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Who misses a drop from the shower?
Who mourns  leaf lost from the tree?
Who weeps when the woods are in flower

If one broken biossom there be?
Then. dear ove, why cling 50 1w me’

The wind shakes the shining dew-spangles
Loose out of the grass tops at morn,
And brushes the silkenest tangles
From all the tossed locks of the corn,
What time the first bird-sopgs are bora.

And what heurt deplores them? We only
Perceive that no longer they be:

And surely you can not be looely.
Missing out of the world only me:
The whole world is enough without me.

‘Who meurns for the tiny brown sparrow

That dies in the thick orchard tree ?
God's world Lins not Yet grown 80 NATTOw

i All losses as these;
Your loss 1s still smaller—so peace !
-
THE ROMANCE
oF
THE GREAT GAINES CASE,
A Life-Time Lawsult.

‘We republish the following interesting
article from Pulnam's Magazine for August.
The notes are our own, prepared by & per-
son who is probably more familiar with the
record of this case thun pny otber one now
living.

We understand that the life of Mrs
Gaines is being written under the supervis-
jon of the lady by a gentleman of great
culture, in whose hands the necessary ma-
terial has been placed. It will probably
e the only correct account of the strange
events of this strange life; for Mrs. Gaines
alone has pgeserved the eatire record in
and out of courl:

“ When, hereafter, some distingunished
American lawyer shall retire from his prac-
tice to write the history of his country’s
jurisprudence, this case will be .ropwern’d
by bim us the most remarkable in the rec.
ords of its courta.” A
8o said the Supreme Court of the United
States, speaking in the person of Aseociate
Justice Wayne, when in 1860, for the sixth
time, it desided upon an issue in the famous
case ot Myra Clark Gaines.

Justice Wayne's language was §
eareful. The subject of bis reference jus-
tified him in terming it the “most remark-
able” in all the records of American courts.
When be thus spoke it had been for twenty-
#ix years threading the tortuous path of the
law. Commenced in 1834, it had n in
every court of Louisians, and six times in
the Supreme Court of the United States,
Ithad at times been represented by the
ablest counsel in the country, und at other
times by no counsel at all, It had enlisted
on one side romantic and sympathetic en
thusiasm, and on the other bad incurred
the opposition of most immense hnd per-
fectly honest private interests. It bad divided
the Court in the most irreconcilable and
antagonistic opinions. It bad been d
upon the same issues ol fact, by the same
bench of judges, in the light of substan.
tislly the same testimony, in precisely op-
posite directions. - ey
One woman had been the moving spixit of
all this litigation. :

Her suit was a most audacious one. She
attacked that most sensitive, most carefnlly
guarded interest, the possession of real
property, and threatened in her vmm:- the
overthrow of all that wasstable in the ideas
of law and custom, in respect to it, Her
clafm was for houses, lands, and bumen
property, which had passed into the hands
of tuodreds of different owners. Their
title could be traced bavk for years preyi-
ous to the commencement of this suit, with-
ouk a blewish of irregulurity, It bmd come
through dozens of hands, all of whom bad
bought and sold in perfect i{ood faith, and
without thesshadow of suspicion.
1t was the oné woman ngainsi five hund-

'
-

judicially

It -wus one remolute claim for sbstract
Jjustiee against flve hundred apparent
rights, fortified in every tradition of law,
and every selfish interest of organized so-

ot

port the claim was
a8 remarkable as the demand itself. At the

stage of its exiglence, whose ships were on
MADY seas, whose interests were re-
cerded in the counting-bouses of many
cities, was Daniel Clark, a shipping mer-
o a4 g pe ian, He stood at the
he . a prince among a class
whose luxorious and elegant life has sel-
dom been surpassed. Born at 8ligo, in
Ireland, an uncle in New Orleans, & bache-
lor—as all the merchants of the city were—
bad invited him to come to the New
World, engage with him in husimness, and
become his beir. The estate thus inber-
ited bad been boldly and skil'ully man-
aged. Fortuoate ventures had added to it,
and illegitimale us well ss strictly proper
means bad probably goue to swell the
grand aggregate,

[This is gratuitous that any transactions
of Daniel Clark were other than legiti-
mate.] -

This merchant prince wne a man of
strong charac er, restless and far-reaching
ambition. whose imperious will little
brooked opposition, aad knew no control
t the code which a society composed
*h as himself rudely organized and
often violenily maintsined. Justice Wayne,
in deliveriog the opinion of the Supreme
Court ut the term of 1847, described him
as “‘a man of no ordinary chardcter, or in-
fluence on those who were about him, His
natural fitness to control became habitual
s his wealth and standing incre s
it was exercised and involuntarily yielded
to by all who associated or were in busi-
ness with him. Me wos a man of high
qualitics, but of o rigor or virtue or self
contrel; energetic, enterprising, courageous,
affectionate, and generops, but with o
pride which had yielded to no mortifica-
tion until his affection cubdued it to o sense
of justice in bebalf of bis child.”

