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" [Advertisement. ]
HISTORX OF THE GAINES CASE.
SMow the Matter Should be Settied.

With s view to save s portion of the

y holders of the city from expen- [
eavy

propert.
litigation, and ultimute
ll:::. by quleiin‘ ml’mek property,

interest 10 the y of the city thatthe
present ie s favorsble time, just on the reor-
of the dtl government under the
l.b” y i ‘u can :o dox(:ﬁ o:
fair terms, the claims of Mrs. Myra Clar)
Gaines, as heir and leg:m of Daniel Clark,
in the possession of the
. persons to whom the city has
snd stands s warrantor, so far asthose
claims have been adjudicated on snd recog:
pized by the Bupreme Court of the United
tes,
S‘Z carefal examinstion of the decigions of
the Supreme Court of the United States
will show thst Mrs, Gaines’title to certain
lots sud laod in the city, as heir &nd uni-
versal legatee of Daniel Clark, has been
fally sud finally settled in her favor, A
very large smount of other city property is
wriy eitusted to tha® covered by those
decisions, so far us title is concerned.

Myra, all the_estates,
IO!I?.L of which I may die possessed, sub-

whether real or per-

ect only to the " t of certain legacies
But it is said the probate of thé will in dis-.

ute can not stand, because there was no
irect action by the Louisisns court snnul-

ing tiie probate of the will of 1811. This
ws3 not neceseary. The probste of the will
of 1813, by the mere fact of its probate,

iy lled the will of 1811, eo far

a8 its provisions were inconsistent snd so

estate was legally administered

as the
under it. And this precise point was de-
cided in the Hennen case.

We find, therefore, ns a further fuctin

this case, that Daniel Clark contracted mar-
riage with Zulime Carrierein good faith, As
Clark was in good fuith when he married the

mother of the complainent, it follows that

she can take the estate under the olagraphic
will of 1813, It is conceded the property in
dispute, and which the defendants sdmit
they were in g:uenion of,is & part of the
estate of Daniel Clark, left at his de-
cease, and devised to complaioant in his
late will, Bhe is therefore entitled to the

relief sought by her bill, unless prevented
by some of the special defepses interposed,
which we will now proceed to notice. It is
claimed as a question of law that tne decree
of this court in Gaines vs. Relf (12 Howard)
is res judioata, both as to the present claim
for the property snd the civil status of the
complsinant. Bat this point was met and
disposed of adversely in the Henucn case,
and will not be further considered.

Two defenses have been prominent
throughout this litigation, sud as they are
both applicable to some of the cases now
before lge court, and as one opinion will, in

Most of this other property has passed
through the handa of the city and been sold
o various persens by the city, and to whom
the city is warrantor. Suits have been in-
stituted by Mrs. Galnes sguivst several
bundred of those purchasers from the city,
and the city has been or will be called in
warrsuty in allthose cases.

A brief reference to those decisions of the
Supreme Court, aund to the other property
similarly eitnated in regard to titles to
that in fhlgslion in those cases, will be Im-
portsnt to & proper understsnding of the

ect

the twen ath March, 1857, Mrs.
Gaines filed nm the Circuit Court of
the Uunited States, against Doncan N. Hen-~
pen and seventeen others, who were in pro.
oession of log-&mund. eompodng part of
the square by Circus, Perdido,
pi and Poydras streets. This case
was ded st Mrs, Gaines in the
Qircuit Court, and she took an appeal to the
Supreme Court of the United Btates, which
was finally deciding by that court in 1860,
reversiug the decision of the Circuit Court,
uldeclied in favor of Mrs, Gaines. Bee
24 Howard, 653. The decree amongst other
things ordered as follows:
tnd the court doth mow here remand
csuse to the sald Circnit b?urt for uucg
farther 88 ma’ proper an
m’"ﬁ"‘m""mw effect the following

that isto u!:

1, To csuse the said defendant, Hennen,
forthwith to surrender all the property so
claimed and held by him as aforesaid, into
the hands of the said Myrs Clark Gaines, as
8 g‘-n of the succession of Daniel Clark.

To canse an account to be taken by the
prtgcr officers of the court, and under the
suthority aud direction of the court, of the

early rents and ts sccrued and sccru-
{n(. from the sal l&r?per;y. gince the t):i{‘;
teenth of Ma; when it came in
jon ot {iu defendant, Hennen, and
cause the same to be accounted and paid
to the exid Myra Clark Gaines; the accouat
to be tukeu subject to the luws of Louisiana
in cases of such recovery &s is now decreed
in favor of the said complainant.

3. To give such directions snd make such
orders {rom time to time a3 may be proper
and necessary for carrying into effect the
foregoing directions and for enforcing the
due obscrvance of the same by all parties
and by the officers of the court.

The substance of this decision is that the
property bedelivercd to Mrs, Gaines and that
she also recover the rents and revenues
thereof from the time it came into the pos-
sesslon of Hennen on the thirteenth of
May, 1844,

The de-ision as to the other seventeen
parties, wno hold their property through
the same chain of conveyances as Henneu,
follow the decision in his case.

