
Between

EDMUND B. COOK,
Complainant,

and

JOHN L. OAKEY\

Defendant.

10

Before his Honor J o h n  T. B i r d , V. C. ^
Mr. L in d a b u r y  and Messrs. B a r t in e  & G r ig g s ,

Counsel fo r  Complainant.
Mr. A l v a h  A. C l a r k , Counsel fo r  Defendant.
Transcript of short-hand report of testimony given on 

the trial of this cause, at Somerville, New Jersey, on 
Thursday, the Fifteenth day of May, A. D. 1884.

RUDOLPH 8. KOJIN, a witness produced on the 
part of the aforesaid Complainant, being duly sworn ac-
cording to law, deposeth and saith : 30

Direct examination, by Mr. Bartine
Q- Where do you reside? A. Princess Anne, Somer-

set County, Maryland.
Q- Are you acquainted with the Westover property 

formerly owned by Mr. Cook ? A. I am, sir.
Q. For how long a period have you had knowledge of 
'  ̂^ave known the place for 12 or 13 years.
Q- What relation have you to it now, officially ? A. I 

l̂ as aPpointed Receiver of that place by the Court of 
overset County, on application of Mortgagees. 40
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Q. Are you familiar with the value of farms in that sec-
tion? A. Iam, to some extent.

Q. What have you to say as to the comparative value 
of that place when Mr. Cook left it, and now ?

[Objected to, as immaterial. Objection overruled.]
A. There is quite a difference in the present value of 

the property to what it was one year ago, for several rea-
sons. One is, the abandonment of the property and 
the abuse of it; the consequent abuse of it by the 

10 community at large. Another was, by the taking off of 
all the crops of last year and not replacing any crops, 
which is one of the principal items, and I suppose there 
is at least a difference of five thousand dollars in the 
market value of the property to-day, to what it was one 
year ago.

Q. And that difference is ascribed to the causes you 
have stated? A. Yes, sir. * ■ .

Q. Is there any other reason that occurs to you ? If 
so, be kind enough to state it? A. Well, I don t know of 

20 any. The property was without a tenant from January 
until the middle of May, and people were passing through 
it, carrying off fences and manure, and making a highway 
of it. The crops were all destroyed and the fences de-
stroyed, and in the general appearance of the place it 
has made a great difference.

Q. Was there a tenant house on the farm ? A. Yes- 
well, independent of the Mansion House ?

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir, on another part of the farm- 
well, there are several small tenant houses on the main 

30 part of the farm; I  think one has been burned down 
since—a small one.

Q. Since what ? A. Since Mr. Oakey left it, or ffince 
it has passed out of Mr. Cook’s possession; I don’t re-
member the exact time when the tenant house burne 
down, but I consider the taking off of the crops and  ̂
replacing any in the place of them one of the grea 
damages to the place for present revenue. «

Q. What crops were the prinpipal crops raised there.
A. Do you mean last year ?

40 Q. Generally; I mean what are the principal crop
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raised on that farm,, as a general thing ? A. Wheat, 
grass, corn, steady crops.

Q. That’s all. One moment. It is suggested by my 
client as to what you regard the yalue of that farm ?•

[Objected to.]
By the COURT : Yes; you can’t go into that. 
Cross-examined, by Mr. Clark :
Q, How near do you live to this property? A. Six 

miles.
Q. What is your business ? A. I  am in the lumber and 10 

mill business, and also buy real estate occasionally.
Q. Doing what ? A. In the lumber and flour mill busi-

ness, and also buy real estate occasionally.
Q. Do you own any real estate now ? A. I do, sir.
Q. What quantity? A. I  suppose I own twelve to 

thirteen hundred acres of land.
Q. In Maryland ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. In Princess Anne ? A. 'Yes, sir ; all my farms are 

in Princess Anne.
Q. Are any of them in the neighborhood of Westover ? 20 

A. No, sir; the nearest to Westoven is five miles from it.
Q. There is a material difference in the value of the 

property in Princess Anne and Westover? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Princess Anne is the county seat? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Westover is a small station on the line of the road 

leading from Wilmington down to Christfield? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. When were you appointed Receiver ? A. In April.
Q- In April last ? A. Yes, sir.
Q- And you have had charge of it ever since ? A. Yes, 30 

sir.
Q. What fences were not on the property before April 

mean to say in January—what fences were there on 
the property in January, 1884, which were not there 
when you were appointed Receiver? A. There were some 
°g fences there that were removed.
Q- Just locate them, if you please, on the farm. What 

P^t of the farm, with respect to the buildings? A. 
here was a fence in front of the buildings—in front of 
e main buildings—a pasture fence, that was removed. 40
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Q. Well, now you say in front of the buildings; what 
do you mean—in front of the house, or in front of the 
barn? A. Yes; sir. As you are driving from the west-
ward east, or east westward, you enter the road on the 
west side and drive west towards the house ; and in driving 
towards the mansion there was a fence inclosing the 
ground there, and I have been told that that was re-
moved.

Q. Well, I want to know what you know about it, not 
10 what you have been told ? A. I know that has been 

done ; because I went to the party that moved it, and he 
acknowledged that he moved it.

Q. Then all you know about it is what you were told? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. You didn’t see the fences there in January? A. No, 
sir.

Q. Nor in December? A. No, sir.
Q. And you don’t know anything about whether there 

was any fence there or not in December or January, ex- 
20 cept from what you have been told? A. Well, I have 

seen a fence there in driving in and out. I have seen a 
pasture fenced off there.

Q. But I am asking you what fences were there on the 
first of January, at the time Mr. Oakey gave up posses-
sion, which were not there on the first of April, when you 
took possession? A. I was not there the first of Jan-
uary.

Q. Then you don’t know anything about it at all, as to 
what fences were there ?' A . I don’t know the identical 

30 fences.
Q. Do you know of any fence that was removed ? A. I 

know that the logs were removed.
Q. Do you know of any fence that was removed from 

that property after the first of January? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Just state now where they were located on the 

farm ? A . Well, I know that the fence, the log fence, was 
removed—the split rails were taken away.

Q. Do you know when that was removed ? A. Smce 
J anuary.

40 Q. How do you know about that? A. Well, I wasnt
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there when it was done ; only I was told it Was removed ; 
and I went to the party that done it.

Q. Now, do you know, of your own knowledge, of any 
fence being removed after January first ? A. I do not ; 
only by corroboration, afterwards.

Q. When you said the property was depreciated in 
value, by reason of the removal of the fences, what was 
your estimate of the amount of depreciation by reason of 
the loss of fences? A. Well, by the breaking down and 
loss of the fences-—

Q. Never mind the breaking down part ; we will come 
to that after a while. What was the depreciation which 
you estimated by the loss of the fences ? A. Well, I can 
only state that by the condition of the fences a year ago, 
when Mr. Cook parted with it, and their condition at the 
present time, and the general appearance of it. I could 
not specify the item correctly.

Q. Now, can you tell what fences there were upon the 
place when Mr. Cook left it a year ago, which were not 
there on the first of January, 1884, at the time Mr. Oakey 
gave up possession ? A. The fences that "were there 
■when Mr. Cook gave up possession which were not there 
"when Oakey left—is that what you ask me ?

Q. Yes. A . Ï  couldn’t tell you that.
Were there any, that you know o f? A. I Couldn’t  

state what, positively.
Q. Now, then, so far as the fences are concerned, then, 

they didn t enter into the matter, into the .estimate of de-
preciation, or did they ? A. They did, to some extent.

Q- To what extent? A. Well, to the extent of—taking 
the cost of the fence into consideration—I suppose to the 
extent of $100 or $200.

Q- Not being able to tell what the fences were when Mr. 
«_ ey comparison with what they were there when
^r. Cook left, how are you able to form any estimate as 
to the difference in value, so far as the fences are con-
cerned ? A. I formed my opinion at the time Mr. Cook 
ave possession to Mr. Oakey, and at the time I took pos-

Q- What fences were there on the first of January,

10

20

80

40
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which were taken away after the first of January, and be-
fore you took possession ? A. I wasn’t there on the first 
of January.

Q. Well, between the first of January and the time you 
took possession, what fencing was there taken away? A. 
A long fence, split rails; that is the only thing they 
hauled off.

Q. How do you know'that’s so? A. Because I was in-
formed.

10 Q. What do you say ? A. I was told that there were 
fences around a certain field, and that it "was removed by 
certain parties.

Q. But you don’t know that of your own knowledge? 
A. That’s the only way I know it, sir.

Q. Yery well; then you don’t know anything about it? 
By Mr. BABTINE. ”
Q. I understood you to say you went and saw that the 

fence was gone ? A. I was informed that the fence was 
there, and I found it was not there, and I was told some 

20 parties hauled it off.
Further cross:
Q. You speak of the depreciation of fences. Now, 

you said something about—a little while ago you said 
something about—that the chief item of depreciation was 
the taking off of the crops and not replacing them for 
present revenue. Now, you base yo.ur estimate of the de-
preciation on that ground, don’t you ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. If the property had been taken'possession of in 
September last, would there have been any7 depreciation 

30 —if Mr. Cook had taken possession on the first of Octo-
ber, would there have been any material depreciation. 
A. If the Fall crops had been put in properly, wheat, and 
clover seed this Spring, and the fences put in good re-
pair, like when Mr. Cook left there, then the depreciation 
would not have been so marked.

Q. Did I understand you aright—that then there would 
have been no depreciation ? A. I think so. If the prop-
erty had been kept up in proper shape there would have 
been no depreciation.

40 Q. I understand you to say that you summarize it m
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this way : If Cook had taken possession last Fall, and 
put in Fall crops, and sowed clover seed this Spring, and 
kept up the fences, there would have been no material 
depreciation ; is that so ? A. That’s correct.

Q. Now, were you there in the month of September 
last; at all? A. I think I was—no, let me see ; I think it 
was later.

Q. And what time were you there last Fall ? A. I went 
to see Mr. Oakey about hauling some wood for me.

Q. Were you there after the possession was given up ? 10 
A, Yes, sir.

Q. What time ? A. I think in was in March, sir.
Q. Not until this Spring, then ? A. No, sir ; I was there 

before Mr. Oakey left.
Q. When you took possession this Spring, had there 

been anything done upon it in the way of farming before 
you took possession ? A. There was some land broke up.

Q. Has anything been done this Spring ? A. No, sir.
Q. Now, hadn t there been about 80 acres of land 

plowed last Fall for the purpose of putting in Winter20 
grain? A. I estimated it from 60 to '70 acres.
. Q. And covered with manure ? A. It was not apparent, 

sir.
Q. Not apparent? A. No, sir; and I  wasn’t aware of 

the fact, sir.
Q. This ground which had been broken up was suffi-

ciently broken for the purpose of sowing last Fall, so far 
as you could discover from examination ? A. It had its 
rst plowing, but no harrowing, nor proper pulverization.
^  First plowing? A. Yes, sir. 30
Q- Seeding continues with you until very late, does it 

fn * A; N°vember—the early part of November does

October8 ^  COm' ^  Wheat k  put in generally in

thk fin heV here W° Uld haVG been D° difficultJ in sowing 
thpl<M°r e a CreS’ M ybu estimate &  of ground between 
there ? A |eptember and the first of November, would

Q- If the Winter grain had been sowed, too, and if the
40
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crop had been properly put in, there would have been no 
material depreciation in the property, would there? ' 

[Objected to, as having been gone over already.]
Q. Now, in reference to the grass : wasn t there more 

clover sod there this Spring, when you took possession, 
than there was last Spring, when Mr. Cook took posses-
sion  ̂ A. I  think not, sir.

Q. Isn’t the same quantity in ? A. There are some; 
but I  am told there are some broken up. In fact, I was 

10 pointed out some clover land that was broken up.
Q. The old seed is all there? A. No, sir; not all. •
Q. How much less is there, or how much more ? A. I j

couldn’t tell you the exact amount.
Q. This property lies back from the road from the high-

way ; does it not? A. Yes, sir. ■.
Q You have to pass through a farm known as the Mil 

property before you reach this ? A. You pass in front of 
it and the property in front of the buildings to the West-
over estate. . t

90 Q. Mr. Westover’s estate was formerly a large tract
land, and the Mills property was a part of the Westorer
estate ? A. Yes, sir. .

Q. And that was subsequently sold off?. A. ies, s 
Q And that Mills property fronts the Westover prop-

erty, what is left of it, and you enter on the side of 
Mills property, and go back to where Mr Cook lived. •
You enter on the south front of the Mills proper y 
drive down to the other property. ?