Sach a character filled a prominent place
in the political and social life of New Or-
leans. In 1705 he bad acted as consul on
babalf of the intereats of the United Stutes.
When, in 1502, he visited Purls, he was
treated with marked respect by the French
government, which, having obtained the
cession of Louisiana from Spain by the se-
cret treaty of St. Ildefonso, was desirous of
learning its present condition and valne.
General +Victor, on bebalf of the First
Consul, listened respectfally, in a confi-
dental audieace, to statements of “the
merchant from New Orleans,” while Minis-
ter Livingston, charged by President Jef-
ferson with the delicate duty of negotiating
for the purchase—*“outside the Constitu-
tion”—ol Louisiana at u price not too
great for the 5] jes of the

[Nore 3.—Cox in bis deposition on the
twenty-fifth Angust, 1540, being examined
upon his voir dire, evades answeriug
whether he is interested in the suit or nct,
yet it is well known that he was deeply
interested in bolding lands of Daniel
Clark, with several milliona fradulently
conveyed to him by Chew & Relf, and bis
entire testimony is shaped to cover this
Iraud.

In noswering the twelfth interrogatory
he says in refereace to Daniel Clark in
Philadelphin : ~I do not recollect with
whom be stayed,” and in answer to the
twenty-seventh ho says, “on all of Mr.
Clark’s visits to Philadelphia he had a room
at my house.” This discrepancy shows
that the recollection of the witness, after a
lapsze of thirty-five years, and being very
lurgely interested in the suit, was liable to
gross errors if mothing worse, And when
he says “Ia the early part of the year 1802
the lady “presented bersell to me witha let-
ter from Danie! Clark,"” ete., he declines to
furnish said letter on the ground that it
was burnt at the burning of his store in
1504

Is it not strange that this particular let
ter, upon which so much depended, should
be burnt when =0 many others from Clark
written in 1502 as well as previously and
subsequently, are on hand ! The cor e usion
is irresistible that he was grossly mistaken
in reference to the letter of introduction ;
be has no proetof it ; but, on the contrary,
there exists ample proof that his assertion
was imeginary, or dictated solely by a
desire to defout Mrs. Galnes, lest his ille-
gal and fraudulent seitlement with Chew
and Relf would be exposed.

The above facts 1n reference to the im-
mense interest of Cox were unfortunately
omitted or overlooked by Mrs., Guines’
counsel in the argument before the Su-
preme Court of the United States, and
bence the strictures of the Court on the
lady in questien.]

The lady was Madame De Granges,

Mr. Coxe discharged the trust confided
to him. His testiwony concerning it is

Awmerican tressury. was full of alarm and
watchfulness at these intimate commupios-
tions. Active,and doubtless not especially
scrupulous, Ofark, at home,was & perpetual
thora io the side of the worthy but nervous
Cluiborne, the first American Governor,
who denounced him at one time as secratly
an enemy of the ['nited States, and who
was consequently annoyed and mortified
when in the samé year he was elected the
first delegate from Loufsisna to the nation-
al Congress,

In the heated atmosphere of a society
ruled by passion, this proud chevalier
“became acquainted,” about 1502, with
Muadame Zulime De Graoges, the wife of
Mousieur Jerome, of that name. The latter
was & Frenchman by birth, 8 “noobleman™
of France, as was afterward testified of
him, but in New Orleans, in the language of
Judge Outron, only “a humble shopkeeper.”
His wife, who had married him at che early
age of thirteen, was 6 Creole of rare and
voluptuous beauty. They bad bLeen wed-
ded, when Clark made their acquaintance,
for about eight years.

The relationship that ensued belween
the merchant and Madame De Granges can

Iy full. he babe was sent
away 1o be nursed. Funds for her main-
tenance came from ber father. She was
comforwbly reared, grew to womanhood,
married respestably, and afterward ap-
peared 4s a party in Interest in one of the
many phases of the “ most remurkable”
Gaines case.

