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Yessels purchased by Geflrard
inN, Y, to nsed as bleckaders,

The reported. complaint of
French Govt. against N,
Y. vessels without foun-

datlon!

The mnh:?_‘ persons supposed
be sples !

Organization of a Southern
j-EmIgmﬂon Soclety !

A wholesome order Issued from
Freedmen's Barean !

Negroes must fulfill their
contracts with Planters !

Iodian (hlefs Little Six and Medi-
c'ae Bottle burg !

Waorth elected Covernor of
ﬂnrth Carolinal

Fummn.\s Iu-adqmmrs of the
Fenlan Brootherbood estab-
ilsbed in N. Y.

Democrats elect a majority
of officers of Colorado 1

Negro sullrsge defeated in the
Territory !

Indlans becoming trouble=
some on the Plains |

Wirz's body burled by the side of
the conspi:ators |
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Negro Soffrage In Wisconaln.

It im entimated that the majority agninst
the proposed amendment of our state con-
ltl.l'uhun. utmﬂiug luﬂ'rm to negroes,
is about ten thousand.  This sught to be
oonaidered as a sufficient indioation of the
wishes of the people on that question.

It seems, however, that the radieal
leaders in this state 'don't propose to ac-
cept this overwhelming werdiot against
them, ns dedisive. They propose to drag
from its grave the vote on this question
castin 1849, with a view to establish
through the courts the. claim that the
oobatitution was amended on this subject
‘sixteen.years ago! To this end, and in
view of the probable result at this elec-
tion, it appears that a colored man was
indoged, under the spetial ud_ﬁnl','.u of ex-
speaker Barber, to offer his vote at the

poll in the town of Loncaster, in Grant
gounty, on Tuesday, and that a similar
proceeding wus instigated at the poll in
one of the wards of this city. OF course

the vote in eu.ila_'b. CREC WoE rtjén:tcd. and’

upon these facts a case ia to be made up
for the supreme court.

The ground vpon which the chum in
made thet the right ' of soffrage was ex-
tended to negroes - in 1849, is already
generally understood. The question was
submitted to the people that year for the
first time.' A majority of the votes scast,
upon that particular eubject, wera in the
affirmative. The oconstitution, however,
requires that no law extending suffrage
shall be of force, until :I bas been sub-
mitted to the people “at general elec-
tion, and approved ‘by @ mojority of all
the votes cast at such election.”” The state
canvassers construed this to mean that
the law must receive & number of affirma.
tive votes equal to & majority of the high.
o8t number of votes onst on any sabject.
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| The number of afirmative 'mtu for suf-
frage extension waa less thao a majority

of the votes cnst for governor and other
state officers and the canvassers held that
suffrage extension was rejected.

Apart from the question of law in-
rolved, it cannot be questioned that the
conclusion of the state officcrs when the
first vote. . was taken was proper in the
prémises. | Sush an event as the ‘amend-
ment of & fandsmental law of & state
without the expressed cononrrence of an
agtusl majority of the electors intarestod,
irscarcely known to American his‘ory—
and the attempt in  this instance to force
this amendment upon the state by legal
ledgerdemiiu in face of the,vots just given
sgaiostit, indicates a vontempt for the

popular will vosurpassed ih tho history
of sonatitational governments anywhare.