This ¢quare of ground belonged to the
suceeseion of Danicl Clark, and was sold by
Relf & Chew “nnder pretended authority of
testamentery executors of the said Daniel
Clark and of attorneye in fact of Mary
Clark,” nod by sundry subsequent convey-
ances came into the possession of the New
Orleans and Carroliton Railroad Company
on the twentyseventh of ll:‘y. 1836, Bee
the Hennen case, puges 615 and 616,

The New Orlesns and Carroliton Railroad
Company sold a portion of this equare, to
wit: Ope hnudred and ninety-one and five-
twelfths feet on Poydras street, by sbout
forty-two feet in depth, to the Municipality
No. 2, on the fourteenth September, 183G,
which slip of ground has beuen converted
into a market-house and strees, and is now
held and used by the city as such. Under
the authority of the decision in the Hennen
cuse, there can be no doubt but that Mrs,
Gsalnes can recover this lot from the city,
with the rénts and revenues thereof from
the fourteenth September, 1836.

On the twenty-second December, 1856,
Mrs. Gaines filed a suit in the Circuit Court
of the United Btates agaiust the city of New
Orleans, claiming that, as heir sud legatee
of Daniel Clark, she wus the owner of the
truct of lsnd within the city of New Orleans
bounded tgotho Bsyou St. John, Cansl Ca-
rondelet, Dorgenois and Bellishasse streets,
containing about one hundred and thirty-
five acres, and known as the Blanc tract, and
which lLas been divided by the city into
streets, squares and lots.

It was ndmitted in this suit, and the proof
fally sustsins the admission, that this
tract of lund belonged to the succession of
Daniel Clark; that Relf and Chew as pre-
tended execator of his will of 1811, and as
uttorneya in fact of Clark, sold this
tract of land to Evariste Blanc, on the thir-
tieth October, 1821, and said Blanc sold the
same to the city, on the thirtieth July, 1834,

The city hu{n‘ sold the quarter portion
of this Innd as city lots, beiore the institu-
tion of this suit, could only defend the same
a8 to five squares, Nos, 33, 34, 41, 42 and 46.
still held by the city, the city having sold
forty-seven squares, containing over one
thousand lot:q &

The decision of the Supreme Court of the
United States in this case, affirmed in every
point the vious decision of the ssme
court in the case vs, Hennen, and decreed
the land clsimed by Mra. Gaines, then in
the posseesion of the city of New Orleans,
being the five squares above stated, to be
delivered to her. This decision was ren-
dered in December, 1867,

The decision in this case will be interest-

and satisfactory for any person who
an interest in the matter to read, so [
give & careful abstract from it:

EXTRATCS.

Supreme Court Ninth United States.—No,
§2, December Term. 1867.—Myra Clark

Gaines, vs. the Oity of New Orleaus—Appeal

from the Circuit Court of the United
States for the Eustern District of
Loulsisns.—Mr. Juostice Duavis,  deliv-
cred the opinion e court: “It was
sapposed after the ion in Gaines vs,
Heunen (24 Howard), that the litigation

ed in one form snd avother for
over thirly yeurs by the complainant to
vindicate her rights in the estate of her

father was end

ut this ressonable expectation has not
been realized, for other cases involviug the

same issues and pleadings, and supported by
the same evidence, are before ns, and we
are asked to review the principles of law and

uestions of fuct on which the Hennen de-
3.!9; was pronounced, and they reopen the
whole coutroversy. The legal principies on
which that case was decided are no Jonger
open for consideratlon. They were fully
and fiu: settled, and are controlling in
all other disputes reisting to the same sub

ect,
s The influence of the probate of the will
of 1813 in deciding the civil ststus of Mre,
sines cannot be over-estimsted. Without
the evidence which it farnishes, her legiti
macy might be questioned, but with it, in
coanection with other evidence in the re-
dnm bt::'!h hard to see how it can be longer
ubted.

The circumstances under which the will
was recoguized are peculiar, and entitles
the court which pronounced it valid- the
tribute of oar admiration.

This will, thus allowed to go to_probate,
contaios the t:{l.o‘vlng t':,l:m ‘:’ ;I do he;ehlv
acknowledge my . who is
Dow living in the family of Sumuel B.
Davis, is my l?uimm only dsughter ;
and T leave sud bequeath unto her, the said

fact, dispose of all the cases, we will con-
sider in this case all subatantial defenses to
the recovery by Mrs, Gaiunes of her father’s
eatate. . -