O. There is none of the meadow land plowed, i 
BO A. I  don’t think there is any meadow land there, exce

Q. None of the clover sod, which was m eadow^ 
ye^r, is plowed? A Web, I saw one M i j  
that was half of it plowed and half of ^
There was clover growing on part of it. y ^
dently commenced to break it up, an par o 1 fiê

Q. I  wish you would locate that field . A. 
is located to the uorth of the main dwelling alongside 
the said field, directly in front of that. It is opp

/i n nAW  CTmind.
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Q. How many acres are there in it ? A. I could not 
tell you that now, correctly.

Q. There were two cuts in that field—I mean the fields 
are divided up by cuts or ditches ; they have no fences, 
except by ditching around the fields; is that so ? A. Yes 
sir.

Q. There are not 100 panels of fence on Westover, all 
told, and never were? A. Well, there is front fence.

Q. I mean internal fence ? A. No, sir.
Q. They had cuts and ditches instead ? A. Yes, sir. 10
Q. As I understand it, the tides flow even to the Man-

sion House at Westover? A. No; I think for a very 
short distance.

Q. And they are obliged to ditch their land because 
they lie very flat, and they are dependent on their ditch-
ing for fences, or at least they use them in that way ? A. 
They have to put ditches there to drain the land.

Q. Now, when I Speak of a cut, aren’t there two cuts 
there, surrounded by ditches, which were in wheat last
year, and not mown last year, and this year they are in 20 
sod, that were not plowTed—do you remember, or don’t 
you? A. No, sir; I can’t place it.

Q. Do you know at all how many acres there were in 
that cut which you just spoke of ? A. I told you I couldn’t 
tell you. The clover crop was this year almost exhaust- 
e<l. It has been in several years, and you won’t get much 
more than half a crop there this year from any of it. 

■Re-direct examination:
Q- Do you know when the buildings were deserted by 
r. Oakey ? A. I think Mr. Oakey left about Christmas 30 

of last year—1883.
Q. Do you know how long the place was without a ten- 

thé middle of last month—April, 
t i ^ e r e  all of the houses unoccupied during that 
nne. A. All of the houses on the main farm were un-

occupied. There is a little place some distance off, which
e °ngs to the property, which was occupied bv a colored 

man. x
Q- That’s all.

40
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lie-cross:
Q. You spoke about the tenant houses, and I neglected 

to ask you about that. Now, this tenant house that was 
burned down was a darkey cabin ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. How large was it—can you describe it ? A. I can’t 
describe it.

Q. It was a valueless property? A. I can’t describe 
the value of it.

Q. There are lots of them scattered all over that sec- 
10 tion of country, uninhabited, are there not? A. No,sir;

there are not many of them—most of them are inhab-
ited.

Q. They are very cheap institutions? A. They are not 
very expensive.

Q. That’s all.

TIIS T. IIO  WELL, a witness produced on the part 
of the aforesaid Complainant, being duly sworn, testified 
as follows: J

; 20 Direct cxxLitiiiiotioii? by l\lr. Bartine *
Q. Where do you live ? A. At East Millstone, Somer-

set County.
Q. Are you acquainted with the Complainant and De-

fendant in this case ? A. Somewhat; yes, sir.
Q. Did you write a contract for them ? A. I did, sir.
Q. Have you that with you ? A. I have, sir.
Q. Will you be kind enough to produce it ? A. (Wit-

ness did so.)
Q. Who is the subscribing witness to it? A. I believe 

301 am the person, sir.
Q. Whose signatures are those to it? A. John L. 

Oakey and Edmund B. Cook.
Q. Did you see them sign that paper? A. I  did, sir.
Q. When ? A. At the time it was written. I shall 

have to refer you to the date to find when that was.
Q. Well, refer to the date, then ? A. May 7, 1883.
Q. Where? A. At Blackwell’s Mills, so ’called, at the 

office of the mill.
Q. Who were present? A. John L. Oakey and Edmund 

40 B. Cook were present at the time it was sinnedn
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Q. And yourself ? A. Myself.
Q. The contract is in whose handwriting ? A. Mine.
Q. That is all for the present. Cross-examine. 
Cross-examination, by Mr. Clark:
By Mr. CLARK.—You have examined him with a view 

of offering the contract ?
By Mr. BARTINE.—Yes, sir.
Q. Were those seals put on there at the time the parties 

signed the paper ? A. No, sir ; they were not.
Q. Were they put on in the presence of the parties? 10 
’ No, sir. When I drew it up there were no seals at the 

ime there, and I supposed it was my business to see that 
hey were there, because it was signed, sealed and deliv-

ered m my presence. Therefore, I  thought it was proper 
that I should put on the seals, and I did so. There was
an understanding that the seals should be there— (Inter-
rupted.) v

Q- You say there was an understanding—was anything 
Saif> V Ut ^16 Sea*s ̂  A - There were no seals there.
, Was anything said about the seals ? A. Yes, sir; 1 20
in so. I think there were seals asked for, but there 

were none there.

p̂ h0 asked for the seals ? A. I might—I am not

I seds o ! r nj dlre®tlon Slven to Jou bJ anybody to put 
«eals on this paper ? A. No positive directions.

that! (!lreCtl0nS at all? A- MY understanding was ^at 1 was to put seals on.

seals haVe anj directi°us from' anybody to put
4 m l  th PT ? ^  1 donT know that I did; no,fir ; 30 

! 0 WaS my duty to do so.
if Jou say’sohat *** a Self"constituted office ? A. Well,

you if it was^ I say so, but if you say so. I asked 
and deliverpri ” a AA1put the W° rds there “ signed, sealed

Q. And T ’ i 116 SGals Were not tbere at the time, 
put seals th p ^ ^  J °Uif anYbody gave you authority to 
at)out it ? Ar\ ai“d JOU say no- Now> that is all there is 

Q- He n  > Mr’ ^ akeY knew I put seals there.
1 K n t know it till the 24th day of October, 1883, 40



14

did he? A. I don’t know. He asked me if I put the 
seals there, and I told him I d id ; I could not tell you 
what time it was. It was not on the day when the arti-
cles were signed.

Q. Didn’t he come to you and say this: “ Mr. Howell, 
what have you put seals on that paper for ” ? A. No, sir.

Q. Didn’t he say anything to you of that kind? A. 
No, sir.

Q. Mr. Howell, was anything said about seals—is that 
10 agreement as it was at the time  ̂it was signed by the 

parties? A. With the exception of the seals.
Q. Yes? A. Yes, sir.
Q. In all respects? A. Yes, sir.
Q. This agreement has been in your possession ever 

since the 7th of May, 1883? A. Not entirely; no, sir.
Q. Where else has it been? A. When the suit was 

commenced I gave it to Mr. Bartine.
Q. Before the suit was commenced where was it? A. 

In my office.
20 Q. Always? A. Yes, sir; I  never allowed it to go out 

of my possession.
Q. Did you loose it at any time ? A. Mr. Oakey came 

to me for a copy of it, and I could not lay my hands on 
it, I think, that day. I had put it away among some 
papers, and for the moment I forgot what I had done 
with it, and afterwards I gave him a copy of it.

Q. Do you know when it was you gave him a copy of 
it? A. No, sir; I could not tell you exactly.

Q. How long was it after the paper was signed? A- 
30 Well, I think it was—I will have to guess at it; but I 

think it was August or September—this is guess work. I 
have no data to go by, but it was sometime there.

Q. (Handing witness a paper.) That is a copy, is «> 
Mr. Howell? A. Yes, sir ; that is my writing.

Q. There were no seals to the original, at the time yon 
made that copy, were there ? A. I could not say, sir, a 
to that. I took no dates for these things, and I am de-
pendent upon the date of the instrument for my memoy. 
I made no dates as to the transaction, except on the m- 

40 strument itself.



Q. I understand you to say, yon think the copy was 
made in August or September ? A. I have no recollec-
tion about it. It is all guesswork, as I say.

Q. Your best recollection is August or September ? A.
Yes, sir.

Q. You are a brother-in-law to Mr. Cook? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. And was at the time this, contract was drawn? A.
Yes, sir.

Q. That’s all. 10
lie-direct examination:
Q. Where was Mr. Oakey living at the time he got that 

copy ? A. He was living where he now lives ; at the 
same house, I think.

Q. Was Mr. Cook in possession of the mill at that 
time ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Was Mr. Oakey in possession of the farm ? A. 
Yes, sir.

Q. What was said by Mr. Oakey about the deed, at 
that time, or at any time, when you had a conversation 20 
with him, before the commencement of this suit—the 
first time you saw him after the contract was written— 
when was it ? A.' I don’t think Mr. Oakey ever said any-
thing to me about his deed.

Q. When next did you see him after this contract was 
written ? A. Well, I saw Mr. Oakey at various times ; I 
couldn’t tell exactly when it was. Various times I met 
him. Mr. Oakey and I were always on good terms, and 
are to-day, as far as I know.

Q- Did you ever have any conversation with him after 30 
that, and before the commencement of this suit, in rela-
tion to this exchange ? A. After Mr. Oakey sent word to 
Mr. Cook that he washed his property back— (Inter-
rupted.)

Q- When was that ? A. I have no dates ; I know it was
usking-corn time. It was nfter the letter was sent to 

Mr. Cook.
By Mr. CLARK.—Which was September 19th.
By Mr. BARTINE.—Yes, sir ; September 19th.
Q- Well, go on ? A. I can’t fix the date, but I know 40
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it was while Mf. Oakey was hauling in corn ; and I saw 
Mr. Oakey, and said to him that I understood there was 
a difficulty between himself and Mr. Cook, and whatever 
difficulties there were, to try and settle them between 
themselves and friends, and not go in the courts. He 
then said it was too late; there might have been a time 
to settle, but it was too late. I think he said he had got 
mad, and when lie was mad he was mad all over.

Q. Oakey said so? A. I think he said so—that is about 
10 the language he used, and he also said, I think, that it 

was good advice,.but it was too late. I said no more to 
him about it from that day, I believe, to this.

Q. Do you recollect his saying anything to you about 
Mr. Wilson being sent to him ? A. When I spoke to him 
about settling between his friends, he said there had been 
two men sent to him, but that he would not negotiate 
with those persons, because he thought they were not his 
friends, or that he wasn’t on pretty good terms with them, 
or something of that kind.

20 Q. Well, tell us as near as you can what lie said? A. 
Well, I think he said, these two gentlemen had called on 
him, but that he would not negotiate with them.

Q. Is that the word he used—negotiate? A. I can’t 
say that he used that language, but that is the purport 
of it.

Q. I would like to have it, as near as you can, just what 
he said ? A. I could not give you the precise language.

Q. Do you remember whether he stated wliat they came 
for, and if so, tell us ? A. Well, when I told him he had 

30 better settle it with his friends, he said that two gentle-
men had been sent to him to settle the matter, but that 
he would not settle it with them—that he didn’t think 
very much of those men, in a business point of view. 
Well, I said, “ You need not have settled with them. Why. 
didn’t you name those who would be acceptable to you? 
Well, he said the time had gone past for that.

Q. Do you know whether anything was said about the 
deed then ? A. I don’t know as the word deed was 
used, particularly.

40 Q. Now, at the time when this contract was drawn 1
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desire to call your attention. You were about to say that 
something was said, at that time, about seals—-just state, 
according to the best of your recollection, what was said 
about putting seals on that paper, at the time it was ex-
ecuted ?

By the COURT.—I understood the witness to say twice, 
distinctly, that nothing was said, but simply that it was 
his duty to put them on, because he had written the 
words “ signed, sealed and delivered” .

By Mr. BARTINE.—If that is what he said, all right. 10 
I didn’t so understand it.

By the WITNESS.—Yes, that was my understanding 
of it.

Q. There was nothing said about it, at all ? A. That 
is what I testified to.

Re-cross examination:
Q. Mr. Oakey’s two sons were in the office at the time 

the contract was signed, were they not ? A. I don’t know 
whether they were there at the time it was signed or not. 
One of them came there afterwards, while we were talk- 20 
ing about the contract.

Q. You said you and Mr. Oakey had had some talk. I 
will ask you again about the boys. You say they were 
there, but don’t remember whether they were in there at 
the time the contract was signed ? A. I don’t think they 
were. I don’t think they came in while we were talking 
about it. or till after it was signed, and I think one of them 
came in. I couldn’t say whether it was David or John.
I don t think both of them were in there.

