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Courts of Appenl may fold away the
swaddling elothes of that puling Infant
and bring out its winding sheat, The
people of this State have tried the ex-
perlment and have found it to bo too
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Fhatty, our spicy correspondeht,

 Pieayuue, in which she speaks
mplimentary torms 0f our own

~A STORY is going the rounds that
in Arkansas has been discovered a
spring',-"whosc waters produce an in-
toxiceiting effect and taste like apple
brancly. It is spoken of as the future

tween the Green Corn and the Gold.”
€ol. “Kim” of the Baton Rouge Ad.
vocate saya he sings it in” a husky
voice, and even then it aint worth

—HEeALTH, the poor man’s riches,
and the rich man’s bliss, is main-
tained by the judicioususe of Ayer's
Sarsaparilla, which strengthens and
invigorates the system by purifying
It is so highly concen-
trated that it is the most economical
moadicina for this purpose that ean

—-Is it possible that a remedy
made of such common, simple plants
as Hops, Buchuo, Mandrake. Dande-
ion, sc., make so many and such

marvelona aad wonderful cures as
Hop Bitters do? It mustbe, for when
old and young, rich and poar, Pastor
and Doctor, Lawerand Editor, all
testifly io have cured by them, we
must believe and doubt no longer.

—There is now a substance which
is both profesionally and popularly
indorsed and concerning which, Mr.
J. B. Freshweiller, Butterville. Ore-
gon, writes:I bave often read of many
effected by 5t. Jacobs Oil and was
persuaded to try the remedy my self.
I'was a sufferer from rheumatism and
experienced great pains, my leg be-
ing sa swollen that I could not move
it. I procured St. Jacobs Qil, used
it freely and was cared.—[Freeport,

is
He
mmenees to consume and rel
d nourishment, and sleeps
ile the awelling of his parot:
hd is rapidly snbsiding. It is,
gr certain, that his final recov
| be delayed for many months,
he cabinet is seriously consid-
the necessity of requesting
presidential

iR, Jacob Levin, knowa far and
a8 “Cheap John,” and who 1o
body’s opinion, is the mpst en
sing and wide-awake wmerchant |
hoasts of, has moved into
He
doad, fully
worth of Fall anil Winter|
ingy notions, ete., which when
beeiven, he will sell at prices|
The gen-
hnly and polite manager, Mr.
au, ably assisted by other cierks
o establishment, will take par-
pains in showing everyone
@ all the pretty things there Lo be

1. —Tne following is from Lie Amer-
Acan Journal of Education. Why not
~try thelexperiment of paying our tea-
chers - 7, much to care for and train
~“aghivdren into an intelligent, hon-

{ble, productiva citizenship as we
ny the judges and sherifls for look
ng after the erimioals? Are not the
tnocent, children’ as worthy and
prih as much as the criminals? It
generally would devote a
ch Friday afterncon to an
n which the pupila should

ecn reading during the week,
i belp correct some of Lhe
sulting from reading trash,
At implant a love for better
g*<Ilad you not better try it?

—WE sincerely regret the retire-
ment of our taleated friend and con-
frere, Judge Wm. Seay, from the ed
itorial dirkclion of the Shreveport
Standard. His paper had become
indeed the standard journal of North
Lounisiana. Judge Seay bLas discov-
ered that writing up a daily paper of
such editorial strenglh and brillian.
ns -characlerized the Standard,
leaves hat little time to devote to a
large law- practice and sbandons the

tiring editor is an accowplished and
ripe scholar, a brilliant and forcible
writer and possesses talent and ami-
ability of disposition that will bring

BHREV EPONT S§TAX-
DARD.
A writer in the Shreveport Standard
of August 28th, who signs himself
‘North Louisiana,” and who seems to
1ave free access to its editorinl columns,
in a labored article of two columns, at-
tempts to reply to an article of ours
criticising the present judiciary system
of this State and accuses us of igno-
rance. As our article has been exten-
sively copied and approved by the pa-
pers of the different Parishes we pro-
poee to reaffirm what we at first said
and to prove at whose door the charge
of “ignoranee’ is properly to be lsid.