In par of the claim of the complainants’
titles w?ulred under Relf and Chew, ex-
ecutors of the will of 1811, sre set up. But
these titles cannot avail the defendants, be-
canse Relf aud Chew, as executors of the
will of 1811, had no suthority to make the
sales, and could, therefore, pass no interest
to the purchasers, This is not oxly clear
from the law itself, but also from the judi-

cisl decision of the State Court. Chief Jus-
tice Martin, in Donsldson vs. Hall, 7 Mar-
tin, N. 8., page 113, saya: ‘A sale by execu-
ters without an order of court, and by pri-

vate contract, is void;” and to the same
effect ia the case of Launrear vs. Hurper, 13
Annual, page 548. The defendant baving
failed to prove that any order of court was
ever given to make these sales, they are
nallities snd convey no titles. And this is
the decision in Patterson vs. Gaines, in 6
Howard, which is resflirmed in Gsines vs.
Heaoen, 24 Howard. It isuseless to discuss
the point turther, as we see no reason to
question the correctness of the couclusion
at which the court srrived in these cases,
It s insl that the defendants are &m
tected by n of conveyances from Relf
& Chew, attorneys of Mary Clark, the uni-
versal legatee under the provisions of the

will of 1811, The invalidity of this defense

has been also sustained by this court in the
cases just referred to. The.effect of the
probate of the will of 1813, if Myra Clark
Gaines is legitimate, and that we have found
to be true, is to make her sole heir of Dauiel
Clark, aud, as a consequence, Mary Clark
could in law have no title as heir, and could
convey none.

This brings us to the only remaining
defense which we shall notice, and that is
the bar by prescription, But the title of
the complainant is not barred by prescrip-
tion sccording to the lawsof Louisisna.
This defense was made in the case of Guines
vs. Hennen, so often referred to, and dis-
posad of adversely to the defendant, and is
no longer an open question in thia court.
The prescription relied upon in this case is
tho same that was relied upon by the de-
fendsnt in that, sud a8 the proofs are com-
mon to both, it follows, us the plea of
prescription was not available in the ene, it
is not 1n the other.

To the digeredit of the friends of Daniel
Clark, this child grew to womanhood in ute
ter ignorance of her rights snd parentage,
and did not ascertsin them until 1834, (then
not fully), since which time she has been
endeavoring to obtaln her rightful inherit
sne. Owing to the lapse of time, i was
difficalt to reach the truth, and necessarily
for many years she groped her way in dark-
ness ; but finally, ehe was able to show the
gre it fraud,perpetratc d against; her for,in 1h2
jndgment of the Suprem= Court ot Louisi-
ana, she established tone validity of thst
very will, which forty-three years before
her father had executed in her favor. This
action of the ccurt settled, what was before
doubtful, her civil status, snd removed the
difficulty she had formerly encountered in
parsuitof her nghts, Th=questious of law
and fact to these rights were determined in
the case of Gaines vs. Hennen, After argu-
meat by able counsel, kud on muture con-
sideration, we have sffirmed that decision.
Can we not indulge the hope that the righta
of Myra Olark Gaines in the estate of her
father, Daniel Clark, will nowo be recognized?
The decree of the Circuit Court of the East-
ern District of Louisiana is reversed, and
this canse is remanded to that court, with
inatructions to enter a decree for complain-
snt in conformity with this decision.”

COPY OF THE MANDATE.

United States of America, ss: The President of
the United States of America to the honorable
the Judges of the Circuit Court of the Un'ted
BSuates for the District of Louisiana, greeting:

Waereas, Lately in the Circuit Court of
the United States for the Esstern District

of Louisiana, in a cause between Myra

Clark Gaines, complainant, and the city of
New Orleans, H. E. Lamayre, Charles Hop-
kins, Dominiqie Lanats, L. Lalande Fer-
nere, defendants (in equity), whereon the
decree of the said Circuit Court entered in
said cause 18 in the following words, viz:
“This cause came on to be heard at this
term upon bills, snswers and replications,
exhibits and proofs, and was argued by
couusel, and submitted to the court; where-
upon, on consideratidn thereof, it is
ordered, adjudged and decreed that the bill
of complaint herein be dismissed with
costs,” Decree entered nineteenth April,
1858; decree gigned twenty-third April,
1558, as by the inspection of the transcript
of the record of the said Circuit Court, which
was brought into the Supreme Court of the
United States, by virtue of an appesl agree-
ably to the act of Congress In such cases
made and J)rovided, fully and at large
appears; an

Whereas, in the present term of Decem-
ber, in the yesar of our Lord one thousand
eight hundred and sixiy-seven, the said
csuse came on to be heard before the said
Supreme Court, on the eaid transcript
of the record court was argued by
counsel, On counsideration whereof, it is
now here ordered and decreed by thiscourt,
that the decree of the said Circuit Court in
this case be, and the same is hereby reversed
with costs, and that the said compisinant
recover against the defendants, the city of
New Orlesns, et ul., one thousand cij.'ht}Zn
dred snd seventy-five dollars and fifty-six
cents for her costs herein expended, and
bave execution therefor. Aud it ie further
ordered that this case be, and the same is,
hereby remanded to the Circuit Court of the
United States for the District of Louisiana,
with instructions to enter & decree for the
complainant in conformity with the opinion
of this court,

In this case Mra, Gaines, on the first of
Beptember, 1803, submitted a proposition to
the city; suegesting the propriety of quiet-
ing and perfecting the titles of the vendees
of the ecity to the property sequired by the
city from Blanc in 1834, This proposition
was referred to the Finance Committees
of both boards, snd on the thirty first
of Décember, 1868, & report was made by
the Figance Committees, who, after reciting
the chain of titles to the property, acd other
facts, couclude by saying: 3

“Your committee did not deem it ‘within
the provisce of their duty to give uny
opinion upon the legality of the claim of
the petitioner, but as it is 8 question of
great importance, not only to the city, but
1o the large number of persons who have
ncaulred titles to property from the city,
and in view of the maguitude of the case,
and that the other duties of the City Attdr-
ney precludes him from giving his time and
attention to the study of the claim and
caze, we have asked the opinion of attorneys
of known ability who have no bias of opinion

Jor or against the claimant, and whose

opinion attsched hereto we recommend
as & basis for final action,®and oifer the

accompanylog for the swuction of the
Councfl.”