Q. Were they not in there during the negotiations ? 30
■ There was no negotiations made there in the office, at 

all.
Q- Well, the talk was had at or about the mill ? A. 

The talk was at or about the mill.
Q- Where were you, during the negotiations ? A. I 

was in the office.
Q' Well, then, you don’t know what their negotiations 
re • A. No, sir ; they7 came in the office and asked me 

0 draw it up, and I drew it, according to their dictation.
Q- Didn t both of those boys come to the office and 40



0-
Ï8y_

look the contract over, before it was signed ? A. Not to 
my recollection.

Q. You said, that after Mr. Oakey had sent word to Mr. 
Cook to get his mill property back, then you saw Mr. Oakey, 
and had this conversation with him, which you went on 
to detail. You referred to a letter of Mr. Oakey, sent to 
Mr. Cook, telling him to give up possession of the prop-
erty, and that he would give up possession of the West- 
over property on January 1st, didn’t you? A. I heard it 

10 said that Mr. Oakey had warned Mr. Cook off of the 
place on the first of January. I had reference to that.

Q. And his warning him off by a letter which he sent 
him ? A. I don’t know as to that. I had heard that he 
had warned him off.

Q. From whom ? A. Mr. Cook, or some of his friends.
Q. Didn’t he tell you he received a letter from Oakey, 

dated September 19th, 1883, in which Oakey gave him to 
the first of January to clear up and get out of the mill 
property, and he would get out of the Westover proper- 

20 ty at or about the same time ? A. What is your ques-
tion ?

Q. (The Stenographer read the question as above.) A. 
I can’t say that he referred to the letter, but he told me 
that Mr. Oakey had warned him off, and he wanted pos-
session of the mill on the first of January. That is about 
the way I understood it.

Q. Did you never see the letter which Mr. Oakey sent 
Mr. Cook ? A. Not to my recollection.

Q. Mr. Cook did not tell you he received the word? 
30 A. I think he said the Sheriff summoned him, or gave 

him a letter ; I  am not positive which.
Q. In reference to the time when you had this conver-

sation, which you were speaking about a little while ago, 
about the deed, wasn’t this on the 19th of September--- 
the conversation you had with Oakey ? A. I think i 
was. It was husking-corn time ; I have no dates, but go 
by that.

By Mr. BABTINE.—We desire to offer that contract m 
evidence. .

40 By Mr. CLABK.—I object to the . contract, on the
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ground that the affixing of the seals, after it was exe-
cuted, is a material alteration.

By the COURT.—As I understand the rule of law in 
New Jersey, the alteration of a contract, made By a 
stranger, is sufficient to warrant the Court in rejecting the 
instrument which is offered in support of a ease. If I 
understand, the decisions in the Supreme Court of the 
United States qualify that. I am not entirely satisfied as 
to the correctness of my understanding of the decisions, 
not having the cases before me, and in order that, if 1 10 
err, it may be on the safe side, I will admit the instru-
ment, and while hearing counsel, during the argument of 
the case, on the final summing up, as to the admissability* 
of the contract, I will not deal with the matter now.

A A I'll A N  IKL S. WILSOAt, a witness produced on 
the part of the aforesaid Complainant, being duly sworn, 
testified as follows:

Direct examination, by Mr. Bartine :
Q. Are you acquainted with the parties in this case ? 20 

A. I am, sir.
Q. Will you state whether you had a conversation, or 

interview, with Mr. Oakey, and if so, when it was, and 
what it was about ? A. It was in October, between the 
15th and 20th. I don’t know the exact date, and I didn’t 
put it down.

Q. Who went with you ? A. Dr. William B. Ribbell.
Q. Where was it ? A. At his house—Blackwell’s Mills 

—where he resided.
Q. Where he resided ? A. Where he resided. 30
Q- Will you state to the Court what was said by you 

and him, at that time, in relation to this matter ? A. We 
went up there and made a tender of the deed .

Q- Go right on—deed for what? A. For the Westover 
property.

Q- What was said and done? A. That was our buss* 
***** there. We made a tender of the deed—Dr. Ribbell 
endered him the deed, in my presence, and he refused to

a n d ^  ^  Sa^  ^  WaS ^ ° °  ôr US f̂ ° any ^ 13ri&’an tried to talk to him quite some more in regard to 40
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it, and lie said lie would ratlier have no conversation 
about i t ; so there was very little said in regard to it after 
that; but he refused to accept the deed.

Q. You say you tendered him the deed. When you 
did that, what did you say to him ? A. We said we came 
there for the purpose of making the exchange—to receive 
his deed, and tender him Mr. Cook’s deed for the West- 
over property.

Q. Was anything said about the mortgages on either 
10 place ? A. I don’t think there was. After he said it was 

too late for us to make any arrangement about it, why, 
we didn’t talk on that subject at all.

Q. What, in point of fact, did you go for? A. To 
make a tender of the deed.

Q. What else? A. And receive liis.
Q. And what arrangement about the mortgages did you 

go there to make ? A. I don’t recollect so much about 
that. Dr. Ribbell had all the papers in charge. I only 
went along with him. He had the whole business to do. 

20 Q. Do you know where that deed is that you had ? A. 
No, sir; I don’t know. I never seen it since. Dr. Ribbell 
had it, I suppose. I saw the deed that day, and read it.

Q. Did you have any other conversation with him ? A. 
In regard to this ?—No, sir.

Q. At any time ? A. No, sir; none.
Q. That’s all.
Cross-examination, by Mr. Clark :
Q. It was the evening #of October 17th you and Dr. 

Ribbell called, wasn’t it ? A. Yery likely it was. Idont 
30 know exactly the date.

Q. About dusk? A. No; it wasn’t dark yet.
Q. Well, about dusk—growing dark? A. Well, it was 

after three o’clock in the afternoon.
Q. Well, do you know what time it was? A. I dont, 

no, sir ; not exactly. I don’t think it was dusk, quite.
Q. You saw Mr. Oakey, you say, at the house where he 

lives, at Blackwell’s Mills—was it in the house ? A- We 
had the conversation partly outside, and when we told 
him what we came up for he invited us in the house, and 

40



we went in there and talked the thing over—inside of his 
house.

Q. The Doctor did the talking, didn’t he ? A. Yes, 
sir—the most of i t ; yes, sir.

Q. And didn’t the Doctor say that he had the deed 
from Cook, not saying what it was for—wasn’t that what 
he said—“ I have a deed from Cook for you” ? A. Well 
we gave Mr. Oakey to understand that it was the deed 
for the Westover property.

Q. Was there one word said about the Maryland prop-10 
erty? A. I think so.

Q. Have you any recollection, and if so, state what 
was said about the Westover property at that time ? A. 
Well, I can’t hardly say what was said at the time. I 
didn’t write it down.

Q. Well, I mean what was said about the property ?
A. We talked about the property, but I can’t say what 
was said about it.

Q. Well, was the deed shown? A. Yes, sir; the deed 
was shown. ‘ 20

Q. Was it opened, and shown, or just taken out, fold-
ed up, in this way? (Illustrating.) A. My impression 
is, it was folded up in that way.

Q. Then the Doctor held it in his hand, and said, “ I 
have got a deed for you,” and Mr. Oakey said it was too 
late, and that was all that was said about it, substantial-
ly, wasn’t it? A. Yes, sir.

Re-direct examination:
Q- I understood you to say that he refused to say any-

thing to you about the matter ? A. Yes, sir; he said i t 30 
was too late, and that he didn’t wish to talk to us on the 
subject at all; he thought we were friends of Mr. Cook’s, 
an he didn t want to have any conversation with us.

Q. Was that the reason why you didn’t go any further 
™  the matter? A. Yes, sir.

GEORGE R. V A N  DEU SEN , a witness produced 
11 ie part of the aforesaid Complainant, being duly 
worn, according to law, testified as follows :

40
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Q. Your father had a mortgage on the Westover prop-
erty, didn’t he ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. You act as his agent ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. In the transaction of this business ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What, if anything, was said to you about the trans-

fer of . that mortgage on the property at Blackwell’s 
Mills?

By Mr. CLARK.—What are you talking about—said 
by whom ?

10 By Mr. BARTINE.—Said by his father to him.
By Mr. CLARK.—Oli, we object to that. What his 

father said to him can’t affect us.
[Testimony admitted, subject to objection.]

Q. You act, as I understand you to say, as your father’s 
agent ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What did you consent to do in this matter? A. We 
consented to transfer the mortgage which was on the 
Westover farm and place it on the Blackwell s Mills prop-
erty.

20 Q. Knowing that there was an $8,000 mortgage there, 
also? A. There was an $8,000 mortgage on tlie mill 
property—that is, there was a first mortgage of $10,000, 
on which, we understood, there was $8,000 due. We had 
a mortgage—a second mortgage—on that property of 
$5,000. We understood there was to be $8,000 placed on 
the Blackwell’s Mills property also, making the total 
$13,000 on the property.

Q. That’s all.
Cross-examination, by Mr. Clark:

30 .Q. You understood there was to be $13,000 on the
Blackwell’s Mills property ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. When you took your mortgage, it was to be a sec-
ond mortgage ? A. Our mortgage was to be a seeon 
mortgage?

Q. Your mortgage was to be a second mortgage on 
the Blackwell’s Mills property for $5,000 ? A. No, sir, 
that wasn’t so.

Q. That was not to be so? A. No, sir.
Q. Well, was your mortgage on the Blackwells Mi s 

40 property to be a first mortgage ? A. Yes, sir; we wetf
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to be joint mortgagees to the extent of five-thirteenths of
the $13,000 mortgage.

Q. Joint mortgagees ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. To the extent of five-thirteenths ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Who was to he the other fellow? A. I don’t know, 

sir.
Q. When was that arrangement, which you were just 

speaking of, finally consummated ? A. That was some 
time between the 15th and 20th of September last. 1 
think it was on the 18th, but I  am not positive. 10

Q. This arrangement was an arrangement between 
yourself, or your father and Mr. Cook on the one side ?
A. I was acting for my father, and I made the arrange-
ment with Mr. Cook.

Q. And it was never communicated to Mr. Oakey, that 
you know of? A. Not that I know of—I don t know 
whether it was or not.

Q. Well, you don’t know anything about that? A. No, 
sir.

Q. It was not communicated to Mr. Oakey, as far as 20 
you or your father had anything to do with it ? A. We 
did not communicate it to Mr. Oakey. Neither of us 
ever saw Mr. Oakey.

Q. Your father held a second mortgage on the Mary-
land property ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Of $5,000 ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And holds it still ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And the first mortgage of $10,000 ? A. I believe 

so, sir. It is either $8,000 or $10,000.
Re-direct examination: 30
Q. Had you had a conversation about that before with 

Mr. Cook ? A. I believe there were several conversations 
—yes, sir.

Q. Your father, I understood—is he at home during 
the Summer? A. No, sir; and he wasn’t that Summer.
He was away during the Summer. He was in the city 
only a few hours once or twice a week.

Q- What time did he leave home for his Summer va-
cation? A. About the 15th of June—15th to 20th.

40
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Q. And came back, when ? A. About the same time 
in September—about the 20th of September, I think.

Q. Had any conversation occurred about it before lie 
left—I mean about this arrangement? A. Well, that I 
don’t know, sir. I don’t know whether there had or not.

Q. Do you know whether any attempt was made at 
that matter during the period of his absence? A. Yes, 
sir ; there was numerous requests from Mr. Cook for us 
to come up and see the property, and asking whether we 

10 would transfer the mortgage.
Q. What was the cause of the delay? A. Well, the 

cause of the delay was—if there was any cause for delay
__it was simply my putting it off from time to time, and
not going up to look at the Blackwell s Mills property 
I suppose that was the cause.

lie-cross exam ination:
Q. Your putting it off? A. Yes, sir. My father spoke 

to me abdut going to see the property some time during 
the Summer.

20 Q. Did you go up and see the property, or did your 
father ? A. I  went up.

Q. Did your father go at all? A. No, sir.
Q. Through whom, or at least who were the persons to 

this arrangement, of which you have'just spoken, about 
taking the mortgages on the property at Blackwell’s Mills 
your own for five and the other for eight thousand, makin0 
thirteen thousand dollars—you to have five-thirteenths 
out of the thirteen thousand dollars—who were the other 
parties—anybody besides you and Mr. Cook? A. °> 

30 sir; we had no negotiations or arrangements with any-
body except with Mr. Cook.