The chairman of the Judiciary Com-
mittee of the Conventlon of 1879 lives
in Shreveport and whether the chair-
man and “North Lounisiana are or are
uot identical, is a matter of smuall eon- |
cern, except to afford us an opportunity
of observing that it is in accordance
with the ‘‘eternal fitness of things"
that the defence of that expensive, use-
lesz, burdensome and experimental eon-
glomeration, calied by courtezy only, a
judiciary system, should come from
that direction. We are not concerned in
the writer butonly in the writing, and
without farther introduction we will
hasten in medias res.

Our charge, to which le objects, was
that the people were anxious to return
to the judicinry system as e¢stablished
by the Constitution of 1852, and that
with that instrument before them the
Convention of 1870 “must needs try ex-
perimenta.” Wea were writing more
particularly of the Courts of Appeal,
but as he has chosen to put the argu-
ment upon broader grounds, after havy-
ing established our firet proposition,
that the establishment of that Court
WAS AN EXPERIMENT and an extravagant
one, wholly useless and powerless to
afford the relief, the expectation of
whicli is the ounly excuse tor its exls-
tence, we will point out some other ob-
jections to the whole system. 'That
-was our charge, now let us hear Lis
reply :—

“The above speeified objection to the
Cunstitntion of 1879 is without any foun-
dation in faet, and was muade in entire
noraneos of the judiciary system cstahlisﬁ-
ed under the Constitution of 1852 and of
the preceding Conatitution of 1845. We
say the ohjection was made in ignorance
because tho judieiary rystem established
under the Constitution of 1832, which was
tho same as that under the Coustitution
of 1845, is incorpoeated in the judiciary
aystem of 1379, and is identical with it.—
Under the Constitution of 1852, as well as
under the Coustitution of 1845, the judi
ciary power was vesled in a Bupreme

Court, in Diatrict Courts and in Justices
of the Peace.”

Let ussee if he is borne out by the
facts, In the Constitution of 1845 Art.
62 is as follows:

“ART. 6. I'he judicial power shall be
vested in a Supreme Court, in District
Courts and in Justices ot the Peace

“ART. 75, * The pumber of Districts
shall not be leas than twelve nor more
than twenty.”

Constitution of 1852:

“Anrr 61. The judiciary power shall be
vested in a Supreme Court, in such infer-
ior courts 4s the Legislature may, from
time to time, order and establish, and io
Justices of the Peace.

“ART. 62. The Supreme Court, except
in the cases hereinafter provided, shall
have appellate jurisdiction only; which
Jurisdiction shall ex{end to all casvs when
the matter in lh'ﬁpltt,e shall exceed three
hundred dollars.’

Tet us go back still further and see
the Constitution of 1812

“ART. 4.~8ec, 1. The judiciary power
ghall be vested in a Supreme Couct and
inferior courts.”

As the purpose and object of the Con-
vention of 1879 was to correct abuses in
the Constitution of 1868, and while ma-
king the comparison or contrast let us
see what that instrument has to say.

Constitution of 1868:
| “Art. 73. Tho judicial power shull be
i vested in a Bupreme Court, in District
Courta, in Parish Courts and in Justices
of the Peace.”

“ARTTEY. The vumber of Districts in
the State shall not baless than twelve nor
more than twenty.”
| We will now see the Constitution of
| 1879 1—

“ART. 80. The judicial power shall Le
vested in a Supreme Court, in Courts of
Appeal, in Distriet Courts and in Justices
of the Peace.”

“Awrr. 107. The Biate shall be divided
into not ieas than twenty nor more than
thirty judicial districts, the Parish of Or-
leans excepted.”

Under the Constitutions of 1812, 1845
and 1852 the appellate jurisdiction of
the Snpreme Court in eivil maliers ex-
tended to all sums over $300. Under
that of 1868 to sums over $500. Under
that of 1879 to sums over §1000. Under
the Constitution of 1852 the Legislature
divided the State into EIGHTEEN districts
including New Orleans.