The resolution is as follaws:

« “Resolved, Thut u joint committee, com-
posing three members of the Board of As-
eistant Aldermen aud two of the Board of
Aldermen, be appoinwd to investigate the

claims of Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines and to
recomwend an amount that should be paid

to ssid Mre. Gaines, in compromise, to quiet
her titles to all property sold by the city and
now claimed by her,”

The la consulted by the committee
were E. Wooldridge and C. E. Whunsi.
who submitted written opinions to the fol-
lowing questions:

MFirst. Does the decision of the Supreme
Court in the csee of Mrs, Myra Clark Gaines
vs, the City of New Orleans affect the case
of the present clsim now before the Council ?
If 0, to what extent ?

“8esond, Do you advise, after an examina-
tion of the case, that the city shall still de-
fend the case, or should settle the matter by
compromise ? If the Iatter, on what terms m
Those attorneys fully concurred in opin-
jon, and, in soawer to the first lnterroi,:m
tory, eaid that ‘‘said decision is conclusive
as to all the ground iu controversy not alien-
ated by the city prior to the tweuty-second
of December, 1856, the date on which Mre.
Gaines filed her suit.”

“And as to that part of the ground in dis-
pute, which had been alienated by the cit
prior to the institution of #aid suit, and is
now claimed and occupied by the city’s ven-
dees (sgainst whom Mrs, Gaines is now
rosecuting another suit in the United States
Circuit Court), they are ot opinion that the
decision in question virtnally settles every
point that cau be raised by the defendants
on the trial of eaid last mentioned suit, ex-
cept such special defenses as may apply in-
dividuslly to the vendees respectiveiy, and
these oa:cinl defenses can ouly be of two
kinds, to wit:

1. Defendants may successfully resist Mrs.
Gaines’ euit by showing title in themselves
acquired from her, .
2. By showing title by prescription—that
is, by showing they have held the property
for ten consecutive years, under s fitle
translative of property acquired by them in
good faith.

No vue claims titles acquired from Mrs,
Gaines, which disposes of the first point.

The question of prescription, these sttor-
neys show, can not avail the defendants,
bat they ehow that, so far as the city is con-
cerned, it makes no difference whether Mrs.
Gaines gaing or loses the suit agaiust the
city's vendees, ssif Mre Gaines gains the
suit the city will be responsible to their
vendees, the defendants, in warranty, and
if the defendants gain the suit, the city will
be liable to Mrs. Gaines for the same
amount that she would have been in war-
ranty to the defendants if they had lost the
case. They say : ** It will be seen that, so
far as the city is interested in dischargivg
her legal responsibilities, as well to Mrs,
Gaiues as to all other parties interested in
this controversy, her liability is fixed by the
decision in question.”

She will stand unaffected or affected as
much the one way ss the other, whether
her vendees win or loose the suit now pros-
ecuted against them by Mrs. Gaines.

If this be true, how idle is further resist-
ance on her purt, when we consider the
necessary waste of money thrown awsy in
contestiog au slresdy twice decided case,
and both decisions rendered by the highest
judicial tribunal of the uation, if not of the
world, and whe lust, & most lengthy, labored
and emphatic decision, rendered after hav-
ing given long and attentive audience to the
ablest counsel of the nation, who, for more
than a quarter of a century had been en-
g«ged in prepairing the cause. The coun-
sol rurther says: * For all of said ground
sold by the city prior to the twenty-second
December, 1856, the city is bound to refund
taie purchase money wih interest. Arnd
this, in suy event, whether her vendess win
or loose the suits now pending against them,”

In response to the second interrogatoery,
these counsel say they “‘can not advise the
city longer to aefend the case, and do ad-
vige a ecttlement of the same by compro-
mise, if pogsible,” On the basis of the iia-
bility of the city, ns stated, they eay: **Mrs,
Guines’ eluims adjusted, our city resl estate
titles will be clear, and large portions of the
city, now falling into decay for want of re-
pair, will at once be improved, aud scon at-
tain & quadrople value. Thus, by way of
taxation, yieldivg Iarge revenues to the
city, as well as loppivg off the ewormous
annusl expenses 1o which the city has been
put for many years in defending herselfl
agaiust the claums of Mrs, Galnes.™

A carefu! examinatiou of the decisions of
the Supreme Court, and of the opinlons of
those sttorneys selected by the Finance
Committees ol the City Courcil, *‘of known
ability, who have no biss of opinion for or
sgainst the clatmaut,” together with the
resolution offered vy the committee as part
of thetr report, to appoint a committee tn
“recommend sn amouut that should be paid
to said Mrs. Gaines in compromise, to quiet
her titles to all property sold by the city, aud
now claimed by her,” fixes the conclusion
irresistibly upon the mind of soy unpreju-
diced person that further litization by the
city in this matter will be simply vexatious
and wasteful, anl that the city owes it, in
good faith to those who liave purchssed
portions of this propsrty from her, to quiet
thelr titles by n settlement of the matter
with Mrs, Galues.

