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found, in accordance with the corporation’s books, said corporation claiming
at the same time that the company owed, on its side, up to June 26, 1902, the
sum of 2,333.35 bolivars for municipal taxes of 1,000 bolivars per annum levied
by said corporation on the electric light company, from October 15, 1901.
The Thomson-Houston International Electric Company denies to the muni-
cipality of Valencia the right to levy an annual tax for the exercise of their
industry, basing their arguments on the terms of the original grant of the
national government, that in article 4 it states that the said industry would be
exempt of the payment of any national, state, or municipal taxes.

The account kept by said company with the municipality of Valencia, up
to May 31, 1903, has been presented to this Commission. and said account shows
that the company has been receiving lately (in the months of February, March,
April and May) cash payments on account amounting to 21,280 bolivars, and
the company from the month of March reestablished the public lighting service
of 50 arc lights that had been suspended from June. 1902, untl February, 1903.
This circumstance proves that the business relations between the Thomson-
Houston International Electric Company and the municipality of Valencia
were In activity by a mutual agreement, and it can not be understood why
said company pretends to claim from the national government the payment
of the balance of a current account kept with a municipality of one of the
federal states whilst the interested parties kept in activity the credit and debit
of their account.

This Commission ought to dismiss this claim for lack of jurisdiction, without
prejudice to the claimant.

BurLis Case

Every nation whenever its laws are violated by any one owing obedience to them,
whether he be a citizen or alien, has a right to inflict the prescribed penalties
upon the transgressor, if found within its jurisdiction, provided always that the
Ia\gs themselves and the penalties prescribed are not in derogation of civilized
codqaes.

BaneriDGE, Commissioner (for the Commission) :

Henry C. Bullis, a native-born citizen, of the United States in August, 1900,
and for nearly two years previous thereto, was employed as chief mechanical
and electrical engineer by the Electric Light Company of Maracaibo, Vene-
zuela. Some of the employees of the company were sympathizers with the
revolutionary party then making preparations for an uprising. Quantities of
bombs, cartridges, and other munitions of war were brought to the electric-
light works, stored there, and taken from there for distribution throughout the
city to members of the revolutionary party. Some of the bombs were found
by the Venezuelan authorities at the electric-light works in a room to which
Bullis had a key, and in his private residence several firearms and a quantity
of cartridges for Mauser rifles were found.

Bullis was arrested charged with a violation of the laws of Venezuela. He
was tried in the municipal court of Santa Barbara, convicted, and on Novem-
ber 8, 1900, was sentenced to an imprisonment of three months in the public jail.
The case was appealed to the district court of Maracaibo, and the sentence of
the lower court was affirmed on November 26. 1900, the court stating in its,
Judgment, that ¢ the guilt of said Henry C. Bullis is plainly proven.” Through
the intervention of the United States legation at Caracas, Bullis was liberated
two weeks before the expiration of his sentence.
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A claim is here presented on behalf of Bullis in the sum of $ 50.000 for
wrongful arrest and imprisonment.

A careful examination of the evidence presented in this case convinces the
Commission that Bullis was arrested, tried, and convicted in strict accordance
with the laws of Venezuela, to which he was at the time subject, and in con-
formity with the usual procedure of its courts; that his trial was not unneces-
sarily delayed; that he was provided with counsel; that he was allowed to
communicate with the representative of his Government; that there was no
undue discrimination against him as a citizen of the United States, nor was
there, in his trial, any violation of those rules for the maintenance of justice in
judicial inquiries which are sanctioned by international law. It does not
appear that he was subjected to any unnecessarily harsh or arbitrary treatment
during his imprisonment.

The respondent Government has incurred no liability to this claimant.
Every nation, whenever its laws are violated by anyone owing obedience to
them, whether he be a citizen or a stranger, has a right to inflict the prescribed
penalties upon the transgressor, if found within its jurisdiction ; provided always
that the laws themselves, the methods of administering them, and the penalties
prescribed are not in derogation of civilized codes.

The claim must be disallowed.

MonnoT CAsE

Where reasonable inquiry would have revealed that no suit would lie on the par
of the Government for property alleged to have been wrongfully imported, an
action for the damages caused by such suit will lie.

BainBRIDGE, Commissioner (for the Commission):

The claimant is a native citizen of the United States. In November, 1899,
he established a store at Amacura, British Guiana, for the purpose of supplying
men employed by him in collecting balata gum, as well as for the sale of supplies
and a general trading business. The town of Amacura is located in the territory
awarded Venezuela by the Paris court of arbitration. On December 4, 1900,
during Monnot’s absence from Amacura, a commissioner of the collector of
customs at Ciudad Bolivar came to Amacura, seized claimant’s goods, and
closed his store. A suit was initiated against Monnot before the judge of finance
in Ciudad Bolivar on the charge of smuggling certain merchandise, but it was
shown at the trial that the last shipment of goods received by him was on
October 19, 1900, while the territory was still in British possession ; whereupon
a decree of dismissal was entered in the action on February 8. 1901, and upon
appeal to the supreme court of finance in Caracas the judgment of the lower
court was affirmed on March 16, 1903. The claimantstatesthat in January. 1901,
his representative having been expelled from Amacura, the Venezuelan author-
ities took and sold the greater part of his goods and removed the balance from
his store ; that as he had no means of supplying the large gangs of men employed
by him with goods, and who were largely indebted to him for advances in cash
and supplies, they took advantage of the situation and ran away, taking with
them the gum they had gathered. He also claims that he had engaged men
for the season of 1901 and was unable to put them to work, and as a consequence
lost the profits for that year.

Mr. Monnot summarizes his claim as follows:



	231-232.pdf
	rep_coverPages


