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Doec. #775 , gl

Box 41

File #3328

I 33 T, PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED BY

)
)  JUAN CADUE VERSUS FRANCIS-
Judge: Estevan ; CO AUDIBER IN REGARD TOQ
Miro. THE COLLECTION OF A CER- ;
Court Clerk: g TAIN SUM OF PESOS. !
)
)
)

Fernando Rodri-
guez.

YP. 1 %0 8,
French and
EPanisho

Plaintiff petitions the |
Court, alleging that as evi-
denced by the promissory
note presented the Defendant
owes petitioner the sum of P
ninety-eight pesos and three
reales; that on several occasions petitioner
has demanded the Defendant to pay, but Defend-
ant has refused; therefore petitioner begs the
Court, to compel the Defendant to appear in
Court and declare under oath wiether he owes
the sum c¢laimed.

On Jan. 12, 1783, the Court
granted the Plaintiff's petition.

On the same day, the Defend-
ant, declared that he owes said sum of ninety-
eight pesos to the Plaintiff; but that the De~
fendant had paid to the Pleintiff the sum of
twenty-four pesos and four reales on account of

the sum in question.

Plaintiff, again petitions
the Court, alleging that Defendant has no docu-
ment to prove that he had paid the sum of twen~-
ty-four pesos and four reales on account; there-
fore petitioner begs the Court to issue a writ
of execution against the person and properties
of the Defendant to satisfy the full sum of

' ninety-eight pesos, plus interest and costs of

these proceedings.

On Jan., 21, 1783, the Court
granted the Plaintiff's petition.

(conttd)




Doc. #775
(cont'd)

On Jan. 24, 1783, Don Nicolas
Fromantin, Chief Constable went to the house
of the Defendant and requested him to pay to
the Plaintiff the sum claimed of ninety-eight
pesos plus interest and costs of these pro-
ceedings, but the Defendant refused, and not
find ing any properties to seize, he arrested
the Defendant.

The record is incomplete and
the outcome of the case is not known.




Doc: Nos 776,

File #28, & “
Jan. 13, 1783, q
Judge: Don Este- Case of ‘
ven Miro, Don Joseph Foucher, Treasur-'

Court Clerk: Don ) er of the City of New Orleané

. Rafael Perdomo., ) versus

Pages 1-6, ) Don Fernando Rodriguez, Nota-

All in Spanish. ) ry Public and Clerk of the
Government and Council of the
City of New Orleans,

|
Joseph Foucher, as Treasurer of the City of ?
New Orleans, petitioned the Court, alleging that |
as evidenced by the document duly presented the
Defendant owes the Treasury of the City the sum
of one thousand twenty-four pesos for the value
of the office of Public Attorney of which Don
Rafael Perdomo was formerly in possession and
which the Defendant bought; petitioner further
alleges that although on several occasions peti-
tioner has requested the Defendant to pey said
sum the Defendant has refused; therefore, peti-
tioner begs the Court to issue a writ of execu-
tion against all the properties of the Defendant
until the total payment of said sum plus the !
costs of these proceedings. I

The Court granted the Plaintiff's prayer.

Then the Plaintiff petitioned the Court,
alleging that the writ of execution was levied ‘
on the shoe buckles of the Defendant as there was|
no other properties to be seized; therefore, the
petitioner begs the Court to seize the office of |
Public Attorney from the Defendant in order to
satisfy the claim of one thousand twenty-four
pesos oWwed to the City Treasury.

The Court granted the Plaintiff's prayer.

The record is incomplete and the outcome
of the case is not known.




Doc. #777
Box 41

File #57 )  PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED BY
Jan. 13, 1783.) ALBERTO GRIMA VERSUS CON-
Judge: Estevan) STAN FARDI IN REGARD TO

Miro. ) THE COLLECTION OF A SUM
Court Clerk: ) OF PESCS.,

Rafael Perdomo)

PP. 1 to 4. )

French and ) Plaintiff, petitions the
Spenish, ) Court, alleging that, as evi-

denced by two promissory
notes, which he duly presents,
the Defendant, a resident of the City of Pensa-
cola, owes petitioner the sum of three thousand
three hundred pesos for certain merchandise
which petitioner sold to the Defendant; that

on several occasions petitioner hagé demanded
payment of said Defendant which Defendant has
refused; that sinoce, petitioner had been in-
formed that said Defendant is in Jjail in the
City of Pensacola; therefore petitioner begs
the Court to issue a warrant and forward it to
the Governor of said City of Pensacola in order
to compel said Defendant to pay petitioner the
sum in question and to seize Defendant's pro-
perties if he refuses to satisfy said debt.

On Jan. 13, 1783, the Court
granted the Plaintiff's petition.

The record is incomplete and
the outcome of the case is not known.

P




Doec. #778
Box 41

File #66 ) PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED BY

Jen. 13, 1783 ) DON JUAN DIDEZIC MOLEN-

Judge: Martin ) HAUSSER, MASTER OF THE BRI~
Navarro. ) GANTINE NAMED "JUAN HAMBUR-
Court Clerk: ) GOS," FOR THE PURPOSE OF
Rafael Perdomo.) JUSTIFYING HIMSELF OF THE 5
PP. 1 to 41, % DAMAGES SUFFERED BY SAID

All in Spanish,) BRIGANTINE UNDER HIS COM-

MAND .

Don Juan Didezic Molenhaus-
ser, master of the Brigantine named "Juan de
Hemburgos®™, petitions the Court, alleging that
as evidenced by the attested protest presented,
sald Brigantine suffered huge damages, resulting,
when said Brigantine went aground, and also from
misfortunes encountered on the high seas in his
voyage from Burdeos, France to this Port of New
Orleans; that said damages were caused not
through his negligence; that in order to exoner-
ate petitioner from paying said damages; there-
fore petitioner begs the Court that he be al-
lowed to submit information, and that the wit-
nesses that petitioner will present declare un-
der oath in accordance with said attested pro-
test, and that a copy of their testimonies be
delivered to petitioner in order to promote
whatever may be convenient.

On Jan. 13, 1783, the Court
granted the Petitioner's prayer.

wr

Petitioner presented before
the Court several wiitnesses and they declared in
accordance with the attested protest presented.

The Court after hearing the
witnesses exonerated petitioner from all blame
of the damages caused to said brigantine named
"Juan de Hamburgos."

The cost of these proceedings
amounted to 357 reales.

—"
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Doc. #779.
Box 41.
, § Case of
File #80, ) Don Juan Bta. Pomet
Jan., 13, 1783, ) versus
P, From 1 to 8. g one named Armant.,

All in Spanish.

Judge: Don Estevan Plaintiff, petitioned th1
Miro. Court, alleging that the

Court Clerk: Rafael Defendant owes him the ,
Perdomo. ) sum of 1792 pesos 6 1/2 §

reales as ¥ #» evidenced by the three promissory
notes presented. Therefore petitioner begs the
Court, to order the Defendant to satisfy said '
sum, or to give petitioner a security, and to b
order the defendant not to leave this City, until
he has settled this matter.

On January 13th, 1783,
Governor Miro, Colonel of Infantry, ordered the
Defendant, to appear in Court to acknowledge his
signature at the foot of said three promissory
notes and to @eeldre if he owes the sum claimed

by petitioner. |
On the same day in com=-

pliance with the preceding decree the Court Clerk,
went to the house of the Defendant and after the
Defendant was duly sworn according to law he de-
clared that the signature at the foot of said

three promissory notes are his, end that he owes
the sum of 1792 pesos 6 1/2 reales to the Plain-

tifr.

Then the Plaintiff, peti-
tioned the Court, alleging that as it is evidenc-
ed by the Defendant's declaration in which he
admitted owing said sum, therefore petioner then
begs the Court to issue a writ of execution a-

) gainst the personal properties of the Defendant,
in order to satisfy said claim,

On January 15th, 1783,
Don Estevan Miro, granted the Plaintiff's petitio

The record is incomplete
and the outcome of the case is not known.




Doc. #780 SECOND
Box 41 FILE

File #90 ) PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED BY THE
Jan. 13, 1783. ) BOARD OF CREDITORS OF THE DE-
P, from 1 to 8l.) CEASED MANUEL PONCE PASQUIN
Spenish & French) VERSUS THE ESTATE OF DON MANU-
Judge: Gov. Es-) EL PONCE PASQUIN.

tevan Miro.

Court Clerk: The record shows that each
Fernando Rodri- ) creditor presented their
Zuez. ) claims, duly signed by the de-

ceased Manuel Ponce Pasquin,

showing the nature and amount
of the claim, and petitioning the Court that
their claims be satisfied out of the proceeds
of the sale of the property left by sald de-
ceased. +

on Feb. 6, 1783, Don Franclsco
Broutin, as tutor, ad lites of the minor heirs
to the estate of the deceased Manuel Ponce Pas-
quin petitioned the Court, alleging that since
the inventory of the properties left by the said
deceased has been approved, therefore, petitioner
begs the Court to order the sale of said proper-
ties on terms of six months paymente

a

Oon Feb. 2lst, Governor Estevan
Miro, ruled that by virtue of the majority of the |
ereditors having opposed the proposal made by Don
Frencisco Broutin, tutor of the minor heirs, it |
was finally decided that the estate should be
disposed of for cash, and that the sale should

take place Jamuary 25th, 1784.

The record shows that the
ereditors, that had not filed their cleaims, af-
ter becoming aware of the above decree, filed

‘their olaims, and the estate was disposed of,
for cash and some of the greditors were satis-
fied out of the proceeds others were not.




Doc. #781,
Box 41,
File #22, }
Jan, 14, 1783, Case of
P. From 1 to 7, } Don Pedro Duranton
All in Spanish, versus
Judge: Don Este- ) Manuel subi,
van Miro, )
Court Clerk: )
Rafael Perdomo, ) Plaintiff Petitioned the

Court, alleging that the

Defendant owes him the sum
of 71 pesos, as evidenced by the promissory note
Presented and that the Defendant has refused to
pay on demend. Therefore petitioner begs the
Court to order the Defendant to appear in Court
to acknowledge his signature affixed at the foot
of said promissory note and to declare if he
owes the sum claimed.

On January 14th, 1783, Don
Estevan Miro, ordered the Defendant to appear in
Court as petitioned,

On March 29th, 1783, in
compliance with the preceding decree, the Defen-
dant appeared before the office of the Court
Clerk, to give his declaration, and after Defen-
dant was duly sworn according to law, he declar-
ed that the signature affixed at the foot of
sald promissory note is his and that he owes the
sum claimed by petitioner.

Then the Plaintiff, petiti-
oned the Court to order the Defendant to appear
in Court and declare if he owes the sum claimed,
The Defendant answered the Plaintiff's petition
alleging that the accounts presented by the
Plaintiff are incorrect, and that he only owes
2l peses and 5 reales.

The record is not complete
and the outcome of the case is not known.
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Doc. #782
Box 41

PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED BY
BERNARDA ARCINY, NEGRESS
SLAVE OF DON FRANCISCO

File jf85
Jan. 14, 1783,
P, from 1 to

)

|
16, ) DANIEL DUPAIN FOR THE PUR-
Judge: Don ) POSE OF OBTAINING HER LET-
Juan Ventura ) TER OF FREEDON.
Morajes. )
Court Clerk: ) Bernarda Arciny, negress slave
Don Rafael ) of Don Francisco Daniel Dupain,
Perdomo, ) petitioned the Court, alleging

that she desires to obtain her

freedom for her appraised value.
Therefore, petitioner begs the Court to order her
master to appoint an appraiser on his part and to
appoint on her part an appraiser, to estimate her
value and in case of disagreement to appoint a
thrid appraiser.

On Jan. 15th, 1783, Don Juan
Ventura Morales, Justice of the Peace, granted
'the petitioner's prayer and ordered the Court
Clerk, to notify VYon Francisco Daniel Dupain,
master of petitioner, to comply as petitioned.

Then Don Francisco Daniel Du-
pain, petitioned the Court, alleging that in
compliance with the preceding deoree, wherein he
was ordered to appoint an appraiser to estimate
his negress slave, he appointed ome Don Carlos
Onorato Olivier; therefore petitioner begs the
Court to order the Court Clerk to notify Don
Onorato Olivier of said appointment.

The Court granted Don Franecisco

Court Clerk, notified Don Carlos QOnorato Olivier
and Don Gaspar de Aranda of the appointment gs
appraisers, which appointment they accepted.

On Jan. 17th, 1783, Don Juan
Ventura Morales, Justice of the Peace ordered
the Court Clerk to set the 18th day of the cur-

(conttd)

Daniel Dupain's petition and, on the same day the




Doec, #1782
(cont'd)

rent month for the appraisement of said negress
slave,

On Jan. 18th, 1783, the appoint-
ed appraisers, éppeared before the office of
Don Juan Ventura liorales, Justice of the Peace,
for the purpose to proceed to the estimation of
said slave which they estimated for 800 pesos,

On Jan. 22nd, Bernarda aroiny,
negress slave of Don Francisco Daniel Dupain,
appeared before the Court Clerk, and paid the
sum of 800 pesos, which is her appraised
value.

On Jan. 23rd, Don Juan Ventura
Morales, Justice of the Peace, ordered Don
Daniel Dupain to issue the letter of freedom
to his negress slave as petitioned.




File No. 3318,
Jan, 14, 1783,
Judge: Juan Ventura

)
Lliorales. ; PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED
)

Doe. No. 783.
Box 41 .

Court Clerk: Leonardo
Mazange,

- EPq. 1 To 53,

French and Spanish.

BY DON FRANCISCO BLACHE
VERSUS DON GEORGE HENO
IN REGARD TO THE COLLEC~-
TION OF A SUM OF PESOS.

Plaintiff, City Treasurer, petitions the
Court, alleging that, as evidenced by the account
duly presented, the Defendant former lessee of
the public provisions supply of this City, owes
the City Treasury the sum of one thousand nine
hundred ninety-nine pesos; that several occasions
Plaintiff has demanded said sum from the Defen-
dant but Defendant has refused to pay; therefore
Petitioner begs the Court to issue a writ of ex-
ecution against the person and properties of the
Defendant to satisfy the sum in question plus
interest and the costs of these proceedings.

On March 6, 1783, the Court by official de-
cree granted the Plaintiff's petition.

On March 7, 1783, Don Nicolas Fromantin,
Chief Constable, in compliance with the mreceding
decree went to the house of the Defendant and
ordered sald Defendant to pay the City Treasury
the sum of one thousand nine hundred ninety pesoe
plus interest and the costs of these proceedings
but the Defendant refused to pay, therefore he
gseized the house of the Defendent.

Plaintiff again petitions the Court, alleg-
ing that Don Nicolas Fromantin, Chief Constable,
in compliance with a decree issued by the Court
seized the house of the Defendant; therefore Pe-
titioner- begs the Court to sell the house in que
tion.

On March 24, 1784 the Court granted the
Plaintiff's second petition.

(cont'd)




Doc. No. 783,
cont'd

On May 6, 1783, the house of the Defendant
was sold at Public auction to Don Manuel Lara .
for the sum of three thousand pesos which sum
willlbe paid half in cash and the other half on
time.

On August 5, 1783, the Court by judicial
decree ordered the Defendant to pay the Plaintifff
the sum of one thousand five hundred pesos which
sum is the cash payment made on the house of the
Defendant, deducting from said sum the costs of
these proceedings.

The costs of these proceedings amounted to
56 pesos and 5 reales.




Jan. 14, 1783, Box 4l.

P, From 1 to 6,

All in Spanish. 3

Judge: Don Juan SALE OF THE PROPERTIES OF ARN-
Ventura Morales. OLDO MAGNON AND OF ENRIQUETA
Court Clerk: ROCHE HIS WIFE. v
Leonardo Mazange. )

File #3353, i Doc. j#784. J

Don Arnoldo lMagnon a merchant of this City
petitioned the Court, to grant him the necessary |}
license to sell at public auction all his proper- |
ties. Therefore the Petitioner begs His Lordship q
to grant him said license, and to order the Court
Clerk, to sell his properties at public auction.