The effect of this defect in titles on those
who huve purchased poriions of this proper-
ty from the city is exceedingly injurious in
this: It prevents them from improving the
property, as no one will improve property
when they know the title is defective. They
can not use it as a security on which to ob-
tain loans, as npo capitalist will lend on
mortgage on property when the title is de-
fective; and they can not well, a8 no one will
purchase property when they kuow the title
to be bad. The oconsequence is that this
large district of the city, comprising forty-
seven equares and more than s thousand
lota, is dilapidating aod deteriorating in
real value, the city and State thereby losing
the revenue that would accrue from the im-
provement and prosperity of that portion
of the city.

This is & propitious time to compromise
this matter, for the reason that Mrs, Gaines,
though & resident of New York, and ad-
vanced in age, is preseut in the city, and
the City Council under the new charter,
cemposed of but one body, and few in pum-
ber, and of the highest character and busi-
pess capucity, and sssisted by a city At-
torney of grest ability, there is every pros-
{:ct that a fair and equitable settlement can

made, if the matter is postponed. Life
is uncertsin, and in the event of Mrs. Gaines'
death the business will become complicated
by her rights falling into other and several
hands, and instead of dealing with one pee-
S0N 88 NOW, mANY persons may have to be
counsulted, and should Mrs, Gaines find it to
her interest to sell out her claims, those
who might purchase would do so for a
speculation and would extort every cent
the law would give them.

No one can read the first and last para-
graphs of the decision of the S8upreme Court
of the United States in the case of Gaines
vs. the city of New Orleans, 6 Wallace, 697
and 718, without bring impressed with the
belief that the court considered the litiga-
tion in thut suit nonecessary and vexations,
and an unwarrantable attempt to deprive
Mrs. Gaines of her just rights. If another
suit, fuvolving the same questions, should
b taken to that court, it would be treated
with little favor.

It is proper here to remark agrin that we
refer, in thi= communication, only to such
propurtf claimed by Mrs. Gaines, the titles
to which hxve been substantially settled in
her favor by the decisions of the Supreme
Court of the United States, in the cases of
Mrs, Gaives vs. Heunen sudthe city of New
Orleans.

May not a reasonable hope be entertsined
that the city authorities will take up this
msutter and settle the same, or, at ell events,
do all they can in the premises? Certainly,
Mrs. Gaines has showed s disposition to set-
tle this matter, and the late city govern-
ment, &8 far s they went, also ehowed that
& settlement ought to have been made. The
writer of this has never heard any reason
why the mutter was allowed o rest where it
was left by the report of the Finance Come
mittees herein referred to. CITIZEN.

It iz stated that George Roberts has sold
the Westmoreland Hotel, with the intention
of embarking once more in newspaper enter-
prise. He is one of the oldest liviog news-
Papermen in the United States, He ronnded
the Albany Zranscript in 1836, the Boston
Daily Times shont the same time, the Bos-
ton ¥ankee Notion (the first of the Boston
weekly sensstion papers), the enormons
Constellation (published in this city), was
the founder of the American Club House, in
Union square, and the architect and builder

g; the po nl::.Wgotmluster Hotel, in Irving
ace. He een a very -enterprisi
man during his extended car?cr. s

If you are troubled with asthma Leaplace's

Indiam Turnip Pectoral Balm will relievet

you. Bold at all well assorted drug stores,
Price one dollar.

- -

The following named partiea are hereby
hotified to call at my office, No. 126 Caron-
delet street, room No. 31 Davidson's
Court, and settle the amounts set opposite
their pames, for taxes due the State for
1869, withfn TwzNTY DAYS from date, or I
will proceed to collect the same according

Hecker Fred......... .o $83 70
HewanerM...... vhaav Ry
Higgins Patrick
Heaton Mrs Ann
Hughes John No 1
Hughes John No 2
Haggerty Dennis
Henry Henriotta, ..
Hube Michuel. ...

Halloran Mathew ..
Hurt Mrs C.therine...
Herndsoa M............
Hearsay estate MraGeorge 15
Holbrook A M........... 1
Hall E & Heury S.. .

Huntinzton Waler

Hollond Me< Maiy 30

Haggerdon Mrs Adam. . ..
Hall Mrs Joha M.

Hennees‘y Richard & John

Holzel Philip...
Hapley Peter.,..

Hirsch Mrs Catherine, .., 112
Huotkinson M........ 2:
Holskemper John,......