Q. Then, as far as you know, there was no person w 0 
was willing to join in taking the $13,000 mortgage on 
that property, in the way you speak of, except yô 1 
selves? A. Well, we were assured by Mr. Cook to t̂ a 
effect.

Q. But you had no other assurance from any ot er 
person but him ? A. No, sir; we had no transaction 
with anyone else.

40



lie-direct examination:
Q. You know that liis sister held the first mortgage, 

don’t you? A. I believe she does—or sister-in-law, or 
some relation.

Q. That is what you understood ? A. Yes, sir. 
lie-cross examination:
Q. His sister held that mortgage ? A. The first mort-

gage on the Maryland property—the Westover farm.
Q. But his sister had no interest in the Blackwell’s 

Mills property, as far as you know ? A. No, sir. 10
lie-direct examination:
Q. Your understanding was, that those two were to be 

brought up here ? A. Yes* sir. 
lie-cross:
Q. From whom ? A. From Mr. Cook. 
lie-direct: <■-'
Q. As far as you were concerned, you were willing to 

do it? A. Yes, sir.

ALBERT VOOHUEES, a witness produced on b e -20 
half of the aforesaid Complainant, being duly sworn, 
testified as follows:

Direct examination, by Mr. Bartine:
Q. Where do you live? A. Near Millstone.
Q. Are you acquainted with these parties? A. Yes, 

sir.
Q. Have you a mortgage on Blackwell’s Mills prop-

erty ? A. I have ; yes, sir.
Q. How long have you had if ? A. I think Mr. Oakey 

gave it to me in 1877. "
Q. Do y o U  still hold it? A. Yes, sir.
Q- It has never been removed ? A. No, sir.
Q. How much is it ? A. $6,000.
Q Did you know of this exchange of properties at the 

nne or about the time, it occurred—did you hear of it?
A- res, sir.

Q Did you see Mr. Oakey in relation to that mortgage 
*  a“l  M,r- 0ilkey see you ? A. I think-in fact, I know 
, hart a talk sometime afterwards ; I don’t know how 

afterwards ; I have no idea. 40
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Q. Well, fix it as near as yon can? A. It may have 
been witliin a month, or it may have been three months 
afterwards; I  couldn’t tell you. I  have no idea of the 
time.
' Q. Can you remember what you were doing ? A. I 
was in the house, I think; they called me out, and said 
Oakey was there, and wanted to see me.

Q. I mean, can you remember what you were doing on 
your farm—what business you were carrying on—what 

10 work you were doing about that time? A. No, sir; I 
cannot.

Q. Do you know whether it was before or after harvest? 
A. I  think it was during the Summer, but I can’t give 
the date at all.

Q. What did he say to you about it? A. Well, I think 
there was two matters talked of at that time, and this was 
one.

Q. This one I want to know particularly about. Idont 
care about the rest. Now, what did he want you to do- 

20 what did he wish you to do, in reference to this matter? 
A. I think Mr. Oakey asked me the question whether I 
would be willing to transfer the mortgage from this prop-
erty to the Maryland property.

Q. Well, go on? A. And I told him that I didnt 
think that I  would. That is all the conversation in re- 
regard to it, I  think. He might have said, to think of it 
a little, or something of that kind, or I may have said 
that I  would think of it; but I remember that being 
about the answer that I gave—that I  didn’t think I would 

80 be willing to transfer it. It is a good while ago, and I 
never expected to be called on again for it, and I guess it 
has gone out of my mind.

Q. Has he spoken to you about the transaction since. 
A. I don’t think he has.

Q. Nor about removing the mortgage? A. Not since 
that time ; no, sir.

Cross-examination, by Mr. Clark :
Q. Didn’t Mr. Oakey, in this conversation, first spea 

to you about taking up the mortgage, and ask if you 
40 would consent to take the money, and didn’t you dec me,
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and say you didn’t want to lose the interest to April last ?
A. I think there was such a conversation, but I had for-
gotten it.

Q. And, finally, then, didn’t Mr. Oakey, after saying 
that, say “ Will you be willing to transfer it and put it on 
the Maryland property” , and didn’t you decline? A. 
Yes, sir; that was the conversation. I remember it now, 
but I had forgotten it.

Q. That’s all.
10

IIENRY S. V A N  N U YS, a witness produced on the 
part of the aforesaid Complainant, being duly sworn, 
testified as follows:

Direct examination, by Mr. Bartine :
Q. Where do you live ? A. Near Millstone.
Q. What office do you hold in that township ? A. I 

am Assessor.
Q. Were you last year ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you assess the Blackwell’s Mills property ? A. 

Yes, sir. 20
Q. Whom did you see in relation to that assessment ?

A. In relation to the assessment of it, do you mean ?
Q. Yes. A. Mr. Cook.
Q. Did you see Mr. Oakey ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What did Mr. Oakey tell you about it ? A. That I 

would have to assess the property now to Mr. Cook.
Q. Did you do so ? A. I did,' sir.
Q. When was that, about ? A. Some time in June.
Q. Can you tell us a little nearer than that—what time 

in June ? A. Some time in June—but I couldn’t tell you 30 
what time it was. Near the fore part of it, £ think it was.

Q. What else did he say to you about it? A. Well, I 
didn t say much about it. He said I would have to as-
sess the property now to Mr. Cook.

Q- Did he make any reservation as to any part of it ?
A- Yes, sir; I think there were six acres, or a few acres 
°f land were reserved that he still owned.

9* ^^ere were they? A. Well, it lay back of the 
buildings—to the west of the buildings.

40
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Q. He didn’t reserve any of the houses or lots? A. 
No, sir ; I think not.

Q. That’s all.
[Not cross-examined.]

G A R R E T  C. H A  GAMAJSF, a witness produced on the 
part of the aforesaid Complainant, having been duly 
sworn according to law, deposetli and saith:

Direct exami7iation, by Mr. Bartine :
10 Q. What is your business ? A. Surveyor and Engineer.

Q. You are acquainted with these parties? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. Bid you ever survey this Blackwell’s Mills property? 
A. I surveyed part of it.

Q. What part of it was it? A. The meadow land and 
mill property—all of the buildings and just a little strip 
of land back of the barn.

Q. At whose instance, or request ? A. Mr. John L. 
Oakey.

20 Q. When was it? A. I surveyed it on the second day 
of June. I was called to settle a dispute between Van- 
derveer and Oakey, and to settle on the line on the sev-
enth day of June.

Q. You mean last year? A. Yes, sir; 1883.
Q. Did you make out a deed ? A. I did, sir.
Q. For what property? A. For the Blackwell’s Mills 

property, with the exception of a few acres of land.
By Mr. CLARK.—How much property was that? A. 

I can’t tell you.
30 Further direct:

Q. Do you remember about how much that was ? A.
'«► I think there were thirteen acres, as near as I can remem-

ber. I can tell you by my books.
Q. Can you tell us when you made out that deed ? A- 

I cannot tell you, sir. It was a day or two, or a week 
after, but I cannot tell you which.

Q. Was that deed executed? A. I don’t know, sir; 
I understood it was.

Q. You didn’t execute it ? A. No, sir.
40
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Q. How long did it remain in your possession after it 
was made out ? A. I cannot say whether it was a couple 
of days or a week.

Q. Have you any recollection about it? A. No, sir.*
Q. Can you tell us about what time it went out of your 

possession? A. I cannot, sir.
Q. Do you know anything about it after that? A. 

Only by hearsay.
Q. Did Mr. Oakey say why he wanted the deed ? A.

It was understood that he was going to exchange prop -10 
erties, that’s all. That’s the way I understood it.

By the COUHT.—Q. What did Mr. Oakey say about it?
A. He wished me to write the deed for the property to 
Edmund B. Cook.

Further direct:
Q. And what did he say about his having sold it, or 

traded it ? A. I don’t know as he said anything par-
ticularly, more than had been said about it.

Q. Well, tell us what he said ? A. He ordered me to 
do the surveying and work out the contents, and write 20 
the deed. I don’t know whether anything more was put 
into it, or not.

Q. What did he say about his having sold it ? A. I 
understood he had traded it.

Q. Well, what did he say about having traded it ? A.
He never said anything to me about the trade.

Q. You know something further about that, I have just 
earned. Had you the deed of the Westover property 

m your hands? A. I did, sir; Mr. Cook handed it to 
me’ an(̂   ̂ carried it in my pocket, I guess, for a week. 1 30 
cannot say how long, but quite some time.

Q- Who handed it to you ? A. Mr. Cook.
Q. Do you know how he came to do that ? A. Mr. 
a ey wished me to see if the number of acres were cor-

rect in the Westover property.
Q- And to examine it for him ? A. Yes, sir.
Q- And so he told you to get it of Mr. Cook ? A. Yes 

sir. ’

Q. Now, how long was that after you surveyed the 
iackwell’s Mills property? A. I won’t be positive, but40
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I  think I got it the same night as I surveyed—the second 
of June. I won’t be positive -whether it was the second 
or seventh.

Q. How long did you keep it ? A. I suppose a week.
Q. To whom did you hand it ? A. I handed it to Mr. 

Cook.
Q. Were the courses right? A. I  couldn’t tell you; 

because there were 150 courses in it, and along the courses 
there was no distance given. I supposed the Surveyor

10 had it in his book at Westover.
Q. Then you couldn’t tell? A. No, sir; I couldnt 

tell anything about it, sir.
Q. Was that deed signed and executed? A. It was 

signed, and, as near as I can remember, it was executed 
before a notary.

Q. It was executed ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And had a certificate onto it ? A. I wouldn t be

positive, but I  think there was.
Q. Do you know where that deed is ? A. I  gave it to

20 Mr. Cook.
Mr. BARTINE — Mr. Lindabury has that, and otner 

papers, and will be here in a few minutes ; therefore, you 
may cross-examine, Mr. Clark.

Cross-examined, by Mr. Clark: .
, Q. No one could tell the quantity of land in the Wes - 

over property, from the deed that you saw ? A. No, sir.
Q. And the only way that they could tell would be by 

making a survery, or having the minutes of the survey 
that was actually made ? A. That s the only way, sir.

30 Q. That’s all.
AFTER RECESS.

*
B  U I)0L P II KOTIN, re-called for further examination, 

by Mr. Bartine :
Q. On your examination you were asked whether 

was any difference in value between lands m Vtm 
Anne and Westover; you said there was. Now, ^ 
there a difference ? A. Farming land around Wes ov  ̂
is considered the best land we have in the coun y>

40
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farming land commands almost double the price of other 
land, except property almost on the edge of the town.

Q. As compared with Princess Anne, its relative value 
is greater ? A. Yes; except in one or two places, right 
on the edge of the towrn.

Q. What crops are on that farm ? A. Wheat crop, oat 
crop, rye crop, and the whole corn crop was planted.

Q. Do you know how much corn there was? A. Not 
the exact amount—sixty to seventy acres.

Q. Do you know about its quantity ? A. It was good 10 
land, and gave good crops. All the corn was up at that 
time.

Q. And the hay ? A. The crop of hay was very good.
Q. Do you know how much in acreage ? A. I don’t 

know the acreage, except what Mr. Oakey told me. He 
told me there was about a hundred tons.

Q. And the wheat, if you know, state what you know 
about that crop ? A. I know that Mr. Cook was to have 
had half, and he told me that he received over hun-
dred bushels. 20

Q. Well, do you know anything about the crop ? A. 
Yes, sir; it was a good wheat crop—in the neighborhood 
of two thousand bushels—between nineteen hundred and 
two thousand bushels.

Q. Do you know how much corn there was ? A. About 
two thousand five hundred bushels.

Q- And hay ? A. A hundred tons.
Q. The clover seed is quite a crop there? A. Yes, sir; 

it was, last year.
Q- Do you know how much there was of that? A. 130 

am told in the neighborhood of a hundred bushels.
Q. You know of your own knowledge ? A. I heard it 

talked about.
Q- Only from hearsay ? A. That’s all, sir.
J  Tliat was before you came there ? A. Yes, sir.
1 ross-examinecl, by Mr. Clark:

^  i^ ° ? °U that there ŵ ere two thousand bushels 
di 1 Wel l ,  I have heard it at the time. I
CVC0U get that from Mr. Oakey at the time the wheat 
crop was threshed out. 40
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Q. Well, that’s what you heard ? A. Yes, sir. •
Q. You didn’t see the wheat crop? A. No, sir.
Q. So that you don’t know anything about it, person-

ally, except from information ? A. Just what I was told.
Q. And the corn crop in the same way? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, the hay crop ; I understand you, Mr. Oakey 

told you there was about a hundred tons of hay ? A. 
Yes, sir; Mr. Oakey, Junior—John Oakey.