On January 1l4th, 1783, Don Juan Ventura lMor-
ales ordered the Petitioner to present before the
Court his wife's consent for the sale of the com=-
munity property.

Then Medam Enriqueta Roche, legitimate wife
of Arnoldo Magnon, petitioned the Court alleging
that she has given her consent to her husbeand to
gell all of the community property. Therefore she
begs His Lordship to accept her consent and to orﬂ
der as her husband has petitioned. i

On January 16th, 1783, Don Juan Ventura lor-
eles, ordered the Court Clerk, to sell at public
auction said property.

Oon January l16th, 21st, and 25th, 1783, the
Court Clerk, in compliance with the preceding de-
cree, ordered the public crier to advertise the
properties of the petitioner, and there being seve~|
eral persons present no bidder appeared.

On January 28th, 1783, Don Yuan Ventura Mor-
ales, went to the house of the Petitioner, to
witness the public auction of the properties of
the petitioner, His Lordship ordered the Court

(gont'd)




Doc. 784
cont'd,

Clerk, that by the voice of the public erier to
advertise said properties, and after they were ad-
vertised for several times no bidder appeared,
and being 12 o'clock His Lordship ordered said
public auction stopped, and to continued same
whenever it is convenient to the interested par-
tiese.

The record is incomplete and the outcome of
the case is not known.




Doc. #785 “$§
Box 41 “" .

PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED BY DON |
ZENON TORRES, A RESIDENT OF '

File #10 )
Jan, 21, 1783.)
Judge: Don ) NEW ORLEANS AND CAPTAIN OF THE |
Martin Navar- ) BILANDER NAMED "NUESTRA SENORA |
,TO. ) DEL ROSARIO", FOR THE PURPOSE |
Court Clerk: } OF PROVING THE MANNER IN WHICH
Don Rafael SAID BILANDER AND ITS ENTIRE ]
Perdomo. ) CARGO WERE LOST AT SEA. l
Pages 1 to 33.) [
411 in Span- ) Don Zenon Torres, a resident of |
ish. ) New Orleans and Captain of the |
bilander named "Nuestra Sefiora i
del Rosario" petitioned the Court, alleging that 1
the manner in which said bilander and its entire
cargo were lost, was through no fault of peti-
tioner, as reasonable measures to save said ves-
sel and its cargo were taken, wherefore, peti-
tioner presents before the Court a copy of a pro-
test petitioner made before the Notary Public Don |f |
Rafeel Perdomo, wherein petitioner explains in §
detail the manner in which said vessel and its
lcargo were lost, and begs the Court to receive
informations of several witnesses, members of \

the orew, so that petitioner may be exonerated
of all responsibility.

The Court accepted said protest
and ordered the proposed informations to be re-
ceived from the witnesses presented by the peti-

tioner. ?

The witnesses appeared before
the Court and rendered their informations which
entirely substantiated the declarations made by
the petitioner in the aforementioned protest.

The petitioner then requested
the Court that in consideration of the informa-
tions rendered by the witnesses, which prove that
the loss of said vessel and its cargo did not oec- |
our through petitioner's incompetency or negli- !
gence, said loss be officially declared unavoid- |
able and therefore petitioner be exonerated of all
responsibility.

(cont*d) |
i ke




Doec. #785
(cont*d)

The Court in view of the evidence
presented, granted the petitioner's prayer and
officially declared the accident unavoidable.

The cost of these proceedings
amounted to 57 pesos and 4 reales.
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Dog, #786
Box 41

File 47 ) PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED BY DON | ‘
Jen. 21, 1783. ) GASPAR DE ARANDA, FOR THE PUR- ||
L PR T TR ) POSE OF PROVING THAT A CERTAIN ||
All in Spanish.) LOT OF HANDKERCHIEFS WHICH HE |

% HAS FOR SALE IN HIS STORE, ARE

OF GOOD QUALITY. |

)
Judge: ZEstevan
iro.

Court Clerk: }
Rafael Perdomo.

Don Gespar de Aranda, merchant L
of this City petitions the
Court, alleging that a shipment of silk handker- v
chiefs which he has recently received had been
estimated of inferior gquality by several merchants
of this City, in regard to the said merchandise.

On the 21st of January, 1783,
Governor Estevan Miro, ordered the petitioner to
appear and present the evidence he offered.

o

. On the 22nd of January, 1783,
in the Governor's Court, appeared the petitioner
and his witnesses, Don Antonio Cavalier, Captain
of the rural militia, Don Salomon Mallines, Don
Pablo Legond and Don Charles Norwood, all mer-
chants of this City, whom testified under oath
that they had carefully examined the merchandise
in question and found it to be of good quality.

On the 28th of January, 1793,
Governor Estevan Miro, judicially decreed that
the silk handkerchiefs that Don Gaspar de Aranda
has in his store, can be sold to the public as
merchandise of good quality.

The cost of these proceedings
amounted to 22 pesos 5 reales.




Doc. #787
Box 41

File #23
Jan, 23, 1783,

P, from 1 to 8 Don Pedro Aragon y Villegas
y4All in Spanish. vs

) Case of
|

Judge: Gov. ) Don Carlos Lechen, a resi-
|

Estevan Miro. dent of the coast of Adlle-
Clerk: Rafael mands,
Perdomo.

Plaintiff petitioned the
Court, alleging that the Defendant sold him a
certain negro slave from Martinique, for the
sum of 400 pesos, as an able bodied and in good
health, but as a matter of truth and fact, said
slave has been suffering with chronic hernia
trouble prior to the date of sale, which took
place on August 20th, 1783. Therefore, petition-
er begs the Court to order the Defendant to re-
fund the sum paid and to receive said slave.

On Jan., 23, 1783, Don Este~-
van Miro, ordered the Court Clerk to inform the
Defendant of Plaintiff' petition.

The Plaintiff in proof of
his allegations presented a lMedical Certificate
issued by Doctor Robert Don, Principal surgeon
of the Royal Hospital, certifying that the slave
in question is suffering with chronic hernia and
that the patient acknowledges to have had since

his youth.

This record is not completed
and the outcome of the case is not known

4



Doc. #7688

Box 41
File #40 ) Case of
Jan. 23, 1783. )
P, from 1l t60 ) Don Estevan Bauré
&8, ) vs
French and ) Don &lejandro Bauré
Spanish. )
Judge: don ) In regard to the restitution
Juan Ventura ) of a negro slave.
lMorales. )
Court Clerk: )
Rafael Perdomo.) Plaintiff petitioned the

Court, alleging that on the
21st of January, while at-
tending the Public Sale of arnmauld Magnon, for
the purpose of selling two of his negro slaves,
for which petitioner was offered by Don Leonardo
Mazange the sum of 700 pesos, which petitioner
refused, end that petitioner sold one of them
named Frontin, 12 years old, to the Defendant
for 350 pesos, and that Defendant took the ne-
jgro with him as a finished sale, that evening
" Defendant met petitioner in the office of the
Notary ef lir. Mazange, %o have the bill of sale
signed by petitioner and the Defendant, o which |
the Defendant refused on the grounds that the \
negro was suffering from dropsy. |

On the 23rd of January, Don
Juen Ventura Morales, Justice of the Peace, or-
dered the Defendant to appear in Court, as peti-

tioned.

On the 28th of January, the
Defendant appeared and presented testimony to
show cause why he should not be made to pay for
the slave in question.

On Feb, 4th, 1783, Don Juan

" VYentura Morales, Justice of the Peace, ordered
Doctors Robert Don and Joseph lMontegut to examine

the slave and make a report of the examinatiom.

report submitted by the doctors appointed
Eggtif ed that the slave in question B84 not

(conttd) %




Doe. #788
(cont'd)

have dropsy and furthermore never did suffer
“from said sickness.

On February 28th, 1789, the
Judge ordered the Defendant, Don &lexandro
Bauré to pay the cost of court and to pey for
the slave he purchased.

m

[



Doc. #789
Box 41

PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED BY
Jan. 29, 1783, DON ANTONIO CAVALIER VER-
Judge: Juan SUS THE FREE NEGRESS SLAVE

File #45 )
|

Ventura Hbralea.} NAMED MANON, IN REGARD TO
)
)

Court Clerk: THE OWNERSHIP OF SEVERAL
Rafael Perdomo, FEET OF LAND.
PP. 1 to 54.
A1l in Spenish. )

Plaintiff petitioned the

Court, alleging that in the |, ‘

claim for a certain plot of
land in dispute with Defendant, that a copy of 9
the final decree issued against the Defendant
on July 22, 1779, had been delivered to peti-
tioner and that said decree was issued by the :
Court, in consequence of the proceedings insti- |
tuted by one Andres Roche, former owner of
Plaintiff's property versus said free negress
slave; that taking into consideration that said
final decree, orderes to inform the Defendant
not to disturb her neighbor Andres Roche re-
garding the ownership of his house located on
Royal Street, or anybody else owning said house
in the future; that said disturbances are made
by the Defendant for the purpose of obtaining
several feet of land besides those which were
sold to Defendant by said Andres Roche; that it
is evident by the aot of sale that the Defendant
purchased a small house with its corresponding
land which at the present is occupied by the De-
fendant, that the Notary who issued said act of
sale, made a mistake as also the seller of said
property, since he sold to the Defendant only
the land where the house is built and not a
piece of the Plaintiff's property which is lo-
cated at the side of the Defendant's property;
and that the’' pétitionerideésiring to construect a
new house in the front of his plot of land &nd
to avoid any future trouble with the Defendant;
therefore petitioner prays the Court to order
pon Gilberto Guillermard, City surveyor, to
measure the property occupied by _the Defendant
so that said measures may be used as proper%%
titles for the Plaintiff and Defendant.

(conttd)

NN



: N\
Doo. #1789 %
(cont'd)

On Jan, 29th, 1783, Don Juan
Ventura Morales ordered the Court Clerk to give 'J
a copy of the Plaintiff's petition to the De-
fendant.

y

On March 20th, 1783, the Plain-
tiff and one Don Pedro Richaux, appeared jointly,
%0 save Court cost and time, the latter having
bought the house and land in question from the
negress Magnon Durand, they mutually agreed to
be satisfied with the following partition of
land, Richoux to have 13 ft. 7 in. of frontage |
by 70 ft. depth, which amounts to 16 ft. 2 in. |
of land part of the property in dispute, this [
joint agreement was signed by both parties and
approved on the same day by the Judge, Don
Juan Ventura Morales, who ordered the negress i
Magnon to pay the cost of the prooceedings on
pages 23 to 27, wherein appears the original o
act of sale made by Don Andres Roche, to the |
}rrep negress Magnon, which erroneously called

for 20 ft. frontage by 120 depth, and a house
composed of a parlor and two rooms, built of

brick and lumber.

On pages 44 to 47, appears the ||
statement of appraisal and measurements made by ‘
the Royal and public surveyor Don Carlos Laveau
Trudeau, appointed by the Court to perform this
act, and in the presence of all concerned ex-
cept the Defendant who declined to be present,
executed the agreement between Don Antonio Ca- t
velier and Don Antonio Mermillion, who became

ad jacent neighbors.

On page 48 appears a plan of
the land in dispute surveyed by the abovemen-

tioned surveyor.

On page 50, Don Andres Almonas-
ter was ordered to make a declaration, certify-
ing whether he was present at the verbal sentenoce

(conttd)
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Dog. #789
(eont'd)

made by Don Iuis de Unzaga against Enrique
Roche in regard to the number of feét of land
that were unaccounted for according in the
deeds of the property, his statement shows
that he was present and attesled thereto.

On Msy 18th, 1768, the Defend-
ent Magnon was sentenced by Juige Don Josef de
Orue to pay the ocost of Court or be sentenced
to a term in the publie jall of this Clty.

m




Doc. #790
Box 41

)  PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED BY
DON FRANCISCO JOSEFPH LE-
BRETON VERSUS DON PEDRO
HENRIQUE DERNEVILLE IN RE~
GARD TO THE COLLECTION QF
A SUM OF PESOS.

File {3347
Jan. 30, 1783.
y Judge: Estevan

)

)
iiro. )
Court Clerk: )
Leonardo Ma- }
)

)

)

zange.

PP. 1 %o 3.

French and Plaintiff, Senior Justice of

Spanish. the Peace of this city, peti-
tions the Court, alleging that

as evidenced by the promissory note duly pre-

sented, signed by the Defendent and endorsed to

esario de Lebreton, fa-

the order of Don Luis C
said Defendant owes the

ther of the Plaintiff,
Pleintiff and the absent heirs of said deceased,

the sum of three hundred twenty-four pesos;
therefore petitionerT begs the Court to compel
t to declare under oath whether he

the Defendan
. s is done, ToO compel

s said sum, and once thi
emount in gquestion.

"the Defendent 0 Pay the
on Jan. 30, 1783, the Court

granted the Plaintiff's petition.

¢ the Court Clerk,

declared in the presence O
4 sum of three hundred twenty-

that he owes sal |
four pesos %0 the Plaintiff.
on April 1, 1783, the Defendant

laintiff said sum of three hundred
pesSosS.

The record is incomplete and \
/

pddtoﬂwP
and twenty-four

~as not show the costs of these proceedings.



File #3338 ): Case of

Doec. 792 : - Fanchon, free mulattress
Sheets 1 to 11) . vs

Feb, Sth, 1783) Don Frencisco Demaziller.

Plaintiff, a free mulattress thru
P. Gauvain, instituted proceedings for the pur-
pose of proving with her respective documents,
her freedom.

Plaintiff alleges that, her master,
the defendant had sold her to Don M. Foucher for
the amount of 4000 livres (800 pesos) after she
was granted her freedom.

Plaintiff obtains judgment; and
defendant is ordered to return purchase price to
the aforesaid Foucher.

In proof of her allegation the
plaintiff presented following witness:

Clemente Frese, who declares, that
during the year 1774, Don Asilliere entrusted
him with the sale of her person, who instead
hired her himself; and on September 4th, 1782,
she was turned to Mr. Harris, who possessed pow-
er of attorney for the defendant.

Mr. Harris, declared that as legal
agent of the defendant he actually sold said mu-
lattress to Mr. Foucher.

The plaintiff then presented a
CERTIFICATE OF FREEDOM: That states that Don
Francisco Demazelliere, owner of her person and
in consideration to her good services, granted
.)ar freedom, and obligating himself to make this

public deed prevail for her safety so no one can
have any legal claim on her person.

Mr. Foucher then petitioned the
gourt to nullify the aforesaid sale, and the re-
funding of his monies from the mentioned defen-

dant.

A\



THE COURT, on Feb. 11, 1783, de-
cided that considering the deed granted by the
defendant in favor of the Plaintiff; and the pe-
tition of M, Foucher and the Power of attorney
of Mr, Harris, ordered the defendant to reimburse
the aforesaid sum of 800 pesos to Mr. Foucher,
within the term of six days, or else a writ of
execution will be issued to seize his properties.

The decision of the court was signed
by Gov. Estevan Miro and attested by Leonardo
Mazange, Court Clerk.




File #3359 ) . TESTAMENTARY EXECUTION

Doc. #7938 )

Sheets from) Proceedings instituted in con-

1 to 109 ; _Bequence of the death of Dofia

Fedb. 7, Francisca Radegonda Mayeux.

Year, 1783.) Inventory and appraisal of the
properties of the deceased.

Judge Court Clerk
Joseph LeBretton Leonardo Mazange

In New Orleans on February twen-
ty-seventh of the year one thousand seven hun-
dred and eighty-three the Honorable Judge Don
Joseph LeBretton was informed of the death of
Dofia Radegonda Mayeux, and in view of which he
instituted proceedings and commissioned the
present Court Clerk to take possession of the
keys and to attest the death of the deceased
party, for the corresponding steps. Then Don
Lednardo Mazange certifies that in obeyance
to the preceding decree, he went to the de-
ceased's house and found the corpse lying on
a bed and her survivors, masking all the neces-
sary arrangements for her burial, end that he.
received two keys, left by the deceased, to
which he attests.