Hart Mrs Ann. ... i
Houghton Mrs G W
Horan John.............

Harris William, ., .

Halpin Patrick..........
Hughes widow James E .,

Herman Mrs M. ...

Hymen Soliman,
Harper Mrs L H. .

Horan Mrs Mathew
Hillman William....,...
Hughes James E. . .......
Henderzon Mrs Catherin,

Howell Abraham
Hart t;Agrzhm- and F a

Harney MrsJ H.........
ughes widowJ E.......
LS Wesooeoevnovanas
, Haber Federick A

Hirech Mrs Amelia

Henter Ferninand
Harley Samuel. . . ...
Hirsh Abrahsm A
Herlitz Henry A ........
Haseam Thomas

Hendricks Mathew, .
Hill widow Henry.......
penbauer Fred A. ...

Hussy John....oeeuase .
Hemard Charles

Hesse Frederick,.......
Hickey Cornelius S
Henson Edward
Haho Conrad. .,

Hyland M and M Brennan

Harcington Mrs J

Henneban Michael,

Haggerty, Michael R

Houssion Jobn, ...
Hale Mrs Josephine, ,
Hilsman Thomas

RIS, v vieoieseansnnny "

Hays, Tunsall &

Hopkins J W..

Hernsheim 8..........

Haber &Moore. .........
HoodJ B & Co.........
‘hown & Pierson,.....

Horter, Peterson & Fen-

Huey J K & Co..
Hogan & Patton.
Hawking John...
Hopper B F..... .
Hester De A...........

Honauld Charles
Huger & Bine...........
Herman, Hertz & Co.....
Hiller M&Co..cvnvunns
Hernandez Joseph......

Hand Mrs Chas and others 225 20
Hewitt Norton et als.... 225 20

> O
Harris Alexander, ..... .
Heck Charles T........
Howell BM & Co........

Harrold Mrs C and others 135 20
Home Ivsarance Come
pany of New Laven... 100
Hare Robert. .. ... ... 11
Higgins J P & Co..... . 189

Hardee Joln T & Co
Hull Mr«SS.......
Hurley Johm. ...
Hill Allen..... .o
HaleyM......... &
HAMBC. s aionasossa
Husch Adem...........
Hansley Mrs P. 5
Hillsman A S...
Herminger R....
Hochemedel Michael
Herman Louia F. .,
HuntMrs WH. ..
Hunt Raodell. ..

Hissehberg H..........
Huberwald Radolph....
BRI TR, Vi oxesmnwn ey
Hunter MrsR.......
Hoffman & Kerner.......
Hyman Mrs...... A

Hag F...... -
T
Hurt Mrs Daniel,
HelmJ G.......

Hersky J.............
Halpin P & J A Moran. ..
HowardJ B.............

Hogonin J G.....
Hubbard J B...
Heren Narcisse.

Habepy Charles.........
Harbolt HM............
Haner Mrs S............
Henn Peter.............

Hodgins Patrick..
Hock Michael J..
Harvey Mis E. ...
Hackreda William.,

Huchwedt William..... .
ppenbauer Fred......

R R
Harris Miss P and others. 30 20
Hasch Peter............
Hagedom Adam.........
Hassam & Pooley.......

Hackett Patrick.

Hooper ectate of Isaac...

Heath Charles

Hart J M. ..oovvnnnnn voe
Hamburger widow P A..
Hubert Augustin, .
Hughes David. ..... saven
Holmes Augustus. ......
Hayben FrancisO........
Hutchinson heirs of......
Henon Mrs Eliza........
Henon Nicholas.........
Hodnett H.............
Hanson A..... .

Holtz Joseph. . .. s
Hopkins William. .......
Hanly estate of Thomas. .
Heno widow AB........
HoHler A'W. .oeonocsoses
Henley Jobn......
Healey Patrick...... seee
Hoffman Christian. .... e
Hutchinson J W.......

Hawkins Benjamin..
Honora Isabella. ........

Hussy Mrs Jobn.........
Hite George
Hughes B W.... v
Henning Mrs Sophie L. ..
Hart Margaret..........
Hugg J and Mary Sexil..
Hucks Anthony.........
Haza Mra....cooovnnnnnn
Huart Perry......c..cco0 .
Hautton Michael.........
Herron Nicholas, ........
Hauck Alexander.
Handlin W W. . g
Hatton Michael.........
Hillman George.........
HOHaOowe voivnin conse
Hinpinigan Edward..... .
Hafte Frederick...o.....
Harris Osburn..........
Hilback, Josepd.........
Hertzberz Altert. -

Husted Henry. .
Husted Julius. .
Hays James
Hide Joseph
Heale M 'ss Parthenia. .. ..
Hogan James...........
Hanley Patrick..........
ARy N s s as
Hart Arthor.
Hyams lsanc .
Hodgkins G.....coo0anne
Hogan Dennis......e....
I¥enry Lawrence,........
Hanley ¥......coneaicss
Hellen Willinm. .
Huamilton M...... Soeson .
Hepper Willism. ........
HoasJohn G.... .