There were originally under the Con-
stitution of 1808, TRIERTEEN dlstricts in-
cluding the Parish and City of New
Orleans, which was subdivided into
sevan districts of its own, but we be-
lieye that the number was finally in-
creased to SEVENTEEN,

Under the Constitution of 1879, which
made an entire “new departure” and
itself organized the District Courts
withont leaving it to the Legislature as
the other Coustitutions had done, there
are TWENTY-sIX districts, the Parish of
Orleans excepted, and perhaps it is
worthiy of remark in this connection
that Caddo heads the list, and for the
first time rises to the dignity of being
coustitum{l as a Judiclal District all by
herself,

From ali\this we draw the deduction,
clearly estyblished by the above cita-
tions, that ghe organization of Courts
of Appeal ulder the Constitution of
1879 was, ss Japplied to -the judiciary
system of thisiotate, AN EXPERIMENT,—
From 1812 to\ 1878, for sixty-seven
years, Lounisiaga Lad got aloug and
siemed to prosper without that new
fangled institution and it remained for
the Judiciary Cowimittee of the Conven~
tion of 1879 after an incubatiou of seve-
ral months to hatch out that eickly
bantling, 'Tis said that every crow
thinks her particular young crow is

mothers cling the cldsest to their afflic-
ted offspring. The et nurses ofithe

T

{

ticle on that subject, to which ‘‘North

s

We can’t stop to repeat onr entire ar-

Louisiana™ attempts to reply, and he
does not undertake to follow onr state-
ment that it costs, in salaries alona,
about $80 for every case they try—that
they do not furnish the relief sought—
that the object desired could bave been
aceomplished much more economically
by adding to the number of Suprema
Judges—or by establishing a temporary
Supreme Court to decide all the untried
cases on the Supreme Court docket—
that the manner of selecting the Jud-
ges of this Court of Appeals, by the
Legislature, was an unjustifiable inno-
vation upon Democratic usage, und was
itself an experiment upon an experi-
meni—that the pretext that it i a poor
man’s Court I3 unfounded, as it Ia bet-
ter for bim to have a final judgment on
his case by a jury in the District Court
than to have a bob-tail appeal to a non-
descript Court of appellate jurisdietion,
where if either of the two Judges agree
with the lower Judge, the judgment
agninst him stands affirmed, and final-
ly thatthe poor man whose all isat
stuke and whose $400 or $500 is as much
to him as his thousands is to the rich
man, hasa right to have hia intercsts
adjudicated upon by the Supreme
Court, where the rich man ecarries his
appeals and where it 13 presumed a
higher wisdom will decide his law
questlons. If the Conventlon of 1878
bad been more practlcal and leas theo-
retical, it would have lessened ths
costs of appeal to the Supreme Court
and reduced the appealable amount to
$300 instead of Inereasing it to §1000.—
The experience of forty years from 1812
to 1852, had fixed the former as the ap-
propriate limit and we never used to

ear of any trouble in the Supreme
Court, and the experience of the entire
profession of law in and out of New
Orleans proves that litigation is dlmin-
ishing both in the number of and in
the amount involved in law suits.

But hear “North Louislana” again.
Having denied that any experiments
were tried and claiming an entire iden-
tity between the jndiciary system of
1843, 1862 and 1879 he says:

The Constitutional Convontion of 1879
nob enly incorporated the judiciary sys
tom of 1852 in the present systewm, Dut
made such amendments to that system as
were demanded by au enlightened public
poliey, the wants and vpecessities of the
people.

1tis just those **amendments’ that
we object to 8o geriously. Wa bave had
enough of one of them—the Courts of
Appeal, Let see some of his others,—
ile says that under the new system
District Court terms in each Parigh
have been iuncreased to four and six
times a year instead of two terms asun-
der that of 1852 and that

“This amendment greatly reduced tax-
ation in the Parishes aud afforded sub-
atantial relief to the people.”

Now let us see to the item of ex-
penses. Under the Constitution of 1852
there was

One Clief Jastice with a salary of 26,000
and four Associate Judges with

a ealary of 85000 .......0. ... 20,000
Eighteen District Judges, salary

$2500 each..verirani il 45.000
Grand Total.eeeeeeeeoaann ... §71,000

Under the Constitulion of 1879 there is

One Chief Justice and four Asso-
einte Judges who each receive a
salary of 0000 . .............