On February 28, 1784, the court
ordered that a copy of the last will and testa-
ment of the deceased be brought for further

proceedings.

She states in her last will that
an emount of 2000 pesos belongs to her) spouse
and it is not included in their marriage con-
tract. She leaves three minor children as her
absolute heirs. She wills to he® emesee Don
" Juan Bautista Mercier the fifth part of her

rties, after having deducted all the ex-
g::z:s; and she appoints her &pseve as the ex-

(cont'd)




ecutor of her properties.

Juan Bautista Mercier, executive of
the properties of the deceased, petitions, that
there is a need of somone to represent his
three minor children in the proceeding in the
Court and therefore recommends as guardian of {
his children, Don Francisco Broutin, which ap- |
pointment was agreed by Judge Le Bretton.

Broutin, accepted the appointment i
as guardian of the three minor children, and -
the Court gave him authority as such. h

Don Francisce Broutin, as guardian
of the Mercier minors petitioned the Court to !
order an appraisal and inventories of the pro- |
perties left by the deceased., On March 5th, |
1783, Judge Joseph Le Bretton ordered to pro-
ceed as petitioned.

[

Don Juan Bagutista Mercier also pe-
titioned the Court to appoint as appraiser
Don Salomon Prevoste to represent him. On
March 1llth, 1783, Judge Le Bretton appointed
sald Salomon Prevoste, as petitioned.

On the same day, Don Salomon Prevoste |
accepted the appointment as appraiser for Juan
Bautista Mercier. |

Upon the request of Francisco Broutin,
His Lordships set the sixth day of May for the
appraisal end inventory of the properties of |
gsaid deceased, Then on the mentioned day at |Ll
the farm-house of the deceased 9 miles below
the City, the Honorable Judge, the Court Clerk, ’
Don Franciseco Broutin, attorney and guardian of |
the minor children Don Salomon Prevost and
Adrian de la Plaze appointed appraisers pro-
ceeded to take the requested inventory and ap-
praisal of the properties; which procedure -took
several days. On June 1l4th, the properties

(cont'd) ﬁ




were valued at 11,041 pesos.

The costs of the appraisal amounted
to 755 1/2 reales, said sum was collected from
Juan B, Mercier and paid by the judicial trea-
surer, to the parties who made the appraisement
and inventory.

Then, the aforesaid Mercier presents
an act of sale, wherein is stated that in said
property were included 18 negroe slaves that
were sold to him by Don Pedro Mayoux, his bro-
ther-in-law for the sum of 10300 pesos, and pe-
titioned the court to order the interested
parties to appear in order %o render accounts
of said estate. On March 13, 1789, the court
ordered as petitioned.

The court found that said appraisal
and 1n¥e’9'1°:r911' ' was correct. Don F. Boutin re-
signed,as guardian of the three Mercier minors,
and the Court appointed in his place Don Antonio
Mendez, who accepted the eppointment, and the

Court authorized him to act as such.

Don Antonio Mendez, approved the ap-
praisal and inventory that was made by the ap~-
praisers, as correct.

The record shows that the minors
Jusna Luisa Mercier, age 7 years, died March 5,
1789 end Maria Grace Athenia, age 5 years died
on December 13, 1783,

Then Don Juan Bautiste Mercier, thru
the Attorney General, Don Felipe Guinault, pe-
titioned the Court that in view of the death of
his two minor daughters, he be made absolute
neir of their estate. The Court on April 20,
1789, grented his petition, with the consent of
Antonio Mendez, guardian of the other Mercier

minor.
(Cont'd)

y



Don Juan Bautiste Mercier, petitioned
the court to close the proceeding of the case
a8 there was no further matters to be decided.
Judge Ortega, on July 7th, 1789, ordered the
Judicial accountant to proceed as petitioned.

On December 16, 1789, the Mercier
minor, through his guardian Antony Mendez, ac-
knowledged as absolute heir his father Juan B,
Mercier, of the estate left by the other 2 de- )
ceased Mercier minors. )

The court on December 17, 1789, de- -
clared as legitimate heir Juan B. Mercier of -
the properties left by the 2 deceased Mercier T
minors, and the rest of the estate left by the
deceased Francisca Radegonda Mayeux, as decid-
ed in the proceedings et supra. The Court
gosts that amounted to 34 pesos 3 reales to be
paid by Juan Bautista Mercier.

oW g




FILE #18

Feb. 10, 1783.
Judge Intendent
General Don Proceedings instituted

g
Martino Navarro 3 by Don Felipe Alexandro

)

)

)

Box. 41

Court Clerk, Rigoult, Captain of the
Don Rafael Perdomo Brigant ine named Egeluk
Speanish and French. de Ostende; for the pur-
Sheets from 1 to 4D, pose of proving the deam- ||
ages suffered by the car-
20 brought on his ship

to this Port.

Don Felipe Alexandro Ri-
goult, Ceptein of the Brigantine named "Egeluk de
Ostende™, declared before His Lordship the Gover-
nor of this Province, that as evidenced by the
documents which he duly presented his ship and S
cargo were deamaged due to bad weather encounteredl;
on the hizh seas on his voyage to this Port, end I
to exonerate himself of eny responsibility of the |
demaged cergo he petitionsp His Lordship to heve
the Court Clerk, Don Refasl Perdomo, Don Francis-
co Braguier, Don Nearciso de Alva Vermos and the
commander of this city to estimate the demages su-
ffered by said Oargo and that he be delivered with
a list of the damaged ocargo in order to promote
whetever be convenient.

=

The petition made by the
declarer was granted by the Court on Feb. 8, 1783
and Don Juan Josef Duforest wes appointed to trand
slate the documents presented by said declarer.

Don Juen Josef Duforest,
interpreter appointed by decree of Don Martin Na-
varro, Intendent General of this Province of Loul-
siana appeareé before Don Rafael Perdomo, Court
‘clerk, for the purpose of qranslating several do-
cuments presented by said Captain Don Felipe Alex-
andro Rigoult in order to prove that his ship and
cargo were demaged on his voyage %o this Port,

§

(cont'd)




Doe. 794
(cont'd)

A trenslation made by Don Josef Du-
forest, of one of the documents presented by
said Ceptain Don Felipe Alexandro Rigoult stated
that upon his petition, the officiels Don, Juen
Bautista Estel, Lieutenant general of Admérality
of the French Cape, accompenied by the Attorney
of His Majesty and of the Court Clerk went on !
board the demaged vessel at six o'clock in the
morning on December the fifth, 1782 to inspect
the repairs performed by the experts Pebien and
Senof, ship captains, and Lucas Mer and Luis Fu-
gery, ship carpenters, who were appointed to re-
condition said vessel. '

The Officisls epproved the work |
done by the experts and ordered the freight that
had been displeced for safe keeping to be storedl
in its proper place and informed the Ceptain
that he may proceed in his voyage to the Provin- [
ce of Louisiena which is his destination.

Two trenslations also made by Don
Josef Duforest of two documents presented by
said Caeptain Don Felipe Alexandro Rigoult stated
due to the bad weather encountered on the high
seas his ship and #e cargo suffered serious dam-

ages.

The Ceptain then declared that he
has received the list of the demaged cargo and
petitioned his Lordship to have Don Juan Bettaler
and Francisco Groud ship captains accompained by
Santiago Seguin and Jean Canto Carpenters and Don
Rafael Perdomo Court Clerk to go on board the
ship to estimate the damages suffered by said

shipo a
The declarer's petition was granted




dac ?f(i‘

by the Court on Feb. 12, 1783.

The record ends with the judge ren-
dering the following decision:t In consideration
of the documents presented by said Ceptain Don
Felipe 4Alexendro Higoult end the estimation made
by the experts eand having found to be true that
the demages were causeé& by bad weather suffered
by the cargo and Brigentine under Captain Rigoult
His Lordship declared him free from eny respons-
ibility for the above mentioned demages.




T

FILE #50 4 The cese of

Document #795 | Margarite Meilleur

Feb. 10, 1783. versus

Claudio La Coste,
(her husbend)

; Plaintiff instituted action de-
manding from the defendent her dowry and her
share of the community property.

Plaintiff petitioned His Lordship,
to have Don Leonardo Masange, Notary Public, meke
a written testimony of the sale that the defend-
ent, her husbend made to Don Bernardo Otero, Ac-
countent of the A4rmy and of the Royeal Treasury,
of & negress nemed Mariena, with her deughfer
nemed Goton; enother sale made to the free mulat-
ress nemed Francisca of & negress named Rosa, &an-
other sale made to the one named Brizet of & cer-
tain house; end enother sele made to Don Pedro
Bertonier of a certain house.

The Plaintiff's petition was grent
ed by the Governor on February 10, 1783.

The Plaintiff lster petitioned His ||
Lordship elleging, that she has been informed thal

the defendant her husbend, has sold the house
where he resides to Don Jeime Jorden, who hes not
yeb paid the sum of four thousend pesos, which is
the value of the house, wherefore she petitions
His Lordship to seize said sum in the possession
of Don Jaime Jorden until the conclusion of this

prooeedings.

The Governor grented the Plaintif-
¢'s petition on February 20, 1783.

The Pleintiff then petitions His
Lordship to have Don Leonardo Mazange, Notary Pub

1ic, meke & written testimony of the sale made Dby |

(cont'd)

|




Document No. 795 (cont'd)

the Defendant to Don Jaime Jordm of said house.

The Plaintiff's petition was grented
by the Governor om February 21, 1783.

The plaintiff leter petitioned His
Lordship not to grant the required sailing pemmit
to the defendant who is planning to sail for the
Kingdom of France.

The Governor grented the Pleintiff's
petition on Merch 8, 1783,

The Defendant declares that in order
to avod further scandels originated from these
proceedings he is willing to reconcile with his

wife.

treated by the Defendent end for this reascn she
¥ {s not willing to be reconciled.

The Defendant then petitions His Lord-
ghip to meke an inventory of all his properties,
and his petition was granted by the Govemor on

Mey 21, 1783

The Governor then ordered the plain-
tiff and defendant to be notified to appear be-

fore him.
The record ends with the governor's

decision ordering the defendant to pay the sum
of seventeen pesos & month to his spouse for her

support.

The Plaintiff elleges that she is mis-{




File #78 ) Doo. 796 |

Feb, 13, 1783) Box 41

In French and)

Spanish, ) Prodeedings instituted by

Judge: Don ) Alexandro Chonet, in order to
Juan Ventura ) recover the estate left by the
Morales, ) deceased Juan Luis Lacroix, his
Court Clerk: ) nephew.

Dn., Rafael )

Perdomo. % Don Alexandro Chonet, petitioned

Sheets from 1) his Lordship to order the Court
1o 9, ) Clerk to translate certain let-
ters that were written in French
into Spanish, alleging that these letters as it
is evident by their content shows that his bro-
ther Hervieux Chonet was indebted to him the
sum of 120 pesos and that his deceased nephew
Juan Luis Lecroix, was at the Post of Illinois
when his brother Hervieux Chonet died and that
he illegally inherited his brother's estate.
The petitioner further alleged that his said
deceased nephew Lacroix, later came to this
City where he died, willing his properties %o
one Dn, Solmon Maline, a merchant of this City.

Alexandro Chonet further peti-
tioned His Lordship to order Solomon Maline %o
gppear in Court, and to declare under oath vhat
properties end money he inherited from his de-
ceased nephew Juan Luis Lacroiz.

On February 14, 1783, the Court
granted Alexsndro Chonet's petition, and on the
same day Solomon Maline eppeared in Court and
declared that he inherited nothing from the de-
ceased Lacroix, but that he was indebted %o the
deceased for a draft of 500 pesos and that he
vald thissum to one Chavel, whom the said de-

jeased had verbally appointed his universal heir, |

: On February 15, 1783 the Court
appointed Dn. Luis Liotan, to translate the said
two letters, that are in French into Spanish,
which appointment he accepted.

(cont'd)




Doc. 7796 (cont'd) t

FIRST LEITER: From Luis Laoroix addressed to
his uncle Alexemdro Chonet,
dated September lst, 1776 from
St. Louis, Illinoisy wherein
said Lacroix ecknowledged the
recel pt of two letters from his
uncle Chonet. Lacroix also re-
grets sorrowfully the death of
his uncle Hervieux Chonet, who
died intestate. Lacroix also
informs his uncle in this letter
thet his deceased uncle Bavibux
haed died intestate and that his
properties were in possession of
one Monsieur Duraldes Lacroix
also informs his uncle Alexandro
Chonet that he has intentions of
coming to this City in the near {
future.

SECOND LEITER: Fram Hervieux Chonet:addressed
to his brother Alexandro Chonet
dated May 15th, 1776, from St.
Louis Illinois, wherein Hervieux
imregrets very much not being
able to comply with the payment
of a past due debt of 120 pesos
whioh payment he involuntarily
neglected for a long time.
Hervieux in this letter promises
his brother, Alexandro, that he
Will pay him this debt upon his
next arrival to this City.

This record appears to be incomplete and end
nd
with the translation of the two above lettnrz




Document #797

Box 41
File #42 The Case of :
Feb. 14, 1783 Don Pedro de Aragon y Villegas

)

Judge Governor ) versus

Estevan Miro. ) Don Claudio Lacoste.

Court Clerk ) \
Rafael Perdomo.)
No. of sheets )
1 to 9. ;

411 Spanish,

Plaintiff instituted action
for the purpose of compelling
the Defendant to pay a past

due debt. -

Plaintiff alleged that the De-
fendant purchased from him a lot of hats amount-
ing to two thousand pesos; on which sum the De-
fendant has only paid the sum of one thousand
five hundred pesos.

The Plaintiff also alleged
thet the Defendant has sold his house to Don
Jaime Jordan for the sum of four thousand five
hundred pesos; this sum has not yet been paid
by said Don Jaime Jordan, and that four thou-
sand pesos of this sum has been seized by the
Court at the petition of the Defendant's spouse;
wherefore the Plaintiff petitioned His ILordship
to have said Don Jaime Jordan pay him the sum of
five hundred pesos as this sum is not included

in the seizure.

By decree of the Judge the De-
fendant was ordered to declere under oath whether

he owes said sum. \

The Defendant under oath de-
clared that he owes the sum in question.

Later the plaintiff again pe- |
titioned His Lordship to have Don Jaime Jordan |
pay him said sum of five hundred pesos.

The petition was granted on
February 17, 1783 and the record ends with the
(cont'd)

- w——



Judge's decision ordering Don Jaime Jordan to
pay said sum of five hundred pesos %o the
Plaintiffy and to pay the court expemses from
the funds he is withholding from the Defendant,
which amounts to 7 pesos and 2 reales.




|

File /38 ) Doc. 798
Feb., 15, 1783 ) Box 41
All. in Spanish )

PP, 1 to 9. )

Judge: Governor)

Estevan Miro. ) Case of

Court Clerk: ) Don Lorenzo Wiltz
Rafeel Perdomo ) vs

e —————————————

Claudio Lacoste

Pleintiff instituted proceedings
to compel the Defendant to pay a past due pro-
missory note for 900 pesos. The Plaintiff pe-
titioned the court to order the Defendant to ap-
pear and %o acknowledge under oath if the sig-
nature at the foot of said promissory note of
900 pesos is his and if he owes sald sum, al-
leging that he has demanded the Defendant %o
pey seid pest due note and that the Defendant
has refused to comply with the payment.,

On Feb. 15, 1783, the Court
grented the Pleintiff's petition, and ordered
the Defendent to appearl.

on Feb. 17, 1783, the Defendant
eppeared before the Court Clerk in complience
with the preceding deoree and after being sworn
gccording to 1aw he acknowledged his signature
and owing %o the Plaintiff sald promissory note

for 900 pesoOS.