Houth Newton, o
HeviaJames Gro.ovvvnnes
Hyam8 d 8....vcanvovens
HoyleJ M and E A Chad-

WICK. ... sosssaiisassses
HyawsJ Sand H M......

Hyam

Hopp LC

Hale C C and D Darlow. .
I

Ingersol ¢state Doras. . ..
Iscerman widow Conrad
G

Jogman S.......coinnnn
Ivens Edmund M
Irvin William
Ivens EW....

rance Com; @-
nixllutusl..?r‘.y‘ .....
Insurance North

British
Imperial Insurance Come

PBDY..coeensansonsssss 100 20

*Jopes P.......

.'Jirvin.lobq..

2O -

Israel L..o......
Insurance Company, Lon-

don and Lancashire. .. 258

Insurance Comgwy Pied-
mont Real Estate and
Life,..oosvernnnen- e

Insurance Company New

York Life...... eeeees 363 20

Israel Foooooinnienns vewm 37 20
Insurance Compaony Lou-
isians Equitable Life. .. 135 20
Insurance Company Liv-
erpool, London and

g

Johnson Joseph........
Joachim Henry.

Joachim Mis A M
Joeckel Gi..f.viviuevinen
Jenevin John C.........
Jobngon MrsJos........
Jackson Jumes. .. .......
Joseph S H....
Jewell J W, ..
Jackson Ilobert
Johnson ¥illiam Joha.,
Jucobs Henry, .ooovnn...

Jenkins Miss E and M E
Morton....covaneieise

Johoston J M...........
Jones Mrs Arman.......
Jotmston J B...........
Johnston Mrs M. o
Jeble Julins,, ..

Jeffrey Jobmi......oaen
Joubert BF............
Jenkios Mrs A M........
Jacobs J W.............
Josepline Louis, ... ...

Jones Wm & Walter Lorie

Jewett Joseph..iiiiienns

Justus }'ranc{s: vy

Johnson Henry........
Jardet PE . ......nan..

Jungbeth Henrich.......
Jaegger widow Jobannes.
Jones Dr James and Soa.
Jones Mrs James. .......
Johnston & Shields......

Jones Davi
Johoson Fran:

Jogce Patrick...........

Jobnson Patrick. ...
Joyce Eleanor. ... .. ..
Jucques Jacob...........
Jones Walter........ 5
Juif Jules Franeis.
Jebat Enge....... . .
Joanen Mrs Pater........
JohnstonJ C.....couennn
Jensen JH.......vneeen

Jackson Jas and Charles

Manson ......oc0000ee
Johnston Andrew J......
Jorda Thomas..........
Jacobs A.......

Japmen J.......cc00000e
,Jacobs ) SR R RS
Jobnston C G..........
Jonesd C.cveevonanense
Jones Allen........... .

Johnson Julian & Co..
Jeanvennaud & Co......

Jennings Yates & Co....

Jurey & Hurris.........

Juenger widow William.

Jorda Thomas......... .

Jordy M..... s
James J.....covvcvenane
James Mrs Mary B......
Job Charles.....ovvvvnn =
James Michael...........

John Richard
Jonneau Antonio........
Jones Jobhn.............

Jordy widow Frederick. ..

Jerolleman S M........ v
Jenkins Mrs Nettie M. ...
Jones widow Wiiliam. ...

Jackson Muthilda. .......
Jones Stephen...... .
Jackson Andrew........ .
Johnson Daniel........ o

Juner Philip.
Jacob James,
JobnsonW......

Jose Armano............

Jamme Alexander C.....

Jones Mrs Alfred F..... .
X

King George............
Krumbar W B

Kline Mrs.... ..........
Kreite P..... .
Kramer Charles.

Keith Clarissa, ..........
Kingsburger F A........
Kautman Joseph.........
KecferE..... e o e o
Kloppenberg Henry......
Kennedy Mrs E..........
Keenan Mrs Richard.....
Keepan Richard,........
KraftHE......
Kane James, .ooovinnun..
Rrom @ ..o ovvnvnsaces
Klingler Mrs B, .........
Kuck estate John.
Kuck Jobn G.....
Kierman Mrs M... o
Kipp Anthony E........

Kranss George. ......... <

Jokum John
Kogan John
Kinn Mrs H

Kilpatrick estats W W,.. 1

Keller Andrew..........
Kane Mrs........c......
Kincaide Wm (colored). .
Kropp Arand............
Kincaide Alexander. .....
Kustenmaker G E.......
Keller Joseph. ..........
KellyJoha.......c00uuue
Kernan Jobn A Sr......
Kelly Owen............
Kampen James, .
Kay Dernard W.. .
King Robert............

Kneaper Henrich. ......
Kahn Joseph..........
Kearns Peter.......
Kraft ¥ A.......
Kelly Patrick............
Kearns W P........
Kun'z H..... sioeis
Kendall T F......
Kantz Sigismand, ..
Kane Michael
Keefe J W.TW T and
Robert—J Wilson agent
Kina Heory,
KranseJ G........