Judge Catron was the steady opponent,
a2 Judge Wayne was the faithful friend, of
Mrs. Gaines and her claims. Upon this tes-
timony of Mr. Coxe, as showing the appar-
ent motive of the visit to Philadelphia, he
dwelt with terrible severity in his opinion,
He declared that the wife fled from her huy-
band's companionship to conceal her dis-
honor, and not to seek for proofs of his big-
amy. He accepted Mr. Coxe's statements
that these events occurred in 1502, and that
in 1303, when Despau testiied the wedding
took place, Clark was not in Philadelphia
at all.

[Note 4.—Madam Despan testified that
the wedding took place ““in 1802 or 1803;"
and that “had itnot been for the Interested
wickedness of Mr. Cox, in assuring her,
Zulime, and employing counsel to aid him

better appear by the fucts b er recited
than by 4 too posilive and circamstantial
statement. We can hardly be charitable
esough to disgnise the uuth as it must
subsequently appear.

More thsn thirty years afterward Ma-
dame Caillaret, the sister of Madame De
Granges, made her deposition in behalf of
ber niece, the heroine of this story. She

affirmed that she knew Clark made
to her family propositions of mar-
riage  with  Zalime. “after it bad

become kaown'' that her marriage with
De Granges 1ras void, becauseia previous
wife, to whom be had been married in
France, was still living,

How nnd when did so slartling a fact
become known?! What was the intimacy
between Clurk and Zulime when it was
discovered? A multitude of suggestive
questions arize, and must be dismissed.

Some time io the early summer of 1802,
bowever, found Madame De Granges and
another sister, Madame Despau, io Phila
delphin. They had come, says the latter
lady, by way of New York. Ia that city
they had been di tly turnieg over old

in P ing to her that her marrioge
with Mr. Clark was illegal, she never
would buve married Mr, Gardette.” Judge
Catron, having once bad an umsuccessful
lawsuit with General Gaines, who charged
bim with fraud, it is presumed favored the

imony of Cox, and discredited that of
Madam Despau, she not being certain after
the lapse of 50 many years whether the
marriage of Clark and hersister took place
in 1802 or 1803.]

Still, Mr. Coxe may readily bave Leen
right in his narration of circumstances and
wrong in his dates. Or there is nothing,
indeed, to show that though Madame Des-
pau did not apparently tell all that oc-
curred during their. Northern visit, what
she testified to was true s far as it went,
and the wedding did take place.

Right or wrong, it is useless now to spec-
ulate. Presumption must be upon the side
of virtue,. The daughter of Zulime has
crowned her life-time struggle with suc-
cess, of that suocess is the vindi-
cation of her mother’s fame, as well as the

o the Catholic church
record of

ceremony, Gar-

detie by oame, whom m_ wouid diud in

hlhddu’phh Henoe presence in the
ter city.

[Norx 2.~Thocertificate of the marriage
of De Grange to Barbara M. Oroi, in July,

of the highest courts in the land,

We go back to New Orleans. After the
marringe, kays Madame Despan, her sister
snd herself home on the receipt of
l&\umguo‘u“\hn \thmnh wife o D;

ranges made her appearance, an:
claimed her rights,

s il

fig
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bad been widely soattered and lost, u
the traiisfer of the territory fo the Unite
States.

The cenfidential agent of Daniel Clark,
in the control of several of his large es
tates, was M. Bofsfontuine, a refugee from
St. Domingo, and apparently & gentleman
of culture and honor. His relstions with
Mr. Clark were intimate. In his
bouse in  New Orleans, in July,
1805, Myra, the daughter of Zu-
lime and Daniel Clark, the Myra Clark
Gaines of the great lawsuit, was born.
She was placed, immediately after her
birth, in the family of Colonel 8. B. Davis,
the brother-in-law of M. Boisfontaine, and
&pent ber childhood in his bousehold.