The Plaintiff then petitioned
the court to seize the sum of 900 pesos to sa-
tisfy his claim sprom the money that Don Jaime
Jordan owes %O the Defendant in a.judgmegt_in
favor of the Defendant against said Don Jaime

Jordan.
on Feb. 17, 1783, Gov. Miro,

the presiding Judge, ordered that the 900 pesos

that Jalme Jordan is withholding which belong

$o the Defendant to be seized and to give said
money to the Pleai ntiff to satisfy his claim.

On the same day the Court Clerk went to the home

(cont'd)




Doc. 798
(econt'd)

of Jaime Jordan and informed him of the pre-
ceding decree. Jordan stated that he will com-
ply according to the decree of the Court.

On Feb. 18, 1789 the Plaintiff ap-
peared before the Court Clerk and declared that
in compliance with the decree of the Court that
Jaime Jordan had given him the sum of 900 pesos
that he wes withholding, which belonged to the
Defendant.,

On Feb. 19, 1783 Gov, Miro, in view
of the fact that the Plaintiff's claim had been
satisfied he ordered that a atatement of the
expenses of these proceedings be made by Don
Luis Liotau and to pay sald expenses from the
balance of the money that Jaime Jordan is with-
holding, which belongs to the Defendant.

The record ends with an itemized

statement of the costs of these proceedings whichj|

amounted to 7 pesos 2 reals, submitted by Don
Luis Liotau on Feb, 24, 1783.




FILE #3343 20¢. 799

Doc. #799 . B The case of .
Feb. 15, 1783, Don Santiago Fhelipe Guina=-|
ult.
versus

Claudio Lacoste.

Plaintiff instituted action for the
purpose of compelling the defendant to pay & past
due debt.

Pleintiff 2lleged that the defendant \
owes him the sum of one thousend one hundred fifty |
pesos, as final payment for a certain house sold

to him by his mother,end later the Defendant sold
seid house to Don Jaime Jorden who is withholding
the psyment of the house by decree of the Gover-
nor; therefore the Plaintiff petitioned His Lord-
ship, to have Don Jeime Jordan pey said sum from
the funds he is retaining. |

The pleintiff's petition was grented |
by the Governor on Feb. 15, 1783. 1

The record ends with the Pleintiff
declering that he has been peid seid sum by Don
Jeime Jordan.




File #86 ) Doc. 800
Feb. 19, 1783, ) Box 41
All in Spenish )
TP, 1 %0 10 ) Case of
Judge: Governor) Don Narciso de Alba
Estevan Miro. ) vs
Court Clerk: ) Claudio Lacoste
Bafeel Perdomo.)
Plaintiff instituted proceedings |

to compel the Defendant to pay a past due pro-
missory note for 690 pesos.

The plaintiff presented as evi-
dence a promissory note, wherein the Defendant
on March 10, 1782, bought from him a certain
guantity of gold and silver that amounted %o
690 pesos, which sum he promised to pay at the
end of said year (1782). The Plaintiff peti-
tioned the court to order the Defendant to ap-
pear in court to acknowledge his signature at
the foot of sald promissory note and to declare
if he owes said sum of 690 pesos, alleging that
he has demanded the Defendant to pay said sum
and that the Defendant has refused to comply
with the payment of said past due note.

On Feb. 19, 1783, the Court
granted the Plaintiff's petition and ordered
the Defendant to appear. The following day the
Defendant, in compliance with the preceding de-
oree, appeared before the Court Clerk and de-
clared that the signature at the foot of said
promissory note is his and that he acknowledges
owing to the Plaintiff seaid paest due note for

690 pesos.

: The Plaintiff then petitioned the
Sourt $o seize the sum of 690 pesos to satisfy
‘his claim from the money that Don Jaime Jordan is
withholding for the Defendant in a judgment in
favor of the Defendeant against said Don Jaime
Jordan.

(cont'd)



Doc. 800
(cont'd)

On Feb. 24, 1783, Governor
Miro, the presiding Judge, ordered that from
the 2600 pesos that Jaime Jordan is withholding,
whiech belongs to the Defendant to seize 690 pe-
sos and to give said money to the Plaintiff %o
satisfy his claim. On the same day the Court
Clerk went to the house of Jaime Jordan and in-
formed him of the preceding decree. Jordan
stated that he will comply according to the de-
cree of the Court.

On Feb., 25, 1783, the Plaintiff
appeared before the Court Clerk and declared
that in compliance with the decree of the Court
that Jaime Jordan had given him the sum of 690
pesos that he was withholding, which belonged
to the Defendant.

On Feb. 26, 1783, Gov. Miro,
in view of the fact that the Plaintiff's claim
had been satisfied he ordered that a statement
of the expenses of these proceedings be made
by Don Luis Lioteu and to have the Defendant
pay said expenses from the balance of the money
that Jaime Jordan is withholding, which belongs
to said Defendant.

The record ends with an itemized
statement of the costs of these proceedings which
amounted to 7 pesos 2 reales, submitted by Don
Luis Liotau on Feb. 24, 1783,




File 6 ) Doc. #801

Feb, 20th, 1783 Box 41

Judge: Governor ;

General Don ) CASE OF

Estevan Miro. ) Don Francisco Verret
Court Clerk ) vs

Don Rafael Perdomo) Claudio La Coste.

All in Spanishy; )

except promissory ) Plaintiff petitions the
note which is im ) Court to compel the Defen-
French. Sheets ) dant to acknowledge owing ;
from 1 to 10 ) seid promissory note for

400 pesos as well as his
signature.

On February 20th, 1783, the
Court ordered the defendeant to appear as peti-
tioned.

On February 21st, 1783, the
defendant appeared in Court and acknowledged
owing sald debt.

Plaintiff informs the Court
thet Don Jaime Jorda is holding 400 pesos which
pelong to the Defendant and petitions that said
sum be seized to satisfy his debt.

On February 22nd, 1783, the
Court ordered Don Jaime Jorda to release said
amount of 400 pesos, as petitioned.

Then on February 24th, 1783,
Don Jaime Jorda, in obeyance to the preceding
decree, releases the 400 pesos to the Plaintiff,
who acknowledged receipt of said sum.

The Judge Don Estevan Miro,
on February 22nd, 1783, ordered that in view of
the fact that said Jordan paid the plaintiff the
sum of 400 pesos, that Luis Liotau, appraise the
costs of this proceedings, which said Liotau
submitted on February 24th, 1783, appraising

(cont'd)
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the expenses at 7 pesos 4 reales.

The proceedings terminate with a
power of Attorney, granted by Don Franecisco
Verret to Don Luis Liotau to represent him in
all legal matters. The record ends with the
following note: The Court Clerk certifys that
Don Luis Liotau has collected from Don Jaime
Jorda and paid to the Pleintiff the sum of 400
pesos, complying with the decree, of February
22nd, 1783 from Governor Miro.




Doc. #802
Box 41.

File #42 ) Public Auction of the
Feb. 20, 1783.) Damaged Effects of
Judge: Don ) Don Henry Voix.
Juan Bentura )
Morales. ) Don Henry Voix petitions the
Court Clerk: ) court for a permit to auction
Don Rafael ) his damaged dry-goods from the
Perdomo. ) ocargo of his Brigentine. l

Sheets 1 to 32)

All in Spenish) Judge Juan Bentura Morales on
Feb. 20, 1783, grants permit,
as petitioned.

Then on February 22nd, 1783,
the Judge commissioned the Court Clerk to sell
to the highest bidders said dry-goods. The
auction took three days. The buyers of said
dry-goods were Mr. Beltran, Father Salvador,
Francisco Soler, Mr, Fullusa, Mr. Cadet, Mr.
Cafini, Alberto Grima, Mr. El Sastre, Toma )|
Dusen, Mr, Portal, Madam Agustina, Mr. Esclavon
and Mr. Corona. The auction of sald dry-goods

yielded 1795 pesos 3 reales. |

Don Henry Voix, then petitioned
His Lordship to legalize the sale of goods. On
February 26, 1783, the sale was legalized by the
proper authorities. !

Then Don Henry Voix, petitioned
the Court that the Public Appraiser Don Luis
Liotau forwerd to him the accounts of the costs
and expenses of the court. On February 28, 1783,
said public appraiser, presented the accounts
caused by the action of said goods as petitioned,
whioh amounted to 20 pesos, 7 1/2 reales, that

wes peid by Don Enrique Voix.
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File 3349 ) Doc. #804

Feb, 22, 1783 ) Box 41

All Spanish )

except the pro-) Case of

missory note ) Luis Lamate

which is in ) vs

'rench. ) One nemed Cretien.

Judge Don )

Juan Morales. ) Plaintiff, thru his attorney in-

Court Clerk ) stituted proceedings to compel

Dn. L. Mazange ) the Defendant to pay a past due

Sheet fram 1 ) promissory note for 55 pesos,

t0 7. ) alleging that the Defendant has
refused to pay said sum for the
past nine years:- Therefore the

Plaintiff petitioned his Lordship, to order the

Defendant to appear in Court and acknowledge
owing said debt.

On February 22nd, 1783, the
Court ordered the Defendant to appear as peti-
tioned, On same day the Defendant appeared in
Court and declared that he owes said promissory

note.

On February 24, 1783, the plain-
$iff petitions the court to issue a writ of exe-
oution in order to seize the properties of the
Defendant to satisfy sald debt, alleging that
the defendant has acknowledged owing sald debt
and has refused to pay.

On February 25, 1783, the Court
ordered a writ of execution to be issued in fa-
vor of the Plaintiff, and against the properties
of the Defendant for the value of 55 pesos. Then
on February 28th, 1783, the Plaintiff informed the
Court of having been paid by the Defendant the
aforesaid sum of 55 pesos, therefore requests the
court, to release said Defendant from jail, and
$o have the present Court Clerk to return him his
promissory note.

On same day the Court 4
ecr
as petitioned by the Plaintirr, e

(cont'd)
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This case ends with a notification
%o Dn. Franeisco Mufioz, Judge of this Royal
Jall, to release said Defendant from Jail,

| T— p—
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Dooc. 805

* Box 45
File #55 ; Case of
Feb. 26, 1783 Antonio De jean
All in Spanish ) vs
PP. 1 t0 § ) Claudio Lacoste
Judge: Gov. )

Estevan Miro. ; The Plaintiff instituted pro-
Court Clerk: ceedings to compel the Defen-
Rafael Perdomo.) dent to pay a past due pro-

missory note for 500 pesos,
dated Dec. 4th, 1782,

The Plaintiff alleges in his
petition that as it is evident by the promis-
sory note presented the Defendant is indebted
to him the sum of 500 pesos, and that he has
demanded the Dgfendant to pay said sum and the
Defendant has refused, giving as a reason that
his money has been seized by a decree of his
Lordship, and petitions the Court to order the
person who is in custody of the Defendant's
money to satisfy his claim for 500 pesos, which |
he holds against the Defendant. Plaintiff fur- |
ther alleges that as the Defendant has acknow- |
ledged owing said debt,, the official proceed-
ings of having the Defendant acknowledge owing
sald debt ean be dispensed with.

On Feb. 26, 1783, the Court
ordered the Defendant to appear for the pur-
pose of acknowledging said debt. The follow-
ing day the Defendant in compliance with the
preceding decree appeared before the Court
Clerk and declared that the signature at the
foot of said promissory note is his and that
he acknowledges owing to the Plaintiff said
past due note for 500 pesos.

The Plaintiff then petitioned
the Court to seize the sum of 500 pPesos %o sa-
tisfy his claim from the money thet Don Jaime

Jordan 1s withholding for the Defendant in a

(cont*d)
ey
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(econt'd)

Judgment in favor of the Defendant against
said Don Jaime Jordan.

On March 15, 1783, Gov. Miro, )
the presiding Judge, ordered that from the
money that Don Jaime Jordan is withholding
which belongs to the Defendant to seize 500
pesos to give said money to the Plaintiff to
gsatisfy his claim, On the same day the Court
Clerk went to the home of Jaime Jorden and
informed him of the preceding decree.

On March 18, 1783, the Plaintiff
appeared before the Court Clerk and declared
that in compliance with the decree of the
Court that Jaime Jordan had given him the sum
of 500 pesos that he was withholding, which
belonged to the Defendant.

) The record ends with the Plain-
tiff's declaration that his debt had been
satisfied and is apparently incomplete.




FILE NO. 3330

_ ) Doc. #806

March 1, 1783 ) Box 41

Sheets from 1 )

to 202, All )

in Spanish. ; OFFICIAL CRIMINAL PROCEED-
Judge Governor INGS INSTITUTED AGAINST

Don Estevan ) TWO RUNAWAY NEGRO SLAVES
Miro ) FOR THE MURDER OF AN AGENT
Court Clerk, g OF THE GOVERNMENT IN AT-
Leonardo Mazange.) TEMPTING TO FREE A GROUP OF

RUNAWAY SILAVES IN CUSTODY.

The record begins with a
declaration of Governor Estevan Miro, stating
that he has just been informed by Don Guido
Duffossat, Sub-Lieutenant of the permanent
Regiment of this City, who was commender of
an expedition for the purpose of capturing
several runaway slaves, that in the attempt
to capture said slaves one of .the members of
the expedition was murdered by four runaway
slaves one of which is dead another escaped
and the remaining two were captured and held
for the murder. The Governor ordered that
Don Patricio Macnamara, Don Francisco Delery
and several other members of said expedition
to appear in Court to testify as witness of
said crime.

Don Patricio Macnamara, in
compliance with the Governor's order, appeared
in Court and stated: That while bringing in a
small boat with several runaway slaves that
were ocaptured, an attempt was made by four

‘other runaway slaves named Esteban, Carlos,
Jasmin and Sti Malo to free the slaves in cus-
tody and that in the struggle one of the mem-
bers of the expedition was murdered by the as-
sailants, and among the attacking said slaves
Esteban was drowned; St. Malo escaped, and
Carlos and Jasmin were captured.

(cont'd)




Don Francisco Delery and several
other members of the expedition appeared in
court and their declarations of the murder was
similar to the declaration made by Patricio
Macnamara.,

The Governor went to the Royal
Public Jail of this City to question the run- :
away slaves in custody and their declarations |
conformed the declaration made by Don Patruio .
Maonamara.

The Negro Carlos appointed Don
Francisco Broutin as his Attorney to defend
him, and appeared with his Attorney before His
Lordship and declared: That the negro Jasmin
was the one who started the attempt to free
the other slaves in custody from said Don
Patricio Macnamara and his men.

Then the negro Jasmin appeared
and declared that the negroes St. Malo and the
deceased Estevan did all the shooting that
started the fight with said Macnamara and his
men which resulted in the death of one of the
members of the expedition.

The record ends with the gover-
nor's judicial decree imposing on the two
slaves found guilty of the murder of one of
the members of the expedition to suffer for
said murder three hundred lashes and to be
exiled from this Province.



Doec. 807

_ Box 41
File No.87 ) Case of
March | 3 )
\783., ) Nicolas Pertui
11 in Span-) vs
ish. ) George Enot.
P %0 8 )

Judge: Juan)
Ventura Mo- )Plaintiff instituted this action to
rales. )compel the Defendant to pay a pest
Court Clerk:)due promissory note for 60 Pesos
Rafeel Per- )7 1/2 Reales, alleging in his peti-
domo. )tion that when the Defendant was in
partnership with one Joseph Colet
he supplied the Defendant with bread
that amounted to said sum of 60 pesos 7 1/2 real-
es, and that the partnership between the Defen-
dant and said Joseph Calet have desolved, and
that he has demanded the Defendant the payment of
said debt, and that the Defendant has refused, '
therefore he petitioned His Lordship to order the
Defendant to pay said debt, without delay.

On March 13, 1783, Juan Ventura ﬁ
Morales, Justice of the Peace, ordered that the
Defendant acknowledge owing said promissory note,
and after this has been done to deliver to the
Plaintiff said notes, for his convenience. The
record shows that on the same day the Court Clerk
in complience with the preceding decree went to
the Defendant's residence, where he was informed
that the Defendant was out of town. The follow=-
ing day, March 14, 1783, the Court Clerk went
again to the residence of the Defendant, who
after being duly sworn according to law, declared
that the signature at the foot of said promissory
jotes are his and that ‘he acknowledges owing-
said notes that amount to 60 pesos 7 1/2 reales
to the Plaintiff.

