident that the judge's chrrge to
the jury as to what constitated a record
nnd the means by swhich they were to
roach conclusion upon this point, was the
sole malter for review in this courf, If the
charge npon that point was suflicient,
the tinding of the jury under it is beyond
yonr reach, beeanse it necessarilly em.
heices an inguiry inte the facts connect-
ed with the document. No Letter illus-
teativn of the importance of this privei-
ple conld be found than that presented
Ly this very ease. The jury reachod the
conclnsion that this paper was a record,
not only from what appeareldl npon its
fice, but from the proot of several wit-
nesses, that this particular document had
been received by the board of returning
officers a8 o recond, acted npon by them
s suel, falsified as such, and foally ear-
ried into their compilations pa sueh, wnd
made, with vther documents of ihe sanie
kind, the basis of that gigantic frand by
which the voive of the people of this
great country wis Enshod, and the will
of fonr men enthroned at Washington.
If o doenment formidahle enough o se-
complish all  this evil is neta record,
what is it ?

1t is nseless to say that the forgery of
these conwlidated statements  could
eause oo injury.  That forgoy did canse
great and irreparahle injury. It not on-
1y deprived iadividuals of rights, bat it
actnally overthraw & governueny which
Lad been clected by the peopls, Al this
the jury kpew, but you could not know

as @ conrt, Lecanse, nnder the conatitu-
tion, you cannot notice any matter of
fact in a criminal ease. And from “all
this it plainly appears that this ecourt
onght not to have ioterfered with the
finding of the jury upon this peint.
But assuming, for arguinent sake, that
the court had aright to pnss npou this
question. The statute is, that any per-
gon who shall utter and publish as trone
any fulse, alteted, forged or connterfeit-
ed record with intent iv defrand any per-
gon shall, on eonviction, ete.
The paper charged to bave heen alter-
ed or falsifled is a paper which the super-
visor ofbegisitation of every parish is
required to make after each election in
the State, This oficer is charged to re-
coivo from the rs of electi
at the different polling places their cer-
tificates and returns.  He is roequired to
pxainine these papers and report the re-
sulte of the election in the parish at
largs, in what is termed a eousolidated
statement in the act. The returns to
him and his eonsulidated statement he js
requireil to semd to the Returning Board.
The fact that this couselidated state-
ment has been alteved and falsitied by
the defendaut has been  estublished by
the verdict of the jury. The question is
whether this paper comes within the
purview and scops of the statute 3

At the eommoun law, forgery eonsisted
of the alteriug of a writing frandulently
to injure ancther, the purpese being to
give to the writing an operation which,
in truth, it ought mot fo have. At the
cotpmoi law the connteclviting or alter-
ing ot any authentic matter of a public
pature was a forgery, beeanse all public
matter which the law requires to be nn-
theuticated, if falsified or gonnterfoital,
and teids

is presumptively pern weions,
to the injury of the commonwealth, The
instunees put of such papers are certifi-
caes of ioly enlars, ete. A late ease do-
cides that a forged letter of recomaidi-
tion fur services as a schoolmaster is
punishable under the law. Regina vs,
Seliorman, 24 L. and C. Y. 550k ’
The paper preparod by the supervisor
of regiatration is & papor of pulilic na-
sure—directod to bo  mado by the Legis-
latnre—to Lo cortified by officers of the
Btate and to be earefully sealed up with
other papers and sent to other officers of
the State who have dnties to nefornl,
This paper is evidence that tho comnpis-

