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HUMPHREY & WOLYERTONX,
ATTORNEYS AT LAW,

. Albany, Oregoen.

WL pemetion b nll the Coprrts in tha Sthte.  Prolate
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L. PLINX,

O, K. CHAMUDERLALIN.
FLINN & CHAMBERLAIN,
ATTORNEYS AT LAW,

Albazy, Gregon.
EXOeow In Fos ar's Driek Niccek, 6%,

visnlsiL
L. H MONTANYE.
ATTORNEY AT 1.AW.
—AND—

: Notary Public.
Albany, Oregon.

Office npstair, over Johin Neiges® store,
1st streot. vidndir

D. R. N. BLACKBURN,

ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LAW
Albany, Oregen.

l:mﬂ'- up stales In the 0dd Frllonw’s Tem
ple.

W Collections s ap ecinlty. apl,

J. K. WEATHERFORD,

(SOTARY PUBLIC,)
TITTORNEY AT

ILANWY,
ALEANY, ORELeN,
\“Il.L PRACTICE IN ALL THE COURTS OF TIIE
Stale.  Specisd atletulon given W0 cullecticon sl
pruvisale natics.
A5 Olics lo (8] Vellow s Tenoghe

fis:e

J. €. POWELI. wW. R PILYEY,
POWELL & DILYEU,
YITTORNEYS AT LAW,
Aad Seliciters in Chancery,
ALEBANY. - - - ORELGON.

Collixtions promptly ninde onall poluts.
Loans nesotinied on roassnniie letiis,
I UTice in Fastor's sl - %
vidnlg

T. P. BACKLEMA \,

ATPTTORNEY AT 1.AW.
ALBANY, ORFELON
- S dilice np stairs i the Odd Fellow's
Temple. ey
v1Tnas
F. M. SILLER,

 MTrOoRXNEY Al LAY
SLERANON OREWLON.
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H. J. BOUGHTON, 14. D.,

GRILON.

ALRANTY, - > - = x

FITUE BOCTOR 18 A CEALUATE OF THE UKL

VENKITY Malkal (idleoe s Nes Virk, sl jo s
laie wwemidect of Pellovie flomphaal Modasd Calboge of
Nrw Yuik

2 (B e smil preldence on cerner of Foearth and
Rileweila Sfeiacte, wirvctly laacs of the 3L K Chinrels,
ety » L3arnd
. W .;u,:,\;::-. M.0.  J. M. 1.-\.1“., M.,

BALLAERD & POWELIL,

Physicians and Suargeons,

Lebanen, Oregon.

2900w in Lebanon Drug Store, 82
viGnloel

B. M. SAVAGE,

Physician and Surgeon.
Albuny, Oregon.
AVING URADUATED IS THFE
I C Plhiysio- Mishea! Tnstitnte of Cinem-
1eatd, hus Joessten) fn Al ny,
gaf~(Mlice in Froman'r brick,
vz

o sinirs. )

" Dr. €. WILLIS PRICE,
PDENTIST,

0dd PFellows' Temple,
Albany. Oregosn.
Offt= liom from % (o 12, a0d from | o4
vgllondo

. Tl.} (_'hu'rc_l_:i_ll, 3

HOEEPATHIC PRYSICIAN &SURGECH

(v etien in MeDwaln's Brick,)
Albnuy, - - - ﬂre‘on.

Chronip Disesses 8 speciglly.  Can be
rmmul wt my ofties st all haours of U day
Gy szt when not profm-lonally ausent,

vimiil

0. C. Kelly, M. D,,

Physician and Surgcen,
ALBAXNY, OREGON.

S&O0Men In M'llwaln'a Dlock, exi-
dence, ana door north of Droom Faclory.
vi4nsif

J. SURMAN, Ei. D

Buccpssor o Dr. lrewer.)

Office and residence on Eesond stieet,
neat No. 's Engino Honss, o 2T

. Dr. T. L. GOLDEN,

OCCULIST AND AURIST

SALEM, OREGON.

B, UOLDEN HAS HAD EXFPERIENCE IN
D treatng the vaftous Niseascs 10 witleh the
eye and eur aro sableol, und levis confident of
wving entire salisfuction to thowe who may
fw themsaives uader his care, nosLs,

TAKE \OT[OE.

F YOU WANT A ("LEAN, COMPORT-
able sbave, halr ¢ut or lath gp to the

FASHION HAIRLUTTING HEAD-
»  QUARTERB,

whers will find Glm. Englander and
Hengy mkmulnul“yn m !um(I:mdah!e

M wiliing o do good worlk,
Hooms on Pirst street,'two doors below
Welly, Furgo & Co.'s cllice. amr
~ JOHN ELLIOTT,
PRACTICAL MILLWRIGHT,
Albany, Oregon.

g

SWAMP LANDS.

Deelddon of the Secretary of the Interlor
Leversing the Commissiouer of the
tieneral Eamd @lice in relnthon
o Swamp Lands in
@regem.