Then the Plaintiff setting forth in
his petition that the Defendant hasg acknowledged

(cont*q)
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(cont'd)

owing said debt of 60 pesos 7 1/2 reales, and
petitioned His Lordship to order that e writ of
execution be issued in order to seize the pro=-
perties of the Defendant, to satisfy said debt,
plus interests and costs.

On Marech 26, 1783, Morales, Justice
of the Peace, granted the Plaintiff's prayers amd
ordered a writ of execution to be issued against
the properties of the Defendant, as petitioned.

The record shows that sometime
later the Plaintiff filed a petition in the Court
of Francisco Maria Regio, Justice of the Peace,
setting forth that he was granted a writ of exe-
cution to seize the properties of the Defendant,
by Morales, Justice of the Peace, but as other
creditors of the Defendant had instituted action ‘
against the Defendant, a certain farm house of
the Defendant was seized, end that said writ of
execution was suspended by Morales, who promised
him that as soon as the Defendant's seized farm
house was sold, his claim will be satisfied, but
as a matter of fact the Defendant's farm house
was sold and nine months have passed since the
sale of said farm house, without having his
claim of 60 pesos 7 1/2 reales satisfied, where-
fore he petitioned His Lordship to enforce said
writ of execution, that was suspended by Morales.

The record ends with the Plaintiff's
petition, and the outcome of this case is not '

known.




File #89 )& 8 Doc. 808

Mareh 3rd, 1783 : ‘ Box 41

Judge: Governor ]

Miro. Testamentary Execution

Court Clerk:Don
Rafael Perdomo.
ill in Spanish.
Sheets from 1
to 19.

of Don Francisco Bi jon.

Governor Estevan Miro, on
March lst, 1783 was informed

of the death of Francisco Bijonx
and ordered the Court Clerk te
go to the residence of the de-
ceased to attest the death of said Bijon and to
Ssecure any personal papers or documents left by
the deceased. On the same day the Court Clerk
in compliance with the decree of the Governor,
went to the residence of the deceased and found
the body of said Bijon lying in bed and the sxé--
bilors of the deceased Don Renato Brion and Doiia (I
Maria Brion his wife, making the necessary ar-
rangements for the burial of the body. The per-
sonal papers and documents left by the deceased
were surrendered to the Court Clerk.

Among the papers left by the
deceased hils last will and testament was found,
dated January 21lst, 1783, in which testament
sald Bijon sets forth that Don Renato Brion and
Dofia Maria Brion his wife, are his executors and
only ebsolute-heirs of all his properties.

On March 3rd, 1783, said exe-
cutors petitioned his Lordship to legalize and
to put into operation the last will and testament
of the deceased Brijon by ordering the Court
Clerk to surrender the personal papers and docu-
ments of the deceased and to place them in pos-
gession of the properties of the deceased.

: On February 5th, Governor Miro
ordered the Court Clerk to surrender saig papers
and documents left by the deceased to the peti-
tioners and by a judicial decree recognized said
petitioners as executors and absolute heirs of
the properties of said decessed autho i

to take full possession of saig pr0pe£%?;2§ yio:

(cont'd)
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Governor Miro on the same day ordered
the judicial appraiser Don Luis Liotau to submit
a statement of the expenses of the foregoing
broceedings and charged said expenses to the
sxecutors of the estate of the deceased Bi jon.

On March 6th, 1783, Don Luis Liotau,
in compliance with the Governor's orders, sub-
mitted a statement of the expenses of the fore-
going proceedings which amounted to 9 pesos
6 1/2 reales, and charged said expenses to the
executors of the estate of the deceased Bijon.




File #3340

) Doc. #809

March 3rd, 1783 ) Box 41

Judge: Governor )

Miro. ) CASE OF

Court Clerk: ) Don Miguel Fortier
b Leonardo Mazsnge.) vs

&1l in Spanish. ) Don Pedro Bouche St,

Sheets from 1 to } Martin,

11,

i The record begins with a con-
tract between Don Luis Gallot and Don Pedro 1
Bouche St. Martin, in which the properties left
by the deceased Dofia Theresa Drillan, and Don
Lazarre Nogues, which amounted to 7095 pesos
were going to be divided among the heirs given
each correspondent heir one-third of said sunm.
The contract sets forth that Bouche St. Martin
promised Luis Gallot to give him his share in
cash., Upon saild agreement said St. Martin had
already given 450 pesos on account and agreed to
pay the balance as follows; 300 pesos in 1782,
and 507 pesos which is the balance in the month
of December, 1783.

The Pleintiff as agent of Pon
Luid Gallot, instituted proceedings on behalf of
his principal to compel the Defendant to comply
with the payment of 600 pesos which include in-
terest and expenses of the balance due as it is
evident by the contract presented, entered into
between principal and Defendant. The Ppaintiff
petitions the Lourt to issue a writ of execution
in his favor in order to seize the properties of
the Defendant to comply with said past due debt.
On March 13th, 1783 the Court ordered the bailiff
to seize the properties of the Defendant to the
extent of 600 pesos.

On March 17th, 1783, the

laintiff informed the Court that the Defe
ﬁaa complied with said payment and to closgdﬁ%gsa

proceedings and to release the Defendant of all

liability.

(cont'd)



Continuation of
Doec. #809
Box 41.

On the same day the Governor ordered
yroceedings to be closed approving the payment
ade to the Plaeintiff by the Defendant, not
¢harging for his judicial decree.

The record ends with a notice of the
Court Clerk stating that he had notified the
Plaintiff and Defendent of the judicial decree.




\;‘; _ DOC. #8610

i Box 41
File #75) PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED BY DON
March' 4, ) FERNANDO RODRIGUES, REGARDING
1783, ) THE RESIGNATION OF DON LEONAR-
Judge: ) DO MASANGE, MADE IN HIS FAVOR,
Estevan ) OF THE POSITIONS AS SECRETARY
Kiro. ) OF THE GOVERNMENT, OF THE CI-
Court ) TY COUNCIL AND OF THE PUHLIC.
Clerk: )
Rafael )
Perdomo.) The record begins with a certified
PP, 1 to) copy dated March 4, 1783, of the"
33¢ ) resignation of Don Leonardo Masange,
All in ) to the positions as Secretary of the
Spanish.) Government, of the City Council and

of the Public, in favor of Don Fer-

nando Rodrigues, and signed by Don

Leonardo Masange in the presence of
the witnesses Don Manuel Ramon, Don Pedro Vil-
lamil and Don lanuel Monrroy, and attested by
Don Rafael Perdomo, Court Clerk.

This copy of the resignation of Don
Leonardo Masenge, was presented as evidence by
Don Fernmando Rodrigues, who instituted the fol-
lowing proceedings:

Don Iernando Rodriguez, Official At-
torney, petitioned his Excellency Governor Es-
tevan Miro, alleging that as it is evidenced by
the certified copy of the resignation which he
duly presents, Don Leonardo Masange has resign-
ed in his favor the positions as Secretary of
the Government, of the City Council and of the
Publie, and in order to take charge of said of-
fices he therefore begs His Lordship that after
complying with the necessary requirements to be
placed in charge of sald offices.

On March 26, 1783, Estevan Miro,
Acting Governor, ordered the Court Clerk that
after the resignation has been presented, and
al'ter he certifies_that the twenty days have
elapsed since Don Leonard Masange made his re-

(cont'd)
A
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(cont'd)

signation as prescribed by law, to inform the
Accountant of the Royal Treasury of these pro-
ceedings so that he may promote whatever it
may be convenient to him,

On the same day the Court Clerk, in
compliance with the preceding decree, went to
ther esidence of Don Leonardo Masange, who was
in his office performing his duties, and hav-
ing questioned him on several matter, he an-
swered to all his question.

The record shows that the Accountant
of the Royal Treasury, acting as fiscal of same,
in view of the faet that he has been informed
of the proceedings instituted by Don Fernando
Rodrigues stated: That as the Court Clerk has
certified that the twenty days as preseribed by
law have elapsed since Don Leonardo liasange,
made the ‘resignation of his positions, he there-
fore does not have any objection to procede in
the estimation of the offices resigned by said
Don Leonardo Masange by experts who will be ap-
pointed by His Lordship, so that the correspond-
ing fees belonging to His Majesty will be de-
posited in the Royal Treasury.

On April 2, 1783, Gov. Miro, ordered
the Court Clerk to appoint Don Andres Almonaster\
y Roxas and Don Luils Liotaud to appraise the
offices resigned by Don Leonardo Masange, and
also to inform the Accountent of the Army to
witness sald appraisal, and after this has been
done to bring before him a written report of
said appraisal so that he may decree whatever

it may be convenient.

On the same day the Court Clerk per-
sonally informed Don Andres Almonaster y Roxas
and Don Luls Liotaud of the preceding decree
and they accepted their appointments to ap-

raise the offices resizned by Don I
ﬁasange, and they were then s%ornnlﬁegggggging
(cont'd)
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(cont'd)

10 law., On April 3, 1783, in the presence of
Don Martin Nevarro, Intendant General of this
Province, and Don Bernardo Otero, Accountant
of the Army and acting as fiscal of the Royal
Treasury, said appraisers stated that they ap-
praised the offices resigned by Don Leonard
Masange at three thousand one hundred pesos.

Later Don Fernando Rodriguez, peti-
tioned Gov. Miro, alleging that he has paid the
corresponding Royal Fees to the City Treasury
as evidenced by the receipts issued by the City
Ireasury and wixich he duly presented; therefore
he begs His Lordship to order that he be given
the corresponding title so that he may present
it to the City Council in order to take charge
of the offices resigned by Leonardo Masange.

On April 4, 1783, Don Estevan liro,
Intendant General of this Province ordered the
Court Clerk to bring before him the records of
these proceedings and after examining sald re-
cords, ordered that in view of what was mani-
fested by Don Fernando Rodriguez; the Military
Counsellor, who will be in charge of these pro-
ceedings will proceed with the examination of
sald Rodriguez and after sald applicant has
proven himself capable to perform the charges
of the offices resigned by Leonardo lMazange, he
will then certify his approval and add his cer-
tification to these records, after this has
been complied, said applicant will be presented
with the corresponding title, as he has paid
to the Royal Treasury the fees corresponding
to His Majesty, and he will present himself
with sald title before the City Counecil, so
that he be sworn in according to law, and after
this has been done, the Court Clerk will give
him an official certified copy of this proceed-
ings s0 that within 5 years, counting from the
day said title 1s given to him, he will present

(cont'd)




Doc. #810
(conttd)

it to be approved by His Ma jesty, and if %his
period has elapsed, he will lose all rights
and privileges to said title, and it will then
be lost in favor of the Royal Treasury, as ae-
ocreed by His lia jesty.

In compliance with the preceaing
decree, on April 9, 1783, before lon Juan
Doroteo del Postigo, General Assessor and Mili-
tary Counsellor of this City, appeared Don
Fernando Hodriguez, and in the presence of the
Court Clerk, he examined said Don Fernando Lo=-
driguez by esking him several questions con-
cerning the functions that he will perform 0
which he answered satisfactorily for which rea-
son he declared Don Fernando Rodriguez to be
capable of taking charge of the offices re-
signed by Leonardo Masange.

The record ends with two recelpis
from Joseph Foucher, Principal Ireasurer of
the Army end Navy of the Province of Louisliansa,
showing that Don Fernando Rodriguez has paid
the necessary fees to His Majesty. The first
receipt dated April &, 1783, for 975 reales,
15 maravedies, and the second dated april 6,
1783 for 8266 reales, <& maravedles.




Document #811

Box 41
File #8 3 CASE OF
Karch 6, )
1783. ) DON FRANCISCO MAYRRONE
3 Judge: Juan ) Vs

Ventura Mo- ) DON PABLO SEGON. f
rales, )
Court Clerk:) THE PLAINTIFF BROUGHT THIS AC-
Rafael Per- ) TION FOR THE PURPOSE OF COMPELL~
domo. ) ING THE DEFENDANT TO VACATE A
PP, 1 to 15, HOUSE OF HIS OWNERSHIP.
All in Span-
ish, )

The Plaintiff brought this suit

before Juan Ventura Morsales,

Justice of the Peace of this

City, alleging that the Defend-
ant is a tenant in possession of his house
without a lease, renting it by the month on
oral agreements, and desiring to oceupy said
house himself, he has notified the Defendant
to obtain another house and to vacate his, and
thet the Defendant has refused to vacate said
house, stating that he does not wish o move;
therefore, he petitioned His Lordship to order
the Defendant to move from said house within
the time prescribed by the law.

On March 6, 1783, Morales, Jus-
tice of the Peace, ordered the Court Clerk to
forward a copy of the above petition to the
Assesor and a second copy to the Auditor of
War, in order that they may advise him on the
point of law in this case, and also to forward
a third copy of said petition to the Defendant.

His Lordship to answer
his first pe?d .
has received C
failed to answer
by law.

Plaintiff petitioned
Sofernianh 3

he Defendant
ion, and has
; within the time prescribed

s o O
ct




(Cont'd)

The record shows that on March
lw, 1783, Morales, Justice of the Peace, in
B view that the Defendant has not yet answered
~  the Plaintiff's petition within the time pre-
scribed by the law, ordered the Court Clerk to
urge the Defendant to file his answer to said
petition.

The Defendant through his At~
torney appeared before His Lordship and stated,
that in the action instituted by the Plaintirff |
to eject him from the house he is now occupy- |
ing, alleged that he does not recognize the
Plaintiff as the true owner of said house as
he has not rented it from himj; therefore, he
petitioned His Lordship to order the Plaintiff
not to disturb him with suits of this nature.

: On March 17, 1783, lMorales,

P Justice of the Peace, ordered the Court Clerk
to bring before him the records of this pro-
ceedings to be examined, and on Marech 18, 1783, |
after examining said records, His Lordship or-
dered the Plaintiff to present his tltle to
the house oceupied by the Defendant, L

Then the Plaintiff in compliance
with the preceding decree, presented his title
toc the house in Qquestion, and petitioned His
Lordship to order whatever is of justice in
this case.

On Marech 20, 1783, lorales,
Justice of the Peace, ordered the Court Clerk
to bring before him the Plaintiff's title to
@ the house in guestion.

On March 228, 1783, lMorales,
Justice of the Peace, ordered that in view of
the fact that the Plaintiff has proven himself
owner of the house now occupied by the Defend-
ent without a lease, and taking into considera-
(contt*d)
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(conttd)

tion that the Defendant has been notified by
the Plaintiff to vacate said house on the

last of the current month, His Lordship or-
dered to inform the Defendant to vacate said
house within fifteen days, the time prescribed
by law, warning him that if he does not comply
with this order he will be ejected by the law,

The record shows that the
Court Clerk, Don Rafael Perdomo, in view that
the case between Don Francisco Mayrrome vs.
Don Peblo Segon, has terminated, petitioned
His Lordship to declare what party is to pay
the costs of these proceedings.

On March 26, 1783, His Lord-
ship ordered the Judicial Appraiser to esti-
mate the costs of these proceedings and to
charge said costs to the Defendant.

The record ends with an item-
ized statement dated April 1, 1783, submitted
by Don Luis Liotau, the Judicial Appraiser,
of the costs of these proceedings which
amounted to fourteen pesos and one half real.