Mr. CLARK.—I think the testimony is not competent, 
10 if he was told by John Oakey.

The COURT.—Y es; it seems it was told to him by the 
son, and not by the Defendant.

Mr. BARTINE.—The son was the father’s agent in 
charge of the farm.

The COURT.—It doesn’t at present appear that he 
was the agent; but I will let it stand, upon the under-
standing that you will prove that fact. The other testi-
mony of this witness, which was also hearsay, cannot 
stand. The preceding evidence, about the corn and the 

20 wheat crops, must be ruled out.
lie-direct:
Q. Do you know the value of the wheat last Fall? A. 

Yes, sir.
Q. About how much was it worth ? A. A dollar and 

five.
Q. And corn? A. Corn, fifty cents.
Q. Hay ? A. Ten dollars for clover, and fifteen dol-

lars to seventeen dollars for timothy.
Q. And the seed clover ? A. Six dollars per bushel. 

30 Q. What kind of hay was there there? A. Timo Y 
and clover, mixed.

Q. What is that worth, mixed ? A. Fourteen dollars.
Re-cross:
Q. Did you ever see this hay ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. When ? A. I bought some of it. I bought ten or

twelve tons. ,
Q. When did you buy it? A. I bought it shortly®| 

it was green—sometime last Summer, or in the early a 
Who did y o u  buy it of ? A. Mr. John Oa eJ>Q.

40 Junior. -
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Q. How much did you pay for it ? A. I paid $10.50 
for the clover.

Q. Clover and timothy, mixed, I am speaking of ? A.
I didn’t buy any clover and timothy, mixed.

Q. Was there any hay, except such as you bought ? A.
I don’t know, sir.

Q. Then you don’t know that there was any other 
quantity of hay on that farm, except such as you bought ?
A. Yes, sir; that’s all.

Q. Did you pay the market price, or more than-the 10 
market price, or less, for your hay ? A. A little less.

Q. How did that happen? A. Because I bought a 
large quantity. He asked $11 for it, and I bought it for 
ten tons, and he took off fifty cents per ton.

Q. I understood you to say it was in November you 
bought it ? A. No, sir; it was in the latter part of the 
Summer, I think.

Q. Now, when was wheat worth a dollar five there ? A.
I shipped my wheat directly after harvest, and it netted 
me a dollar six. Just as soon as I had it cut and threshed 20 
immediately I shipped it, and that’s what it netted me.

Q. When was corn worth fifty cents ? A. It has not 
been worth any less with us ever since the corn has been 
gathered.

Q- Where did you make Sale of your wheat ? A. I 
made sale of mine in New York, and that was the net 
proceeds.

Mr. LINDABURY.—I would like to ask in what shape * 
ns question is, regarding the alleged alteration of this 

contract. I wasn’t here at the time your Honor de- 30 
C1 e the question, and if it is a question to be dis-
cussed hereafter I should like to know ; or if it is just to 
e eft to the decision of the Vice Chancellor, or shall be 
e a ed now. I would like to understand what the po-

rtion of affairs is.
COURT. I admitted the testimony, making some 

I « v / r * 8 ttte Stenographer has upon his notes.
1 that’ as 1 understood- the rule of law in New Jer-

sufficient ^ rati0n’ TT Where made ^  a stranger, was
0 warrant the Court in rejecting it, when of- 40
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ferecl in support of a cause. I3ut I understood the de-
cisions in the Supreme Court of tlie United States quali-
fied that, and inasmuch as I was not entirely satisfied as 
to the correctness of my information of the decisions, and 
knowing it would be better to err on the safe side, I ad-
mitted the instrument, stating that I would hear counsel 
during the argument of the cause, and would not deal 
with the case at that time.

Mr. LINDABURY.—I wanted to be sure that your 
10 Honor allowed it, admitting that the alteration was made 

by a stranger.
The COURT.—That’s the way I understand it. Mr. 

Bartine said, at the time, that he didn’t think it made 
any difference, if it was made by the party himself, be-
cause it was an immaterial alteration, and he also insist-
ed that, at all events, it was admissible, in so far as it had 
been admissible before the alteration ; but I have stated 
the ground that I stand upon. I will hear counsel here-
after. It is not a matter to be lightly passed upon.

20 Mr, BARTINE.—My view of the matter is, that an 
alteration would not prevent the paper being offered, so 
far as it was of effect without the seal; and if it was good 
without seals, and they put seals on afterwards, it did not 
affect its validity to that extent.

ED M U N D  B. COOK, the Plaintiff herein, being duly 
sworn according to law, deposetli and saitli:

Direct examinatiori, by Mr. Lindabury :
Q. How old are you ? A. Fifty-one, sir.

30 Q. Where were you born? A. In New Jersey, near 
Trenton.

Q. Did you ever live in Maryland? A. Yes, sir.
Q. At Westover ? A. I did, sir.
Q. When did you go there ? A. In 1871.
Q. In 1871? A.-Yes, sir.
Q. For what purpose? A. Fruit growing, and genera 

farming purposes. ■
Q. Where ? A. Westover, Somerset County, Ma*y 

land.
40



Q. Upon wliat premises ? A. On the tract known as 
Westover.

Q. Is that the premises described in the papers in this 
case ? A. Yes, sir ; a portion of it. The tract was larger 
when I first bought it.

Q. And did you buy it then ? A. Yes, sir; I bought it 
shortly after I went there—in the Summer of 1871.

Q. Of whom? A. It was sold at Trustee’s sale by 
order of the Court.

Q. And conveyed to you ? A. Yes, sir ; I had a lease 10 
onto it at the time of the sale—a five years’ lease-r-that I 
had purchased before that.

Q. Did you purchase it alone ? A. No, sir; but in 
connection with a nephew—Henry C. Cook.

Q. How long did you and he own it together ? A: 
About six or seven years—six years, I think, sir.

Q. What became of his interest in it ? A. I purchased 
it of him, sir.

Q. Did you acquire title to it? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Through such purchase ? A. Yes, sir. 20
Q. How ? A. By deed from him and his wife.
Q. What do you say ? A. By deed from him and his 

wife.
Q. About how long after he bought it ? A. About six 

years, I think, sir.
Q. And was he in possession with you during the time 

that you owned it jointly ? A. Well, we owned it joint- 
Y. but he was not there, sir, on the premises.

Q.. And since his conveyance of his interest to you, 
who has possessed it ? A. I have held possession of it 30 
myself until the 23d or 24th day of last May.

Q- Are you acquainted with John L. Oakey, the De- 
endant in this case ? A. I am, sir.

Q- W hen did you become acquainted with him ? A. 
ell, sir, I have known Mr. Oakey slightly, just enough to 
«w him—-I couldn’t tell how long, sir, but perhaps thirty 

years. Since I resided in this county, seventeen years 
fr 3 ^ S’  ̂knew Mr. Oakey as a farmer some distance 
r°m M illstone, at the time I was at Millstone.

id you have any communication with him regard- 40
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ing these premises upon which he lived in Westover? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. When first ? Some time, sir, in the latter part of 
the Winter or early Spring of 1883.

Q. What was the nature of the communication you had 
then ? A. I received a letter from Mr. Oakey, asking if— 
(Interrupted.)

Q. Never mind. When did you receive the letter from 
Mr. Oakey? A. Either in February, or March, sir, of

10 last year.
Q. Was that the first communication you had with 

him ? A. With him direct. I had communications with 
regard to it from another party before.

Q. Who was that? A. Mr. Yan Cleef, from Trenton.
Q. A lawyer? A. No, sir; a real estate agent.
Q. How did you communicate with him, or receive 

communications from him, by letter or otherwise? A. 
By letter.

Q. Have you that letter? A. No, sir; I have not.
20 Q. Did you reply to it ? A. I did.

Q. How long was that before you received the com-
munication you have spoken of from Mr. Oakey? A. 
Well, sir, I  could not tell, exactly, but a few weeks— 
probably two to four weeks, I should say.

Q. Have you the letter that you received then from 
Mr. Oakey? A. No, sir; I don’t think I have.

Q . What has become of it? A.' Well, I  suppose in 
clearing out, or moving out, it was probably destroyed, or 
lost.

30 Q. Have you looked among your papers for it? A. 
Yes, sir.

Q. Can you find it ? A. No, sir.
Q. What did it state? A. It simply asked if I wa® 

willing to exchange my farm for this mill property, or 
I would. That was the sum and substance of it.

Q. Was there any reference in that letter to the letter 
of Mr.Yan Cleef? A. No, sir ; I don’t think there was.

Q. Have you ever spoken since with Mr. Oakey rega 
ing Mr. Yan Cleef’s communication ? A. I think I have-
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Q. Did you say on whose behalf Mr. Yan Cleef wrote ?
A. I think he said that it was through one of the sons.

Q. Well, for whom did he say, on whose behalf, or for 
whom Mr. Van Cleef wrote ? A. I don’t know that he 
did.

Q. Well, did he say about what Mr. Van Cleef wrote— 
did he mention the subject of Mr. Yan Cleef’s communi-
cation ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Well, what did he say about it? A. He said, I 
think, that he, himself, had never placed his mill p rop -10 
erty in the hands of Mr. Yan Cleef to dispose of, but one 
of his sons had done so.

Q. What was the subject of Mr. Yan Cleef s communi-
cation ? A. Asking me if I would exchange my farm for 
the Blackwell’s Mill property.

Q. Well, then, you got a letter directly from Mr. Oakey ?
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you answer his letter ? A. Yes, sir.
Mr. LINDABURY.—Gentlemen, have you the answer ? 
Mr. CLARK.—No, sir. 20
Q. What do you say ?
Mr. CLARK.—We have not the letter, and have never 

had notice to produce it until this moment.
Q. What did you answer ? A. That I would, if we 

could agree upon terms.
Q. Did you receive any answer from that ? A. Yes, 

sir.
Q. Have you the answer ?. A. I have not.
Q. Where is it ? A. It has gone with the other.
Q. Have you searched for it ? A. I have. 30
Q- And have been unable to find it? A. No, sir.
Q- What was the substance of the answer? A. The 

substance of the answer was, that if convenient for me, 
t at he and Mr. Hagaman would visit my place at a 
certain time.

Q. Where did you receive that letter ? A. At West- 
over.

Q. How ? A. By mail.
Q- About when ? A. I think some time from the first

40
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to the tenth of April. I should say it was about that, as 
near as I can remember.

Q. Of what year ? A. 1883.
Q. Did you see Mr. Oakey soon after that ? A. Yes, 

sir.
Q. Where? A. At Westover:
Q. And had any communication passed you and him 

before that time and subsequent to the writing of the 
letter that you mention ? A. Nothing, except what I have 

10 mentioned.
Q. Did Oakey come alone ? A. No, sir; Garret Haga- 

man was with him.
Q. How long did he stay ? A. Two days.
Q. How many nights ? A. Two nights.
Q. What time of the day did he arrive? A. He ar-

rived about six o’clock in the evening.
Q. What time did they leave ? A. They left at six 

o’clock in the evening, on the same train that brought 
them down, only two days later.

20 Q. Then they went further on? A. Yes, sir; they 
didn’t go back, they went on.

Q. When was that—In what month? A. In April.
Q. What did they do while there? A. W ell, sir, they 

looked around the country. I drove them around some, 
and I think on the first day they walked around some, 
and I drove them around the country and showed them 
the general appearance of the country; and on the sec-
ond day they started out afoot, upon their own resources, 
and I think, as far as I know, they walked that farm over 

30 from one end to the other.
Q. Did you spend any of the second day with them • 

A. Well, while they were at meals, and perhaps some lit-
tle time after meals, but they went out on their own 
hook.

Q. Did you spend all of the first day with them? A. 
I think perhaps I did, or a good portion of i t ; probably 
not all, but a good portion of it.

