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Henry W. Genet Convicted.Sen¬
tence Deterred Till Monday.

Genet's View of His Case.What the
Jury fay.The Punishment to

Follow the Verdict.

THE COPPERMAN RECEIVING CASE.

The trial of Henry W. Genet was concluded yes¬
terday in the Court or Oyer aud Terminer. Mr.
Peckham, the prosecuting counsel, occupied some

two hours in finishing Ills summing up; alter
which Judge Daniels charged the jury, which toon
almost an hour. The jury were absent two and a

hall hours, and then brought in a verdict of guilty.
a verdict that fell like a thunderbolt on the ac¬

cused, and was hardly less startling 10 his host of
.friends and adherents. Motion was a*, once made
by Genet's counsel for his admission to bail pend¬
ing the submission of a bill of exceptions. This
application was refused, and Genet waa directed
to be given in charge of the Sheriff pendiug his
sentence on Monday, to wnicli time the Court ad¬
journed.
The farther hearing of the case of De Camp vs.

The New Jersey Mutual Life Insurance Compauy
was resumed yesterday m tlfle United States Cir¬
cuit Court belore Judge Nathaniel Shipman and
the Jury. The action Is to recover from the de¬
fendants $10,001), be.ug the amount of a policy
of insurance effected on the life of John I!.
De camp. Several witnesses gave evidence to
the effect that De Camp was a man of tem¬
perate habits. Counsel for delcndants summed up
the testimony, contending that De Camp died
from excessive indulgence in alcoholic stimulants;
that the policy was procured by misrepresentation
and fraud, an 1 by the suppression or facts neces¬
sary for the company to know, and that the pre¬
mium upon the policy had never been pa.d. Coun¬
sel for the plaintiff took the opposite view in a

very decided manner, and continued his address
till a late hour in the evening.
n. Martine, of No. 30 Varlck street, and E. R.

Robinson, of No. SMInetta lane, were yesterday
each held to bail in the sum of $2,000 by Commis¬
sioner Shields, to answer a charge of having
fraudulently obtained $60 on a check which was
made payable to the order of Ucury Roe, a voiuu-
teer In the Union army, to whom It was due as his
bounty money. The allegation in the complaint Is
that the defendants, knowing that the check had
been sent to Roe's dwelling, went there, got it
from the landlady, representing that it must go
througli, the Clearing House, and then forged Roe's
mark to the check, and put on their own endorse¬
ments.
In to-day's Jaw reports will be found an impor¬

tant decision of Judge Far.cher, of the Supreme
Conrt, in the Copperman case, recently tried in
the Court of General Sessions. It will be seen that
he grants a stay of proceedings aud sends the
case to the Supreme Court, General Term.

THE GENET TRIAL.

Summing Vp of Counsel.The Judge's
Charge.V ci'dict of Guilty by the
Jury.Sentence Deferred Till -Holiday.
A crowd much larger than oti any previous day,

since the beginning or the trial of Henry \V. Gcuet,
filled, yesterday, the cvurt room of the Oyer and
Terminer and the vestibule and hallways leading
to the court. The progress already made in tnc
case made it quite certain that yesterday would
conclude the trial, and, of course, there was iu-
ereasioir anrwty to l»o tu ut tut duutb. Genet,
wearing the same confident look, was in attend¬
ance, una his counsel with him, some time before
the arrival o! either Judge Daniels or the Jury. Mr.
Beckham, the prosecuting counsel, was also on
hand early, and immediately on the opening of the
Court, resumed his summing up from the day
previous.

srmming rr for tee pnosEcmov.
In resuming Mr. Peckham began by Erst calling

attention to the character of the crime charged,
claiming that 110 positive speech or act was neces¬
sary to constitute the crime. Demeanor, manner,
anytning which went to convey a faise belief, was
enough. A man, for instance, without saying a
word, hands over his check for goods to be deliv¬
ered, and it turned*out be had no acconnt in
the bank. There was a case where a baker
gave for a ticket calling for a certain weight an
underweight loaf. This was a false pretence. The
presentation through a third party ol a false
warehouse receipt had been held within the law.
In this case, when Mr. C.enet cahed on Mr. David¬
son, some months before, on the 4th of March,
a large sum had been obtained for iron, and,
as, in fact, it had not been delivered, that
money should have been in their hands. Besides,
there was the O'Donnell contract outstanding.
They had made provision for all the Iron they would
need, and more. How came Mr. Genet, having no
oificial position except that of couusel, to come lor
this liou ? lie asked them to look at the bill. Sup¬
pose It had been headed In the name of their fore¬
man with an item for cartage and the name of the
pastfour months, would any of them put any other
construction on it than that the goods nad been
delivered f It was plain that Genet dictated this
bill; he was to receive the money; he was a lawyer;
he knew that lie could not obtain the money uutll
the goods were delivered, except by the corrupt
action of ofilcers. But the defendant, when
pressed, said he would have interpreted this as a
Dill for iron to be delivered. Well, in a solemn pro¬
ceeding lie hud made a careful statement, with ttie
aid of counsel, that tins bill was made out "as if Hie
goods hud been delivered." He knew that as the
bill passed through the various offices they
would understand m m it that the goods had
already been delivered. It was a fraud In the
start. But it was onlv an "irregularity!" It was
cut cf that class of irregularities which had en¬
abled the t licit of million# from the county; which
had nearly doubled to every mun the cost of the
house that sheltered him. It was a neglect of
wholesome law to check fraud, its purpose was
fraudulent. It that was a I the Intent, to spend
the money for the purpose, but freed from the
trammels of law, that was a fraud, on that, alone
tiic-y must convict. They would Notice that the
defendant said he handed It to one of the Com¬
missioners. lie always spoke ot one ol the Com-
missiouers, and wlKta pressed the one Commis¬
sioners seemed to lie the "Boss." it was not the
Commissioners'duty to pay money.that was the
Comptrollers business.nor even to lot ward the
bill to the Comptroller. Mr. Scollon told them
that lie made out the pa'rolls and forwarded
them to to the Comptroller. The Commissioners
were simply to forward the bill. It was Mr. Genet
who forwarded the lull, whether by his own hands
or those of tnc Clerk or the Commissioners.V.T!:cn he got Hie bill he mc^nt it should go to the
Comptroller's office, and it did get there, if
through Mr. Corson's hands, wny was not be pro¬duced? Thence it went to the Mat or. as Mr, Genet
knew it would. If Mr. Hall's action was in any
Way influenced by the belief that this was an hon¬
est bill, that was enough, even If other elements
entered into it. All the stamps ami certificates
were merely ancillary to the bill. Mr. Hall told
them he would not have signed the wurrant with¬
out something to show It was a jnst claim on the
city. All the certification was to the truth of the
bill. The bill was the foundation of all the matter.Everything related to It, It was the uisin, con¬
trolling, important element lying before the Mayorwhen he signed this bill.,
At this point the prosecution stopped, and thedefence came in. They admitted an irregnlurity,but claimed that at some rime the defendant in¬tended to apply this money to the purpose forwhich ft whs drawn, and therefore, the fraudu¬lent intent, being ubHent, it was ai mere irregu¬larity. Ordinarily, the law presumed a niun In- '

tended what he did. Here thev >.»,. .of the fraud: the mn it,.., .v 'I1 - 'ACt

ft to Mr. Bcallon. Then i' -j prove it. he gave
cident," by w filch, when -*«®ro w*s a lucky "ac-
Mr. Corson nor Mr . this warrant came in, not
pened t e lie in '