Doc. #812

Box 41
File #70 ) Proceedings instituted by Don
March 10, ) Carlos Poree and Don Carlos Jose
1783. ) Fraissinet, for the purpose of
FP, from ) obtaining a permit to sell the
1 to 8. ) Brigentine named "San Juan" of
All in ) +the ownership of Don Pedro Rous-
Spanish. ) seau and Don Thomas Poree.
Judge: Don )
Martin ) The record shows that Carlos
Naverro. ) Poree, and Carlos Joseph Frais-
Notary ) sinet, as agents of Don Pedro
Clerk: Don ) Rousseau end Don Thomas Poree,
Rafael Per-) brought this action before the
domo . ) Intendant General of this Pro-

vince Don Martin Navarro, alleg-

ing that in view of a letter of
authorization presented, dated January 29, 1783,
from their principals, authorizing them to sell |
the Brigentine "San Juan" of the ownership of
said principals, and that as they have a good .
offer to sell said brigantine, and as they have
forgotten their power of attorney they had, they
petitioned Your Lordship to accept said letter
presented as their power of attorney to sell
said brigentine and to order the Registration
Clerk, to record said letter in order that he
could make the corresponding deed.

On Marech 10, 1783, Don Martin
Navarro, in view of the letter of authorization
presented ordered the Court Clerk to inform the
petitioners that after they give the necessary
seourity, the permit to sell said brigantine will

be issued.

Then Carlos Poree, and Carlos
Joseph Fraissinet, in compliance with the pre-
geding decree, informed Your Lordship, that they
have given the necessary security before the Re-
gistration Clerk, given as guarantor Don Martin

(cont'd)
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(cont'd)

Braquier, and that said security having been
accepted by Pedro Ecmiere, the prospective
buyer, they petitioned His Lordship to order
the Registration Clerk, to draw the deed of
sale of said brigantine.

On March 12, 1783, Navarro, ordered
the Court Clerk to bring before him the records
and after having examined said records, on
March 13, 1783, ordered the Registration Clerk
to draw the act of sale of said brigantine, ac-
cording to the terms of the security given.
Navarro also ordered the Court Clerk to inform
Don Luis Liotau, Judicial appraiser to make an
itemized statement of the cost of these proceed-

ings .

The record ends with the itemized
statement of the cost of these proceedings,
which amounted to 6 pesos, submitted by Don
Luis Liotau, on March 13, 1783.




Doa. #6813
Box 41

File #5 ACTION INSTITUTED BY DON

Epeix 10, LUIS SULSER FOR THE PUR-

1783. POSE OF PROVING THAT THE

Judge: MERCHANDISE SO0LD TO HIK
T\ my

IN THE CITY OF OSTENDE
u:.“..f.) '.u.x'.'- lﬁ.’.&) -{,U.L:.LIrJ.wlfu

Martin Na-
varro.
Court Clerk:
Rafael TPer-
domo, Don Luis Sulser, brought this
PP. 1 to 20.) aetion, in the Court of Don Mar-
All in Span-) tin Navarro, Intendant General
ish. ) of this Province, alleging in
his petition that as evidenced
by the written testimony of pro-
test which he duly presented,
Ese de Mendez, a resident and merchant of the
City of Ostende, sold him a box containing
several pieces of dry goods supposing to be
of good quality and in good condition, and
that said pileces of dry goods were examined by
petitioner before being packed in the box, and
confident in the good faith which mutually ex-
isted between the merchants and the customers,
the petitioner left said merchandise in said
Mendez's possession so that he would pack it
with the ald of his servants, in a box, which
was then nailed, and marked as specified in
the written testimony of protest, and then de-
livered to petitioner; and that said box ar-
rived in this Port and was then opened by pe~-
titioner who found that the merchandise was
not of the same kind and quality that h
chased from said liendez and that part of said
merchandise was damaged without said bo
gontainer surffering any exterior damage, th
may have injured said merchandise, and in or-

a1
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der to prove the foregone a -
petitioner may claim from said lendez, said
merchandise or its value, he therefore peti-
tioned His Lordship to please order the nrese
Court Clerk with the assistance of Do vanad




Doc. 7813
(contrd)

Riano and Don Christobal de Armas.Alecila, mer-
chants of this City, to inspect and examine
sald merchandise and to estimate fHlyits legi-
timate value and to deliver to petitioner a
copy of the appraisal in order to promote what-
ever may be convenient to petitioner,

On April 10, 1783, Navarro, the
Intendant General, ordered the Court Clerk that
after the written testimony of protest has been
presented to appoint the appraisers mentioned
in the petition and to notify them of their ap-
pointment so that they will be sworn in accord-
ing to law, and after this has been done to
proceed with the inspection and appraisal of
sald damaged merchandise, as petitioned.

On the same day Don Rafael Per-
domo, Court Clerk, notified Don Francisco Riano
and Don Christobal de Armas Alcila of the pre-
ceding decree and they accepted their eppoint-
ments of appraisers and they were sworn in,
according to law by said Court Clerk.

On April 11, 1783, Don Rafael
Perdomo, Court Clerk, assisted by Don Francisco
Riano and Christobal de Armas Alcila, merchantis
of this City, went to the store of Don Luis
Sulser to inspect and appraise the merchandise
dn question and after examining the box they
did not find any exterior damage to said box,
through which the injurj of sulx m 14
could be produced and also they noti
the merchandise contained in s;i& box was not
the seme &s the one specified in the invoice \
presented by said Don Luls Sulser

b
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Doe, #813
(conttd)

tion and that said inspection have proven the
fraud committed by said Ese de llendez, and
therefore petitioned His Lordship to confirm
sald inspection by a judicial decree so that
he may claim from said Ese de lendez, whatever
nay be convenient.

On april 12, 1783, Navarro, the
Intendant General ordered the Court Clerk to
bring before him the records of these proceed-
ings to be examined and on April 14, 1783, His
Lordship declared that in view of the facts
presénted by Don Louis Sulser, and by his pro-
tgst and by the inspection and appraisel done
by the Court Clerk and the other appraisers,
that the sale of said merchandise by Ese lMendez
to Luils Sulser was & fraud, and in order that
e may claim damages caused by the fraud com-
mitted by said Mendez in the sale of seid mer-
chandise, he declared it as such by a Judicigl
decree,

Don Luis Sulsef, then petitioned
His Lordship, alleging that as the necessary
litigation had terminated by the preceding de-
cree of 4April 14, 1783, he therefore petitioned
Hls Lordship to order the appraisal of the costs
of these proceedings and to order the Court
Clerk to give him whatever written testimony of
these proceedings he may request and that said
testimonies must be certified so they may be *
legal.

On April 16, Navarro, Inte
General, ordered the Court Clerk to appoint Don
Luls Liotaud, the Judicial Appraiser, to P
praise the cost of these proceedings, and to
y O

& ]
deliver to Don Luis Sulser whatever testimonie
he may request in these proceedings.
The record ends with an itemized
statement of the costs of these proceedings

which amounted to twenty two pescs and one real,

submitted by Don lLuls Liotau on June



Doc. #814
Box 41

File #25 ) PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED BY
March 13, ) DON PEDRO FABROT, AS TES-
1783. TAMENTARY EXECUTOR OF THE
P, from 1 DECEASED HENRIQUE GERARD
to 10. * AND AUGUSTINA ALLAIN, IN
All in ) REGARD TO A CERTAIN TRANS-
Spanish. ) ACTION WITH DON CLAUDIO
Judge: Don TRENAUNAY.

Estevan Miro.

Court Clerk:

Don Rafsel ) The record begins with a peti-
Perdomo. ) tion made by Don Pedro Favrot,

as curator of the minor Dofia
Francisca Gerard, legitimate
daughter of Henrique Gerard

and Agustina Allain; and Francisco Broutin, as
attorney representing Don Claudio Trenaunay, a
resident of Point Coupe, alleging that in the
auction of the properties of said minor, at

the price of the appraisal of said properties
to said Trenaunay, I Favrot have noticed a
mistake or error in sald transaction, that

may prejudice the said minor, and to avoid

any future trouble that may prejudice both
parties, and desiring to maintain harmony in
the family, we have agreed to settle this mat-
ter for the sum of 500 pesos, who said Trenau-
nay promised to pay in cash, for the mistake
@r° error committed in the auction of said mi-
nor's corresponding legal paternal and mater-
nal share, for which I, Favrot promise to with-
draw and cease any legitimate claim or demand
against said Trenaunay, on behalf of said minor
Franei sca Gerard, and therefore petition His
Excellenocy Governor Miro, to order the Court
Clerk to execute this transaction with its dis-
charge in full.

Governor Miro, on March 13th,
1783, ordered the Court Clerk to notify Fran-
eisco Broutin, Attorney, for Claudio Trenaunay,
to present his power of attorney, in order to
proceed.
(cont'd)




Doc. #814
(cont'd)

The record then shows a
power of attorney granted by Claudio Trenau-
nay to Franocisco Broutin, dated July 6, 1782,
presented by said Broutin in evidence of his
authori ty.

Then Francisco Broutin, pe-
titioned His Lordship, alleging, that in
compliance with the preceding decree, he
presented his power of attorney granted by
Claudio Trenaunay, and therefore to order
the Court Clerk to execute the transaction
as petitioned before.

On March 14, 1783, the Gover-
nor ordered the records of this case to be
brought before him to be examined, and after
having examined said reocords on March 15,
1783, in view of the power of attorney pre-
sented by Broutin, ordered the Court Clerk
to execute the deed of the transaction with
its discharge in full of all the legal rights
and privileges that the minor Francisca
Gerard may have against Trenaunay, and in or-
der to terminate this matter, His Lordship
approved said trensaction by this judicial

decree.

Later Claudio Trenaunay pe-
titioned His Lordship, alleging that as the
necessary litigation had terminated by the
preceding decree, to therefore order the
Court Clerk to give him a copy of the re-
cords of these proceedings and to order =
statement of the costs of these proceedings
to be made as he 1s ready to pay for said -
costs.

Governor Miro, on March 17,
1783, granted the petitioner's prayer and
order a statement of these proceedings %o
be made.

{cont'd)

|
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|
|



Doe. #814
(cont*d)

The record ends with an
itemized statement of the costs of these

proceedings which amounted to 6 pesos, 4
reales, submitted by Luis Liotau, the ju-
dicial appraiser on March 17, 1783,




Do¢. #815
Box 41

File #329 ) PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED
I-J&I'Ch l‘;—., BY DON JOSE MARIA DE 1 LA
1783. J*m_a, FOR THE PUI (ﬁ;::::
Judge: Gov- OF SELLING CERTAIN PIECES

ernor ':Jon U- -J--._ \.:(J\....Ju.
Estevan lire
Court Clerk:
Rafael Per-

domo.

P, from 1 %o
20.

A1l in u“"‘l’l-
ish.

Don Jose Maria de la Barba,
petitioned Governor Niro to
grant him a permit to auction
certain pieces of dry goods of
his ownership in front of the
Capitular Houses of this City,
and to order the Court Clerk
to witness the auction of said
goods.

e N A

On March l4th, 1783, the Gov-
ernor granted the petitioner's prayer.

The record shows that on March
14th, 18th, and 22nd, the Court Clerk, Don
Rafael Perdomo, in complying with the Wrcoed-
ing decree, appeared before his public office
and announced and offered to sell to the high-
est bidder the complete lot of merchandise of
Don Jose Maria de la Barba, but no bidder ap-

peared.

LY]. Al.\_ 1‘\1_‘-




Sald mercihanda
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which anou (6]
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pesos,

)se Maria de la Barba, then
petitioned sovernor to order to estimate ‘
the cost of these proceedings, alleging that
he is ready to pay for said costs.

Governor Miro, ordered Don Iuis
Liotau, the judicial appraiser to submit a
statement of the expenses of these proceedings.

The record ends with an 1temized
statement of the cost of thése precedings,

W




Doec. #817
Box 41
Pile #3317 SALE OF THE BRIGANTINE
April 12, NAMED "LA AMABLE HEN-

1783,

P. Trom 1
to 4.

A1l in

)

)

g RIETA"™ OF THE POSSES-

%
Spanish. ;

)

)

)

)

)

SION OF DON LUIS TOU-
TAN BEAUREGARD,

Judge: Gov-
ernor Lste-
van Miro,
Court Clerk:
Fernando
Rodriguez.

Don ILuis Toutan Beauregard, pe-
titioned His Lordship, for a
permit to sell at publiec aue-
tion a certain brigantine nemed
"La asmable Henrieta"™ with the
consent of his partner.

On April 15th, 1783, Governor
Miro, in view that the petitioner is authorized
by his partner, grented the petitioner's re-
quest,

On April 27th, 1783, after said
auction was announced by the public erier for
three consecutive times, at which auction said
brigentine was sold to the highest bidder Don
Francisco Rlafio, who offered the sum of 2,500
PESOS,

*¥% 0 50 0¥ *




DOC. #816

File 24 ) PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED BY DON
P. from 1) PEDRO BERTONIERE, REGARDING

to 12, ) THE RESIGNATION OF DON FERNAN-
April 15,) DO RODRIGUEZ, OF THE POSITION
1783. ) OF OFFICIAL ATTORNEY OF THIS
All in ) CITY MADE IN HIS FAVOR.
Spanish. )

Judge: )

Estevan ) The record begins with a certified
Miro. ) copy dated liarch 17, 1783, of the
Notary ) resignation of Don Fernando Rodri-
Clerk: ) guez, to the position of Official
Leonardo ) Attorney of this City, in favor of
Mazange. ) Don Pedro Bertoniere, and signed by

Fernando Rodriguez, before the wit-

nesses Don Luis Liotau, Don Phelipe
Guinault and Don Salomon Mallines and attested
by Leonardo lMazange, Court Clerk.

This copy of the resignation of Don
Fernando Rodriguez, was presented as evidence
by Don Pedro Bertoniere, who instituted the
following proceedings.

Pedro Bertoniere, petitioned His Ex-
gellency, Governor Esteven Miro, alleging that
as it 1s evident by the resignation of Don Fer-
nando Rodriguez, in his favor, which he duly
present, he is entitled to the position of 0f-
ficial Attorney of this City, and as the 20
days has passed as prescribed by the law, he
therefore begs His Lordship to place him in
charge of said office.

On April 5, 1783, Governor lMiro,
ordered the Court Clerk, to forward a copy of
the above petition to the Auditor of the Army
and of the Province.

On the same day the Court Clerk, in
compliance with the preceding decree, notified
the Auditor of the Royal Treasury.

(conttd)




Doc. #816
(conttd)

Then on April 17, 1783, Don Fernando
de Otero, Auditor of the Royal Treasury, de-
clared: That he has received a copy of Don
Pedro Bertoniere's petition wherein he is ap-
Plying for the Office of 0fficial Attorney of
this City, and that as soon as the apprecial
of this office has been made and the petitioner
has paid the necessary fees to the Royal Trea-
sury, he finds no objection in accepting the
petitioner totake charge of said office.

On April 7, 1783, Governor liiro, or-
dered the Court Clerk to appoint Framciseco
Broutin, and Don Luis Liotau, to appraise the
Office of Official Attorney of this City, after
they had complied with the cath of Acceptance
as prescribed by law.

On the same day, in compliance with
the Governor's decree, the Court Clerk notified
Franeisco Broutin and Luis Liotau of the pre-
ceding decree, and which appointment they ac-
cepted.

On April 8, 1783, Francisco Broutin
and Luis Liotau appeared before His Lordship,
Don Mertin Navarro, Intendant General of this
Province and Don Bernardo de Otero, Auditor
General of this Province and stated: That they
have appraised the Office of Official Attorney
of this City, for the amount of 600 pesos.

On the same day Governor Miro, in
view that the estimation of the office of COffi-
olal Attorney was made to have Bertoniere pay
the sum of said appraisal to the Royal Treasury,
and then to be examined by Don Juan Doroteo del
Postigo, Counsellor and Assessor General,

Don Joseph Foucher, principal Trea-
surer, of the Army and Navy of this Province,
certified that on May 26th, 1784, he has re-

(cont*d)




DOC. #B8l6
(cont'd)

ceived from Pedro Bertoniere, the sum of 1600
reales one third of the asset value of the 0f-
fice of Offieial Attorney of this City, the
position renounced by Fernando Rodriguez, in
favor of said Bertoniere.

