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refer to. the fact that these

officials in
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*(Continued from page 275. ted, and that these oflicials were vig=| The Witness. It was always felt that|{file them, if the Attorney-General|greatest  incentive to actual fraud
“which I did not believe tﬂﬂr Cﬂﬂfd tol- | orously prosecuting their duties, and [it was a very harsh and ui;necea!ary' asked him to do so,andso I Izarlu a re- | against the Government?  ind
erate. . therefore you were trying te have am-{ law, ' nest to the Attorney-General to have A. That was the belief In Hentmﬂy; "
Q. You thought it beyond human en- | nesty extended to the offcnders? By the Chairman: those papers filed, and 1 must say, from_all the evidence
«durance? ~ A, Not at all. I was convinced that §8 you F(.P you make that request ver- | that came to.ae, that I was inclinedto
A.'Yes.: the charges were for the most part for -

Q. Inyour speechin last Cun%?

D
ba‘ﬁy or in writing? believe that was true.

Q. ¥or any people to be submitted | frifling, petty offenses, like selling a | Kentucky—District Attorney Wharton| A, T am not certain which, but I| By the Chairman:
to such treatment and submit to it | half pound of tobacco, or a pint ot amlMarg&lﬂlMurray—w_erl}'{eminedin think it was in writing. Mr. Ward, a| Q: Were those abusesconfined toany
peaceably? whisky. 1 can give you a case of that | thelr positions by ‘“the seductive influ- | lawyer in Louisville (I forget his ini- | particular localigy? . ., .

_A. Yes. In the city of Lexington, | kind. ©~ We have prohibition in more | ence of certain Democrats and the | tials), asked to be furnished with a| +A. No, sir. M T bl s ) 1l
partly through the. impulse of the ma-|towns in Kentucky than a mun from |sycophantic class of office-secking | copy of those papers, or he wrote to | Q. They were general throughout the
jority (or the powerful majﬂrlti. I| Maine or Jowa would dream of. In the | Bepubileans.” Can vou state what|me to know if théy were ‘on' file, and | State? ¥ : . .
should say) and by the aid of the Leg-| town of Barboursville prohibition, or | influences, to your. knowledge, were | thatis the way I came tolook into the | A. I think so.

there has been a | local option, was enforced. Some man

islature of Kentuckfv.
good deal of political tyranny and
some bulldozing, but I am not aware
that there has been in any other part
of the State, Tnere has been none ‘of
it in my district. I suppose you allude
to that.

Q. What I mean is as to whether the
people of Kent are disposed to
wbey the laws of the United States,

A. 1 think so.

Q. As compared with other parts of
the country? a

A. I think they are as law-abiding in
Kentucky as in any other part of the
United States. - y

Q. The object of my question was
to ascertain whether the people of
Kentucky were so disposed toward the
United States as to make it'necessary
that such vigorous measures of pros-
ecution should be instituted by the
Government in order to enforce the
daws of the United States.

4 stricken from the record. made a statement: that he had given | within fen -days. after the election.

* lﬁhffé’{ rggmrt:ln}; &léﬂ:.t tﬁﬁ!%?gtﬂgi gt; nnTcgE Wilgaeaﬂ.fuﬂni;nit t:aa nnt]iguﬁrr- The Witness. No, 8ir; 1 have no ob-1 the Department the -tl:f-ﬂﬂﬂt of h Eiﬁ- ?hi ima;. na.#Ie' Efstw m?rc or lhess up g
- A n r instance, who has i i —the! jom svhich - 0 this time, I suppos m t -
the drihs &t the outhiredk “of the rebel- ) ) jection. vestigation—the ' conclusion e . ) pose, 1rom the ac

Jion the people in my district, especial-
ly in the monntain counties, volun-
teered more freely than the people in
Any other part of the country.