. I weed, but Mr. Genet, hap-
Kindly office tnc comptroller's office, and the
cxplans* -r§ handed liltn this warrant. The
good .ion was hardly sufficient. \N ell, the
l" .-wire ordered in June, as needed. On the
.mot July Mr. Genet got this warrant. He toid

,*%cm that tie luid been several times to see Mr.
Davidson. The good* rotild have neon tarnished in
two or ihrce d*vs; there was a clerk to rcrrlve the
man«y, s mail »« baratoga, and a telegraph, but

tic warrant rtmained tn Mr. Genet's pocket; on
trie 3lst He drew the money. Why should lie, it
there were no intimation that Mr. Davidson
would be here, endorse this warrant iu Mr. David¬
son's name and change ttie warrant, safe In his
pocket, into blils the next thief might taker There
was a little peculiarity here, tuat he signed if not
as agent, his usual way of signing. Another pecu¬
liarity was, that on that very day the iron fur¬
nished by another party was belug hauled to the
Court House.

Mr. Heacli here Insisted that the O'Donnell con¬
tract was for different classes of iron

Mr. PeckhamsaUl there was a little discrepancy
in the description ol the goods; 111 one It was
..window guards," In the other it was "window
frames;" in the one. "iron neams;" in the other,
"irou timbers;" It was tor the Jury to judge.
There hud been spent on tills building several hun¬
dred thousand dollars.
Mr. Watcrbury here interrupted, saying that all

the money passing through Hcallou'a hands was
il&o.ooO.

.Mr. Pockham. after a brief Inquiry of Mr. Taia-
tor, stated that the amount paul out on ac¬
count of the Court House was $203,000, and there
were $40 ooo ol bills still pending unpaid.
Mr. Waterbury Insisted that this covered other

moucj s tiian those coming to Scallon.
Mr. Peckhain replied thai lie was speaking from

Mr. Scallon's evidence, ijttltc possibly tiiat was
false, but he w as the witness lor the defence.
Put ttier would notice that, according to Mr.
(icnet, he carried this large amount ot bills, when
lie drew ihem, direct to Mr. Davidson, while the
other proof was that he got the amount in July
arm offered It to Mr. Davidson in September,
and then be made a formal tender to a man with
whom he was on intimate terms. What should
he have, done then V The easiest thing was to
take the warrant back. Then there would be
a receipt for it an-i a record ol it. Then, If
other iron was needed, a new warrant to
other parties could - have been drawn in its
place. But Mr. Genet did not do this. With iron
oil ilie ground, furnished by o'Dontiell, he handed
this money to Pcallou. Scallon said he then or¬
dered the iron iroin O'Donnell A Diniond; but it
tunic l out Hie order on O'Donnell had been given
a mouth before the money was drawn and three
weens belorc the warrant was issued: but there
was no record, no memorandum, no bank deposit
of the amount.nothing but the bare, naked as¬
severation. Bo could not tell a place where he
got the large lulls changed to pay the men. Did
il.ey believe that if they had carried about $5,ooo
in large bills and t lien been forced to change
them, would they remember so tit tie about it ?
He argued that the whole story of the payment to
the men was an after thought. He was not liable
to the men. He simply approved tnc pay rolls,
and seut them to the comptroller. They remain
still tn the Comptroller's office as claims against
the eitv. It would be no defence to the city in an
action "by the workmen for their pay that Mr. Scal¬
lon had paid them with this money. The city had
never received credit for this money. lie did not
point out one man or one week's wages paid by it,
and not a memorandum, except, pos.-ably, some
time books. Mr. Pockham here calicd atten¬
tion to the faot that immediately on the
defeat of the young democracy the bin
for this Court House was passed. Mr.
Genet was appointed counsel to the Commis-
sioners.a useless oihce. lbs friends and relatives
were appointed on it; $88,000 passed tnrough his
bauds. and all the account he gave was, it was
all right. and lie did not give one single person
to whom lie paul it, except Mr. Scallon, one scrap
oi paper or of account in all this Immense
sum. There was an explanation or this, he
thought. The fact was that, at this time, Mr.
Genet's house was going up at ciils same time. It
had gone up to completion, while the Court House
had barely got over the foundation. Scallon was
the man who had the payment for both. Mr. Genet
knew nothing about the house; he only paid Mr.
Scallon. They hud one little item.Miller A Co.'s
bill for black walnut and lumber. Mr. Genet got
that warrant, and, curiously, the black walnut
found its way to Mr. Genet's stables. Since,
Genet told them he told bcallon that was wrong,
and paid tho price to scallon.not, let them notice,
to the city.

Mr. Pcckham, in conclusion, spoke of his own
position in the case. The District Attorney was
qniy prevented irotn being present by sickness,
lie was here lrom no personal feelings against the
deiendaut, but from ms duty as an officer ot the
law. lie closed by appealing to the jury, while,
taking lully Into account the importation of a ver¬
dict or conviction to the prisoner and his family
ana iriends, to remember the still greater Impor¬
tance to the geucral public of justice against
criminals, especially criminal officials. The de¬
fendant, it was true, was not technically an oill-
ciai, but was more. The public would watch care¬
fully their action upon tuc evidence wtiioh was be-
lore that public as well as before them.