[Norz 6.—Mrs. Gaines was born ln New
Orleans in 1806, as per proof in the
record.}

In these years, it would appear, sbe
pever knew her mother. It was long,
long after, and under very changed circum
stances, when the infant bad grown to be
4 mature woman, befors the mother and
daughter met In recoguition. Her father
&he did not know as such. Perhaps in the
dim memoriea of her childbood there is
still associated the appearunce of s tall and
handsome man, who smiled upon her, kiss-

ed her, and filled her arms with pretty’

presents. But beyond this fading photo-
graph on these deficate recollections of her
earliest years, Myra never knew her father,

His election 1 Congress, in 1806, took
Clark to Washington. He parted from his
wife, and sailed for Philadelphia. Letters
reached her, bringing news of his arrival,
Then communication ceased.  Zulime
waited putiently, but no word came from
him, He may buve written; it is said that
the business partners of Clark, through
whom his correspondence passed, sup-
pressed the letters to his wile, and destroy-
ed those which she gave them to forward
to him.

[Note 7.—Daniel W. Cox was his cor-
respondent in Philadelphla, and Chew &
Relf in New Orleans. Read notes 4 and 8]

At any rate, the relationship between the
two ceased forever. Husband and wife, or
lover and mistress; bound in law and pu-
rity, or led by license and passion: their
association dissolved, and was never re-
newed. They barely saw each other aguin,
years after: and when they did, Zulime
waa the wife—truly and formally wedded—
of another man !

Her sisters say she was “burt” by the
refusal of Clark to acknowledge her aa his
wife. She may bave felt that her relation
to him was a pure and proper one, Li-
centious New grluns might lightly regard
the marrisge tie, or little care for its ab-
gence, bat she was traly a wife.*

The correspondence ceased. Clark
wrote not, or his letters failed to reached
her, Bke may have written—doubtless
ehe did. He may have received them—
perhaps he did, and tossed them idly by.

At last there came a report on the wings
of gossiping tongues that he was paying
his court to a beautiful lady of the North,
They were engaged to be married!

Stung to the quick, Zulime resolved u
a bold step. She followed to l't.ilndvlpﬁi‘u‘
She hurried to Mr. Coxe, and demanded to
know the truth of these stories. She thun-
dered in hisear the fact that she was mar-
ried to Daniel Clark. She was his
wife. Who was this woman who bad won
away her husband! Where was the false
husband who had been unfaltiful tc her?

Mr. Coxe smiled.

Mr. Coxe asked for the proof of her mar-
ringe. Alas, she could find nons, She
searched for records, but they were lost or
destroyed. Tha priest bad disappeared.
He bad gone to Ireland. The witnesses
were out of reach, aod possibly beyoud
all knowledge.

Mr. Coxe said, Why be so foolish as to
persist io so wbsurd o claim! Why Insist
upon this idea, which you cau Lring no
testimony to support! What figure can
you make in assertion of yourself as a
wife, if Daniel Clurk, the great merchant,
the powerful politician, is against yon?

Bke saw u lawyer. He was probably &
confident as well as triend of Mr. Coxe.
He produced a letter from Mr. Clark an-
nouncing his engagement to Miss C—, of
Baltimore.

[Nore 8.—This letter was never produced
in court by Cox, nor could it be, for it had
never existed. He does not even pretend
that it had been burnt with his store fn
1806. And it is worthy of note that at this
period Cox and Chew & Relf were anxions
for Clark to address and marry & lady of
great wealth, which they well knew eould
not be d if Clark’s it
with Zalima should be established. Hence
to effect this wealthy connection it wis
mecessary {0 create & breach between the
two by their d
and using other artful means to accomplish
a final separation, in all of which they were
succesaful, except in bringing about Clark’s
second marriage. In this they failed,)

te u purty at the home of the young I
-m"to’u mchhh-dbm, -

day . bis deatly’
it, and it
room in & ¥ hI'n"q

The end drew near. Under the fervid
fummer sun, the rich merchsnt was dying.
Two bours before he dled he once more re-
ferred to the subject which seemed 8o much
to agitate him.

It was nataral that it should doso. It
was justice to his daughter—the child of
the woman whom he had loved.

In this last moment he solemnly charged
Boisfontaine and Lubin to fail not in band-
ing to De la Oroix, when all should be
over, the precious “little black case.”

Then he became naconscions,

And then, rays Mre. Guines—then, say
the witnesses whose depositions support
her—Rulf, the partner, turned to the ar-
moire, ook up the bunehes of keys, and
leit the room. Lubin followed him a mo-
ment after, sud passed the deor of the pri-
vate room. He tried to enter, but it was
locked. He heard s noise as of rustling
Among papers.

When the Httlp black case came to be
examined, no will was there !