By Mr. Van Alstyne:

olation of the

sixty days and
he could not p
the expense of

le vio

bacco?

fought in the

| has a little piece of
Retter for tobacco than anything else
(a plece twice as large as this room),
raises a few pounds of tobacco on it
more than he can use himself; he finds

(I forget his name) had a quart or a
galion of whisky, and was passing be-
fore a house and gave some of it to a
member of the family for sickness, as
it was claimed. The member of the
family paid him for it. That was a vi-

the man was punished according to the
law of that locality.
town of Barboursville, Knox County,
abont one hundred and
from Louisville, These spies and in-
formers looked up this case, and had a
warrant issued, and the man was ar-
rested and taken to Louisville, where
he was sentenced to imprsonment for

ay,

ghe Government.
Mr. Fyan. Did not a good many -peo-
te the internal-revenue law
n ignorance of the law in selling to-

local-option law, and
This was in the

seventy miles

a fine of $100, The fine
and he ate it out at

army three years, and

eground which is

brought to bear Wy Demoerats to keep
these quuﬂﬂmen in their places?

- A. My understanding is, as I stated
awhile ago, that Mr. Wharton was re-
appointed to please Mr. B. H. Bristow,
The Senate Judiciary Committee at
that time was Republican. As <I un-
derstand, the committee had the pa-
pers from the Department of Justice,
or at least some of the {facts belore
it, and it refused to recommend him
tothe Senate for confirmation.  The
Senate was Democratic, and did con-

firm him. So I hold that Mr.Hayes |lie

and the Democratic Senate were res-
ponsible for Mr. Wharton’s subse-
quent acts. P
- The Chairman, You must excuse my
predicatiig any questions to you from
words EFGREH by you in debate in the
House of Representatives., I have no
right to put such a question to you, if
you have any objection to itit can be

q. What are the other influences
which were at work? You spoke of
some prominent Republicans tryving to
have these ventlemen retained in of-
fice, or one of them. 1O :
A. Yes; I think T mentioned that af-

flle, ' 'My récollection is that I filed Mr.
Ward’s letter in the Department of
Juastice, and requested that the evi-
dence taken by Mr. Chase when he was
in Kentucky be tlled in the Department
of Justice. I have never learned that
that was done, and I aw inclined to
think that it was not done, . .. _

Q, Do you know wheré Mr. Chase is
now? : f -

A. No, sir. I have not:seen him to
talk to fromn that time to this; I be-
7 -

Q. Did Mr.

“Chase say to you that he
had not made

‘a4 written report in the
caser- Y 185 -

A. T'think ‘lie dids ‘and I read this
morning the statement of H. Divens,
indorsed by G. K. -Chase, on August 8,
1876. I had never secn' it before; 1
think that Mr. Chase told me he had
ot made a thorough report, buat had

h&d come to—but had never made a
written report, nor {lled the testimony
which he had taken.

~/Mr. Fyaa.: Did you understand that
,h(-}] }?ﬂde a personal exgmination him-
se

matter, ' I found that they were not on |

Q. But more flagrant,

 from the city of Louisville, where the
court was held? -

eration the sparsely, populated region,
| the aumber of arrests and the number
of releases.in which ne case could bs
made-out,. That did not deter them
from going right ahead with. arrests,
because Lhe arrest . of an innocent man
gave them as much of fees as the arrest
of a guilty mnan, and they had a good
deal IHIES"WQUE}R: «with the innocent
man. e
Q. Do von know when those abuses
began? LRI oA, s
. 1 never neard of them, that.I can
recollect, until 3872, when I was assis-
tant in canyass uﬁﬂ residential elec-
tors. They may have existed before
thattime. I wasa school boy at that
time. I was In Michigan University

counts that reach me, but in a very
much léss aggravated form during the
last year or two than previously,

Q. You s
Kentucky e

=

ibiting great forbear-

ance toward deputy marshals, .in view

Q. On the side of the Union? he can sell jit for ready cash—little|ter Mr. Chase’s report was made John{ The Witness. Yes; he went in per- | of their conduct.  To what did you
A. On the side of the Union. It was | twists of it. Ile does not think that : ) 21 ' il PTG Y o ke 1 think M?r-¥ L Rafaph, oo R :
‘the same with the other mountainous | that is such an offense that anybody M. Harlan onive $0-10y rbomvand mado iRoH 1o Ehntucky. I G ; S paa o8

«districts. Kentucky itself was loyal
until the war closed. She never seced-
ed until the war was over.