C1JAIIGK TO THE JURY.
As soon aa Sir. Dcogham had concluded Judge

Daniels proceeded to cnnrge the jury, standing as
lie spoke, and the jury also standing. Alter stat¬
ing the substance ot the indictment he charged
that they must i>c satisfied that false representa¬
tions were made to the authorities and the Mayor
with Intent to cheat and defraud, and that their
influence procured the signature. The statute
had been read to them, and they would notice
that there were two classes ot cases
one where the crime was by lalse tokens or writ¬
ings ami the other l>y sisiple false representations,
lie (lid not think this came within the first class,
but ttiis bill might be cousidcred as a false repre¬
sentation. In tins case it was not essential to con¬
sider the first class 01 cases. It appeared by the
testimony that in May ot June. isTi. the defendant*
in consequence of some previous considerations,
applied to Mr. Davidson for work and materials for
Harlem Court House. It was important to inquire
w hether there was tnen a dawniug intention not
to get goods for the city, hot money from t tie city
for bis own friend, lie called their attention to
the lull itseir, in which mouths are mentioned
and m w hich there is a charge lor cartage. Mr.
Davidson testified there had been no picvious
dealings between him aud the Commissioners, but
this was tlie first dealing at the Instance 01 the do-
lenaant. The lorm of the bill was important for
their consideration. Mr. Davidson told them that
he could nut recall precisely what occurred, but
that this was made out in this form at the sugges¬
tion oi the defendant. The defendant denied tins,and denied that he suggested ttie putting on of
the months, as indicating that the goods had been
furnished, the inen to Judge which tolu the truth,
lie knew nothing In tnls case going to discredit
Mr. Davidson's testimony. If he had no motive to
misrepresent the transaction it was lor
them to judge at whose instance it was
made. It was an important circumstance in
considering the intent. In the contradictions
between him and Mr. Genet, they would remember
the urgent and cogent reasons leading the latter to
color the circumstances so as to exculpate htm. If
this bill were made out in this form, at the
lnstabce ot the defendant, the question arose,
Why was It bo? Was It to be ready to pay lor
goods ror the city or was it for the purpose of
enabling him to misappropriate moneys for the city i
If the Tatter, then the question was whetner
tills tutent followed the bill till it came before the
Mayor? Mr. Genet took away the hill, and thev
heard no more of It till it got into Mr. Coreon's
hands, the Secretary of this Board of Commission-
era. Ttie bill was before the Commissioners of the
Court House, and bears tlielr signature. It also
bears the endorsement of Mr. Scailon, .superintend¬
ent of the Court House ana of the defendant's
house, and it was a question for them whether lie
lent htmseit for any improper purpose, and
how far that would affect his credit. It would np-
pear that this bill was Intended to go betore the
authorities to persuade them that ttie-c goods had
been lurnlshed, and thus procure a credit or war¬
rant to Mr. Davidson. Direct evidence was not
needed in such cases. In this case the circum¬
stances warranted the conclusion that this hill
when put into Mr. Corson's hands was intended to
take the course it did take. It was an important
circumstance for the defendant whether
his connection with the bill ceased then,
or whether by any directions or acts
he forwarded It on its course to consummation.
Unless Mr. Corson himself were placed on the
stand ttiere could he no direct proof of what did
occur In tins re=pect. But U the defendant knew
this person and aid not call litui, then It was
for lliem to consider what effect his failure to
Ca'l him had; cr if the prosecution knew the
facts, anil Jailed lo call him, they would give
due weight to that omission. But in his
absence it was for them to determine from
flic circumstances whether lie put it in
Corson's hand, Intending that it should teach
the Muyor, and that he should get the warrant.
All the circumstances were to be considered in
this connection. The certificate attached to the
bill stated that i he goods had been delivered. He
recalled the testimony of the officers that, ac¬
cording to the course of business, the bill was a
necessary part of the voucher and the ordinary
course oi business in the Comptroller's office, and
especially the Auditor's testimony (bat he would
not have audited the claim without the
bill: hut, finding the bill and voucher together
and corresponding, he stamped It uh correct and
handed it to the Comptroller, from whom It went
to the Mayor. The question then arose whether
the bill had any Influence on the Mayor's mind In
Inducing htm to sign It. 'I boy remembered the

ilno ('testimony of the Mayor, thai ho dkf not examine
more than one per cent of the vouchers coming be-
lore him, but never signed a warrant unless
some voucher was before him showing the claim
to be a valid one against the city. Of
course lie spoke from habit arid not from
m mory. And It was a nuestlon for themwhether """ .*"whether this voucher was one qf the thingsliaieriuly Influence:" tue ihiuu of the Mayor. It

fjec-er-Hfti-y the Mayor should have read it.If this bill induced lilrn to believe there was a valid
claim against the city, that was enough. But Iflie veiled solely on the signature and stamp ol the
Comptroller and Auditor, then the case was not
made out. It was foj them to decide. This war¬
rant was inude oil the 14th oi July. It was re¬ceived by the defendant on fhc 17th. Mr. Genet
snvs he happened to he there, and hu at ton-
tlo'n was eailed to the existence of tho "war-
raut, and having authority from Mr. Davidson, ne
asked lor Hud got It. it was ror them to con¬
sider whether he had the authority of Mr. David¬
son, and whether he was there accldentlally or
camo there purposely for It, understanding It was

delivery. Ii he was there to intcceptready ror delivery. If lie was there to intercept
the warrant, and not to deliver It to Mr. David¬
son, but to put It in his own pocket
that was a very important consideration
They were bound to try and reconcile
those ctrcumstunces with the innocence
and good faith of the defendant; but If they car-
ried their minds to the conclusion x>t guilt they
were equally bound to the public te declare luetr
conclusion. He stated at length the circumstances
following the receipt of the wnrrant and the
two theories ia regard to tills.on the one hand
that It showed that he intended to pocket the

money, and on the other tnat It was a proof of
honest intent. The defendant admitted that lie
endorsed Mr. Davidson's name, bat claimed that
Le was authorized so to do. If his statement
was correct no inference could be drawn against
him from that one fact. But it was claimed that
this was an after thought, a:ul it was not till the
publication of the frauds that this was set up. It
was not till the latter part of August or the begin¬
ning of September that Mr. Davidson returned and
Mr. (ienet ottered the money to him, which was re¬
fused. It was for them to give proper weight to
that circumstance. It was after that that this money
was paid to Mr. Scaliou, us both testttied, and the
direction giveh as they stated. Whether there
was any intent to use the money lor the purpose
named was for tlieiu to decide, on it they might
take tuto account the fact that boiuo similar ma¬
terials had been previously delivered. He recalled
to them the testimony of ballon as to Ins order-
lug iron, and bis using the utouey to pay laborers
and his puttlug in bills lor the same pay. lie
recalled to them Mr. Genet's printed statements,
and charged them that If the defendant's evi¬
dence was reliable, or threw so much doubt on
the matter us to render their conviction unstable,
thyi must acquit. They must divest their minds
Tn"of any prejudice against the deieudaut and decide

the case solely on the evidence, giving the prisoner
the hcnellt of any reasonable doubt. On the other
hand, lie charged them earnestly that If they should
be convinced of his guilt beyond reasonable doubt
no consideration of consequences should lead
thein to fail in their duty. He dwelt at some
length on the special responsibility of officers, and
the necessity of holding them to a strict account¬
ability, and as to what waB reasonable doubt, lie
charged them that if they lound that the defendant
did set this bill in morion, with an intent to de¬
fraud, but that the lull alter all had no influence
on the Mayor's mind, then they could find the de¬
fendant guilty of an attempt to commit the crime.
Judge Daniels, in conclusion, passed on the re¬

quests of counsel to charge.
Mr. Waterbury added a few verbal requests, and

Mr. Beach took several exceptions.It was a quarter to two o'clock when the case
was given to the Jury, lly permission of Judge
Daniels, however, they were permitted to go to
dinner before being locked up.

WAJTtNU FOR THE VERDICT.
rpon the retirement of the Jury manv in their

impatience for the result expressed their disgnst
at the jury belDg allowed first to got their dinner.
The theory of these maleconteuts was, that had
the Jurv been sent at ouce to a room to deliberate
upon their verdict the growing pangs of hunger
would have resulted in a speedy verdict, whereas
under the seductive effects oi a lull meal they
would have been reversely slow and deliberate m
reaching their conclusions. However, there was
no other alternative thau patiently waiting the
course of events. Iu the course of an hour
the jury returned from their dinner and
were at once shown by Mr. Valentine,
the chief officer of the Court, to the mom
set apart for the juries of tills Court. Meantime
mere had been no diminution in the crowd iu at¬
tendance, but, if anything, the number had aug¬
mented. Manv gathered In knots both in the
oouTt room and out, and eagerly discussed the
probable verdict. Mr. Genet, with a lew of his

{icrsonal friends, sat In the small room adjacent,
le smoked his cigar and chatted with the utmost
seeming Indifference. An hour passed, and then
another, and hall of the third hour had passed, and
most from tbirdelay were arguing a disagreement
when suudeuly (here came the announcement that
the jury was coming in. There was quite a stir ou
this announcement. Judge Daniels came in, fal¬
lowed by Judge Brad.v, atid both took their scats
011 the bench. Genet fallowed, and then Ills coun¬
sel, and then Mr. Beckham, aud then came the
Jury.