Q. When did you see Mr. Oakey again ? A. On Sat-
urday, the fifth day of May.

40
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Q. Tell, generally, what took place between you and 
Oakey on the occasion of his and Mr. Hagaman’s visit 
there ? A. Mr. Oakey, after looking over the farm, asked
me the question, How X would exchange my property__
my farm—for his mill property, and I  answered him by 
saying that I thought there was $10,000 difference. It 
had been some time since I had seen the mill property, 
or knew anything about it, but that would be my judg-
ment.

Q. I will modify that question by saying, state gen-10 
erally the subject of your conversation while the De-
fendant was there ? A. Mr. Oakey asked the question, 
after viewing the property, How I would exchange prop-
erties for the Blackwell’s Mill, and I told him I thought 
there was a difference of $10,000.

Q. Well, I don t want to know any more than that he 
and you discussed the subject of the exchange ? A. Yes 
sir; but I was going on to say that he made me an offer

tie time, which brought me to New Jersey to view the 
mill property. ' 20

Q. Did you decline the offer he made you? A. No,
’ ' slmP1y said I don’t know your property well enough 

o answer now; it has been so many years since I knew 
, so mt I don t know whether you have made me a fair

see it °r DOt then he insisted uPon my going to

* * *  was his offer ? A. $5,000 in cash and half of
thp r r̂OP’ he t0 take and deliver one-half to me at the railroad station at Westover.

to havtnd the ° ther Cr°PS? A‘ The ° ther cr°Ps he was3°

amtJtL611’ J0U 8aj JOU °ame on to New Jersey to ex- 
Yes sir *  pr°perty on acc°unt of that offer of his ? A.

fomthlfMa^ T°U df  that? A' 1 left home on tbe 
May. " ' 1 Went UP to see him on the fifth of

Lew is^H 0U i?° al° ne to S6e him ? A- No> sir; Mr.8 L- Howell went with me.

40
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Q. What was jour business there? A. My business 
was to view the mill property—to see whether I could ac-
cept his offer or not.

Q. Did you see Mr. Oakey ? A. I did.
Q. Did you talk with him about the exchange ? A I 

did.
Q. Did you reach an agreement ? A. Not on that day. 

That was on Saturday, the 5th, and on Monday, the 7th, 
we did reach an agreement.

10 Q. Where ? A. At Blackwell’s Mills.
, Q. Who were present? A. Mr. Oakey, Lewis T. How-

ell, and, I think, Mr. Oakey’s son, John Oakey, was pres-
ent part of the time, and about the time the matter was 
consummated. I think the younger son, David, came 
home, and that was the first X had seen of him.

Q. You say you made an agreement;' was it reduced to 
writing ? A. It was.

Q. By whom ? A. Lewis T. Howell.
Q. Where ? A. In the office of the Blackwell’s mills. 

20 Q. When? A. On the 7th of May.
Q. At the time you have mentioned ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you seen the paper which has been produced 

here, and which purports to be such an agreement ? A.
I have seen it, but I  haven’t seen it to-day to examine it.

Q. I show you Exhibit C 1, which is the agreement, 
and ask you if that is the paper ? A. Yes, sir ; that is 
the paper.

Q. Whose names are signed to it ? A. John L. Oakey, 
Edmund B. Cook and Lewis T. Howell, as subscribing 

30 witnesses.
Q. What became of the paper after its signing? A 

It was left in the office of Lewis T. Howell.
Q. How came it to be put there, by agreement, or how? 

A. By agreement of Oakey and myself.
Q. That is dated on the 7th.of May, I see? A. Yes, 

sir.
Q. When did you leave Mr. Oakey, or his-neighbor-

hood, after that ? A. The same day. * -
Q. Where did you go ? A. I went directly to Trenton.

40



41

Q. When did you return to Westover? A. On Tues-
day. y

Q. When ? A. On Tuesday, the 8tli.
Q. How long did you continue there ? A. I continued 

there until the 25tli or 26tli of May. I left, either the 
25th or the 26th, and I would not be positive which.

Q. And came on to Blackwell’s Mills ? A. Yes sir.
Q. Did you see Mr. Oakey in the meantime ? A. No, 

sir; I did not.
Q. Was there any talk— (Interrupted.) A. Yes ; I beg 10 

your pardon, I did see Mr. Oakey in the meantime’.
Q. When, and where ? A. At Westover.

_ Q. When ? A. Either on Wednesday or Thursday fol-
lowing, of the same week.

Q. You mean following the execution of this paper ?
A. Yes, sir; that is my recollection.

Q. This contract is silent as to the time in which it 
s la e performed—was there any conversation between 
you and Oakey, after the execution of this paper, re- 
gar ing the time when the exchange of farms should be 20 
made, and the delivery of the deeds? A. Yes, sir; up-

it mTghtte™ ^  NeW JerS6y’ ° r about the first of June, as

undeJh T 7 thai  WaS the a« reement ? A. That was the understanding and agreement.

reRU'dwV 11 iVaU; teU What Was the understanding 
¿ i t  it “if t? exn lauge o£ properties and deeds, and all 
foiMaWf! 1ei'6 1WaS a“ y understanding before you left

d;t“ dr “ ^ after the ^  «>*»
Oakey should ’ A ,  T “  understand»ng was, that Mr. 30 

q  y  vlslt Maryland— (Interrupted.)
left? A0’ n  ~ WaS there any understanding before you

0  AT T° }  OU mean before 1 left M aryland ?

« -d a y A u  Z “d H y '"  ^  left Bl-kwelPs M dls-on
»g  between ¿ T P 7 “  tlle1'6 aV  understand-

. should ex-chanL d ^  A° akeJ’ ryarding when you 
q  exchange papers ? A. Yes, sir.

meut, on that'davP^V' o  ^  Uaderstanding, or agree-
not later than n “ c ,A‘ , ° n ° r aboilt tbe first of June,^  than the first of June. Mr. Oakey was anxious 40
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to get possession of the farm so as to secure the com 
crops, but I would have preferred to wait until the Fall 
of the year before we made the exchange, so as to gather 
the crops myself, because I had them all planted and 
growing.

Q. Well, now tell me what you agreed upon? A. We 
agreed to make the exchange on or before the first of 
June, Mr. Oakey to have all the crops, except one-half of 
the wheat crop ; that he was to gather and deliver to 

10 either Westover Station or my boat.
Q. After the agreement was signed, what agreement 

had you, as to the time of the exchange—did you agree 
that you should meet again ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What was the agreement about that? A. Mr. 
Oakey was to come to my place on Wednesday orThurs- 
day, of that same week, to see if we could make any 
agreement for an exchange of our stock. He wanted to 
take all my stock on my place and give me what stock lie 
had on his place, which he did.

20 Q. You say he came down there? A. Yes, sir.
Q. You and Jie talked about making an agreement for 

* the exchange of your stock; now, was there any talk 
about when you would exchange properties ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I  mean possession ? A. Yes, sir.
Q- What was it? A. We agreed to exchange on or be-

fore the first day of June.
Q. How long did Oakey remain there ? A. I think he 

came down Wednesday and returned home Sa'turday.
Q. Was there any talk there, then, about when you 

30 should exchange deeds ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And he should pay you $5,000 ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What was that talk ? A. Just as soon as I could 

get off the property, and come to New Jersey, he would 
have his papers ready, and I should have mine ready not 
later than the first of June, or on or about the first of 
June.

Q. When was it you first agreed about that? A. I 
think the understanding was made at the time when the 
paper was drawn, as to when we would do that.

40 Q. And that wasn’t altered ? A. No, sir.
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Q. Was there any agreement or understanding between 
you regarding the mortgages that were on these several 
places? A. We were each to clear our properties. We 
traded them free and clear, and we were each to clear our 
properties with the mortgage.

Q. What mortgages were on yours ? A. A mortgage 
of $10,000, and one of $5,000, and one of $1,750 ; it was 
originally a mortgage of $2,000, of which $250 had been 
paid.

Q. Did you have any talk with Mr. Oakey about thelOt 
mortgage on your place, at the time you signed this con-
tract? A. I don’t know, sir, whether there was any talk 
or not. We did have some talk in reference to it.

Q. Yes. When? A. That was the time after that was 
signed, when he was down in Maryland; that is my 
recollection.

Q. In his answer he says that you notified him that 
there was thirteen or fourteen thousand dollars of mort-
gages on your place, but you didn’t notify him that there 
was any more—what do you say about that ? A. I think 20 
he is mistaken.

Q. What is the fact ? A. If I informed him at all, I 
informed him just exactly what it was.

Q. Well, do you remember that you did actually inform 
him about that—have you any positive recollection of 
telling him about these mortgages at any time? A. Yes, 
sir; I am positive, at the time he was there on his last 
visit, that I told him exactly about that, because I told 
him I wanted to pay off that $1,750 before I  left, and he 
agreed to send me $2,500 before I left Maryland, and said 30 
if he didn’t come himself with it he would send it by his 
son.

Q. Now, what was there about a sale ? A. On the 23d 
day of May I sold all my stock and farming implements.

Q. Mr. Oakey was there, when ? A. About the 9th, and 
I think he was there on the 10th and 11th, and left on the 
12th.

Q- Then you decided to have a sale on the 23d? A. 
Yes, sir.

Q- Did Mr. Oakey expect to come? A. Yes, sir; he40
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expected to come himself, and if he didn’t come he would
send his son.

Q. Did he tell you so ? A. Yes, sir.
• Q. What was this agreement you spoke about in rela-

tion to $1,750? A. He agreed to pay me $2,500 before I 
left there.

Q. For what purpose ? A. I  wished to relieve that 
mortgage. .

Q. Did he want to know what you wanted that for?
10 A. Yes, sir.

Q. And what do you say it was for ? A. To relieve the 
$1,750 mortgage before I left.

Q. Out of what was he to pay you this $2,500, or up-
on account of what ? A. On account of the $5,000 that 
he was to pay me.

Q. Didn’t Mr. Oakey come down to the sale ? A. No, 
sir.
. Q. Did anybody come for him ? A. His son, John.

Q. Did his son bring the money that Mr. Oakey had 
20 agreed to send you, as you say? A. No, sir.

Q. Or any money ? A. No, sir; not a dollar.
Q. When did you leave the premises? A. Either the 

24th or 25th of May, sir.
Q. In whose possession did you leave them ? A. John 

Oakey’s.
Q. Who is that? A. The son of the old gentleman.
Q. Did he come alone? A. No, sir; his wife and child 

was with him.
Q. When did they come down ? A. On the 22d.

30 Q. What crops were on the premises then ? A. Wheat 
crop, oats— (Interrupted.)

Q. Just state the crops, and the value of them, as near 
as you can estimate them at the time you left ? A. We , 
I will state wheat crop, wheat and rye, that we valued, as 
near as I can estimate, at $2,000; oat crop, about $4 > 
hay crop, about a thousand dollars; corn crop was wo 
a thousand more ; then there were strawberries, P®as,P° 
tatoes, etc., that were worth, I don’t know what, sir, 11 
we put them in at $200 or $300; then there was a ge 

40 a crop of clover seed, that was gathered, which I
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from Mr. John W. Oakey himself that they gathered 98 
bushels, and I was in New York with him at the time he 
was over, and sold it, as I understood, for $8 a bushel. 
That is as far as I know about the crops.

Q. When was it he sold it for $8 a bushel ? A. About 
the first of September, or the last of August, when he 
and I were at New York together.

Q. You were to have half of the wheat crop? A.. Yes, 
sir.

Q. Did you get the wheat itself, or the proceeds ? A. 10 
Yes, sir; I got the wheat.

Q. Do you know what the wheat crop turned out to 
be worth ? A. I think, sir, Mr. Oakey told me that he 
sold his wheat, which we judged amounted to about 9,000 
bushels. I can’t give it to you exactly, and my recol-
lection is that Oakey told me himself that his wheat sold 
for a dollar fifteen cents a bushel.

Q. Did you get from Mr. Oakey, or either of the Oak- 
eys, what the corn crop brought ? A. No, sir.

Q. Or how many bushels there were ? A. No, sir; 1 20 
was not informed what there was.

Q- Where did you come to from Maryland ? A. To 
Millstone.

Q. And what did you do there ? A. I arrived there 
on Saturday evening, and stayed there all night, and over 
Sunday, with Lewis T. Howell, and then on Monday morn-
ing I went to Blackwell’s Mills, and I moved my furniture

the house, and took possession of the mill on Monday, 
the 28th day of May.