: Q. Why did vou decline? Lh By the Chairman: , barrels.ot bizh wines. No one can tell
‘By the Chairman: *| Government s Igﬂlng to hound him g' ‘Simply bécause I could not inter-|. Q. ~'What was the paturé  of Mr. _wi_'t-hijlf tv &y-ﬂﬁz 'iﬂllﬁﬂs.,howqgmuch
Q. What doyou say as to the charac- | down like a wild Indian for that little | fere with an execution of -y own re- | Ward’s letter? . . 7" “they make daily. By measuring the
terof the people in regard to their dis- | offense, and so he commits it. quest. My request was that the De-|, A. It was saying that there was v rﬁ whisKky after .it is made, and weighing
Eitmnft,ﬂ obey the internal-revenue Mr. Fyan. Technically it isa viola-|partment of Justice should investigate | importantcvidence in the 33’”‘”?'“ lch | the grain before it is distilled, and by
aws in your [i]art of the State, as com- | tion of the law? the conduet of the - marshal,  deputy | Chase had got when he “Was 1? {en- | mathematical . ealculations they ap-
red with the people living in the| The Witness. Technically it is a vio- | marshal, and the commissioner and | tucky, and%hat it ought net to be'Jost. | proximate the guantity, I:}m;,i’.3 | they
- Paducah d_istricl;%ewhem there <3 A lation of the law, district  attorney in Kentucky. An|That letter of Mr. Ward’s' I am quite | cannot tell exactly how much is made.
to have been so few arrests made By Mr. Stewart: agent of the Departments had done so | certain I flied in the Department ot [ The belief is that the collectors in the
A. It is noterious that theg:zu le of | Q. And so in the sale of Iliquor? and had recommended. after that in- | Justice; with the request thatthe evi- | districts whers those large distilleries
the mountainous region in Kentucky | A. So the sale of that pint of whisky | yestigation the removal of these men:d flence taken by Mr. Chase would.he filed | exist .are appointed through political
were moest loyal. at I mean by loy- | was a violation of the law; but you can |t m‘éﬁ not cgné‘lﬂt{en%}' ask the ])ea] in theDepartmeng, [After examining in%ﬂﬂﬂ% without regard'tn-pﬂg?. and
al is that they were most law-abiding. | see at once what a feeling of indigna- | partment not to remove men who had | papers from the Department:] Here | wi recommendations of the distillers
Q. Then in your judgment there was | tion is apt to be aroused from punish- Eeeﬂ found guilty after investigation.seems to, be a memorandum in, my|themselves. I beliéve that their sub-
no necessity for the prosecution of the | ing a man twice for the petty offense .. Did you give any reason to Har- | handwriting, which I suppose I gave to | ordinates, storekeepers dand gaugers,
people in that remote part of the State | ot selling one pint of whisky. m?( | e 7 Mz, Chase, It is simply a statement | in many instanoces are appointed by the

any more than in any other part of the
State, if the desire was simply to en-
force the revenue laws?