On May 27, 1783, Don Joseph Furcher,
certified that he received from Pedro Bertoniere,
the applicant to the office of 0fficial Attorney
of this City, the sum of 188 reales and 27 mara-
vedies and one 1/5, said sum include the 2 1/2%
of the 4800 reales, the amount of the appraisal
of sald office of Official Attorney of this City,
which is the fees that His Majesty is entitled to
Plus 18 reales for the expense of the transporta—
tion of said fees to Spain. .

On April 9, 1783, Juan Doroteo del
Postigo, Counsellor and Assessor General of the
Army, certified that he has examined Pedro Ber-
toniere, applicant to the office of O0fficial .
Attorney of this City, and after having ques-
tioned him as to the theory and prdctice of the
profession and having conferred with him in re-
gard to eivil and eriminal Jjurisprudence, he
found him competent to fulfill said office of
Official Attorney of this City.

Don Pedro Bertoniere then petitioned

the Governor, alleging that as it is evident

by the document presented, he has complied with
the payment of the hecessary fees to His Majes~-
ty, plus the expense of transporting these fees
to Spain, and therefore he begs His Lordship,
to grant him the corresponding title of 0fficial
Attorney, so that he may present said title to
the Most Illustrious Council of this City, for
the purpose of taking charge of said office of

Ifficiel Attorney of this City.

On June 9th, 1784, Governor Miro, re-
quested the Court Clerk to bring before him the

(contrd) ‘



DOC. #8116
(cont'd)

record of this case to be examined and after
having examined said record on Juen 12, 1784,
Governor Miro, in view of the fact that Ber-
toniere has complied with the conditions im-
posed in his decree of April 8, 1783, he or-
dered the Comrt Clerk, that the title petition-
ed for as Official Attorney be issued and given
to Bertoniere, so that he may present said ti-
tle to the Most Illustrious Council of this
City, and to notify Bertoniere, that he has a
period of five years in which he may present
sald oredential, and after the lapse of this
period, he will lose all rights and privileges
to said office of Official Attorney, and that
the title of said office granted to him, will
pass in favor of the Royal Treasury.




N
DOC. #818 \!

File #69 BOX 41
Apr. 18, 1783
Sheets from 1
to 56s
All in Spanish.
Judges: Juan Ven-
tura Morales and
Francisco Maria The testimonies of the wit-
Regioc. ; ne sses even though they all
Court Clerk: differ in minor facts, do
Rafaecl Perdomo. ) prove that on April 18, 1783
: Menuel de los Santos and To-
mas Guzmen went to the Bay-
ou with the intention of buying a smell boat
end on their retumrn they went to a seloon be- | ‘
longing to "T'ia Lorenze"™, where they met Mar-
iano Fernendez and Juan Cenoso. Here they en- |
gaged in drinking wine. Their conversation de-
veloped into an argument in which lomas Guzman
struck Menuel de los Santos with his fist oaus-l
ing him to fall, the struggle was stopped by ‘%

OFFICIAL CRIMINAL PROCEED-
INGS INSTITUTED AGAINST MAN-‘
UEL DE 1OS SANTOS FOR THE
MURDER OF TOMAS GUZMNAN .

e M e N

the other two members in the party. About 10:30
. P, ¥, according to the testimony of Guzmen they

welked out of the saloon in the direction of
the levee where De los Sentos and Guzmen con-
tinued their argument which was interferred
twice by the witness Canoso, who di sarmed Guz-
men in the two attempts he mede against De los
Santos. After the witnesses Canoso and Fernan-
dez seperated from De los Santos end Guzman &
finding themselves alone De los Santos struck

‘ Guzman with a knife inflicting a small wound

A in the right side of the body.

The testimony of Guzman
’ stated that after being wounded by De los San-
tos he reported the crime to the authorities,
' who took him to the Koyal Hospital of this City.

. By order of Governor MNiro
on April 18, Juen Ventura Moreles, Justice of
- the Peace was appointed to investigete the
crime committed by De los Santos.

Morales immediately proceed-

s | o




ed his investigations of the erime and the re-
cord showed the testimonies of the witnesses
Fernandez and Cenoso end of the defendent De
los Santos end of the victim Guzmen. The four
testimonies appeared to be different as to the
facts leading to the crime, but all of the tes-
timonies asserted that Ve los Santos committed
the crime.

{
The record elso shows the written |
testimony of Dr. Josef Hontegut chief surgeon
of the Royal Hospital of this City wherein he
declares that on Apr. 18, 1783 Guzman was ad-
mitted in his institution to be treated for a
small wound on the left side of his body.
Upon examination it was found that Guzmen had
been suffering for some time from the liver
end the bladder and that on June 18, 1783 Guz- |
men died his death being caused by his ailments
from which he had been sufferinz for some time
end not by the wound inflicted by De los Santos;)
but that the wound did weekent the body of the
deceased to the extent that the other ailments
developed and ceused his death,

The record shows that on June the
21st 1783 the Defendeant appointed for his leg-
gl advisor Pedro Bertoniere end the State ap-
pointed Francisco Broutin to prosecute the de-
fendeant,

After eleven months of litigetion
in which the defense tried to prove that the
deceased did not die from the wound inf licted
by the defendant as it is evident by the medi-
cal certificate presented, the facts presented
by the prosecuting attorny proved beyond any
doubt that the defendant having unlawfully and
deliberately struck the deceased with a knife
inflicting a wund which caused indirectly the
death of the deceased, therefore the defendant
was guilty of murder, even though the intent
of the defendant was not to kill the deceased,



his mere violent and unlswful act which in-
directly caused the death of the deceased,
the defendant is liable for murder.

The court found the defendant
guilty of murder and the sentence was imposed
by Frencisco Maria Hegio, justice of the peeace
of this City, on June 4th, 1784 sentencing the
defendent to six years in prison, and to pay
the expenses of this proceedings.

\




FILE #2

)
April 23rd 1783 ) Doc. #819
P, From 1 to &8 ) Box 41
All in Spanish )
Judge: Ventura )
Morales, ) Case of
Court Clerk: ) Pedro Ponne
Rafael Perdomo. ) versus

Claudio Lacoste.

Plaintiff, instituted auc- ‘
tion for the purpose of compelling the Defendant,
to pay a past due debt.

Plaintiff, alleged that the
Defendant owes him the sum of 86 pesos as it is
evidenced by the documents presented: Therefore
he petitioned his Lordship, to have the Defendant
appear in Court, and declare under oath, whether
the signature affixed at the foot of the promis-
sory note is his own and declare whether he owes

gsaid amount,.

The record ends with a decree

of Governor Morales, of April 23rd, 1783, where-
in he granted the Plaintiff's petition,




Doec. #820
Box 41

File #30 ) PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED BY DON
April 28,) JOSEPH CONAND FOR THE PURP(SE
1783. ) OF OBTAINING A PERMIT TO AUC-
Judge: ) TION CERTAIN BAREELS OF FLCUR.
Governor )

Miro. )

Court ) Don Joseph Conand, petitioned the
Clerk: ) Governor for a permit to sell at
Rafael ) public auction certain barrels of
Perdomo. ) flour.

P, from l)

t0 2, ) Governor Miro, by decree of July
28th, 1783, ordered Mr. Pertul and
Mr. Monlon to inspect said flour
and if found in a good condition, he will

grant the requested permit.

Said gentlemen, on the same day
were interviewed by the Court Clerk, and after
they were notified of the preceding decree,
they accepted their appointment.

Then Don Santiago lMonlon and Don
Nicolas Pertul on August 2nd, 17835, appeared
before the Court Clerk and declared that as
deoreed, they went to the warehouse of Don
Francisco Bouligne to examine said flour, and
they found that said flour was in an excellent
condition.

The record is incomplete and the
outcome of the case is not known.




Doc. #8821

Box 41

File 88 ) SUCCESSION OF DNA ANTONIA
April 29, ) DEL CASTILLO,

1783, )

Judge: )

Juan del ) In the City of New Orleans, on
Postigo y ) April 29, 1783, Dofia Antonia
Balderrama. ) de Castillo, wife of Franeisco
Court Clerk;) Godoy, -Lieutenant of Infantry,
Rafael Per- ) died intestate.

domo. )
+ALY 3R 5pan-g In the absence of her widowed

ish, husband, the Assessor General of
the King appointed Don Jose Diaz
as tutor and eurator of the minors,
who obtains from the Court, permission to make an
inventory and appraise the estate in question,

which was later sold at public auction.

In compliance with a decree, Don
Jose Diaz, renders an account of the liquidation
of said estate, showing that its sale amounted
to 975 pesos, 7 reales, and that he paid for
doetor, medicines and funeral expenses 223 pe-
so8, leaving a net balance of 702 pesos, 7
. reales,




File #44

; Doe. #822
April 30, 1783 Box 41
Judge: Governor)
Miro. )
Court Clerk: ) Case of
Rafael Perdomo.!
. All in Spanish Don Enrique Desprez
‘ Sheets from ) vs
1 to 7. ) Juan Bautista Seran.

Record begins with a deed,
drewn before the Notary Public, on Sept. 22, W
1781, wherein is stated that Defendant obliga-
ted himself to surrender his properties, if he
does not return the sum of 800 pesos in two pay- .
ments of 400 pesos each, to the Plaintiff with-
| in the period of 18 months, according to the
‘ stipulations of said deed.

Plaintiff, in view that said
defendent had failed to keep his promise as
stated in the preceding deed, petitioned the
Court to issue a writ of execution to seize the
properties of said Defendant for the aforesaid
sum, plus the costs of the court.

The Court, after having exa=-
mined the said deed, on April 30th, 1783, de-
creed as plaintiff petitioned.

Plaintiff in view that said
Defendant appeared to pay his first payment of
400 pesos, before the writ of execution had any
effect, petitioned the court to withhold the
sald writ of execution and to close this case
since he is willing to pay the expenses caused
y the court.

Then the Court on May 7th, 1783,
decreed as plaintiff petitioned.



File #a1 Z
May 14th, 1783,

)

) DOC. #823
Judge; Juan : } Box 41
Ventura Morales,

Court Clerk: -
Rafael Perdomo,

)
All in Spenish, ; PORT BY ENRRIQUE BUA.
P, From 1 to 60.

PUBLIC AUCTION OF THE
EFFECTS BROUGHT TO THIS

Enrrique Bua petitioned His

Lordship for a permit to

sell certein demaged merchean
dise thet he brouszht to this Port on board, his
Brigentine. He also petitioned His Lordiship to
order the Court Clerk to witness the Publie
Auction of said merchendise.

On May the 14th 1783 Juan
Ventura Moresles, Justice of the Peace of this
City, grented the petitioner's prayer and order-
ed the Court Clerk to announce to the publie
that said merchandise was for sale and if any
person desired to buy ell of the merchandise
as a lot as prescribed by law.

In compliance with the pre-
ceding decree the Court Clerk, on May the 14th,
19th, end the 23rd, 1783 publiely ennounced the
sale of sald merchandise as prescribed by law.
The Court Clerk after the lest announcement
was made, reported that no bidder appeared to
buy all of the merchandise as a lot.

Then  Enrrique Bau petitioned
His Lordship slleging thet as the Court Clerk
had publicly announced the sale of said dame ged
merchandise as prescribed by law, and no bidder
having appeared, to set a day for the public
auction of said merchandise.

On Mey the 24th, 1783, Juan
Ventura Morales, Justice of the Peace, gramnted
the Plaintiff's petition end se& the 25th, day




of May, 1783, as the day for the publiec auc=-
tion of said merchandise.

The record shows that the public auetion
of said merchandise began ofi May 25th, 1783
and ended on the 30th of May 1783.

After the termination of said public auc-
tion, Enrrique Bau petitioned His Lordship
alleging that said merchandise was sold at
Public auction and that he therefore petition-
ed His Lordship to approve by Judicial author-
ity the sele of said merchandise.

On June the 2nd, 1783, Juan Ventura Mora-
les, Justice of the Peace, grented the peti-
tionert's prayer and approved the sele of said
merchandise. The following day Enrrique Bau
petitioned His Lordship to order an itemized
statement of the costs of this proceeding &nd
forwerd said stetement to him. On June the
3rd, 1783 Juan Venture Morales, Justice of
Peace, ordercd that the statement of the ex-
pense of these proceedings be made as petition-

ed.

The record ends with the Court Clerk noti=-
fying Luis Lioteu, Judicial Appraiser, of the
preceding decree.

The record being incomplete, does not
show the expenses of these proceedings.




DOCUMENT NO. 824,
BOX 41

DOCUMENT 824 was found fto belong to May 20.
1789 changed to Document No. 2148(A). Box 54,

#20
#10




DOCUMENT #825
BOX 41

File #76
Judge:

CASE OF

Intendent DON PEDRO JOSE DE PEDESCIAUX
General Vs
Navarro. DON JUAN VINCENT.

Rafeel Per-

)
)
)
3
Court Clerk:)
; The Plaintiff, Don Pedro Jose de
)
)
)

domo. Pedesclaux, as agent of the fimm
PP. 1 to 23 ) of "Pedesclaux Father and Son",
Spanish and brought this action to recover the
French. proceeds of the sale of certain

merchandise consigned to Don Juam
Vicent, the Defendant.

The Plaintiff, in his petition
alleged: That in the year 1778, his deceased L
brother Juan Bautista Pedesclaux intrusted the K
Defendant, Pilot of the Frigate "Nuestra Sefiora [
del Carmen" of the ownership of said firm, 3
"Pedesclaux Father and Son"with certain merchan- §
dise to be sold in this Province of Louisiana
and that the Defendant sailed from Bordeaux,
France and came to this Province where he dis-
posed of said merchandise, and that said de-
ceased in the same year sailed from France to
French Santo Domingo, where he died in the year
1781, and that the firm of Pedesclaux Father and
Son are entitled to the proceeds of said mer-
chandise, and that he had requested the Defen-
dant to surrender said funds, and that he has
refused, giving as a reason that before surren-
dering said funds he must be presented with a
death certificate of the deceased, but as this
reason is not justifiable as the Defendant has
been informed of the death of said deceased by
several persons in this City, and furthermore
there are several other persons who knew the
deceased in Santo Domingo and will certify to
his death, and as the Defendant denied these al-
legations he suspects that said funds are not
safe in the hands of the Defendant and therefore

(cont'd)

d




Doc. #825
(cont'd)

he petitioned His Lordship that as Agent of the
firm of "Pedesclaux Father and Son" to order the |
Defendant to surrender to him said fund with
the necessary documents of the sale of said
merchandise, or to depositg said funds and docu-
ments in the hands of a reputable merchant of '
his approval for safe keeping.
!

The Intendant General Navarro,
the presiding judge, on May 2, 1783, ordered the
petitioner to prove his allegations in his pe- |
tition in regard to the death of his brother.

The Plaintiff then petitioned

His Lordship alleging that he is ready to prove
the death of his brother and therefore to ao-
cept several persons who will testify in his

behalf.

On May 23, 1783, the Governor
ordered the Court Clerk to take the testimony
of the persons presented by the Plaintiff to
testify to the death of his brother, and fur-
ther ordered the Plaintiff to present his cre-
dentials authorizing him to bring this action.

The following day in ecompliance
with the preceding decree, Don Juan Alexendro
Cadonir, Don Juan Pounon and Don Francilsco
Mayronne appeared before the Court Clerk and
after being duly sworn according to law de-
clared: That during their visit to the French
Santo Domingo they were informed by several
persons of the death of said Juan Bautista
Pedesclaux,

Then the Plaintiff in compliance

with the decoree of May 23, 1783 resented his
credentials authorizigg him to ﬁrgng this ac-

tion and therefore he petitioned His Lordship

(cont'd)




Doc. #825
(eont'd)

to order the Defendant to surrender said funds
and documents to him or to a reputable merchant
of his approval.

On May 28, 1783, the Governor
ordered the Court Clerk to deliver to the De-
fendant a copy of the Plaintiff's petition.