Tnn VERDICT.
Every eye was directed to the jary. Genet looked

nt them as they took their seats, but nouc gave
back his glance.
"Gentlemen of the jury, have you agreed upon a

verdict," asked Mr. Sparks, the clerk?
"We have," auswered the foreman, rising.
"How say you, do you tind the prisoner at the

bar, Henry W. Genet, guilty or not guilty?"
"Guilty," auswered the foreman.
Upon this announcement Genet turned pale and

gave a gasp as if lor breath. In a moment he re¬
covered himself, and then, taking out a toothpick,
begau chewing on it as if utterly indifferent to the
utterance of a single word upon which hung bis
future destiny.
Mr. Waterbury asked that the Jury be polled,

and tliey each answered, "That Is my verdict."
Judge Daniels directed the verdict to be entered,

"Gmity of the cbarge contained in tlio indict¬
ment."

MOTION FOP. STAT OF SENTENCE.
Mr. Beach moved for a stay of sentence until

Monday to give time far preparing ihc bill of ex¬
ceptions. Meantime he would apply to the Court
to take ball for the prisoner's appearance, pend-
lng the disposition o! the case.
Mr. Beckham made no opposition, but referred

the matter to the District Attorney's office.
Assistant District Attorney Allen being sent for,

soon arrived and objected to the proposal as un¬
usual.'
Mr. Beach complained that the severity of an im-

prlsonment pending the bill of exceptions was un-
necessary and a nardshlp.
Mr. Aden said he would not consent, but the

Court might exercise its discretion.
Judge Daniels said, ir the District Attorney con-

seuted, he might allow bail, but, as it was, the
case should take t.ic usual course, and the defend¬
ant must remulu lor the present iu the custody of
tuc sheriff.

After the Verdict.Interview jvith Mr.
Genet.

Alter the adjournment of tUe Court Mr. Genet
and lils counsel, Messrs. Beuch aud Waterbury,
withdrew into Hie adjacent court room, which was

unoccupied at the time. The rush of the crowd
after them was something terrific; hut the officers
of the court, who stood guard at the door, were
equal to the occasion, and denied admission to ail,
except a few of his tnends. Deputy Sheriff Shields,
who seemed as unconcerned and seir-posscseed as
though he were going on a pleasure excursion
with Mr. Genet instead of taking him Into custody
as a convicted prisoner, gave orders to admit the
llinxi.D reporter Into the sanctum, and the officer
meekly obeyed this order. The scene in this room
was remarkable by the strained expression of
anxiety and the flusn of excitement that could be
seen in everybody's face. In one corner sat Mr.
Genet with his counsel. They were talking to him In
a low, Inaudible tone. They seerued to be but little
affected by the adverse termluatlou of the trial,
and could not have been more phlegmatic if the
result had been a victory instead of being a defeat.
In the other part of the room generally set apart
lor the spectators sat some hall dozen political
friends of Mr, Genet. They were silent and looked
atone another In a decidedly cheerless manner,
llr. Beach finally broxe the heavy oppressive
silence by asking for the official stenographer, but
one of the officers luformcd blm that he
was gone. Mr. Waterbury rose, and shaking
hands with Mr. Genet, said coolly, "Good
evening. Mr. Genet!" to which Mr. Genet
replied In bis usual manner.the only change
that had come over him was that his iace was
slightly noshed and las voice rather husky."Good
evening to you!" Mr. Beach's parting from his
client was equally affecting. When they had leit
Mr. Genet drew on his heavy otercoat and shook
himscit as though he would shuku off any leeliug
of uneasiness or nervousness that might have
mastered blm for tlie moment. Me stepped lor-
ward, and, in the samo tone or voice in widen he
might have asked some friend to take a drink
witn htm, he said to Deputy .Sheriff .snields:.
"Well. Mr. Shields, l am at your disposal."
Mr. Shields returned Mr. Gcnet'R smile by an¬

other smile.such a smile as only Deputy Sheriffs
are capable ol when they take a prlsoner'lnto cus¬
tody preparatory to conducting hiiu to .Sing Sing
or to Black well s Island.and without taking hold
ol his prisoner walked out. followed by the Ukkai.d
reporter, several Deputy Sheriffs aud a num!>er of
the prisoner's friends. There was still a very largecrowd waiting outside on the staircase, aud theyall craned their necks to get a view i f Mr. Genet
as lie came out. "Mere he is, here In* Isl" some¬
one cried, and everybody made a rush at the pris¬
oner. Mr. Genet kept his temper peifectiv ah/u.v
hands with ami smiled at all whim he knew,
and eecmeu as unconcerned as if an tiu.-s commo¬
tion were intended as an ovation to mm. IDs
broad, burly frame moved lightly and gracefullythrough the crowd. He had polled out a cigar be-
fore he emerged iroin tne court room, and now he
stopped to light It comfortably. He pulled It with
seeming gusto and kept at (he same time talking
to Mr. shields, who treated the prisoner with the
utmost kindness and consideration, and showed
that he could accompllan a difficult and disagreea¬
ble duty with promptness as well a* with delicacy.Mr. Genet shook bands with the Hkiuld re¬
porter, when the latter addressed mm and said,
lightly, "How are ton"'
The reporter acknowledged the polite Inquiryand said"This la a pretty severo verdict, Mr.

Genet."
"Von, it Is," Mr. Genet replied, with a comfort¬

able puff of his cigar, aud walking briskly through
the l ark.
"Did you expect this verdict 1" the reporter ven¬

tured to usk.
"No," Mr. Genet replied, coolly, with another

puff of his cigar, wiiich he seemed to relish
greatly. "No, I certainly didn't expert It."

"I see von bear up against It pretty well," the
reporter added, with aoine hesitation, for he felt
that any conversation, under the circumstances,
must needs be or a very painful character.

"Well, It can't be helped," Mr. Genet answered
philosophically, and as though he were making an
effort to appear as stoical as possible. There was
a certain spasmodic twitching of the lips, how¬
ever. and a strained, palnrnl expression of the eye
which, for the moment, sadly belled Ills appear¬
ance of nonchalance and Indifference.
This was all that Mr. Genet said. He repeated,

"It can't be helped," with a shrug of his shoulder,
ami stepped quickly Into the coach, which stood
ready at the corner, opposite A. T. Stewart's store.
Mr. Shields and Ills deputy sheriffs stepped in after
him, and the coach rattled away through the mud.
Any Indifferent passer by who saw Mr. Genet en¬
tering the carriage would have scarcely thought
that the humble, modest looking man who accom¬
panied hini held htm in custody,Mr. Genet was diiven to several places where he

had business, and Anally to his house, whore he
Bpent the night in charge of the deputy shertilh.