Twenty-six Distriet Judges, salary
$3000 eaeh ...oe. ooeoen oo ... TB,000

Ten Judges Courts of Appeal, sal-
ary $4000 each ..............._. 40,000

Grand Total ceeeooeinnan oo $143,000

The Judiciary system of 1879 costs
only the small sum of $72 000 per year
more than that of 1862 and wer Nc
claims that 3¢ reunced taxation. This
calculation is sXxclusive of New Orleans
it will be remembered. In abolishing
the Parich Courts because they were
too expensive and having given us
Courts of Apper! because they are eco-
nomical (?) it lovks very tnuch as If we
had jumped from the frying pan into
the fire. But he snys:

- “Tha present Constitution vests in the
Zauprems Court power to try aod remove

$25,000

hubitnal drunkeoness, nonfeasance, mis-
fensan
office.”

Wea don’t so read Artirle 93 of the
Constitution of 1879, which is as fol-
lows, viz:

“ART. 33, Ths Judpes of all Courts shall
be liable to impeachmeunt tor crimes and
misdemeanors, For any reasonable conse
the Governor shall remove any of them on
tho address of two-thirds of the members
elected to each House of the Genernl As-
sembly. In every casa the cause orcauscs
for which puch removal may be required
ghall be stated at length in the address
and inserted in the journal of each Houpe.”

This is almost identical with Section
3, Article 4, of the Constitution of 1812;
Article 78 of the Constitution of 1845;
Article 73 of the Constitution of 1852,
and with Article 81 of the Constitution
of 1868,

Artiele 03 quoted abowe is found in

ce, incompetency or corruption in
il

is repeated in Article 199, But then

inal suit in the Supreme Court by the
Attorney General or District Attorney
on the written request of ffty citizens.
8o fir from admiring we condemn Ar-
ticle 200 for the fallowing reasons
among others that perhaps could be
urged, viz:

That it is an anwarranted innovation
upon established precedent; that it is
an nbtempt to give to the Judiciary de-
partment power that should only be
given to the Legislative or Executive
departmants; that if the relief desired
was considerable, it would increase the
buridens of the Supreme Court, when fi
is said they 'should be lightened, and if
inconsidérable, thers was ne necessity
for nor credit due to the change of rem-
edy; that such interference with the

Standard and will| the blackest, and it 4s woll known that|appellate jurisdiction of the Suprente

Court and theconfering upon it of orige
inal jurisdietion makes confusion in

2

from office inferior Judges found guilty of
I

the new Constitutlon under the head of
the Judiciary. Under the head of Im-
peachment and Removals from office it

the Convention of 1878 with its craze
for Nrw ideas must seelkto make the in-
novation so lauded by “North Louiai-
ana.” Article 200 provides for an orig-

our system of jurisprudence; that it Ia
daugerous to trust sueh power in the
hands of petty officers, or it would be if
there was any danger of any such euit
evor belng brought; and finally, with
the confiict hetwesn Articles 93, 199
and 200 1t {a queationable if any remedy
at 6ll is furnished. We can't stop nor
have we Epace to argue that question.
; But he thinks again that the preeent
Instrument makes another commenda-
ble change in giving the Supreme Court
supervisory eontro) over Inferior
Courts as Artiela 90 does, in fact do,
and we are compelled to take Izsue with
bim there also. That Article has al-
ready been subject to the Interpretation
of the Supreme Courtand has produeed
a great deal of confusion. The power
granted 18 very indefinite and violates
the prime requisite in matters of a ju-
diclal naturey i. e. certainty, We have
o reason to believe, nor do we think,
that the Supreme Court will abuse the
power conferred, but litigants them-
selves are uncertaln as to the extent of
the relief given and, if the object was
to rolieve the Supreme Court of its bur-
den by lmiting its jurisalction to $1060,
it is illogleal to extend its jurisdietion
to an indefinite extent in eertain cAses,
the number ot which ecannot be ascer-
tained, 'Tis better sometimes to have
a case seftled wrong than to prolong
the litigation.®!Tis safer to stick to
the old landmarks. This was another
experiment,