The record shows that on the
same day the Plaintiff appointed Francisco
Mayronne as his Attorney in these proceedings.

The Defendant answered the Plain-
tiff's petition denying his allegations, and
alleging that about a month ago the Plaintiff
instituted proceedings in the Court of Francisco
Joseph Lebreton, Justice of the Peace for the
purpose of having certain funds in possession
of Don Felix Matterne a merchant in this City
to be surrendered to him, as agent of the firm
Pedesclaux Father and Son, but upon investiga-
tion, it was found by said Court that- the Plain-
tiff wes not authorized to collect said funds
and was proceeding with malice, and the Court
decided to forward said funds to a certain mer-
chant named Bruno Hermanos of Burdeaux, France,
who were entitled to said funds. The Defendant
further alleged, that the Plaintiff in the suit
against him, is evidently proceeding with malice
staforethought as in his previous intent to col=-
lect funds as agent of the firm Pedesclaux Fa-
ther and Son, and as he has already left town,
wherefore he petitions His Lordship, to dismiss %
the plaintiff's action, and to order the Plain-

P tiff to pay the costs of this suit.

On June 4, 1783, Navarro, or-
dered the Court Clerk to deliver a copy of the

Defendant's petition to Plaintiff's attorney.
(cont*d)




Doc, #825
(eont'd)

Don Francisco Mayronne, Attorney
for the Plaintiff answered the Defendant's pe-

tition, alleging that he has received a copy of |

the Defendant's petition, and that he is not in
@ position to answer said petition as the Plain-
tiff is out of town and has left without giving
any instruotions, and therefore he petitions His
Lordship to postpone this suit until the return
of the Plaintiff to this City.

On August 1, 1783, Navarro ordered
the Court Clerk to deliver to the Defendant a
copy of the Plaintiff's petition.

Two years later on April 25, 1785,
Morales, Justice of the Peace, by order of Nav
ro, Intendant General of this Province, ordered
that in view of the information submitted by the
Court Clerk Pedro Pedesclaux, that the Defendant
Juan Vincent, had died, he ordered to close the
proceedings in this case and to charge the costs
of said proceeding to the Plaintiff Don Pedro
Joseph Pedesclaux.

The record ends with an itemized
statement of the costs of these proceedings
which amount to 17 pesos 1/2 real.




Doo., #B826
Box 41

PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED
File No. 77. ; BY BARTOLOME TARDIVEAU
June 2, 1783, AND COMPANY IN REGARD
Judge: Hon, ) TO A THEFT OF CERTAIN
Intendant Gen- ) MERCHANDISE, WHICH THEFT
eral, Court Clerk: ; WAS COMMITTED BY SANTIA-
Rafael Perdomo. ) GO CORBERT, A PIRATE OF

Bpanish and French, ENGLISH NATIONALITY.

Record begins with a copy of a protest made
on May 30, 1783, by Don Bartolome and Don Pedro
Tardiveau, brothers, and Don Miguel Lacasagne,
natives of France and residents of Philadelphia,
U. S. A., before Notary Public Rafael Perdomo
end two witnesses, stating that while coming to
this City from Philadelphia on board the vessel
named "El Cobro"™ loaded with the merchandise de-
scribed in the statement they duly presented, at
a distance of about a league from where the lMiss-
issippl and San Francisco rivers meet, they were
assaulted by a band of pirates headed by a man
named Corbert, of English nationaelity, who after
having wounded one of thelr rowers, seized from
them all the merchandise they were carrying ex-
cept a small quantity of provisions which they
were allowed to keep, Jjust enough to keep then
alive until they could get some help. Therefore,
in accordance with law, they made a formesl pro-
test for such a crime and the delays, damnges
and losses they suffered so that they may claim
indemnification from whom the law may designate
as responsible.

The said Bartolome Tardiveau and company
later petitioned the Court that the seizure of
' the aforesaid merchandise be declared illegal
and that they be given a certified copy of these
proceedings for the purposes that may be conven-
ient for them.

On June 5, 1783, the Court granted said pe-
tition,



File #183 )
June 4, )
1783, )
Sheets from )
1l to 5. )
All in Span- ;
)
;
)

Notary Clerk:
Dn. Rafael

Perdomo,

Case of

Dn. Enrique Bua
vs
Mr. De Shemine.

PLAINTIFF INSTITUTED PROCEED-
INGS FOR THE PURPOSE OF (DM~

PELLING THE DEFENDANT TO PAY

A PAST DUE DEBT,

Plaintiff, a resident of this

City, brought action against the Defendant al-
leging that the Defendant, a resident of the
Post of Allemanes, owes him the sum of 460 pe-
808 value of a certain negro slave that he
s0ld to the Defendant om oredits, but Defendant
failed to comply with the peyment as agreed.
Plaintiff, further alleged that he 1s Jjust
about to leave this City, for which reason he
requested his Lordship to issue a writ of exe-
cution to the Commandant of the Post of Alle-
manes, to seize the properties of the Defen-
dent, as Defendant refused to pay said sum.

On June 4, 1783, Governor

Miro granted the Plaintifr's petition.

the outecome of the case is not known.

The record is incomplete and




Doc. #8628

Box. 41
File #35 )
June 12, 1783 ; CASE OF
Sheets from
1l to 12, ) Jaime Urgel & Co.
All in Spanish.) vs
Judge: Don ) Jose Sanchez.
Estevan Miro. ) ‘
Notary Clerk: ) Plaintiffs instituted proceed- |
Dn. Rafael ) ings to compel the Defendant
Perdomo. ) to pay two past due promissory

notes that amounted to 54 pesos
6 reales, :

The Plaintiffs set forth in
their petition, that as it is evident by the two
past due promissory notes presented, the Defen-
dant is indebted to them the sum of 54 pesos,

6 reales, and that said debt arises from the
balance due on certain merchandise that the De-
fendant bought. The Plaintiffs further alleged
that they have demanded the Defendant to pay
said notes and that he has refused, wherefore
they petitioned His Lordship to order the Defen-
dant to acknowledge his signature affixed at the
foot of said two promissory notes and declare 1if
he owes said notes that amount to 54 pesos, 6
reales.

On June 12, 1783, Governor
Miro, the presiding judge, ordered the Defendant
to appear in Court, to acknowledge said debt,
as petitioned.

On June 14, 1783, the Defendamt
appeared before the Court Clerk, in compliance
with the preceding decree, and after being duly
sworn according to law, did dépose and declare
that the signatures at the foot of said two pro=-
missory notes presented by the Plaintiffs are
his, and he acknowledged that he owes to the

(cont'd)
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(cont'd)

Plaintiffs said promissory notes that amount to
54 pesos 6 reales.

oo ' Then the Plaintiffs, petitioned
his Lordship, setting forth that as it is evi-
dent by the declaration made by the Defendant
wherein the Defendant acknowledge owing said
past due promissory notes that amount to 54
pesos 6 reales, that said declaration having
resulted in his favor, wherefore they petition-
ed His Lordship to issue a writ of execution in
order to seize the properties of the Defendant
until he has complied with the payment of said
sum of 54 pesos 6 reales, plus interest and
costs.

On June 21, 1783 Governor Miro, §
in view of the fact that the Defendant has verb- §
ally stated in this Tribunal that he was willing |
to comply with the payment of said debt, but ‘
only had 14 barrels of salt meat in his posses- |
sion be ordered to issue a writ of execution in
order to seize said 14 barrels of salt meat and
to sell them in public auction in order to sa-
tisfy the Defendant's debt, setting the 23 days
of June for the sale of said barrels.

On June 23, 1783, the Court
Clerk, in compliance with the preceding decree,
proceeded to auction to the highest bidder the
14 barrels of sale meat, that were seized from
the Defendant. The highest bidder was one
Francisco Chico to whom the said 14 barrels were

sold for 67 pesos,

D On June 25, 1783, the Governor,
- ® 1in view of the fact that the said 14 barrels of
salt meat that were seized from the Defendant,
were sold at public auction for 67 pesos, or-
dered the Court Clerk to satisfy the Plaintiff's
claim for 54 pesos 6 reales; and to notify Dn,

(cont*d)

p




(Doe. #828)
(cont'd)

Luis Liotaud, the Judicial Appraiser to make
an itemized statement of the costs of this pro-
ceedings and to pay said costs fram the balance
of the 67 pesos, and after this has been done
to give the Defendant the balance.

On the same day, the Court
Clerk notified Dn. Luis Liotau of the preceding
decree.

On the same day, in compliance
with the preceding decree, the Plaintiff came
and appeared before the Court Clerk and declared
that he has received from said Court Clerk the
sum of 54 ps. 6 reales in payment of his claim,

The record ends with the De-
fendant's declaration made on June 26, 1783, in
compliance with the preceding decree, wherein

he acknowledged the receipt of 9 pesos 2 1/2
reales as the balance left from the sale of the
14 barrels of salt meat that were sold for 67
pesos, from which was deducted 54 pesos 6 reales
given to the Plaintiff to satisfy his claim and
12 pesos 7 1/2 reales for the expense of these

proceedings.




829

DOCUMENT NO.
X 41

| DOCUMENT 829 was found to belong to Dec. 11, 1783,
changed to Document No. 901 A, Box 41,
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Doc. #830

File 51 Box 41

June 20, 1783
nJudge: Don Estevan
Ih.i‘ir .

Court Clerk: Rafael
Perdomo.
Spanish and English,

PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED BY
DONA MARIA MAGDALRENA HARR-
ENGER DUSMENIL ROLLAND,
WIDOW OF DON JUAN SANTIAGO
BLAS DABBADIE, AGAINST THE
SUCCESSION OF ISAAC MONSAN-
TO, FOR THE COLLECTION OF
A SUM OF PESOS.

The Plaintiff, through her legal agent Don
Luis Lioutau, appeared before the Court and
stated: That Don Nicolas Forstall and Don Juan
Josefp Duforest, Trustees appointed to take
charge of the business affairs of the late Don
Isaac lMonsanto, drew in her favor on Nov, 30,
1771, a bill of exchange for the sum of four
thousand six hundred seventy-two pounds, eleven
sueldos and six dineros, against Don Juan de
Aragon, a merchant of the city of San Sebastian,
Spain, by order of Don Luis Unzaga and Amezaga,
Governor of the Province of Louisiana, as evi-
dencéd by said bill of exchange duly presented;
that the payment of said sum was not made inas-
much as Don Juan de Aragori did not have in his
possession any funds belonging to said Don Isaac
Monsanto, as proved by the three letters that ar«
also presented to the Court. The Plaintiff,
therefore, petitioned the Court to order that fix
the funds belonging to said lionsanto and which
were in the possession of Don Santiago Mather,
Trustee for the coreditors of said Monsanto, she
be paid the aforementioned sum of four thousand
six hundred seventy-two pounds, €l even sueldos
and six dineros, in preference of the other
creditors of the deceased.

On June 20, 1783, the Court ordered that

Trustee pon Santiago lMather be notified of the




(Doc. 830)
(cont'd)

above petition, which was done

This record is incomplete and the out-
come the case is not known.




Doe. #831

Box 41
File #3324 Case of
June 25,
51783, Juan Bissier
P, 1 t0 5. ve
Juan Caduoc.

All in Span-
ish.

Judge: Dn.
Joseph Le-
breton.
Court Clerk:
Fernando

Bodriguez.,

Plaintiff, instituted action
for the purpose of compelling
the Defendant to pay a past
due promissory note for the
sum of 149 pesos.

;
i
|
;
|

Plaintiff, petitioned his lLord-

ship alleging that as it is evi-

dent by the past due promissory
note presented, the Defendant owes him the sum
of 149 pesos, which he has refused to pay, where-
fore he begs His Lordship to order the Defendant
to appear in Court to acknowledge under oath his
signature at the foot of said promissory note,
“and whether he owes said sum.

On June 21st, 1783, Dn. Joseph
Lebreton, Justice of the Peace, granted the
Plaintiff's prayer and ordered the Defendant
to appear in Court, as petiticmned.

On the same day, the Defendant
appeared before the Court Clerk, in compliance
with the preceding decree, and after being duly
sworn according to law, declared that the sig-
nature at the foot of said promissory note pre-
sented by the Plaintiff is his, and he acknow-
ledged that he owes to the Plaintiff said pro-
missory note of 149 pesos.

Then the Plaintiff, petitioned
his Lordship, setting forth that as it is evi-
dent by the declaration made by the Defendant
wherein sald Defendant acknowledged owing said
past due promissory note of 149 pesos, that
said declaration having resulted in his favor,

(cont'd)




“interest and cost.

Doc. #831
(oont'd)

wherefore he petitioned His Lordship to issue
a writ of execution in order to seize the pro-
perties of the Defendant until he has complied
Bvith the payment of said sum of 149 pesos, plus

On June the 5th, 1783, Dn. Jo-
seph Lebreton, Justice of the Peace, ordered
the Court Clerk to bring the documents to Court,
in order to be examined.

On June 26th, 1783, Don Joseph
Lebreton the presiding Judge, after having ex-
amined the documents, issued a writ of execu-
tion in favor of the Pleintiff in order to seize
the properties of the Defendant, %o satisfy the
Plaintiff's claim of 149 pesos. 4nd therefore [
the Defendant be reguested to pay said past due
debt, and if he refuses to comply with the pay-
@ ment of sald debt, to selze the properties of
the Defendant in order to satisfy the Plaintif
olaim of 149 pesos plus interest and cosT.

f's§
!

’

2

Phe record shows that on the
same day Don Nicolas Tromentin, Constable or
this City, mppeared before the Court Clerk and
stated: That in compliance with the preceding
decree, he demanded the Defendant to pay said
sum of 149 pesos, and that the Defendant pro-
mised to comply with said payment immediately.

The record appears to be in-
complete, thus the outcome of the case is not
known.




File #65
June 30,
1783.

Pages from

1 %0 7.

All in Span-
ieh.

Judge: Don
Martin Na-
Varro.
Notary Clerk:
Rafael Per-

damo.

W e W N S St W N W N Wt

be examined.

Doe. #832
Box 41

PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED BY
DON JUAN PALIET, IN ORDER
TO HAVE THE FLAG ON HIS
PACKET BOAT CHANGED FROM
FRENCH TO SPANISH.

Juan Pallet, a merchant of
this City petitioned His
Lordship, alleging that he
bought a certain Packet boat
in Martinica Island, and that
at present said boat is an-
chored in this Port, flying
the French Flag. Therefore

he begs His Lordship to grant him permission
to fly the Spanish flag on said vessel of his
ownership named "Los Quatro Hermanos.™

On July 3rd, 1783, the In-

tendant General of this Province Don Martin
Navarro, ordered the petitioner to bring his
document in regard to this matter, in order to

Don Pallet, in compliance

with the preceding decree petitioned His Lord-
ship, alleging that as 1t is evidenced by the
documents presented, he bought the Packet-boat
in gquestion in the Martinica Island, from Don
Carlos Dubar, and Juan Lemi. Wherefore he begs
His Lordship to grant him the permit to fly the

Spanish flag on said vessel.

On July 4th, 1783, Governor

Miro, after having examined the doocument, grant-
ed to Juan Pallet, the permit he petitioned for.




File #72
June 30,
1783.
Judge:
Martin

Doc. #833
Box 41

PROCEEDINGS INSTITUTED BY DON
CARLOS POREE IN ORDER TO OB~
TAIN A PERMIT T0 SELL A VESSEL
NAMED "MARQUEZ DORVESAN."

Don Carlos Poree presented a let-
ter in which D'Etincourt, the
owner of the vessel named "Marquez
Dorvesan" authorizes him to execute
the sale of said vessel.

Martin Navarro, Intendant general
of this Province decreed: That

the authorization letter presented
by Don Carlos Poree is not suffi-
cient to grant said permit, there-

fore he ordered the Court Clerk to inform said
Don Carlos Poree that he has to render a secu-
rity bond covering the value of the sale so that

he may grant said permit.-

The security bond

was rendered and the permit was granted.