What the JnroiJ May.
A Herald reporter saw several of the jurors

after tliey had been discharged. He was Informed
by one of them that the jury had passed a resolu¬
tion not to divulge any of the secrets of the jury
chamber. (Several of the more communicative
Jurymen made, nevertheless, lengthy statements,
irom which that of Mr. Valentine Schneider, juror
No. 6, is selected as the most comprehensive.
Mr. Schneider said that when the jury re¬

tired an luformal ballot was taken, the result
of which wa« nine for conviction and three for ac¬
quittal; then, utter a long discussion about the
various points of law involved In the ea«e, they par¬
took of luncheon. Another vote was taken, IX
being for conviction and one lor acquittal and the
next vote showed that the entire jury were ready
to render a verdict of "guilty." A formal ballot
was then taken, ull the l2 voting "guiliy," and a
tesolutiou was passed enjoining the strictest
secrecy 111 rcgurd to ull that hart been said and
done In the jury room upon all the members of
the jury. There was a long and comprehensive
discussion of Lite case belore this result was
reached, as they did not want to act hastily. Mr.
Soimeiler gave it as ids opinion that Mr. Gcuet
fcad as lair a judge and as fair a jury "as over a
prisoner had before." There was not one man in
the jury room, he thought, who would not rather
have rendered a verdict of "not guilty" if he
could have done It with a clear conscience, ana
they all felt sympathy and pity for his
amicted family. However. they had a
duty to perform and they performed it. The main
point wbicn gave rise to discussion, he said, was
the question whether the defendant had obtained
tne signature (o the warrant with a lraudulent In¬
tent, and as soon as this question was settled ull
the jury were ready to vote lor conviction.

JUDGE DANIELS ON THE PUNISHMENT.
A Herald reporter called on Judge Daniels in

his private room in order to ascertain the maxi¬
mum punishment to w hich the prisoner could be
sentenced under the verdict. Judge Daniels re¬
ceived him very courteously and said the maximum
sentence was live years 111 the state Prison and a
line ol tour times the amount of tho warrant, about
$20,000.

THE COPPERMAN CASE.
Stay of Proceeding* Granted Upon a
Writ of Error.The Case to Go to the
Supreme Court, General Term.Im¬
portant Opinion by Judge Fanchtr,
The case of flyman Copperman, who was tried In

the Court of General Sessions ou the charge of re¬

ceiving stolen goods and found guilty, elicited at
the time, from the peculiar circumstances sur¬

rounding It, a good deal of attention. Ex-Mayor
A. Oakey Hull and Mr. William F. Ilowc, the counsel
for the accused, having confidence in the legal
points raised in his defence, moved for a stay of
proceedings upou a wr.t of error. This motion was
argued at length before Judge Fancher at Supreme
Court Chambers, Mr. Russell, Assistant District
Attorney, appearing in opposition. Judge Fan¬
cher gave Ills decision yesterday iu the case

grautiug the stay. His opinion setting forth his
decision embraces, as will l>e seen, a review of
some interesting legal questions:.

OPINION OF JUDGE FANCHER.
The prisoner was convicted at the General Ses-

slous 01 New York of receiving stolen goods. The
verdict ol guiliy was accompanied with a recom¬
mendation to mercy. The prisoner is a pawn-
broker, and had previous to ttie trial been the
president of the trustees of a Jewish syuagogue.
The thief who stole the goods was the chler wit¬
ness. Ho testified that lie sold them to the pris-
oner for an inadequato price. The prisoner, ou
the other hand, testified that the goods were
pawned and uot sold to him. The thiar said he had
sold the prisoner goods before. He was asked hs
to the goods In question, whether he sold them or
pawned them, aud answered "sold them." lie
stated that a year before be went to the prisoner
"to pawn some goods," and did then pawn
them. The District Attorney at this point
inquired of the witness as to former
transactions, aud after he had testified
in answer to several questions the District Attor¬
ney linked this question:."(J. What was said be¬
tween you and Copperman on the occasion ol the
iir-1 interview?" This was objected to by the pris¬
oner's counsel, allowed by the Court and the pris¬
oner excepted. it is theii stated lu the bill or ex¬
ceptions as lollows:."It is atrreed that all which
was said between the accused aud the witness as
to transactions prior to the one In the indictment
comes in under the exception." The witness was
thereupon interrogated and auswered as to the
conversations between hint and the accused touch-
tug former transactions. They were isolated trans¬
actions. None of them related to that respecting
which the indictment was found, nor did tliey
prove any general or continuous arrangement be¬
tween the accused and the thief. The evidence
thus given must have had much

INFLUENCE CPON THE JURY,
and the questiou raised upon the bill of excep¬
tions is, Was it competent ? The statute (3 U. N.,
.Oth ed., p. 059, sec. 78) reads:."Every person who
shall buy or receive in any manner, upon any con¬
sideration, auy personal property of any value
whatsoever, that shall have been leloulously taken
away or stolen irom any other, knowing tne same
to have been stolen, shall, upon conviction, be
punished," Ac. Tho essence of the crime is tho
guilty knowledge of the accused that the goods
specified in the Indictment had been feloniously
taken or stolen.whether evidence tending to
show ills knowledge of other thefts be admissible,
as competent to prove the crime charged, is a dis¬
puted question. A inaiority of the Court in People
vs. ltando (3 Park., Cr. 330) held such evidence
admissible. There was a dissenting opinion by
one ol the Judges; and, as nppcurs by a note
to the report oi the case, the Judge who
delivered the prevailing opinion afterward
said that he considered the question an open one.
in McNTIt's case (1 City Hall Recorder, p. 8) it
was held that evidence In such a case that the
prisoner had purchased other goods of the tlilor
not contained in ilie Indictment is improper, but
that a general understanding between them to
receive stolen property is admissible. In Roglna
vs. Oddy (5 Cox C. C., 210; see 3 Urceni. on K?.,
note, re'ded., p. IT), upon a charge of telonlously
receiving stolen goods, It was held that tne pos¬
session of other so'.en goods not connected with
the immediate charge was uot admissible In

PROOF OK GUILTY KNOWLEDGE,
as it could not lead to any such conclusion, but, on
the contrary, was quite consistent with the suppo¬
sition that ou the former occasions the goods had
l»een stolen by the prisoner himself. The principalfact In issup on the trial of the case under exam¬
ination was the guilty knowledge of the
accused respecting the goods mentioned
iu the indictment. The collateral tacts
or nets nnd conversations as to other
goods received previously were offered to bo
shown and received in evidence, upon the ground
that they bore upou the question of the intention
of the prisoner as to the goods covered by the in¬
dictment. It has been said, lu respect to such col¬
lateral evidence, that no precise rule has been laid
down. (Rex vs. Salisbury, 2 Rush, on t'riinos, 770,
third cd.: 3 Grcenl. KY., sec. 1ft.) It would seem
that If the Drevlons conversations show an under¬
standing with the ttnci or a knowledge ol his crime
tney are admissible; but ir they are In substance
consistent with the supposition that the person
receiving the goods wa- not made acquainted with
and said nothing to indicate a Knowledge ef the
felonious taking or theft of them, he Is not, byinconsequential inference merely, to be held guiltyof the knowledge oi the unlawful talcing or theft.
Conversations prior to the act charged cannot be
competent unless tliey prove that the thief com¬
municated his own crime or that the
receiver admitted his knowledge of the
same. If the conversations come up to that grade
they are competent (18 PeterH, 3uo; Hosco's
Crim. Ev.j 878; :i Greeni. Ev., sec. lfii; but If theyfall short of that standard they should uot be
allowed to perplex or influence the jury. In ints
case some of the eon versa Hons admitted under
the prisoner's objection and except ion were con¬
sistent with the prisoner's Integrity. For exam¬
ple, on one occasion he said, "you come back
sga:n soon." This may have be«u lionesti* re«
marked, with a view of ascertaining whether