DyranTaext oF e INTenton, |
Wanmzerox, April 15,'80, )
To the Commiseioner of the Geneval

Lol Office, U.S.A,

Sitt :—1I have connidered tho case of
Dennis Cpowley va. the Swmte of Ula-
gon, involving Iht- title to the H. w.
of N.E. ], the S.E. 1 of N.W. L, nml
Lots G, &8, O ulul 10 of Bection 19,
Townskip 30 South, Range 9 East, and
Lot 4, of Hection 24, Township 30
Sonth, Range 8 Fast, Lakeview Tand
District, on appeal Ly the
State fiom your decision of January 23,
1870, +
The State claims the land under (he
Act of March 12, 1860 (12 U, 8, Stat.
utes, 3). Tt in clear]y swamp and over-
flowed within the meaning of saild Act,
and is victuully sdmitted to be such hy
Crowley.

These tracts were returned by

Chegon

the
Sarveyor General in 1858 as a part of
Little Klamath Lake, but ot a resurs
vey, made in 1872, plots of which were
approved and fled in April, 1873, they
Tracts
of the same general ghametor in Town-
ships 39 and 40 Souath, lange 8 Fast,
and which were returned in the same

waere relurnesd as poblic Jands

mauner by said surveys, liave beon pat-
Stalo as swamps,  (List
Linkville, approved January Tth, 1876)
In September, 1872, the Governor of
Oregon filed notice of the State's claim,
and a list of swamp land selections, em-

ented to the

l’ﬂ:luil'lg said traeis, in Lthe oflice of the
Surveyor General, and on December 1,
1872, he Giled n similar notios and list
in the proper local Land Office. .«
From a stipulation filed since the
rendition of your decision, it appears
that the Governor afterwards filed du-
plicates of #aid notices and list in the
loeal ofiice on Jnue 14, ISTS, and No-
vemher 25, 1875,

if the clabmel
i the |
Clenetnl, bt 1t

tdenes in LUTU TR

chir Reate was lilesd g e fime

e of the Surveyor

has pot vl Tevn ucted v |. Nk
R

Crow ey el visider 1he PEeen bt iun
law. o bas the Jecn) guplitications of

a4 pre-cspltor,

He settled September 1, 18735, with
full khll\\‘!hl;ﬁ of the claitm of the Suite
e
tiled his declaratory slatement in time,
Oun the 13th of Mareh, 1876, Lo Ny

plieal to make proof and to epter 1he

wod of the character of the Jaml.

land, and asked (it the State glould Le
aotifed and a day set for n heartag.
He alw set L1l in bis u!-'[-[irnlinh
the following :

that I
all gueslion a8 to the
vl

base my claior on said lund upon my

“ You will alro take uotice

hereby  waive

swampy charactor #aid lamd, snd
I'(.':d:llt'llcl‘. enltivation and im;rmw-mvnl.
in good fuith, ax required by law.”

By eonrent, the case was set for hear

ing on March 20k, 1876, and fawmal

notice issued accordingly.

it is not necosssry tavecite the pro-
eoedings lmd at the trial,

It is suilicient to say sl (,'au\lhlc-'\-'
virtuslly sulmitted the land 1o be LT
and gverflowek, bat insisted, nevertlio-
lews, that it was sulject Lo disposal un-
iler the pre-emplion law, nnd thst Le
bhad a lemadl nmght to enter @4, and e
tharenpon submittask Lin ool sl ten-
derel jaymrnt,

I proof shows chiat be hias done all
that the preemption law  reguires to
entitle a settler 1o an ontry anld pitent
or land sulject to pre-emption disposal,
From the foregoing it 4s apparent that
the
swampy charcler of the hund had been
fully and affirmatively paoven at the
trial ; and it follows that the State is
not in defunlt in complsting the solec-
tion under the present arrangement
with your office, within the time lim-
ited iy the second section of the Act of
1800, so fur ns anything she conld do is
concerneld, the period limited having
expired Oct. 20, 1870, =

The question for determinntion upon
the facts is whether or not the land was
subject to disposal nnder the preemp-
tion law.

Yon held, in effect, that Crowley's
compliance in good faith with all the
requirements of the preemption law,
including tender of payment, consii-
tuted a sale or dispesal of the Jand
within the meaning of the prdviao to
the Act of 18360, and therenpon award-
ed the land to him, citing as pregedents
therefor the dﬂ.u;lqns of wy* predeces-
gors, [n the casas of the Miate of Qregan
ve, Stott and Waggoner, (Copps L. L.
470) and State of Oregon vp. Pre-Emp-

the case should be trented as if

| tioners, (Copps I, O. for Nosember,
1

1876, page 119).