A. Certainly not-

(). Then vou say that If the object of

. duct in Kentucky, but that I couldmot | special bailiff autherized by Deputy Lapachinery around them, so much
the Fedaral oficials was Simiply. 1o eo_| 9, R bk equest hjs belng retained; and L did | Marshal - John. W yatt; lv.;%s taked | whisky i .bonded \raga%', s, under
. ; . ; an cine i ; | . 8t whic ace : ¥ of tain individuals ap-

the Government, the people of that| Q. Suppose that the whole commu- not request his beingretained. Neither }ﬁzﬁl h. London, .at which ¢ | the guard of certain i ap

part of the State which you represent
were as well disposed to obey those

laws as the people in any other part | violation of a United States statute? 11-{].: Eﬂmlfg pﬂ'iqél 7, ?lm il arre?]tstiutir?uds_inl tll"l’iitsemﬂv
. 4 vl €s statu hat whichvou have already | and said he would try himnextday. | tilleries, or that any irregularities are
. of the Std}ﬁ of Kentucky, or any other | . A. Certainly. g&ferdt}i:nrglatinn to the ‘ihﬂ-eatigatiﬂg Monday. The winmsﬂ}'ﬁhicuttﬂ to go- | even hintedeaty where it is believed
part of the country. : b Mr. Fyan. The law was that no pro- | hy him?’ ST ing beyond London, but Bailiff Stew- | there is so much inducement to com-
A. 1 think so, unquestionably; with- | ducer of tobacco had any right to sell| ""A yeg. _ art replied’ that Députy Marshal | mit frand; and the faurcher fact that in
“out intending to cast any reflection |it, except the party to whom he sold it Q. State what it was. . Wiyatt had  instructed him 1g, bring|the remote Jlocalities arrests were so
u ‘any other part of the State.|had a license. Now, however, the law A. When I was elected to the forty-{the prisoner to Louisvilie, and took | very frequent—and that a class of per-
_ﬁiﬁﬂll lﬂ‘:}; ri?r&gg d ffﬁ' &tﬂifhg; “l}ﬂ:}é has “Eﬁﬂtggﬂﬂgmtg‘hmt the ;;;rm'iit%ggr seventh Congress, 1 was in the Depart- | himon.”’ . X . | BOBS whﬂl,hﬂ.v? no inducement to ‘.Fgﬂ- '
ears I am 1 can se acco to the amount o ‘ of Justice o1 vinge t “hairman, Is  that a memoran- | late. the law for. money in ut
been 5o law-abiding as they have| The Witness. ment of Justice one day trying to geta| The Chai s _ ) money aking,

been. ‘
- Q. Why 80

as it is.

ify the law?
all the time.

will ever notice it.
thinking that it is as serious a matter
He does not think that the

nity should give itself u
of traflic, would it not be a

He does it without

an appeal to me in behalf of Murray—

Q. Would you nof suggest, in regard
to that, that it would be better to mod-

A. Certainly; I have proclaimed that

to that kind
general

¥Yes; I only speak off.o
that to show you why 1 aske

for a

to intercede for Murray’s retention,
‘but I declined to do so0. '

said that I had no prejudice against

did I ask to have him removed.

py of Mr. Chasé’s report. 1 was re-
ferred to Mr. Chase. Mr. Chase told

A. That was the reason I gave, I|thatIwasinformed that—

Mg. Had you any conversation with |fore '
r. Chase 'about his investigation, | proffered to give

dum that was given te Mr. Chase for
the purpose of aiding him in the inves-

ought not to be lost, but ought to be
filed,

»

“C. B. Faris, in the spring of 1870, is-

Mr. Murray, and that I was very sorry | sued a warrant fop Joe Broughton. He
if he was implicated in this bad con- | was atrested by Jim MacStewart, a

iton demanded ‘to be tried be-

ommissioner. Faris, and" Faris

wtaote ‘a letter saving that these papers|

A. I refer . |
Louisyille, for instance, there is a dis-
tillery which makes daily four hundred

same influences. . The fact that the dis-
tillers make; so much whisKky, can ship
‘it out of the country without paying
any tax, and that the

ointed uuder those influences which L
ve named, the fact that there e sel-

h

who sell a pint of

_ ant, I understand
you 1o say, in the parts most remote

A. It seemed so, taking into consid-

ke about the citizens of 1

fﬂ' this: In the city of

have so much

whisky, or who take
an..old tea=kettle and g:m-hai.rr{:l-und |

Lo

e RN e

T

: general amnesty where warrants have | j,6 that the papers which he had were | tigation? o6 -~ | make a quart or a gallon of whisky—all -
Hh%;llg :gégf?ﬁgmﬁa %EEII;HE:u ﬂid{fﬂﬁg ﬁ??heglfgg ;ggt;rcﬁitn;;g men _charged | private ﬁiapgi'g, and had never been| :The Witness. Yes.  [Continuing to | these facts tend to much suspicion,
. ? .