Q. What mill, and what house do you mean ? A. 30 
■Blackwell’s Mill.

Q. The one mentioned in these papers ? A. Yes, sir.
Q- Which you had contracted to receive from Oakev ?
Yes, sir. •

Q. Where have you lived since ? A. I have lived there.
Ever since? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Have you operated the mill since ? A. Yes, sir.
O m  ^  Sti11 °Perating it? A. Yes, sir.

Mat i did J0U See Mr- 0akeJ next, after you left 
y an . A. I think it was at Blackwell’s Mills. 40
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Q. Did yon ever have a deed made for your property? 
A. I did, sir.

Q. Where? A. In Maryland, before I left.
Q. Did you bring it with you ? A. I did.
Q. What did you do with it? A. After I reached here 

I showed it to Mr. Oakey and told him I was ready and 
prepared,, at any day when he was, to fix our business up 
and exchange deeds.

Q. How long after you arrived' here was it you showed 
-10 the deed to Mr. Oakey? A. I don’t know, sir ; probably 

on the 28th of May, or very soon after, I would say.
Q. You say, probably ; what is your recollection as to 

the time that you arrived there? A. My recollection is 
that it was on the day, or within a day or so after I ar-
rived, that I showed it to him.

Q. What became of itj after you showed it to Oakey ? 
A. After I showed it to Mr. Oakey he asked me to allow 
Mr. Hagaman to have it and examine it, and see if it was 
all correct, and I either gave it to Mr. Oakey or to Mr. 

20 Hagaman, and he gave it to Mr. Oakey, and I don’t know 
which.

Q, I show you a deed from you and your wife to John 
L. Oakey, dated the 25th day of May, and acknowledged 
on that day, and ask you if you have seen it before, and 
what it is? A. Yes, sir ; I have seen it before. It  is a 
deed for the Westover farm that I formerly occupied, and 
conveyed to Mr. Oakey.

Q. What have you to say as to whether that is the one 
you showed Mr. Oakey? A. I say it is the same one.

80 Q. When did you see it again, after that ? A. Mr. 
Hagaman had it in his possession for some time. I could 
not specify the number of days; but a week, I would say 
—as much as that, and perhaps more.

Q. Did you know when you made this contract that 
Mr.. Oakey’s mill was mortgaged ? A. I don’t know, sir, 
whether I did or n ot; I think he had told me there was a 
mortgage on it for about $6,000, but whether it was be-
fore or after I would not say.

Q. You think so ? A. Well, he told me there was a
40



47

mortgage on it, but I wasn’t particular about that, as we 
were each to clear our mortgage.

Q. When you showed your deed to Oakey, and told 
him you were ready to perform your part of the contract, 
what did Oakey say, if anything, in reply to what you 
told him, besides that he wanted Mr. Hagaman to look 
at it? A. He said he thought it best to wait .until I got 
there to have a survey made for the property, and he 
fixed on Saturday, which would be the 13th of June, to 
have Mr. Hagaman to survey the property, and he thought 10 
he had better wait until I came to have the deed made.

Q. When did you see Mr. Oakey again about the mat-
ter? A. Well, sir, I saw him, I  guess, nearly every day.

Q. State what conversation you had with him, that you 
remember of, after that ? A. Well, sir, on the second day 
of June we had the property surveyed, and Mr. Hagaman 
was to draw the deed of the property; and after the 
survey was made I ascertained that there was a differ-
ence about the line between Mr. Oakey and Mr. Yander- 
Yeer, and I said to Mr. Oakey that I wanted that line 20 
established and settled, if there was any difference, now, 
and Mr. Hagaman was recalled, and made a resurvey of 
tjiat line, and Mr. Yanderveer was notified on the 7th 
day of June.

Q- Well? A. Then, after that line was established, or 
agreed upon between Mr. Yanderveer and myself, because

i. Oakey and me could not settle it, Mr. Hagaman made 
a eed, oi drew a deed, I don’t know how many days be- 
ore and put it in Mr. Oakey’s possession, and I saw the 
eed as it was drawn. It was read to me to know if it 30 

was, as I thought, correct, and I  was satisfied with it, and

^pteT)^8’ ^  the COUrse of the week’ perhaps— (Inter-

Q- After the 7th of June? A. Yes, sir.
Well, now go on—what next occurred? A. Well, 

er the deed was drawn, then I insisted upon Mr. 
j.  ̂and  ̂exchanging our deeds and fixing our mat- 
I W m  ^ P ^ b a b l y  brought us to the 15th of June. .
W  %h 0akej Said t0 me’ “ T find a difficultv in remov- 

h mortgages I had here to Maryland, or getting the 40



parties here to take the mortgage down there, as I ex-
pected they would; can’t you assist me to arrange for 
eight or ten thousand dollars on that property in Mary-
land ” ? I  said to him, that if he had told me about this 
in the first place I could have done it without difficulty, 
but now I didn’t know whether I could or not, but at any 
rate I would try, and I did do so. I went to Trenton 
and saw my sister, and she objected to doing so, and I 
think I went also to Philadelphia and saw Mr. Yan 

10 Duesen at the same time.
Q. When was this ? A. That was afterwards, between 

the 15th and 20th of June, when I came back and re-
ported to Mr. Oakey; he then asked me if I hadn ’t got 
some party down there that would take that ten thousand 
mortgage ; I  told him I knew a party who had offered to 
take it in the Spring, and was anxious to take it, and if 
they had the money, and hadn’t invested it, I had no 
doubt they would take it. Then he requested me to 
leave it until he went to Maryland. He said he would 

20 have to go to see about gathering liis wheat, and that I 
would have to go there too, and for me to see if I couldn t 
arrange for some party there to take this mortgage. I 
agreed to do so, with this understanding with Mr. Oakey: 
I  said, “ I am willing to help you arrange these mort-
gages, as far as I can, but this is going to set us back so 
that we cannot fix up our business here we had intended 
to,” and I said I thought Mr. Yan Duesen would leave the
city about the ,20th of June, and if we didn’t get this 
matter fixed up before that time—if we want him to do 

30 anything, we shall hav$ to wait until he comes back, m 
October or September. So I  told him I  would help him 
arrange the mortgages, with this understanding: In case 
we succeeded in getting a party to take the $10,000 mort-
gage that he should take a second mortgage on the mill 
property for $5,000 until Mr. Yan Duesen returned; which 
he agreed to do, providing I succeeded in getting the $10,- 
000 mortgage fixed for him on the farm below.

Q. Had you seen Mr. Yan Duesen before that? A. * 
had; right after I made the trade; on my return home.

40



49

Q. Did you arrange with him to transfer this mort-
gage?

[Objected to.]
Q. Did you arrange with Mr. Van Duesen to remove 

the mortgage from the Maryland property ? A. I  did, sir.
Q. When? A. I arranged with him on my return for 

making the exchange on the 8th of May. I returned 
home on that day, and saw Mr. Van Duesen on my re-
turn.

Q. Had you known him for some time ? A. I had; for 10 
years.

Q. What are his habits, as to his Summer travel ?
[Objected to.]

Q. Did you receive information from him which you 
conveyed to Mr. Oakey ? A. I  did.

Q. Do you know whether Mr. Van Duesen went away 
that Summer ? A. Yes, sir.

Q- Did anything occur again, respecting this matter, 
between you and Mr. Oakey, before harvest time ? A.
No, sir; Mr. Oakey left soon after that to go to Mary- 20 
land to see to gathering the harvests, and I went there 
about the last of June, or the first of July, and I know I 
came back from there—I didn’t stay but a very few days 
—I came back on the third of July; I don’t remember 
the exact date I went down there.

Q- While you were there, did you do anything, or did 
you have any conversation with Mr. Oakey, regarding 
getting the mortgage arranged for him ? A. I  did.

Q. State what you did? A. I think I  went to see Dr. 
Oale, the party* who had offered to take the mortgage 30 
t ere, and I asked him if he wTould take it. I am not sure 
whether Mr. Oakey went with me or not at that time, but 

bw hhat I introduced Mr. Oakey to Mr. Gale some
me when I was there, and I know, also, that I went to
r. Gale to try and get him to take the mortgage, but he

sai he had invested his money, and could not do it at 
that time.

Q* Did you see anybody else? A. I didn’t, in refer- 
ence to that matter.

40
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Q. Did yon know of anybody else who would be likely 
to take the mortgage ? A. No, sir.

Q. Did yon leave on that occasion with any under-
standing with Mr. Oakey—did Mr. Oakey go back with 
you? A. No, sir.

Q. Did you have any understanding, when you left, as 
to when the transfer should be made, of the title? A. 
No, sir.

Q. I neglected to ask you whether you had made ar- 
J0 rangements to remove the $10,000 mortgage your sister 

held on these premises ? A. I  did, sir ; I  made arrange-
ments at the same time—after I made this exchange.

Q. Just afterwards? A. Yes, sir.
Q. How soon afterwards? A. The same day, sir. I 

went there and stayed over night.
Q. You testified that you stayed over night at Trenton? 

A. Yes, sir.
Q. With whom ? A. My sister.
Q. And you arranged to remove the mortgage from the 

20 Westover farm? A. Yes, sir.
Q. When did you see Mr. Oakey again, to have a talk 

with him about this matter? A. I  think, sir, about the 
last of July, or the first of August; he remained down in 
Maryland to the latter part of July.

Q. Where did you talk with him then ? A. I presume 
near where I lived—about the mill—there, or somewhere 
around there.

Q. What was your conversation—I mean that part of 
it that had any bearing upon the question of when you 

30should change title? A. I  think I said to Mr. Oakey,on 
his return, that I thought my sister would consent to 
have eight or ten thousand dollars of her money on the 
farm, but she was an old lady, and wanted to see him, and 
have a talk with him, before she did anything positive.

Q. W ell? A. Mr. Oakey said that that was all right, 
and he would go with me to see her, at Trenton.

Q. Was that the fact—what you stated to Mr. Oakey? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Well, what occurred next? A. He never got ready
40



51

to go to Trenton with me,-although lie.said he would, at 
different times, though he never did.

Q. Did you see her again ? A. I  did.
Q. When? A., About the first of September, or soon 

after that time, she come to my place and spent a few 
days—she came on Saturday. I had a boy that came 
home from Trenton every Saturday, and she came, home 
with him, and, I think, remained until the following 
Tuesday.

Q. Did you see Mr. Oakey while she was there ? A. 
No, sir; he left, unbeknown to me, early on Monday 
morning, and went to Asbury Park, and didn’t come back 
until she had left, on Tuesday night—she left on Tues-
day.

Q. Did you see Mr. Oakey after she left ? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What did you tell him ? A. That my sistey had 

consented to allow $8,000 to remain on the Maryland 
farm—the same amount as there was on the mill.

Q. Did you have any more talk about those things? 
A. I did ; I said to him, she has consented to allow $8,-
000 to remain, so let us have our business fixed up now. 

Q. Did he say anything ? A. He did.
Q. What? A. He turned on his heel and walked away, 

and he said, “ you may do as you please, and I will do as
1 please”.

Q. Was anybody present ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Who? A. Mr, Beattie.
Q- The miller? A. Yes,.sir.
Q- When did you see Mr. Oakey again ? A. I  saw him 

almost every day.
Q- I think something is said in the answer -about a 
Q r having been made to you, of money, by Mr. 
a ey and his son—do you remember those occasions, or 

°f them ? A. I remember Mr. Oakey and his son 
th^fn me a^ou  ̂ first of September, and saying 
with th^ W6re n° W rea^ ’ aufl that they had the money

at a say  ̂ A.. I  said to them, I am ready
sen ^  aS S° ° n as w e cai1 Se t  of Mr. Yan Due-

> ut, said I, he is away from the city; I have been

10

20

30
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down to see him, and his son said he wouldn’t be home 
for some time, and I  have written him, and received no 
reply.

Q. What did Mr. Oakey say ? A. I think I asked Mr. 
Oakey the question, and he said he was ready, and I 
asked him, then, whether he had got the search that he 
agreed to get for me from the Clerk’s office here, and he 
said “  no ” , he had not, but he was going to Somerville, 
and would get it for me that day.

10 Q. What was the agreement about the searches? A. 
I was to give him a search of my property down there, 
and he was to give me a search of his property here.

Q. Did you give him yours ? A. I  had it prepared, 
and if he had asked me for it I  could have sent for it and 
got it; I  had it ready.

Q. Do you remember whether you gave it to him ? A. 
I did not.

Q. You had it prepared ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And he said he would get his at Somerville, that 

20 day, and give it to you ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did he give it to you? A. No, sir.
Q. Did he ever give it to you? A. No, sir.
Q. That was about the first of September? A. Yes; I 

couldn’t fix the date, exactly; but it was about the last 
of August, or the first of September.