Yonr decision, in cfiict, is 4hat the
Iands in Oregon actnelly oluimed by the
State as' swsmp snd.- overflowed, and
provei to"be identified nx such, aro nev-
ertheless subjeot to settlement and dis-
posal under the pre emption law at any
time prior to the issuing of patent un-
der the Act of 1860,

'Inwln

especially that quoted by you, sund while
it may bo truo that my predecessors in-
tended to hold that lands in Oregon
shown to bo swamp and overflowed
might be disposed of under the pre-omp-
tion law to persons making valid sctile-
ments theroon, and who could affirma-
tively prove that every step in oqmpli
arce with the Jaw had been taken in
petfect gosd faith, it is equally true
that, viewing thoso decisions in the
light of the facts of the cuses and the
matters actunally decided, a dootrine or
rule is clearly deducible that seems to
ma to preclude the possibility of walid
pre-emption settlements upon such lands
a8 good faith in the performance of the
requirements of the pre-emption law in
ragard to the same,

The case of the State va, Stott and
Waggoner was similar to the one under
consideration.

The land was fist returned as n-part
of a lake, but in 1868 it appeared that
it was uncovered for nearly half of each
year; and yielding valuable pasturage,
the lines of the public surveys were ex-
tended over it, and the plot was amend-
ed accordingly. The pre emptioners of-
fered their declaratory statements Aug.
26th and 27th, 1871, respectively.

The State asserted her claim by fling
a list of selections Sept. 19, 1871, and
this respect the case was wore favorable
to the preemption rights than the pros-
ent one.

Crowley having settlad sulsequently
w0 the filing of the list by the Governor.

The claimants appeared at the local
office and made proof of compliance
with the law and tendeved payment.
Your ofliee, finding that the State had
assertod u claim prior to proof aud ten-
der of payment by the clsimants, or-
deted o hearing. The local officors
awarded the lund to the State,
reversed their  decision and
swarded the (racts to Stott und Wag-
goner, holding that the land was nof of
the charaeter granted, On appenl, my
predecessor reversed vour decision, and
awardal the lind tothe State, on the

Yon

grownd that the elsivmnts had not seted
in good faith, and held 1hat the evi
dence was such as altnest “ o prechide
the possibility of the defendanta boing
claimants in good fwith ; and this con-
clusion seems to lave been reachod
wainly fram the faet that with full
knowledgn of the claim of the State
and the fact that for more than one half
of every vear the Jand wan covered by
water, = % ® They moved upon the

vrrelod

aral houxes o

_l!u!"
culbing,”
Ohor  eircnmstnsices lemding to ke
cuticlusion that the parties were not
chiming in poud faith arose, it would
seint, autl of e cinrncter « e Junid
1wl

It was too wet to eullivaie? wnd on
necount of it leing wet the ealins were
erected on posta.

Erowley was n litle wore fortungte
than Stott and Waggoner in thi-, «Fat
he fonnd o spot of about four weres
which, unlike the balinee of Lis claim,
was ot wybmerged during the season
of high water, and which he could cul-
tivale and wpon which he coull ercet
buildings.

sub this fuct by ‘Do means changes
the principal, which, if followed, would
defent Crowley's claim, ny it did Btott's
aml Waggoner's,

In yeur ‘decision of the uther case
cited, in which entrien had actusily been
been made Ly preemplors, you stated,
“This office holds that s valid settlgment
under_the pre-emption lsw, followed by
enltivation, I proof, and payment, s
tewder of pureliass money, prior to is-
sue of patent to the Blate, is such o
disposition of the land ‘as to bring it
within the exceptiofn of the Act of
Mareh 12,1800, no matter whetlier the
land is roally swamp or not,” .
Upon appeal, my predecessor dis-
sented from this dootrine, and his decis-
ion wus to the effect that s valid settle-
ment could not be wade upon swamp
lands in Oregan where the State had
given notice wf Jier l“ntm,ﬂid it follows
illniullilah!_& that unless there is a valid
sottlement thery can Le no disposal un-
der the pre-cmption law,

He beld, “To settle upon land of a
swampy character would of itself, T
think, raise a sufficient .doubit of good
faith on the part of such settler as,
upon application, to justify su order for
an investigation, and if, in addition to
the character 6f thé Tand, notice
been received at the local office thet the
State claimed said Jand ns swamp, it
would be a0 sddivianal mnfol‘ the
want af goad fuit).”

Surply not from the fact -lwatlnu

+| the land was swampy,

In States to which the l'.mp l.ml
grant Tias not been pxtended the fuot
that land is wet or swampy ralses no
prosuliplion of bad faith in one who
sottles upon it, nor is swamp land in
terms excluded from dhpﬁhlm By tln
pre-emption law,

What, then, was mgint in’ the desie-
ion timi a sottlement, npon swamp Jand

oy o
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mgl uboell'cllr. Atltlm -
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Wlaileﬂm Mtrmoh l:zpparlml by D
mearuilﬁnsnpdm '

had donulhqt the l&mls cantained in it

honmmmmmm s

mi‘m“h‘-- wd? 'I. h

wndor stich a atato of fucts it must have
been known that the lands belonged o
the Siate and not to the United State;
and that a valid settloment under the
pre-cmption law cnnnot bo made  upon
lund  which does mot . belong Lo the
United States, ov which i lognlly re-
sorved for any purpose; fur in that des
clsion,ns well main ghe case of the State
vi Btolt and Waggoner, it wan Tl
that the graut of 1860 was {in presanti,