Instead of it Mesars: Relf and Chew pro-
duced the will of 1511. It was admitted
to probate ; and they assumed charge of
the dead merchunt’s great estates

In 1812, Colonel Davis, with his family,
including his little dsughter Myra, d
to Philadelphia, and some years later he
took up his residence at a h place

b :; ‘ li §.
.u I: E pri ;’U.:d. ff-'i"%.? ult.
oase.” . sae.

>

L Again Tn

To 1847 she first
g-ﬁnod deoi cesa, - Justice Wayne,
er steady friend, almost ber advocate, de-
clared for the Court that her olaim to prop-
erty in New Orleans, now occapied by par-
ties whage title came from Rell and Chew,
executors of the will of 1811, was valid.
He decided that she was the legitimate
daughter of Daniel Clark, and consequent-
ly, under the laws of Louisiana, could not
be dispossessed entireiy, as the will of 1811
assumed to do. She must be “forced heir”
to & portion. In this ense Chief Justice
Taney did not sit, a near family relative

prod the most bitte: i
tearful Duty stoad before l;ot:?pochmm
BSomewhat later, she met General
He was warmly ioterested in her hisy
and he oould not, doubtloss rosiny L
ning eloguence of her address, op
piquant charms of 0. The

married, and thence i1l now the

of lb; story is not Myra Davis, Myra (

?;o‘rl.”y.n lark Whitany, but Myra ()
The law's delags were fenrfall:

i The little fortume moelvmi 'u

had &peny
eslate,

rriage soon melted —she
whole of ber husband’s

being interested ; Justice McLean did nof ; bad "o,
and Justice Catron, being indisposed, did horr::'::':? :‘;,':,’h :.‘,;“{;: nd she '
oot. It was the first decided success, enough to listen to ber porsaasive | .
In 1851 came adversity. Jnd& Catron | “gha taiked the mone m“h:‘:'m“' 50
ronounced the opinion of the Court un- N 1 3y Pod W
avorable to every claim which Mrs. Gaines | [NOT® 11—The writer “borrows" ¢ ’
-;l up. Ahthll n equity, ol g the in these G ’
share to which her mother (Zniime) would, | hus borrowed in one Y "0
as the Ieg:l wife of Daniel Clark, be entl- | paq given ample m.m’or o oy
tled by Louisians law, in spite of the e PO & pory “]
will of 1811, was summarily dismissed on | "F estate, which the conrts of last
the gmnnd thut she was 7ot the legitimate | bas decided in her favor.] A
child of Daniel Clark. Nobody conld listen *fifteen minutey ]
To this, of course, Judge Wayue, joined | her withous *haring in her enthusisam R

by Judge Daniel, dissented.

But aguin, in 1860, there wns a new de-
cision. Ta the interim the destroyed will
of 1513 bad been admitted to probate, and
:h(s probate, upon appeal, sustained in the

on the outskirts of Wilmington. Here passed
the later years of Myra's girlhood. Her
supposed futher, though living in com-
fort, and even elegance, was & man of
marked character, subject to serious out-
breaks of temper, when provoked, and re
ceived athis mansion no very wide circle
of society. Myra had a limited acqoaint-
ance and few intimate friends. At this dis-
tance of forty years, there are very few
persons in Wilmington who retain o dis-
lll(uvl konowledge of Colonel Davis' daughter
yra.

The current of lite shifted. There came
to her guardian’s home a young gentleman
from New York, William Wallace Whitney.
He brought with him ample letters of in-
troduction; but for some reason Colonel
Davis failed to regard him favorably. It
he met with no very warm response in
that quarter, howev.r, he bad ample com-
pensation -he guined the love of Myra.

At this discovery her guardian grew
fearfully sngry. He forbade the corre-
spondence between the lovers. He inti-
mated that he had another and more dis-
tinguished alliance in view. From some of
his disclosures she gained the first intima-
tion that he was not her father.

The correspondence, of course, contin-
ued. At leogth Whitney wrote to Colonel
Davis that he would again visit his house
and assert the propriety of his addresses,
and claim from him an ‘acknowl: {

oourts, its being estab-
lished by the recollections of those who
heard it read by Clack.

[Nore U.—The will of 1813 was proven
in the Probate Courts in 1834 by persons
who bad not only heard it read by Clark
bnt bad also read it themselyes.]