A A
Kowalski Mrs B,

minors WW..
Mrs Jane,.vvsees

—

Konn widow JobnL.....
Keaton M EF. -
Kilbride

Kennedy Mrs Jobn......
Kearns Lawrence. ....
Koehler Hemry.....o00es
Kenner D F and others. .
Kenned D & C McKeon.

BtJ-B..oeienesonas

of Mrs AH.....000
Kaufman M & C Hirach. .
Kanfman M......cov0eee
Kneass & Mayo .
Kemny T...... v
Kepnedy E........c0000
Karstendeck Otto H. ...
Kehlar, Updyke & Co....
Keiser Ssmuel......co.eue
King & Meyer...........
Kurdshet & Bienvenu....
Keifer Broa........o00n-
Katz & Barnett.. £
Krull & Dickey. . e
Kennedy M. .. .. Senman
Kiute Willism...........
Kidder TW............
Kaney Miss Eliza........
Kuntzman John.........

Klepn Cecil......
Keathan J.....conee
Kgox Brothers .
Kirkpatrick & Keech....
Klopman Mrs L
Keller John.....covvenee
Keller Mrs B G
Kera H & B Fellm :

KaufmanS.....ooeeveees
Koebell Miss Lou'sa....
Kirchof Mrs J..........
Keeter & Hollander......
Koara Hesry...........
Keating Mrs Owen..
Kearna Josepb.........0
Kennett Patrick. ..

P .o
Kennedy Patrick....
Kuhner Jacob.....
Koch HP..........

Kelly Malachi..
Klipper Jacob..
Kuutz WB...... .o
Keeling Mrs......ccenne
Kelsey Heory F.........
Kerr Mrs HJ . .ovvnninnn
Kennedy Mrs Charles. ...
Kernaghan Michael......
Knoop Theodors....
Kerchmeyer John..
Kelly Mrs Eliza. .. .
Kirkinger John.........
Kain Daniel........ ceve
Kearney estate James. ...
Koepper John....eeuees
Keenan Edward..... d
Keenann Mr8....ocee
Rearns John. ...
Relly Mrs Mary. ..
Kemper George A D.
Kelly Edward..........
Kellelon Mrs Joha.......
Kane Patrick...........
Keovery Peter.........
Keeling Terrance. ..... .o
Kuchler Martia. . 3
Klopp Jacob....
KeeganJ A..........s
Kane Bridget...........
Kean widow Timolhy....
Kaufman George. ... ..
Kiernan Thomus. .

Keechen Mrs Aonis,.....

Kerner James,.........:
Koning James. c.vvve.ne
Killday Patrick.........

.
Lockbart Mrs, David.....
Lauver Charles,...oveu.as
Lana Fletcher....
Lotz Martin.......
Lyons Mary Ellen.......
Laborde Mrs Jno. ,.uevus
Laudocher J H.. .
i.ucu gmuel. .
usse Caspar .
Lunn Thomas...... .
Letory Jesn B......
wisRN........ essess
Lindsey Dr W B........
Lippiacott William......
Lincolo Jeremish...... -

Lowler M.....cc0ocvenes
Levy widow Abrabam..
Lincoln J and Co.......
Langsfieldd H..........
Luzenberg C H.........

Lauoghlin Mrs.......... .
Lechner Jacob..........
Landwehr George.......
Littlejobn J......

Larkin Franeis. .

Levy Michael...........
Lodge Rufus.......euuue
Levy LionelL........ o
Levy Abraham ca

Lob Samuel............ .
Lickert Mrs Catherine. ..
Lampman Mrs Martin. . .
Lewis MrsAJ....... .
ILee Charles H.

Laterrade Pierre.........
Lester Mrs Sarah. .... eee
Lindberry Chatles.......
Levy Jacob.........
Lynch Mrs Catherine. ...
Letrman M. ..r0000ee.ss
Lambias Robert A......
Leotche Richard I, ....
Lillenkron'est A.....
Lambert Jobn L.......
Letrietner Albert. ......
Laurence J B..... o
LeGross Edmund. .
Levy Albert.......
Lebman L,...soeeeceess
Leonard Susan..........
Lambert Lawrence.....«
Lacroix Francois. ...... .
Lee Thomas Brown..... .
Long Webster and
Lubmaan....... | PUIRRE
Levy A cvisaciccenronae
Lilverman A. ..
Lapore Baptis

Levyestate Bo.ovon....,
LudwlguC,l’lmtlln. sosase

Lea JohnN........ vees 241 20
Labarre F Valcour,..... 214 95
Lemle Marks,.o........ . 38
LaurentJ A, . .o
Letorey Viotor. . e
Lerroque Joseph..... PR
LaumeyerE II. ... PO

Loos Adam........... ve
Lehman Abraham...... v
Logand.........cc..0u0 .
Litehtenstein Meyer.....
Leveque CJ.......

Leslie Peter W.

Lyons HenryA.......::
Lanfear Ambrose........

Mra Jofoeen . .uus
Lelwll iﬂ:ﬁap W and Wil-

goob. ssssscmecee

Jomy oo
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