A settiemont in bad fuith or waoliog

A sottlement npon lunds not belougiog
to the United States and when the set-
tior knows that the land is legally re-
served appropriated, or that it does xor
belong to the United Staten, Lis settle
ment th Cmay properly enongh le
said to be in bad faith, or wanting in
good faith, and in this sense I think the
expression was used. Other languago
in the decision would seem to leave no
doubt of this; for it was snid  that the
Art of 1860 wus potice to wll the Goy-
ernment bnd % % % anted to the
State of Oregon with certain restric.
tions all the swumunp Jands and over.
flowed lands * * * which romnined
unsold at the passage of the Act.  And
again that “Under the pre-emption Act
lands reserved by law or otherwise for
specifio purposes are not it to enis
try.”

How can n valid pre.ompti mettlo
uent be made upon land  identified as
coming within the operative tevma of a

1)

presend grand to the State I

Whatever may bo the n{-iuiﬂn na Lo
the effect of the decision cited by you, |
am firmly convinoed that it is error to
#o construo the
emplion entries of awarnp lands  and

Acl as to pormit e
overflowed lands in Oregon in the fuce
of an asserted claim of the Sty or
with oflicial kuowledgs, on the part of
the Governmont of the fuct that the
land il overfiawed; aml
there nre many ressond why suel o con

i swnmp

struction should no! prevail
While the sclections of
liavo been irregalar, laving

IST2 muy
bareety ke
prioe tothe contivmation of the L er wur

neverthe
thes State's

L 2 - i -
elmiue; amnd an Lhie State e un defanlt

vevs of muid Townahip, they

fess  coustituted nmtioe of

the conlirmation filling of 1he
in pn'iu.lll.lh’_ pn)uf B Mgt lm ol ;

no other |1iﬂilﬂcitilbll of the lawl Win |

hate ramal

Ilrtmim‘rlu Witk wlter o funl determina
tion that the land war not of the clor |
nctep eontemplate ] by the arant !
From the very natoie “ |
decision that the Fond was swnip wiil I
ovet Towed nt the

"‘ I.:ll' ey

ate I the
of the A,
Ll il.\* defents Crow }-'_\ " elnim

In 8heply o Cowan (1 o, 536) the
conlrt mad ¢

graant,

within the wenning et

“Whenever in the disposi
tionof  the l'llli”l_‘ Lands Qan_r oetion in

reguinad to hie tuken oy an oflicer of
the laml lll'ltlll.lm'lﬂ. ull jrocecdings
guch nection are
implivitly inhilitedl = % % A e
it ax wnch prohilited by a Taw of Oun
greas, when to allow it would defeat tie

olfrot of that law nx thongh the inlild.

tendling to defeat

tion were in direct terms declaved.”
The filing of notice of clting and Tisty
of selections and proofs in sapport
thereof, clearly revuired action by the
land department,
The State thos submitted Ler claims
for confirmation under the Act,
oohlilltmliun has  been held
issting of Patent ; but a decision by
this Departmont that the Jand was
swamp amd ovesflowed at the date of
the grant i4 to all intents and parposes
such a confirmation, for guch a decision
would gatitle the State to a patent; and
the right to u patent once vested i, in
our system of disposal of (he public do-
main so fur as the Government i con-
cerned, equivalent to a patent issued,
Carroll va, Baflord, 3, Howard 4141,
and 4601, \
Wetherspoon vs. Duncan, 4, Wall
210, 212,
Btark v, Starre, 6, Wull, 418
Barney va. Dolph, 7, Otto, 652, G50,
And in any case in which the claim
in initiated by some act of the clnimant
the patent when issned relntes back to
the date of the initiatory act and onts
off all intervening cluima,
(Sheply vs. Cowan, 1, Outo, 337.)
In French va, Fyan (3, Otto, 170),
involving title to lind under the Act of
1850 (9, Stat., 519), the Court said:
“The patent thercfore which is the evi-

which
to Dt thin

had bgen identified as swamp Jands
nder the  Act relates Lack aud gives
certainty to the title as of the date of
the grant,”

To decide, ﬂlml'uw, thut a speciliod
tenot ia swamp and overflowed is Lo
idgntify it as fulling within the grant it-
aulfy and the patent when issued evi-|
dences the fact,

It therefore makes no difforence id
this case whether patents umider the Act
of 1860.to Oregon be considared s ro-
Iuting back to the date of the grant or
to (he date of the initintory Ad.ul' the
State Mh&dbﬂm il i
In sither case o pj&fh th'o' Stato
d ot off ‘?! ]

in good fuith is an invalid setilement,

e = = S —
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the Bwto to w phtent  awl  snndor  the
Aot of 1860, mnkes iv the duty of the
Seoretary of the Interior to contify the
land as swamp,

It in thereforo elear that pending the
ounsideration of the State's olaim afler
slie has submitbed it for such sonfirma-
Lon, o wther disposition of the langd eoist
Iy made.