THE GOODS tVcnK HONESTLY ACQUIRED.
ODblcer occasion, whea the witness was askedw. .nviivm M aar.ru

1? "a certain "class of goods" could be obtained for
the accused, It would seem that the intention was
to have purchased some goods of a particular
kind. It would natuially be supposed lie intended
to have such goods purchased, and not stolen. It
is a violent inference to suppose the accused in

t0..i'?v® ft!e. 8'»ods Stolen. A selection of
color In silks would not probably be Indicated by

tllcy_Bh lU'd be stolen. I am not
sure that the prisoner was not prejudiced bv the
doubtful testimony thus given at ttio trial, arid I
think lie should have a stay of proceedings until
the question can be examined arid decided bv the
V*U*ral ferw of tupj court, bo ordered.

SUPREME COURT.CHAMBERS.
Decisions,

By Judge Ingraham.
Simon vs. Tlanlon, Oauuibaeher vs. McNaniara,

Ravaru va. curlsti, Heluiau vs. Abraham..Motions
granted.

By Judge Fanclicr.
The People, Ac., vs. Copperman..Writ of error

and stay of proceedings granted. (Sec opinion.)
SUPREME COURT-GENERAL TERM.

Oreliloni.
By Judges Ingraham, Brady, Barrett and Fancber.
Arctic Insurance Company va. Austin et ai..Mo¬

tion for reargument granted.
Leonard et al., executors, va. Bell et al..Judg¬

ment ordered for plaintiffs declaring the provision
01 the thirteenth clause of the will void, plaintiffs'
coats to he paid out of the estate. Opinion hy
Judge Ingrahuui.
Perkins vs. thjuler Order appealed from affirm¬

ed, with 110 costs. Opinion by all the Judges,
Judge Barrett dissenting.
Conboy vs. Jennings et al..Dccroe of Hurrngute

reversed, with costs, and judgment rendered, di¬
recting the Surrogate to admit to probate the pa¬
pers signed by testator and two wltnosses.
The People cx rel. the Bank or British North

America vs. The Commissioners of Taxes, and two

otner caws..opinion t>y judge Fancher..Judg¬
ment for respondents, with costs.
Hie People ex rel. Navarro vs. Green, Coraptrol-

troller..Opinion by JudKe Brady..Motion to Htrike
out frranted In pari, according to opinion.
Woods vs. The People..Opinion by Judge Bradv..

Judgment affirmed.
Heldiug vs. Lelchard..Opinion by Judges Fan-

cher and Brady.Decree or surrogate uillriuod,
with costs.
Bloss vs. Chittenden, Administrator..Opinion by

con Bairett,~Judgment for defendant, with
Barry vs. The Mutual Life Insurance Company..

opinion by Judge Foncher..Order appealed fri in
reversed, with costs.
n.,*lla,.t, ""J <'thor8 V8- Piatt..Opinion by Judge
uarrett..Motion for a new trial denied, with costs.
uentz vs. Thuber.Opiuion by Judge Brady..

Verdict set aside and new trial ordered; costs to
abide event.

I! i V. e °r* V9, Carpenter et al..Opinion
. '>a,rrett.Judgment aillrmed, with costs.

r,.( olnVlllMt.rat,0r' V9- K<J?ar et aI..Opinion
n Brady..Judgment atllrrned, with costs.

I he People ex rel. Broadway and Seventh Ave-
a °ia /

Company vs. The Commissioners of
luxes and four other cases.Opinion by Judge
lngrahaut..Judgment for the respondents and
writ quashed, with costs lh eaeh ease.

I he People ex rel. Paeitlc Mail Steamship Com¬
pany vs. ihc Commissioners of Taxes..(minion
by Judge Ingralmm..Judgment for plaintiff, setting
aside assessment and directing the Commissioners
to correct the assessment by deducting the value
of the personal property out oi the State unless
the Commissioners elect to accept the amount ad¬
mitted liy the relators in schedule 0. In such case
tuc assesameut will be aQlrineil for tbat amount.

SUPERIOR COURT.SPECIAL TERM.
Decision*.

. By Judge Frccdman.
Ronalds vs. The Mechanic National Bank..Mo¬

tion granted and action referred.
Payne vs. The Forty-second street and Grand

Street Railway Company..Motion to strike out
certain ausaers in the deposition dcuied.
Arnold ct al. vs. Keycs..Motion granted.
Coe vs. Davis..Order for judgment ana for ref¬

erence to ascertain damages, Ac.

lOUiiT OF CCWIMCN PLEAS-SPECIAL TERM.
Decisions.

By Judge Loew.
Barry vs. Spellman..See niemoranric..
W hite vs. Whitney..Motion for further bill of

particulars denied.
Ilnuser vs. lienmng,.Motiou to continue injunc¬

tion domed, without costs.
Meyer vs. Meyer..See memoranda.
Ripley vs. Dixon..Motion to place canse on spe¬

cial calendar granted. *

Garraghan vs. Wilson..See memoranda.

COURT OF CENE8AL SESSIONS.
Cliilil Killing and Conviction of Man¬

slaughter in the Fourth Degree.
Before Recorder Ilackett.

At the opening of the Court yesterday His nonor
proceeded to charge the jury in the case of George
Rose, who was charged with causing the death of
a little child by throwing a small hatchet at him
Ihey found a verdict of guilty of manslaughter In
the fourth degree, and recomme tided Rose to
merer. J he Recorder directed the defendant to be
remanded till Monday. This verdict gives Ills
Honor a wide discretion In that punishment.

Burglaries anil Larcenies.
Willielm Jacoby, who was indicted for bnrglari-

ously entering the house ana store or Morris
Exieracr, No. oi Canal street, on the 24th of Novem
her, and stealing $3 in money, pleaded guilty to
burglary in the third degree. He was sent to the
Penltent.arv lor four years.
George Robertson pleaded guiitr to the same de¬

gree of crime, the charge being that on the 1st of
tl.ls month he broke into the hat store of Edward
Miller and stoic hats and umbrellas valued at >200
The sentence was three years and six months in
the state Prison.
George Flynn was tried and convicted of grand

larceny in stealing $188 from the liquor store of
Mortimer shay, No. 62 Last Broadwuv, on the 12th
last., and sent to the State Prlsou ior four years
and six months.
Ella Johnson was found guiity of stealing a silver

watcli and a gold chain, on the 28th or February
belonging to Joseph L. Contrell, at whose house
she was employed as a servant.
George Nieruey. who, on the 13th of November

stole a pack ol dry goods valued at $*>4 from a
pedlar named Samuel Pollock, while in a Roosevelt
street drinking saloon, was found guilty

1M>oaeTtU

These prisoners were each sent to'the State
Prison for three years.

ovate

Henry Smith, who, 011 the 10th of November, stole
a gold watch and chain from Charles W Biohm
Pleaded guilty to an attempt at grand larceny
.A0jj'\ McCoy also pleaded guilty to the same gradeof crime, the charge against him being that 011 the
6th Inst, he stole a coat worth *00. tue property of
Peter itenaldson. r 1 ,U1

Mary Ann Watts, alias Mary Wilson, charged with

Shff. ffi'JKfcT""8amj .»