This important point, gained in 1856, had
claimed victory from the jaws of defeat.
The whole case—luw, fact, technicalities,
side-issues, everything—was reviewad, and
upon every point decided in faver of Mss.
Galnes, Justice Wayne once more speaking
for the Court. Justice Catron again differ-
ed, and the Chief Justice (whose interest
through his relatives seems to have ceased),
and Judge Grier joined him. Catron’s
opinion is most unfriendly, and reviews
with caustic severity the upparently weak
points in the claimant’s ease. In summing
up he said:

“If the decision in Twelfth Howard (his
nwno%i:ion of 1851) be overtbrown ruin
must the consequence to very man
who bave had confidence in its soundness.”

Relying upon It as ive an |

erfeot conviction of ultimate suc !
gnd feed the ablest lawyers in cleb.:'

with princely retainers when she .“-1
money ; and she had more than once p, Tw
her own case when money could not b, ¥
tained. She koew the law rfeotly, t
had mastered detuils as well as Ppriog, ’ w;
She knew grmdenu, and did not s Th
upon quibbles, Oance, it is said, ghe 1
twe hours and & half 10 a jury, and wey
case. At
Once more with a friend and partye 1
her struggle, she fought forward, (e wi
Gaines devoted his time aud his fortum 2
the work. For ten years the gallan Yo
General and his znuuful young i
planned and executed their campaign Jns
gether. She had youth, fire, and ey I
be bad wealth, position, and a chiy, —
€@ otion to her cause,
Should you search over the il R MO
some old newspapers, about 1841,
may find mention of the lectaring toy
General and Mrs, Gaines, They deliy
in company a series of lectures upon

jects which wounld seem to be strangel
similar. The General had a new p
i defense; his wife d )
the horrors of war, In Wilmington i§
thus jointly took up an evening in the
Town Hall, appearing before- large

n
amount of the disputed property had
changed hands, and become vasily im-
proved in the intervening nine years, He
udded (this is directly desled by Judge
Davis in the decision of 1868) that Clark
was a ruined man at his decease. “His

g of
bis position as a suitor. At this the wrath
of the guardian knew no bounds. Heraged
and threatened. He would shoot the anda-
cious lover. He would challenge him. He
should not leave Wilmington alive. Myra
became seriously alarmed,

In this condition of affuirs ehe resolved
that she must meet her lover and warn him
not to come. This she must do in seoret.
She secured the services of a faithful sery-
ant to tuke her, late at night, in the ca
risge to Wilmington. Retiring to her
chamber she waited till the honsehold sank
into quiet, and then hurried down to meet
the old coachman, The night was dark and
stormy. Rain fell in torrents. She had
hastily gathered a slender supply of cloth-
ing into her trunk, and the servant helped
her carry it to the carriage.

In trembling anxiety lest the hounds,
which had been oarefully tied up by the serv-
ant, might still give an alarm, or that some
other mischance should betray them, the
frightened girl sprang into the carria
and they drove silently down the avenu
Apprehensive of pursuit, they fancied they
beard noises bebind them, They did not
pause to open the avenue gates, but pressed
the horses sgainst them and burst them
outward. Hurrying down the road, the
turnpike gate® was closed and fastene:
They dared not call the keeper lest his sus-
picions chould be aronsed. ush from
the horses burst this pew obstacle,

Midnigbe had chimed from the old town-
olock on Muarket street hill when they drove
into Wilmington. A light in the window
of a familiur dwelling signaled the wet
and trembling girl. An intimate fomale
friead, who had been apprised of the in-
tended flight by a brief note im the course
of the day, wns patiently waiting for her.
On the breast of ber companion she sobbed
ber relief.  Eo fur all was safe.

Mr, Whitney was expeoted to come by
the steamboat from Baltimore. Ha would
Iand on the river gide at New Castle, five
miles away. At daylight Myra set out to
fotercept him. Not meeting him, she took
the boat for Baltimore, hoping she might
see bim (here. Iustead of that, he had set

the autumn, w!
at this distance of thirty-

(as one of
enrs, tells ux) the fires were Hghted on
the ‘the weddin 3
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failure was \'cr{ large; his estate was whol-

insol . The purchasers have in fact
paid bis debts to a large amount. Many of
them are ydt unpaid.” The property
claimed, hesaid, “bas probably increased
in value five hundred fold since 1520, the
date of Relfand Chew’s sules whence the
defendants derived their title.