A eomstruction of the Act of 1860
tint would admivef a disposition of
land i Ovegon  to preemption eluim-
ents peuding an assertod and  andeter-
mined elaim of the State, or with offi
sial knowledge on the part of the Cov-
ummt‘?lt that  the land actually
awatnp and  overflowed ot the date of
the grant would be repugunnt to overy
eanon snd principle of  conslrociion in
#uch eases known to the Jaw, as well ng
ngninst  tho ordinury metliod of pro-

wns

coedings of Your oilice,

Such aeonstruetion woull invilve o
possililo defeat of (he grant anid  alionld
ha avoided.

Aguin the swamp land geant of 1550
has beon  wniformly held to Lo o grant
in prresenti vesting wn immediate inter
est in the Biate decinion of the de it
ment § Iat, Lestor, No'sOTR, 00D, April
25th, 1802, June 27th, l_‘.b_ b1
Lostery; No, 289, 15,and Nov, 11, 1575,
Decision of the Jupreme Conrr, NRail
0. Walls

i
1L

raml Co, va. Freemont Connty,

Railroaul o

87; v, Saith, ul, 95, |
Fronch v Fyan,
3 Oito, 169, |
Tho provisions of  the Aet  waking |
such grant were extendnd o Minmnesets |

i1 Act of 1! U T

CGrant being limitsl only by (he

aml  Oregon by

jies vi- |
wo, ntnl the statiete pinat be cons'rieal as |
it "all provizions of the Act of 15750 Jeed |
lemit actually incorponital ia il

Thoe grant thas made to Minnesota |
and (lll'l,[nll has been held to b o v |
|

ent one.
{ Dogixion ol the [opsrlmenl, 5tate

in renewing the eladin  alier notioe -.{1

| Tectily

{supp o=e that afller anking

ve, Slott el, al.” and “Sigte ve Pee. |
emptom,” Sapra Due. 4, 1965, Copp L
LAY J.numl'y IBTR. 149  ard tiantnn
v Btote,” 3, Uegaon

The grant of 1550 Tasd bea o tevntial
as n ;‘f'-’"*" v Ml =i JLAS T AT
LT T PRS0 T I T ) R P

in extending that grant e Mivme.

sotn ol Oregan (ungress Lnew jas
welt 73 WHR 1T

grant in presentl,
It wonkd therefore las

1 PO FE A T
ale-urad  1ie
sti'h o
grant i proviso Intended taledor it
was added,

It Sllows that, whcio
mient has Soally determined, either
by evidence submitted by the Slate
ur furnished by ls own surveyvs thnt
Lands In Oregon are of the chameler
pramted by the Act of 1860, they are
then ldontified as flling within the
operailve times.of the grant itsell,
aml they cannol be brought withio |
the exceplion, nér can the Stale’s Litle
be divested by any other atlempted |
disposal,

Again lands thas klentified do not
Lielong to the United States, and con-
sequently are not Public lands, Un- |
dor the Act of 1841 pre-emplion set- '
llement is mlmlmlhlu only upon I‘uh— |
lic land; and by Section 2257 U. & |
Rovised Suatutes; only lamds belong- |
ing to the United States aml !'illhjl'l.'t'
to the rightof pre-emption. 3Siore- |
over under the Aet of 1841, and se¢-
2268 U. 8. Revised Statates lands
lawfully reserved for any purpose are
expressly oxeluded from pre-empilon |
digposal and In the (hses of Rallrowd
Company va. Fromont county and
Railroad Company vsa, Smith it was
held that the Act of 1850 ereatisl a
reservation of Swamp land aml 0t
has been frequently decided that a
patent issued for land previeusly
granted or reserved Is voul,

A pre emption claim eannot there-
fore be recognized to land known to
be gepmted or reserved where the
claim was initiated subsequoent to the
graut or reservidion, and it seems
clear that lands Identified as falling
within the operative terms of o pros-
ont grant canngt be otherwise dis-
posed of by the United States, >

Itis un'nt‘cmuy inthe ease to fur-
ther consider the scope, force or in-
tent of the proviso to the Act of 1860,
whether It was Intended to protect
only vall] claims Inidnted prior to
the passage af the Act, o¥ to prevent
the disturbing of entries which In the
cotirse of adjusting the grant moy be
found to have been allowed in good
faith In the absence of any claim of
the State and without pFoof or kuowl-
edge -by the Government that the
lands covered thereby were swamp.

That 1t wasnot intended (o continue
the disposal under genoral Liws of
land found to be swamp or todispuse
oflands In the face of an asserted and
undetermined claim of l.lla Btatﬁ lu
obvious

To this extent only i3 it hevo ins|
tended to constrag the puvlm Your
decision is yoversed and the papers|
submitied with yéur léfted omuwﬁm
ad, lm. ar&lmawith m«nﬂ.