He goes on then to exense the sys-
tem of Courts of Appeal upon the
ground of their necessity to relieve
the Snpreme Conrt and to avoid vexa-
tious delay in the trial of appenls to
that Court, The country Parishes
have never suffered in that respect.—
Their appeals are speedily heard and
decided with all desirnble dispatch,
It is true that the Court is, or was be-
hind, with its City docket, but some
able lawyers think that the proper
remedy was in the increase of the
number. of Judges of the Supreme
Counrs, or better still, in the organiza-
tion of a temporary Court of Appeals,
composed of City Judges to try City
cases until the docket was cleared of
all the delayed appeals. It is not as-
serted anywhere that if the Court was
up with ita docket, it would have any
trouble in keeping straight with it.
On the contrary, as we lave already
said, litigation is diminishing in both
the City and eountry. There was no
actual necessity for meddling with its
appollate jorisdietion. The Cireuit
Conrts, or mors properly Courts of
Appeal, ate powerless to afford the
desired relief. There was no prece-
dent for them that we know of in this
coantry and if England has any sucha
system we goarantes that their Coarts
are differently constituted. Ten Jud-
ges to try appeals involving suma be-
tween 2200 and $1000, ot an expense
of £40,000 per year, is a judicial farce
—perhaps it would be more eourteons
to say, anexpensive luxury.

The last point made by **Narth Lon-
isiana” in favor of the Courts of Ap-
peal is the weakest of all. The fan-
cied analogy between our Courts of
Appeal and appeals from the Cireuir
Courts of the United States to the
United States Supreme Cuoart is imag-
inary ontirely. The Judiciary system
of the United States as established by
the Judiciary Act of 1789 with some
amendments, consists of a Sapreme
Conrt, Cireuit Courts and District
Courts. They correspond to our old
system of a Sapreme Conrt, District
Courts and Justices of the Peace, mu-
tatis mutandis, If the United States
Sopreme Court in trying appeals from
the various Cireuit and Diatriet Coarts,
=khich are both Courts of original ju-
risdiction in their spheres, had got be-
hind with its docket, and it does take
three yenrs to have an appeal decided
there, and Congress had organized an
intermediate Court of Appeals, say to
try all cases up to $5000, then Con-
grees wonld have done in effect what
the Constitntional Convention of 1879
did in giving ue an intermediate Conrt
of Appeals, with appellate jurisdiction
ouly. But Congress has done no auch
thing and there isno analogy what-
ever. Perhiaps “North Lonisiana” was
presnming upon our “ignorance” when
Le sought to mpke us belicve that
there was. He might as well have
tried to find a parallel between tie
Courts of Appeals and our District
Conrts which hear appenls from Mag

istratea’ Courts. To summarlze as he
doeg 1 —

1. We object to Lis “amendments”
48 jnnovations, that they are visiona-
ry, experimental, naeless, expensive,
and violative of Democratic precedont
and usage.

2. That the speedy administratiog
of justice under the “amendments” to
the Coustitution is chimerical only,
and that if it were real, the same re-
sults conld have been mora economi-
cally obteined by a rigid adberence to
the text of the Coustitution.of 1852

3. That drooken Judges are no more
easily rem==2d. yor nnlearned onos
more readily restrained now than wo-
der any of the other Constitations.

4, That there is neither precedent

Appeal and that they should be abol-
ished as too expensive a luzary.

3. That there are many other objec-
tions to the judiciary system of 1879.
The ““bob-tail” jury of less than twelve

litigation are too high and the Consti-
tution shonld have given relief as to
that. There are too many Districts
aud too many Judges. Sheriffs shoold
not be Tax Collectors.

6. Thai there are other things to be
corrected in other parts of the present
instrament, but this shonld be done by
amendmentsa submitted by the Tegis-
lature. We have had quite enongh of
Coustitutivnal Conventions.