was arrested in Letcher County, I
would C&]’l’L;tl‘l‘l% case to the Supreme
Court if it took every dollar 1 had in

the world. I would never suffer it. 1|general observance of law by the peo-
would resist 1t at the point of the bay- | ple of Kentucky. I suppose it is prob=

onet if it were necessary. It isa ter- |abiy true that inthat commuanitythere
rible degradation for a man to submit | was more or less

ouna

Mr. Stewart. The object of my in-
quiry was geniﬁane 1o what: the chair
asked

tle while ago about the

retailing of uor

to a drunken Federal” official Simply |'without license, and'more or less sell-

because he 18 an official, when the man
knows that he is entirely innocent, and |

i

ﬁn&‘ of tobacco without license.
" The Withess.

I’ suppose 80, 1n that

when he wants to prove by his neigh- | community as in other communities.

bors that he is not the man called for
in the warrant—it is a terrible degra-
dation, I say, for such ‘& man to be
drlsl,gged offt two hundred and fifty
miles.

Q. Was that man imprisoned on the
way Lnulﬂvilgg-, _ o -

A. that he was, just as

any other prisoner would be. =

understo

, ossibly lose an
1 1 ville. | | have all these papers. He told me Eﬂ,s malglen. yod deal of feeling, I have
,Q' 1112 Fﬂdu ’i“f ‘}Dﬁ;ﬁfgﬁﬁan 111';: s, Emf“??ﬁufﬁqi e lawt £ Q. How many miles was that? that they W[:I'ﬁ'h{lﬁ pﬁimbﬂ papers. Isaid that I ﬁ?ﬂ sur d, when all the
:\hﬂre ;3 rged ais g : A. tEEr Eﬁ" fhplll' ﬂsihu Iﬁl}ﬂn%ﬂg A. 1 domnot recollect howmany. He | " v Fyan, Did }; understand yon to | facts are considered, that there is no
ireld t: but I expect that j’ﬁﬁ b 40 151? ler aiil 'f S8 ”“*Ea showed me ' the paper. Then I asked say that the Attorney-General prom- | more resistance than there has been.
_ A ““c’h* h“ III;] e e ment ol the law. Xou have expressed |the Attorney-General: to  have Mr.|iséd vou that these papers should be|These meny,as a rule;. yield. readily.
~will find such ¢ E—I‘FEE amo Erd : th%re | the idea better than 1had.done. -Iin- | ohage flle the papers;but I have never | gjed? . | with the deputy marshal, and frequent=
pers. Twufuit t_é‘gﬁ Yglﬂél'g a?*%eéte din dﬂﬁﬂ Hﬂ.’?ﬂwm“% fﬁ thﬂif' In answer|peen informed whether that has been| “The Witness. I made the request, {1y go without any deputy marshal ac-
were some 10oriy . g vty to the question o e chairman as to | gone, - S but I never received any information | companying them. . ¥ go simply on
Whitley County, and were en 10 | whether these oflicials were endeavor- By Mr. Fyan: that they were filed. their honor, and report at,Louisville
Louisville on charges, as I am in-|ing properly to enforce the law, I say ‘ ' : ’ '

formed, from three to five years old
for some i:I:tty violations of the law
Many of them were as innocent of the
charges as babes. But when all the
fees were got out of the business, then
the district attorney recommended a
pardon for them, and they were all