LI LN R

» * 4 .
| Buprvimors in cheok,

| wlecttonns
| ‘l vk

¢ Comnsisstonere, epch of whomw were np-

¥
| Wi K '-i'l .

| ¥auirs was ntiffnre ‘I Loy .,-h]nu- hq fqm h-:al
| tompt wha ol wnde until 1878, und in

| Wleshingly bonsts that Je strock from

Ceml sy,

ford, sud that ll:uu"ll gome of these nat-

000, had a registration for that eleetion
of 186,000, .

adelphin,

enl orators, and denaunce corruplion

crats in Congress in seeking n modifica-

carry Lho elections through frand, ete.

‘to thia pavt of Mr. George's disvourse

MR, CEORBUE'S RAPVran,

Arsany, May 11, 1880,
Editor Demograt ;

There avo somu portions of I,
Gioorge's speech, made in this oity on
Satunday, the 8th inst,, that, with your
permiasion, I propono to examine, And
firat, the Paderil clection law,  Mr
George said it scted “like o charm.”
That the President's] election of 1870
wun fuirly conducted wuder the ma-
chinery of said law in the city of New
York, 1 eoncedo to bo true, for o Con-
gressional Commiltoe have s found the
facts, aml no reposted, Tt Mr, George
withliell and did not give us any ae-
coutib of the means Lrought fo bear to
neoomplish thin happy result, whicl 1
will fiow supply. Tho Btate of Now
York aml the City of New York were
prepaced with their civil fores and their
militin to repel unjust interference in
the eleclion by Fedorl furce or other
wine, The
bottar part of the eitizens of both par-

A confliot wan dmpemnling.

tivw sgreed wpon m plan of action by
Federal, Blute, nnd l.'il'\‘ ofli-
cors mnd  police wern Lo, add Jid, st in

which the

harmony sl comesrt.  Tlence it wos
not Lo the Fedoml eleation law that the
York i".":,'

fdil NCRa :ll'n'l ll‘-ll"lllh' L) r

]N‘ul-:.' of Now awol the
naiid elect o,
st to the loeal sutbhorities who for
once did hobd the Federnl Marshals and
T show the ne-
e :\.-i!_\- ﬂf il l"al‘l'tdl vlieton law My,
Coeorge yefermed (o the New Yark City
Mr.

Tilden in refer-

election of Novemlar, 1568, and

Me.

to, mnd mmdidbal whint he wan

i o'Iv_\ u letter
e the
l-!l artsl to cull the

T
wlamy of that clee
In
| thin Do wan equally unfair, not to say
| fals &,
Bigent man _in the Iand who las taken

tion upon the Demccratic paty.

It in well known to every intel-

the paion to informn himsell upon the
suliject that the entire machisery of the
of 18GE and 1870 in New
City wan in the hanids of Police

poanted by o Bepublimn  Legislature,

Lher Dhommsoruliee party of Now
L AU Ly wel
Barnifel  pewirpr v oy eoput thear volis, urp
npes the gu dillestlon of the per-

Noa framd wmoan
erseh osmsmenis ol

o olfesing 10 vine,

-
NEPUPIONBEEIN: SO B
Feennt" emn olfictalis
" allevimd femand of 1288 wax the

Lazge: mnimber of forelpners naturalized

during that year, whose papors, it was
soakd, were Hlegnl, hecanse the record of

tlein Kot in the Cun

fisct,

iR were Ungwr
aril i sotoe caser tin rvoord at all
But why was it thpt ten
tnken to test the !‘u!i\iil_\‘ of

Heowm were

tiiewe lu'a'ﬁ"nlnif.‘l.liun lnﬂi"':‘n? 'I'iu- nt-

that year a Foderal oflicor—the United
Srates Commibsioner—steps in and un-
i regintry 30,012 votek in the City of
Noew York of those natorulized in 1868,
many of whom had served in the Fad-
Bout s Federal
Blatehford —and a State Judge T weed-
man—Dboth bhelid “iiay the n]l]l!iu‘ul for

Judge—

citizonship was not responsible for any
non-gemplisnee in making up the ree-

wealizatlon JRpers were irregular, more
of them wero valid" 8o much for the
great frand of 1368, that it was incon-

vendent for My, lu‘nl"m to relate,

Thore it another chapter of illegal
voting, to which Mr. George dild not re-
fer, that my sellimposed task ealls upon
me Lo nt i, lee
publican City of Philadelplia, iv the
Rapublican State of Pennsylvanis, and
the Presidential election of 1876, That
city, with n population of sbout S00,-