JSSWS chTinW\SndnaCclodthTes\teonthe 22d of November, the propcFty of EdwardTrndo, pleaded guilty to un attempt.
l.'sii'li nf 4 Iia mLi.ca 1 1I

1 ® J ..H Ul<tvlfl|/t|

thO»°J nifenn°fle",n^me<1 Pris°bcrs were sont to
nnlea«r!f.)!r si* months.
mm

* J vuio U.1H4 niA luuillllfl.
Thomas Williams pleaded guilty to an attemnt

at grand larceny the allegation being that, on The
7th of this month, ho stole $60 worth of'miscef-p£Sr/Aeon£'n* t(> fdoipn Tarvenferlaneous. -v. auu.j,,, larvemer

SonThT ^ l° thC State Prison Tor eighteen
John Roberts, Indlctqd for stealing wearing nn

pai el, valued at $30, on the 22d of Novembl?"
petty larcenv!"10n N' LttUC!l8tcr' P'^ded guilty ¥0

Tilly Seymour, who stole $32 worth or Jowelrr
LKW OD the 12tu ort,1,s month, pleadedguilty to petty larceny. Theso prisoners were sent

to the Penitentiary for six months.
^resent

James Armstrong ta boy) pleaded gnlltv to
snatching a pocketboox containing $1 50 from ElliS
Ann Smith. He was sent to the House of Refuge.

TOMES POLICE COURT.
Diamonds Deep In the RlFer.

Before Justice Blxby.
Peter Nooney, an ambnlance driver of Beflevne

Hospital, was held in $1,000 bail by Justice Blxby
yesterday, charged with stealing a diamond stnd
worth $500 from the dead body ofJames Armstrong
a resldeut of Brooklyn. The facts or the case re'-
veal a peculiar state of things. The deceased, who

»
eminently respectable gentieniau, named

James Armstrong, of Brooklyn, came by Ids death
in a manner unknown, the iirst intimation of
. rtm1eml9c Being the finding of his remains
by Officer Blair, or the Second precinct. When the

wa^ ,onn<l TBree diamond studs, valued at
$.>00 each, were found in the bosom of the de¬
ceased s shirt, but, strange to say, when the bodr
arrived at the Morgue only two of the valuabl-
stones were to he found. The evidence is entirely
circumstantial, based on the fact that when the
dead body was found three diamonds were found
In the shirt bosom, and when the body arrived
at Bellevue Hospital only two of the brill-
hints were to be met with. The deceased
w*99 man of large wealth, and at the time
oflils death wfl.» on he eve of his marrlago. Ills
body was found olT the Battery, and the mifnuer of
his death yet remains a secret.

An Ex-Convict at His Old Tricks.
John Otis, alias Cock-Eyed Jack, a late arrival

from Sing Wng, was cleverly caught by Officer
Dennlson, of the Second precinct, while loitering
suspiciously in the hallway or 149 Pulton street
lie denied all knowledge of any had intent but mi
being searched in the station house several ske?"
KnWpSUST lav08"Katjll« instruments were

COURT OF APPEALS CALENOAR.

1 lie idlowing is the Court of Appeals day eaten-
day lor December 22:.N03. 172, tit#, 70, 87, 181 170
165, 164, 148, 173.
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UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT.
Decisions,
Washington, Dec. 19, 1878.

No. lfli. Solomons vs. United States.Appeal
from the Court of Claims..'Tne appellant was un¬
der a contract to deliver at Camp Fiimore, to the
United States, 12,000 bushels of corn between Sep¬
tember, 1HC4, and May, 1866, at such times and in
such quantities monthly as the quartermaster
might direct. He delivered 0.000 bushels, but the
balance was not called for and was not delivered.
Hut in September, 1806, he offered to deliver the
balance, and 87,430 pounds were received, as he
sapnosed and nlicges. The government contends
that the department declined to receive it on ac¬
count of the contract, but that a clerk was author¬
ized to accept or any amount required for the time
being. Meanwhile a portion of the corn was in¬
jured In the hnrrackn. The department tendered
pay (which was relumed) for the amount received
by authority, and claimed that, the claimant hav¬
ing stored his own grain nt the cutnp, without any
responsibility of the government, the damage was
Id-own loss The Court below so found, and gave
Judgment only lor that sum tendered and declined.
1'he error hero assigned Is that the Court erred In
not holding that the amount of corn delivered was

duly recelvod by the department. T. J. D. Fuller
for oiatmaut; c. II. Hill for government.
No. lex Shrewsbury vs. Tbc United States.Ap¬

peal from the Court of Claims..The claimunt
alleges that he had a special contract with the
government, made with an officer of the proper
department, duly authorized to contract, to trans¬
port all the military stores and supplies on the
route from Kansas and Missouri to Mew Mexico
rrom May to .septemoer, isas, except such as the
government might carry by its own means, and

sued 10 recover damage* for an alleged breach of
the contract, averring that, aiterwards, a million
pounds of such supplies (corn) were transported
by one Fuller, under an arrangement with the de¬
partment. The damages were laid at $70,000. tbe
claimant setting forth great expeusc In preparing
to pei form the contract and corresponding losses
by the iioa-fullilment. The Court dismissed the
petition, holding that tbe contract was not vio¬
lated ; that the corn transported by Fuller was
simply a delivery 01 corn purchased ol him by tho
department, and did nor, in any way, effect the
contract. The appeal malutains that It was not a
case of sale hut ol bailment. Peck, Durant and
Homer for appellant; C. 11. Hill lor government.

THE PHESISEHT'S MESSAGE.
Manifest Destiny as Treated by the Londda

Leader Writers.

[From tbe London Times, Dec. 4]
We should, perhaps, be scarcely Justified In at¬

tributing to General Grant the random character
of the paragraphs which make up his Message as
telegraphed. As It is laid before us we see him
touching on a subject and then dropping it, to re¬
turn to It again in a later part ol his communica¬
tion to Congress. The Cuban question thus ap¬
pears, disappears and reappears. As wo have
already expressed our dissent from the claims put
forward by the President on behalf of tbe
national flag It Is but rlgbl we Bhoulil record
our satisfaction at the moderation of his views
In respect of Cuba itself. There is not a word
to indicate a desire to annex the island, or even to
intervene forcibly in Its disputes. This re¬
serve is tho more praiseworthy, since It is
apparent that the President has not lost
his old hankering af.er the extension of tho
nowcr of the Duion in the Mexican Gulf, ir
there is now no recommendation to purchase St.
Thomas or to accept the soveieignty of the
bay of Samana, he desires that the application
ol the government of St. Domingo ior tho pro¬
tectorate of the United States may be considered.
But with respect to Cuba General Grant goes little
further thau to express a hope that slavery may
soon disappear from the island, and with it the
bloody struggle ot which it Is a principal cause.
He insists, indeed,, upon the necessity of making
the slavc-iioldlng aristocracy of Cuba subordinate
to the orders of the home government, or, falling
in ihis, of preventing their using the name and
authority or Spain as the means of upholding their
own misrule. So lar the opinion ol England will
unreservedly support his policy. Spain must con¬
trol Cuba, or Cuba must be separated irom Spain,
and a iree creolo Republic established in the
island to replace the authority of the mother
country.