@ A. find it. . But I think I took a memoran- | -
ardoned. These occurred two or| Q. They did not make the law, and 1he, P - mation have you to give to the com- cowplaints, go to the extent of en-
%]hree ﬁEEI.I'S ago. . they were executive officers. Was it %ﬁfﬂggﬁgiﬂ":ﬁa ﬂﬂn‘jfﬁglitﬁig El;uphg:é mittee as to tﬁe éxistence OI a system | al,ling you to say whether these com-
Q. How faris Whitley County Irom | their duty to sit by and sce the com-|of that character and satisfied me thag | ©f frivolous arrests and prosecutions | plaints werg founded principally upon *
Louisville? munity disregard generally the laws? |je was correct in his statement that under the internal-revenue laws of the | confessions derived from some of the

A. I expect it is about two hundred
miles, |

(nowing

putting money.

ent.

W

BH&. Van Alstyne:

h_a.%_lt.s of life, and their
sition to obey the law,
er that these complaints, frivolous and
stale, were really instituted and ar-
rests. made mu_n; for the. purpose of|

officers than forth

A. I shall have to read to vou
what the Commissioner o

these- people and their
eneral dispo-

O you consid-

‘the pockets of the
purpose of aprop-

no. They were simply hungering for
Pn‘:}ﬂic pap—looking for fees,
u

0 my

{)Mr. Stewart:
Do you think it was their duty to

gmsecuting these offenses at all?
03 not all. |

in
In&%“;lﬂ.l 1

i

had based his  judgment, when ha told
me the case mhﬂ a good deal worse
than what it had been represented to

me. He informed 1ie that the papers
on which his report was made were his

rivate papers, and had not been filed.
7 _Q.?I)id you ask tobe shown those pa-
ers 7 | i {
p'A.lYes, sir; he drew out quiteé a lot of

them, more, 1 think, than you have
here. Eltlb,t;i'],mﬂ.}r be the same papers.
They may have been afterwarid, l_eE._
I do not know about that. Dut he
showed me a paper. where Mr. Murray
had arrested a man in his oflice, or in
the building, and had c.harﬁed mileage,
and guards, and meals, and everything
else—constructive fees—from the ma?:g, 3
8=

remote home to the city of Lou

Q. Do you recolleét the name of the
man arrested? — -

A. No, sir; T do not. ! Ethink] took
a memorandum of it at the timey but I
had no'idea of being summoned here
until yesterday, and I did not look for
it. In fact I do not know where to

the thing was worse than I had repre-

led. I wanted the papers on which he{ read:)

previous; perhaps

personally any of these things.
"
your papers the menoraadum whic

arrant had is»lshqu some months
i, [}
~ +In the latter part of June, 1876, Gil-,
more, House, of Clay, was taken to
Louisville, kept a day in Loudon, but,
as warrant issued in Louisville, was
taken on to latter city.”” | .
" Of course 1 do not elaim to know

'H."W

The Ghairman. If you find amon

, !bu
{ of water to rink where any of

punched a fire, or who carried Ti::i?t
-this
stuff is made, is " technically a violator
of the law, and every one of these fel-
lows is hunted up.
Mr. Van Alstyne.
grain to these lﬁi{:it distilleries?
The Witness. Yes; or if he sells any

were hunted up and taken to the re-

you fook in referencé to the case to
which Chase referred (the arrest made
in Marshdl Murray’s office, and ‘the
mileage charged’ from the
hc;me),' will you, furnish’ it to the com-
mittee? P

.. The Wituess...I will, if I can find it.
[ should think that Mr. Chase would

By the Chairman:

Q.. From vour observation in: the
State of Kentucky, when you have been
traveling through different parts of the
State, and from the letters which you
have received frc_néa- our constituents
and others in that State, what infer-

United States, duringthe time covered
by the administration of Marshal Mur-

prisoner’s |

remotest part of the State. This has
made an ithmense t&ellnﬁ in
Lthat

-0f the State—a feeling

hand there is no disposition to ferret
out the frauds of the big distilleries,
where great frauds may be coammitted
and to prosecute for petty violations of

ing of account. That

for trial, and submit to the penalty.
Thatis what 1 allude to. 1 think they

when all the facts are considered.
By Mr. Van Alstyne; ..