1 1refer uwow to the

New York City, with a
population nearly i&_\‘ per cent. greater,
bad a vegistration at the same time of
183,000 —three thonsand less than I'hil-
Over 20,000 of the names
upon the Philadelphin registry were,
aftor the election, stricken out by the
Courts,  Ower 5,000 were in their
graven when their names were regis-
tored,  Beliold the two cities, ye Radi-

until your speech fails,

Again, My, Goorge roforred to what
ho was pleased to call the attempt of
the Democracy in Congress to coerce the
President ; tnking the"President by the
throat ;  that the motives of the Demo-

i {4-'00!;-1-» tir Ay ulm1(

——— - - - —— = e

elections, w exereinnl I'mm the founda
tion of (b potornment,” it was hin
duty to yield, fov he did not pretend
that sny comtitutional question inter-
posed,  DBut wlint did be do?  Jostewd
vest thrdtiling the President,
nod wsying to Lim, “sigo this bill, or we
will starve the government,” the Presi-
dont (hrottivd Congroa, the people’s
representutives, and
them,

.
-
of Unng

virtoully ssid to
“if you divest ne of the power
to appoint ax muny  Marshals as 1 see
fit, to srrround the polle, 1o arvest and
tuke to prieom, without eomplaint or
warrant, as many Democrutis voters ag
they choowe, and otherwise intimidate
Democratic votors, to the eml that the
Rrpublican esue shin)) presail, [ owill
starve the government 1"

Mr. Edlitor, this is no over<dinwn jle-
ture of that ollter xide wlich Mr.
I the H—-'I'u'r!i-
canx claim to exervise the yight to at-
tribimte to Demvornts corrupt Motivesin

Ciearge did not shiow,

working L3 avpenl the luw, Democrats
enn wiflt ¢ iy reood veuson elaing that
the luw waw croeted Tor the parposs of
continoaing they Republican party in
power by frenl aml intimidation.

WILLAMETTL

THE 81 FRENE J1TDG 15",

The fllowing is entlided (o grens
welght, comcing ns it does fromm  the
"'f.-’utm", the lf‘ﬂ!“ll,’:' and
about the only pirely Independent
paper in the Slate. Read it closely -

The netion of cortain so-ealled in-
dependent  papers In trying w0 force
politics into the canvass for judges is
condemned by all independent volers.
Polities, it is Justly elalmed, should
never enter Into the canvass,only the
fitness of the candidales themselves
for the posillon sought should be eon-
sidered; and s the indepondent pa-
per It ks, the Suday Weleome eneliews
polities and supporis those, who in
ity opinion, Is considered the best {1t
ted for the bench,

Mt u.rfu_-;

have placed the following candidaies
In the fiekd :
nomah: 1. P. Prim, nl'.l.u kson; wnd
John Burnett, of Denton. And the
Republivans bave sominated the il
lowing for the same position:  J. B
Multosanal 3 W, I3 Tend,
of Mariun, andd F. 15, Watson, of
Jacksan, t)f tl.r- Demoeratie pomi-
nees, o J. K. Kelley and lon. P.
P 'rim saris oom .1 vaa hasuels, el their
course, -mhi#lcnr n few who were of-
fended by decisions rendered against
them, has given ungealitied sutisfae-
tiom and aosrked them as |er<ons
above bribery vither by bulldezing,
threats or otherwise. One of the

Nulddos, af

unconsciously put funh by the Orego
mipn<dn its advocacy of 1he
of Judge Boise for the thind judicial
districl. Judge Doise is one of the
Judges of the Supreme Court, snd in
pardcipating in jits pr n‘eﬂlinga, and
who Joinidy with eiiher one or both
of the other judges, resder decisions
in all cases brow -bt before the court,
sheuld, we would think, ment equal
cotdemuation, provided the condem-
nation was just, with Judg’cs Relly
and rim. DBuat the (vepopian sin-
gle® out the two Demousatic members
for condemnation and stands iz for
the Republicans, Surely this Is con-
sistency with a vengeaney and shows
what an independent newspaper it is.
1l Judge Doise does not merit con-
demnation, neither do Judges Kelly
Land Prim. |

Alter n thoronghy canvass of the
candidaies wo  will support, unlcss
muore substantial reasons be adduced
than those bronght forward by bull-
dozers and those differmng in polities,
1 K. Eelly, I, P. Primn and W, B.
Lord, the first two Democrats, and
the latter Rlepublican. Our revisons,
wé willy, as the canvass  progresses,
givo at thmes mors fully, but for the
present, we will only say that Judges
Kelly and Prim have maturer age,
expericnce and ability; and AMlr. Lord,
the vitallty and quickness of younger
years, combined with legal learning.
The first two are experienced in all
the - different qualifications or posi-
tions which pre-eminently fits them
for the judictary of this Stale : as
their history s, to a great extent, tha
history of the State. This, ol itself,
is of the greatest passible advantage
in eases broyght before the Supreme
Court, wherein a persounl knowledge
of lhe constitutional and legislative
history of the Sute is required,

As to the chagges brought forward
agalost Judge Kelly in the Pasck
cipher dispatches from this State in
the Presidentia) embroilment, no one
knowing him personally or by repu-
tation gives tho eharges thoe least cons
sideration. This .is the beiter sot
forth by the action of the United
Btates Senate when the matter was
about {o be investizated John Kelly,
then United States Senator from Or-
egen, made n statement of the ficts
In the premises, which by his eol-
lugue, Senantor Mitchell, and his fel-
low Senators were accepled, where-

tion of the Federsl election law ""m'\mon tho affulz was dropped. It isa

corrapt ; that they might be able to
Lut us see if there is not another side

that heddid not hold wp for the.audience
to look upon, There certainly ig, and ¥
will proceed to show it . First, it is
known to all thyt in cur country the
| people are the wltimate source of all by
power; that their representatives

Congress ave supposed to reflect the
will'of tlie Ml., m»m‘:pu@am,

noticeable fact that his vilest enemies
are unable 1o mako any charges
against him save this one.— ek

| conie.