Judge Grier was scarcely less pronounc-
ed fo his views. He closed his dissent
with these vigorous words:

“1 wholly dissent from the opinion of the
majority of the court in this case, both as
to the law and the facts. But I
do not think it necessary to vindicate
my opinion by again presenting to the pub
lic view a history of the scandalons gossip
which has been buried under the dust of
half a century, and which » proper feeling
of delicacy should have suffared to remain
s0; 1 therefore dismiss tho case, as I hope,
for the lnst time, with the single remark that
if it be the law of Louisiana that & will can
be established by the dim recollections,
imaginations, or inventions of anile gos-
sips, after forty-five years to disturb the
titles and poss of bona fide purch
ers, without notice of an spparently inde.
feasible legal title, Maud equiden invideo,
miror magis.” (1 do not indeed envy your
position, but rather wonler ot it.)

(Nore 10.—It is presumable that the
witnesses to the will of 1813 were old
enongh to know the obligations of an oath,
and that if they were “anile gossips™ testl
Iyiog to “dim recollections, imaginations,
or inventions,” the astute snd talented
counsel employed against Mrs, Gaines
would certainly bave impeached their tes-
timony; but fortunately for Mrs. Gaines
they were unimpeachsble, and gave their
testimony only twenty-one years instead
of fortyfive years after the deathof the
testator, as stated by Judge Grier. Itisa
matter of regret, however, that Judge Grier
should bave 8o overlooked the facts: and
it was fortunate for Mrs. Gaines
and the ceuse of justice that she
had such pure and noble men to adjudicate
her rights as Wayne, Chase, Nelson, Clif-
ford, Davis, Field, McLean, McKinley, aud
Daniel, who, unlike Judge Gﬂcr‘h pro-
portion to the length of time she bad been
wronged, had the moral courage to decide
that that wrong should be redressed floally
and forever, presenting n woral to the
world that crime, however long concealed

in darkness, will fimally be brought to
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ence, and d ing the, ds to rel
the burned St. Andrew’s church.
The General died in 1849, Once
alone, his widow bas stil] fought the b
with unwearied energy. The fortune
ber has been long since exhausted.
sands upon thousands of dollurs have
advanced to be repaid when she gained
property. It is perfectly safe to say
the expenditures in this suit have res
into thousands.
S0 violent was the antagonism (o b
New Orleans, that her life there has
more than once endangered. Pistol
have been directed at her, and once a b
passed through her bonpet,
To-day Mrs. Gaines is doubtles
wealthiest woman in Amerion. The
value of the property adjudged to ber
not be accurately estimated. It emb
some of the most improved portionsof §
Orleans, dwellings, stores, warehouses,
lie bufldings. A sehedule filed in
shows & portion of the Clark estate, as
as it could then be estimated. It ran i
A cotton estate and lands inherit
el from his uncle, Col. Clark..
Two cotton plantations devised to
him in 1812 by Mr. Witkine with
?'uu hundred negroes on each of
AL P .o . s
Debts Que from Wade Hampton
for Huvaua Point sugar planta
tion. s
The M ouge G
Lands purchased o! Lou!
ny, lyiog in Washita, .. i
Bu‘f“ plantation on the Missis.
sippl, 15 miles above New Or
T RIS e
Two cotton &ilnnulhmn on the Mis-
sissippl, 60 miles ahove New'Or
L
Lands bouvht of W. Simpson, on
the Missiasippl river, 80 miles
sbove New Otleaus. .. ...
Lots in New Orleaus, bovght 1
1862, of Judge Polot, ........ »
A square bounded by Gravier
:(rvesll.‘lln New Orleans, bough
1814

Bew A
pllement
Lls encr
Sl catlod §
archase

rbug’s re
legible &

ions rec

ou
Lands on Bsyou Lafoarche
Lauds on Aux de Plaquemine.
Ten thousnnd sores of colton land

on Bayou Boaf, K
Scyen thousand acres of land ou
Neziplque river.. . .............
One hundred and ten thousand
acres of land on Amite and
Conetle rivers, and East Batou
uge. . ... YATH B RS RT o~ 0 ¢
Eighty thousand scres of cypresa
swamp, near Ouschita ﬁv’er, e
Three lots on Gentilly road, three

miles llg‘ .
Debt due from Chew & Relf A
Olark, nt his death .
List of debts due to Mr. Clark,
Lkt o doke s to. M. Cinsk
ol de v Ul 3
filed by Chew & Relf.

yOhew & Relf. .. ........
Deb! -uvu
dl:h{mod yCI:av

Total. ... .m e $50
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