N ot
1 r

rest upon direct proof—aliunde to the

KEvery anan who can be found. who

Or if he sells any %
grain to them. - All thesefellows; I say,

many parts
on the one

the law where the Government can not

have' been remarkably law abiding,

Q. Pid your observation, or the in-
formation which you have derived from

parties accused, or did the ¢omplaints

ted, for I had not dreamed of such 3 Tor
By Mr, Stewart: Revenue says, as embodying 'm s - ey n- | ¥ay, and up to the present tiime? : 0 | parties accused?

e &ere fhess mehponpinged LER ol YET ﬂ:gatggaﬁ;:?t itz ook Sk A. The information which I had, and| A. If I understand you correctly, I

A< XERIRK that nOBEOE HIEH WEre, . Instances Rave been brought to my By the Chairman: _ I tnink the prevalent bellef in the State | would say that many tﬁuea it was be-

Q. Then they couid not have been|attention where numerous prosecus “State more in detail the conver- | of Kentueky was, that there was'col- | Jieved that the warrants were issued
pardoned; you mean tnat the cases | tions have been instituted for the most -B-ﬂ?[ﬂn that vou had with Mr. Chase in | lusion between the district attorne n the. $t&tﬂm?nﬁ_. of pattics whold
were nolle prosequied. trifling violations of law, and the ar- rd to his investigation and why he | and the commissioner and the marshal | irrespoasible, of parties who had some

B - Reoct thamcuerrectinn. mThgnE rested Iparties taken long distances, | paq not filed the papers. YL for running up fees against the Gov=|personal: difficulty with the persons
e 0 lwtere nOEe.» | et vt aRd.su ted to t inconvenience| A 1think he szﬁd,. o had not béen re- | ernment, and that, instead éf attempt- | complained against, or who wanteda
were let go. | .

By the Chairman:
Q. "I.‘hey came under. that clause of
he. Attorney-General’s report, “Nolle
nied, quashed, or dismissed.”
es; that idea was the one that I
had when I tried to find the names,

prose
A.

our questien.
? Hr.qF

and expense, not
Government, but apparently for no
other reason than to make costs.”

~'Thatis thebest answer I can make to

the interest of the

yan. Was not this tobacco law
regarded as so obnoxious in those

uested to file the papers; that as both
&e men concerning whom he had re-
ported had been removed it was not
thought necessary to'flle the papers,
and so he had not done 80.

Q. Did he decline to show them to |

ing to execute the laws where the Gov-
_el':"ﬁtnent wag losing the most money,
they devoted their time to hunting up
cascs which would bring in the most
fees, - o |

Q. And those against what clags?

free ride, at the Government expense,
from remote localities to the city of
Lonisville, as witnesses. Is that any
| answer to your question?

Mr. Van Alstyne. 1 accept it asan
answer; but I thuu%ht it likely enough
that there would

: you? : A. Against the poorest and most|t e espionage,
residences, and offenses of pPersens|small communities where they grew |” A  No, sir; it was only for lack of | humble class in the State. - |that these officials might get hold of
charged with these petty violations In|tobacco that the people did not feel | (jme and inclination on my part that1| By Mr. Fyan: ' .| some simple fellow and get a confes-
1876. 1 wanted to make a clean slate | djsposed to obey it? as not that the | jid not through the whole batech of | . And to the neglect of the prose- |gion from him on which to  base
o e e Y0ines of the optaion |Ejiuyy 1. 1K1 the  law “was | inem, Teupposed shat s he wan st Calloh OLHhe B0 e e | UHEK Wathods. 1 five hAasBt such

o A8 _ | ‘ ‘ : where there w L ss. 1 have
tﬁt offenses had really been commit- ; an officer of the Department ke would v 11 y o heard ¢