Woave  transmitted to

NO. 40

the supervisor refaitus as reguirod by law.
It is evidence thai this officer within s
short period bas exawined rhése returns
anil sreertained the resalts to which he
vertifivs, If by nuy fruud or accideut the
comuissioners’ retarns bo falsified hero
s soine check, and bere is fur: ished somy
ovidenee of the fact. Auvy variance iu
this statement from thmt which the Re-
turning Board might make wauld lead to
inguiry and detection. The casc'before the
court illustrates the value of sucha paper.
The menbera of the Returning Board madeo
Froudsuient velufm 6f the permomd chowen in
Fernon parish. Toconeceal their fraud they
Sorged and falsified the supervisors stalement,
I canpor wnddersinnd the arguneat thac
pronvunses @ nulity an  official paper
which the statute divects shall be wmada
and placed in the hands of public officers
and Leing of no value or cilicacy way be
altered, forged and filsited with impuni-
ty. Tlhe paper wonll be admissible . in
any eoutest tor ofice, woong the candi-
dates it Yernou parish. It mighr, with
other evidenee, overthrow the eortificates
of the Returning Board in faver ofa can-
didate improperiy returnml or roin medap-
on the forged or talsified certificates. Nei-
ther the returns by the cominissiouerd, wor
supervisor , nor the Returning Board, are
conclusive. The conte-tant may go hack
to the ©allots of the eloctors.  But poli-
cy has dictated that in the proeess of the
pleetion there sh_all be separate and iud_u._
peudent action of the commissioners, au-
pervisors and Retornir g Buard, and the
argmpent that denies validity or vRlwe
to the acrs of cither undermines  legisla.
tive anthority einl bvervides it: It ja im-
possible to wdwit that if the " forgery of
certilieates by the comjoissioners of elee-
tinn or the fulsiticution of their figurea bo
a erime utder the statae, or if the filsifi-
cation or forgery ot the returus or figures
of the Retnrning Board be a crime, thay
the fergery and falsificntion of the super-
visor's eousolidated statement and repory
13 harmless or innveent. They aro sepa-
rate and distinet acts in the eourse off
proceedings, all tending to the mawme re
sult-—the ascertainment of the resaltof
the eloetion—all of these are under au-
thority, and each has aome authority.
The stafule requires theiracts to be man-
ifested by official statewents, snd these
official statements are records. The fuct
that they have this character establishes
that any orgery, fulsification o1 counter-
feiting would: be a erime
A eivil cause in ove of the district
courts im ouly prepared widh the assist—
ange of & great numbir of persons. Thera
are citation, petition, plea, depositious,
trial, judgment, egeention. The falsifl-
eation of auy one of those anthentic evi-
dances in the progresy of the canse would
be forgery of & record. Of'n writ, Cow-
monwealth vs, Myeall, 2 Mass, 130. OF
the petition or of an indietment, 3 Mad.
3 ; Hawk Pleas, chapter 70, section 2 and
3. Of o deposition, ~tate vs Kemball, 50
Muine, 409, of a fieri faelas, 3 Chitty Cr. L.
1044.
The eourt in such cases infer frand
from the nature of the aet done.
Phera are a great numhber of eases in
whivh thie forgery of papers 4 beld to ba
frandulent, when it was quite i possibla
that damage conld resalt exee; in res
pect 10 UNWATY POCsOus. The forgery of
wills for persons Who have not hoad ox-
istence—the aceeptancs of drafts in the
naime of o fietitions or non-existing firm.
Regina ve. Avery, A O oand P, 6065 Regi-
na v, Bodgors, ibid e,
Wiiether such papers were or how thoy
could be an instrument of frand was to
Do ascertained by the extrinsic circum-
stances. It is wmot sufficient to  eay
that the supervisor's return  vwas nob
tho paper that the members of the Re-
turuing Board were to principally con-
sider, or that it was not the bast evi-
dence. But the puper was used, and the
paper was frandalently altered and falsi-
fiod that it wight impoese apon the pub-
lic. The paper was suceessfally usid.
I this was nsed in conneclion with other
papers to produce & fraudulont resilt in
theiccount, and they returned wpon its
ovideoce and forged it for that purpose,
it maken a casg of forgory.

¥rom the time of the decision i
ward’s case’’ (to be found in Lord Ray-
mong’s Reports, page 1461 { the rule was
eatablished that, af common law, writings
aof erery deseription—ichether of a pnblie or
private uainre, whether written or printed,
whether of record wnder seal, or by parele,
and whetier invested wilh & LEGAL CHAR-
ACTER o nal—are egqually snhjects of for-
gery, being equally within the definition
amit mischief of the erime. Hec Burn's
Jost,  tit,  forgery ;3 Forgery  de-
fined by Savage, Ch. I, in The People
ve, Fiteh, o Wend, Rep, 1985 24 volume
Avchibalid Criminal Practice and Plead-

Fing, page 793 (edition of 1560, )

The question of feandulent intent was
a proper guestion for the jury. United
States va. Wileox, 4th Blateh €. C. 380,
I cannot well nuderstand the position of
the Conet.  Ifyou had decided that the
statute voferred anly to the forgery of a
particulay vlass of reeosds, as for instance,
records of courts, or had restricted ita
operation 1o aoy wmber of claases, ©x-
clusive of these eleetion rogords, I could
have nuderatond botter the rulirg of the
Conrt, =zlthough I esnnot see Dow
such inetion eould Le  propetly
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