[From the London Dally aews, Dec. 4.]
President Grant lias been fortunate in meeting

Congress with Hie news of this diplomatic victory
in his hands. The vigorous nctlon of Ills govern,
rneut, from the moment tho new3 of the outrage
was received, is certain to meet the full approval
of the representative body. It Is very possi¬
ble that the diplomatic settlement is not
entirely acceptable to a section of the Amer,
lean people. Annexation Is always popular,
and tne seizure of Cuba, as a fair prize
of war, has come so near to possibility, or even
probability, that some oisappoiutmeut will be felt
as the prospect vanishes away. Ten days ago
everybody In New York seemed to have reached
the conclusion that the annexation of Cuba was
inevitable. We do not hear so much nowadays
about ..manifest destiny" as wc did in the old
times of Southern predominance; but popular
opinion in many parts of the United States has
long regarded the spicndld Island which keeps
the gates ol the Mexican Gulf as a predestined
mcmucr of the confederation of the stars and
Stripes. There has beendess of this feeling since
slavery was abolished; but the Cuban Junta at
New York has kept It alive, and Hie terrible records
of Spanish cruelty made public In the "Book of
Blood," an account of which has been given
In the current number of the Edinburgh Review^
have destroyed all sympathy with the rule even
of a Spanish republic in Cuba. Tbe high¬
handed violence shown In the execution of
the crew of the Virginius found the Ameri¬
can people not merely indignant, hut not
Indisposed to action. General Grant's decisive
and peremptory course, his. preparations lor war,
bis ultimatum to the Spanish government, las re-
lusal to extend the time for compliance with his
demands beyond the 27th of November, had tbe
completest upnrovai of tho public, and will cer¬
tainly have lull endorsement by Congress. The
telegram Irom our New York correspondent which
wo publish to-day shows that an excellent
effect bus already been produced in Cuba Itself,
and tHat some conciliatory steps linvc already
been taken by the Captain General. The distinc¬
tion the President bus drawn between the SpauisliRepublic and the slaveholders who, as he says,"while maintaining a political connection withthe Republic, defy its authority," and Ills
emphatic declaration that this evil mast be abated.Indicate a disposition to interfere lu Cuban affairs
ir a lit opportunity should arise. Such an inter¬
ference. especially If it were undertaken in no un-trtendly spirit to the government at Madrid, would
perhaps be popular in the United States. Indeed,had President Grant announced r loss moderate
policy than he has adopted it might have met with
considerable support. There are thousands of men
un and down the country, and a good many even
In Congress Itself, who would nave preferred a
fight and an annexation, though a kindred gov¬ernment in the Old World had been tumbled overlu the struggle.

[From the London Morning Post, Doc. 4.]
The President Is earnest ami emphatic In the ex¬

pression of his opinion that It is in some way the
duty of the United states to insist upon, and per¬
haps to aid, the Spanish government In eiTcctlng a
removal or the cause of these troubles. The United
States, he says, arc not hostile to Spain,
but. they arc hostile to slavery, and they
have a bitter quarrel with the slaveholders of
Cabs. These slaveholders are the enemies ailkoof the Spanish government and of the UnitedStates. We refer our readers to the remarkablewords which President Grant usca upon this sub¬
ject. Tueyare rattier unaccustomed words fromthe mouth of an American Kxecntlvo. Nearly100 years ago the first President or the Repub¬lic warned bis countrymen against the dangerol Interfering with foreign governments or of con¬tracting "entangling alliances'' with roreign Pow¬
ers. Rut tho nineteenth President of the Republicnow nrgc9 on Spain the absolute necessity, "in theinterests or humanity, civilization and progress."of nutting down with a stroug hand a certain classor Its citizens, nnd plainly hints that, if Spain la
unable to accomplish this work aloue, the United
States will be glad to aid her. It is scarcely prob¬able that the Prosidcut would have employedthe very stroug language which he uses when
speaklug of "the pro-slavery autocratic party" in
Cuba; or ita "open hostility to tlie home govern¬ment." and of the blessings which would follow
the abolition of slavery In Cuba, without havinghad some understanding with Seftor Castelar as to.the effect of these words in Spain and In Cuba.With such an understanding these expressionswould be wise; without It thev would be at least
Irreconcilable with President Grant's declarations
of friendship for the Spanish Republic.

[Prom tho Loudon Telegraph, Dec. 4.1
So far as Europe 1s concerned, the Message of

President Grant to Congress presents only two im¬
portant points. One Is tho Spaulsh difficulty, the
other American finance. On the latter subject the
President speaks iu a tone that will ccrtaluly se¬
cure attention and approval on this side of the
Atlantic. Commenting on the late panic, he
points out that confidence can only be restored
by a return to sound business principles,
and lie insists with emphasis on the necessity of
speedily resuming specie payments as the best
seenrttv against rurtlier risks arising from strin¬
gency, Inflation and pressure. The rnct that
the American tlnanclnl crisis Is now virtually
over greatly reduces the Interest which tve should
otherwise feel in the President's suggestions; and
experience teaches us that the restoration of the
currencv to a metallic basis will be a tedious,
difficult ami trying operation, it Is at the same
time satisfactory to see that no crude or Utopian
theories arc started in the Message, and Knglatid
will watch with the greatest Interest and sympa¬
thy the progress towards a result by which both,
nations as well as tne commerce of the world gen-
crnllv will be gainers. Hut while the financial
world'will ponder his deliverance on this topic tho
Immediate interest of tho Message centres, beyond
doubt in the passages relating to the Virginias.
The first impression conveyed by General Grant's
language |* that the Spanish illlllculty Is at an end.
CongrPts i" Informed curtly that the issue betweon
Spain and the United states "is now happily lu
course or satisfactory adjustment, lu a manner hon-
oi able to both countries."

After referring to the settlement accomplished
by the administration, tho London standard says,
In continuation of Its editorial on the Message:.

Hut, unfortunately, he (the President) goes on
to indulge In an outburst of indignation against
the Ouhan slaveholders, which is not unnatural,
indeed, under the circumstances, but which can
serve no purpose but that of rendering more dim-
cult the task of .Sctior Uastcinr, already.
It Is to be feared, but too difficult. No
doubt the conduct of these alaveholderH,
or, at least, of the Peninsular party among
them, Is such as to deserve tne reprobation of
every bnninnc man, and we should not be Inollned
to judge President Grant too severely If ho on I v
condemned the atrocity of their acts. Hut when
lie proceeds to say that "I" the luterests of hu¬
manity. Civilization aud progress this evil influ¬
ence must be averted," lie Is using a threat which
can have no meaning if the terms agreed to Us

CONTINUED ON NINTH TAGE.