Tt follnwlng is & provision of lhd
new sthool law at Utah:  «<Any | pu-

own option if he has no parent or

| P U BROTLAR CORRERPADENT, |

Vasmxevox, D. €., M.w 7.
Editor Deptoerat:
While Congresa is ocetupled with rou-

industry in dispatehing i1, there in
little to attract speelal attention, and
but fur the general interest in politi-
eakaffairs outside of Washington we

jost now. DPut the importance al-
tashing to the sev political con-
ventions lately held, agd their bear-
ing upon the appronching

has given the politicians of the Capi-
tol all the excilement necessary, and
some serinus reflections as well, The
compromise in the Jnterest of harmo-
ny in the Pennsylvania Coovenlion
was unlooked for, and the announee-
ment 6f 1t was reeelved with very
great satisfaction. Tt s gratifying to
kuow that both Speaker Randall and
Segator Wallace, who huve so long
been lenders of warring factions, re-
alize that the canse of Demoeray i=
more than personal supremaey, and
that personal strifes must sink oul of
sight before if. Doth ecerfainly had
foo much at stake, in rommon with
the party, this year o admit of di-
visions, and the party at lerge could
not have forgiven {hen for their fail-
are to bury the hatchet. According
to all acenunt« received here Camer-
onism will have its bhand« full in
Pennsyivania this year,

It is to be regrelled that the New
York Demoerals are not vniled. Vet
tha situstion there was ma Iy
different.  So long as the Tummany
Iiall and Jolin Kelly factions were in
open rebellion and loudly  proclalm-
ing that they woald not abide by the
astion of either the Siate or the Na-

J. K. Kelley, of Muit-|

tional Convention, unless the setion

For Supreme Court the Demoerats | Was  precisely to their notion, thers

wiug no chance for a compromise.
The action of fhe regulir convention
is generally regarded to have been
all that ¢ould be done cunsistent with
the digei® and Lener of the party.
The personal interests of any Deme-
cratic eandidate are nothing, but the
greal principle of msjority rule Is ev-
efytking, and any man, orset of
mwen, who openly declare war upon it
can not be regarded a3 frue Demo-
erats.  Ii seems not unlikely that
Mr. Relly is paving the way firan
attempt lo carry oot  his bargain to

pil of a district school, at the option | me
of his parents or guardian, or at his|

guardian, may centinue his studies | tw
to the four tuudumeuul hunehas— :

best argumenis for theie clection isydeliver the State of New York to

Conkling® this  year, but there are

electin | gjons that he will not be able 1o de-

fiver us Inrge a fullowing as former-
Iv.” '

It really does seem to be su fnfur-
tunae circumslance that s0 many
Democrals ave Joined in e Ditter
personal altacks upon promisent can-
didates in the party, and more than
any other one thing that has placed
our chances of success this year in
Jeopardy. I am not champloning
the cause of Mr, Tildeo, but as a fair
man amd an earnest Demoerat T am
froe {o say, with thousands of others,
that the opposition to him has been
most disgraceful, under all the cir-
cumstances. Evem il he were nol
the able and devoted Democrat that
he iz, he stands, s> long 9s he lives,
as the representative of a greatl enuse
—1ihe victim ef a great wrong, not

the liberties of the American people.

The Democratic party owed lo it-
sell to stamp that outrage with the
brapd of overwhelming condemna-
tion. Iet it be quielly asked of
Democrats anywhere, who they think
oaght to be the next President of the
United Slates, amd Line oul of len
will tell you Samwnuel J. Tilden ; yet
not half that proportion now favor his
nomination beczuse they feel thas
the opposition to him is oo great —
that he has been slaughtered in the
house of his friends. Here in Con-
gress we have some of the bitterest
opponents of Tilden, They say they
are against him  because he was
‘cowardly” in not seating himsels
when elected, yet many of them are
the very ones who were the hottest
in favor of the Electoral Commission
swindle, and who hob-nobbed with
Charley Foster and other friends of
the present fraud before the count
finished. - This is plain talk, but it s
the trulh, And vow (his sorl of
thing has goneso far - that, unless
there is a powerful reaction, I do not
think it would be safe to nominale

Bf the question, there are two other
Democrats whom I would personally
like 1o see In the Presidenlial man-
sion, in pmwm“w-

tine business, showing considemable

should have mther quiet (imes bero

alone fo himself, but (o the partyand

Tilden, Leaving poetic Justice ost