Finally, we take issne with him in
his last statement and- we say ha is
mistaken in  supposing that the
“‘amendments made by the Convention
to the judiciary system of 1852, have
received the emphatie approval of
both the people and the bar.)! Neither
the people nor the bar, so tar as we
have been able to judge of thair em-
phatic expression of opinion have ap-
proved of avy of the changes made.—
On tho contrary they both ebndemn
them all in unmeasured termsiand all
along the line there is “an nnnjstaka.
‘ble demand for a péturn fo old
laodvarks, ' ' L

nor analogy to justify the Coorts of

is an absurd fonovation. The coats of
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nearly all day
you hear Alexl
think, what a t
folks are? Son
“Mrs, (3. is m
tions to go 10
what Springs? ¢
You say despo
new springs are
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two miles from
where is Mra. 0. 4
grand ﬁum‘ish"?"g
Green Sulphur? 1
is quite literary, an
ling, you don’t ventu
this is, but get a ney
ull over the United 8
yourself foiled again,
ous enquiry, you find
are fally eight miles fy
Yei they talk about
with such a travel worn
since found out that e
have Springs of their o
suit the fumily taste;
duly analyzed and war
everything except what
are-subjeet to,

We paid Pineville
urday last, and every Ls
we met I wondered if 1143
lam,” though how I wal
unless ke wore lis name
band, would be hard to tel
that “Ullam” would ‘be a H
man, for an ugly man woul
eay such nice things of ladi
lan”’ doas. :

I like tho Pineville |
that 1 have met—which way
We wenl in scarch of butte
man bad butter for enle; le
est lcoking, and assured usg
milk-maid finished shedding
the Spring; there was no
comb it; lhe said you could
that butter off for }:heese;
sweel milk on it and eat it fo
ag you could the generality o
try butter. We didn't tuke a
turned sadly away; but the
was so honest we could nob hel
ing him,

1 intended going on the Ra
excorsion yesterdsay, bul as the
Orleans muil failed to bring
shoes, I was like

“0ld Mothee Glow-shoes,
Whoe could'nt go to meatin’
("ause she had no shoes,
For to stick her fest in,”

A good many went, mostly yo
people, and from all accounts
joyed themselves huogely. Whe
handsome bena came with his bugy
Lo transport us to the cars, we we
transported and felt tempted Lo g
tbongh one shoe was suffering fro
8 “breakingout;” he was a docto)
aod if consulted might have healed
the renl wilh a plaster.

With a party of four, we enjoyed
a most delightful ride, Among them
was the galiant Maj. W. who we
were sorry %o learn had been quite
sick —made 80 by overworl and sty
dy in bis anziely to get lis story
ready for publieation. It will come
out in the Church Guide. His many
friends will look forward to it with
great interoat, as the Major assures us
the love passages were scraps of real
life, many of them his own experi-
rience. It scemed a very short diive,
but we went. far enough to have the
apot pointed cut where Bailey dam-
med Llie river. I never koew before
that thiere was a particular part of
the river dammed. T should have
thought that the rarity would be to
point aut a spot that had not been
dammed. Such is the ignorance of
a stranger, :

Now, I do wish that 1 knew some
news to tell you, bot unlesa ‘T draw
on my imagination thereis a woeful
want of items,

The one topic, the President’s
bealth; is getting to be a personal
watter. To be told at breakfast,
#The President is gettinggbetter’'—
to be startled at dinner ‘with *the
President ate ostmeal and beef tea
yesterday; to be irritated at tea
with “bless your soul, the President
is getting better, eats oatmesl like
house a-fire and as to beef tea’'—
and tobe astonnded at night with—
“Beforc T say good night, did you
aotice in the papers how fast the
President is getting better”--is to
rush fraptically off and dream all
night of the President floating round
and round in a river of beef-tea and

oatmeal. 1 am gf-u.iug to regard the
President with disfavor, and as to
aatmeal and beef‘tea—bah!

One never even  hears any gossip
in Alexandria, thus losing half the
plessure of life. 'People nowadays
regard gossip with Lorror, confound-
ing it with its coosjns, scandal aad

end; the pres
“Npile Uo geue- |

(i

siander. ‘The old i English defini-
tion of gossip was af sponeor in bap.
tism or a fageli |
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