Q. When did you see Oakey again, after the time in 
September, when you stated that Mr. Yan Duesen’s son 
informed you his father wasn’t home, and your sister ha 
consented to leave $8,000 on the farm? A. I saw him-- 

30 being close together almost every day—but I don’t thin 
Mr. Oakey said anything to me until I  called him to me, 
and until the 11th or 12th of September,-and spoke 
him, as I  have stated.

Q. Did you refer to the search ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. When, after that ? A. After that I don’t think *e 

had any more talk until Mr. Oakey sent me a letter, sajj 
ing that the negotiations were at an end, and he wou 
have nothing further done. . ,

Q. (Showing witness a paper.) There is a letter cop*
40in the answer? A. Yes, sir.



Q. Is that the one you refer to now ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. When was that received ? A. That I  couldn’t give 

you the date of, sir, except by seeing it there ; it pur-
ports to be the 19th of September, I believe.

Q. How long after that did you receive it ? A. I don’t 
know, sir; I was sick in bed at the time it came.

Q. How was it sent to you—was it by mail? A. No, 
sir.

Q. By messenger ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What did you do—did you make any reply to it 10 

yourself, or by any other person ? A. I applied to Messrs. 
Bartine & Griggs.

By Mr. LINDABURY.—Gentlemen, have you a copy 
of that letter, or have you the letter itself—is it the one 
on the 21st ?

[Said letter not being produced, counsel read from 
his copy.]

Q. You caused that letter to be written? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you rëceive any answer from that letter ? A. I 

did not, sir. 20
Q. Do you remember when this bill was filed ? A. Yes, 

sir ; about the first of October, I think.
Q. There was no further communication between you 

and Mr. Oakey, on the subject ? A. No, sir.
Q. There was a tender of a deed—did you cause any 

tender to be mado? A. Yes, sir ; I had a tender made 
to him of a deed.

Q‘ You were not present at the time it was tendered ?
A. No, sir.

Q. I will now read to you what was said in the answer 30 
about there being a mutual agreement between you. 
(Counsel read same.) Was there a mutual agreement, 
such as he speaks of here—that you should leave $8,000 
on the farm in Maryland, and the mortgages on the place 
here ? A. No, sir ; there was no such agreement.

Q- The facts about that are as you have stated ? A. 
Yes, sir.

Q- You have stated all that took place between you ?
• Yes, sir ; it was simply about his request to assist him
arrange his mortgage on the Westover farm. 40



, Q- Was there anything further said, at this interview 
on the 11th, further than what you have said, regarding 
this arranging of the mortgages? A. Yes, sir; I said 
to Mr. Oakey, at tfakt time, when he abruptly turned on 
his heel and said, “ you do as you please, and I will do as 
I please”, I said, “ very well, sir, we will fall back on our 
original contract—you clear your property of your orig-
inal mortgages, and I  will do the same on mine, and we 
will fix it up whenever you are ready—on any day you 

1© may choose to name” .
Q. Had Mr. Yan Duesen seen this property at Black-

well’s Mills ? A. No, sir.
Q. Did he positively agree to transfer his mortgage 

there? A. He did agree to transfer his mortgage—that 
is, he said this: “ I f  the property is as you describe and 
and represent it, I am perfectly willing to transfer my 
mortgage there”.

Q. Had you any source from which to obtain the 
money to pay off this mortgage on the Westover farm, 

20had it been necessary to do so? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What was that ? A. My brother, L. D. Cook, told 

me, if I had any difficulty in arranging my mortgages— 
(Interrupted.)

[Objected to.]
Q. I don’t want your conversation; I simply want to 

know whether you had any arrangement with your broth-
er, by which that money could be raised, if you needed 
it ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. If Mr. Yan Duesen had not chosen, or your sister 
30 had not chosen, to leave their money ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. You had arrangements made, by which you could 
have got it, without them ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. When ? A. Some time in the Summer ; I couldn t 
fix the day.

Q. When was the arrangement for you to get it, if y°° 
needed it ? A. Any time when we exchanged our deeds.

Q. Do you. remember by whose hands you received 
back your deed for the Westover farm? A. Garret Haga- 
man.

40 Q. Did either he or Mr. Oakey, from that time on, until
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the negotiations were ended, find any fault with the deed, 
as to the form or substance of it? A. No, sir ; not in the 
least.

Q. Now, there is a subject I had forgotten entirely. 
Have you expended any money on the Blackwell’s Mills 
property since you went there ? A. I have, sir.

Q. How much ? A. Well, I  can’t give the exact amount 
of it; but, in round numbers, $1,000. I couldn’t give 
the exact amount, and I may be a little too high, or a 
little too low.

Q. What kind of a mill is it—what do you do—is it 
what is called a custom mill? A. Yes; we do what is 
called merchant work and grist work, both.

Q. Which, principally ? A. Well, sir, it is pretty 
equally divided.

Q. In merchant, you buy the grain, grind it, and sell it 
yourself? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And the amount you do of that depends on your 
own will and ability ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, about the merchant work. How. does the 
amount of that compare now with the amount you did when 
you went there, as the business has run along since ? A. 
It is very much larger now than it was at the time I took 
possession.

Q. I didn’t mean merchant work, I meant grist work. I 
misspoke myself? A. It is very much larger now than 
it was at the time I went there.

[Objected to.]
By Mr. LINDABURJ.—I desire to show that this 

property has increased in value since it has been in the 
possession of complainant.

By the COURT.—I will admit the testimony.
Q. Have you any data from which you can give us any- 

• mg like the exact figures, as to the increase—can you 
how much more is done a week, or month, now, than

was previously, or anything like that? A. The grist 
work ?

i ' iF.eS ’ *n va ûe> or the amount ?. A. I will make
y is statement—that when I went there—  (Inter-

rupted.) v
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[Objected to. Objection overruled.]
The Stenographer was requested to read the an-

swer to the witness, so far as it was given, and 
read as follows: “ I will make only this state-
ment—that when I went there ”—

Q. Now proceed ? A. When I went there we hardly 
ran all the day time, when I first went there, on merchant 
and grist work, both; but for some months past it has 
taken our whole capacity in the day time for grist work 

10 and we have had to run nights to do our merchant work.
Q. Can you give the comparative amount of grist work 

you did when you first went there, and what you do now? 
A. It certainly has been, for some months back, five 
times as great as when I first went there—five times 
greater.

Q. By the middle of September, 1883, how much had 
it increased ? A. Well, sir, it had doubled itself, at least, 
or more.

Q. When did you see the Westover p r o p e r ty  last ? A. 
201 was in Maryland—I couldn’t tell you the exact date, 

but the last of February, or the first of March—the lat-
ter part of February, or early in March.

Q. What was its condition then—don’t go into general 
details, but what was its condition then ? A. It was very 
much neglected, and out of repair, from the day I left a.

Q. Was anybody occupying’ it ? A. It was not occu-
pied.

Q. How did it compare in value with its value at the 
time you left ? A. Well, sir, I had a gentleman with ®3 

30 who knew the property well, and lie said— (Interrupted.) 
[Objected to.]

Q. Y es; you must not tell what was said by him? A. 
Well, sir, I think the property would readily have sold for 
$5,000 more on the day I left it than it would at that 
time.

Q. You may answer now, as to whether you could esi- 
mate as to its value while you were there ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, then, compare that appraisement wit*h its va ue 
when you left ? A. Well, the premises—well, there ^aS
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from five to seven thousand dollars difference in the value 
of them, between those times.

[Objected to.]
Q. That is all.
Cross-examined, by Mr. Clark:
Q. Mr. Cook, what was there about the Westover prop-

erty, in the month of February or March, which vras so 
different from what it was in the preceding May—I mean 
with respect to its value—its intrinsic worth ? A. Well, 
sir, the property was entirely abandoned.

Q. You mean, by that, that nobody occupied it ? A. 
Yes, sir.

Q. You think that the non-occupancy is an injury ? A. 
Just allow me, please, to say— (Interrupted.)

Q. Answer my question, if you please—was the non-
occupancy of the premises, in your mind, at that time, an 
injury ? A. No ; no further, sir, than damage had actually 
been done by the non-occupancy—the simple fact of non-
occupancy didn’t enter into the damage ; but there had 
been damage done by the non-occupancy.

Q. Now, you stated that the property was abandoned, 
and that is the reason you considered it damaged ? A. 
Yes, sir.

Q. Now, tell me what other cause you know of besides 
the abandonment ? A. Well, sir, for instance, the house 
was left entirely open, or it was open at the time I saw 
A I don t know.how it was left, but it was entirely open 
at that time.

Q. What, do you mean by that anybody could walk in 
and out, as they chose ? A. Yes, sir • and the shutters 
were banging about, sir, and were blown off the windows, 
with every pane of glass broken out by the banging of 

ose shutters; and doors were down, and half the out- 
ui.dings, too; fences were down, gates were down, trees 

were blown down, and were lying scattered over the yard, 
rees were valuable to me when I was there.
Vi- Well, would the occupancy of the place have pre- 

vented the trees being blown down ?
By Mr. LINDABURY.—One moment. You didn’t al-

ow him to finish his answer.
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Q. Very well ; finish your answer? - A. Well, sir, there 
was one tree there which was a very valuable tree.

Q. Well, go on, and tell what things contributed to the 
injury? A. Well, the fences were down, aud the gates
were down.

Q. You told us about them; don’t repeat what you 
have already said, but tell us of something else? A. 
Well, it had the general appearance of a neglected prop-
erty ; that was its general appearance.

10 Q. And that caused the depreciation, in your mind, to 
$5,000, did it? A. That, with their being no crops on it.

Q. Yes ; with there being no crops on it—you mean by 
that, no Winter crops? A. Yes, sir.

Q. How many panels of fence were taken off that iarm 
which were there when you left the property? A. 
could not tell you.

Q. Were there $20 worth of fence taken off the prop-
erty, which were there when you went there? A. I dont 
know what was taken off.

20 Q. What do you make the amount of damage to tue 
property, by reason of the fences which were there when 
you left, not being there when you examined it m Marc 
or February? A. I presume, sir, it would require 
least $5,000 to put the buildings and fences m the c
dition they were at the time I left.

Q. One moment; I  am talking about the fence no • 
I  will talk to you about. the buildings* afterwards, 
me what amount of fence will be required to put t 
property in the condition it was at the time you 

80 would $20 be required ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Whereabouts, on that property ? A. Un 

leading from the house to the county road.
Q. Where was there a fence down, there i A- 

was a fence on one side of the lane. ^
Q. Wasn’t that fence there in February or Marc^ 

The fence was there, but a great deal of it was g
Q. Then, it would simply want a little bit ot r®p. , it 

to put it into proper shape? A. I  think not; 
wanted more than a little repairing. \en,&'

40 Q. How much would it take to repair that enc
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mg from tlie Westover road on to the place ? A. Fifty
dollars, in my judgment. .

q  What—from Mr. Mills s property? A. Yes, sir; $50. 
q . Do you mean to say, you think it would cost $50 ?

A. Yes, sir; because the fences, and the gates, etc., would
want repairing, all the way up.

Q. But, recollect, I  am speaking of from Mills’s line to 
the house along that road—how far is it? A. A good 
half-mile. -

Q. Now, tell me where else any fence was taken away ? 10 
A. From the building across to the Archibald place; 
there was a lane there, with a fence on our side of it, and 
that was all down, almost, when I was there in February 
or March.

Q. Did you go over to the Archibald place? A. I did.
Q. How far is it from the house to the Archibald place?

A. Less than a half a mile, but over a quarter.
Q. Well, that fence only ran down to the slough ? A.

Yes, sir.
Q. So that that was only a very short piece of fence ? 20 

A. No, sir; that had a line of fence on each side, and 
the two sides will make a half a mile of fencing altogeth-
er, or nearly so.

Q. What kind of fence was there on the side of the 
road leading from the Mills place to your building? A.
A board fence.

Q. Well, the hoards were all there, were they not ? A.
I think not, sir.

Q. Did you make an examination, to see? A. I didn t 
get out and examine; no, sir. 80

Q- Was the falling down of this fence any more than 
the natural decay of the fence, during the Winter and 
Spring, which all farmers have to repair in Spring time ?
A Yes, sir.

Q. Well, do you think it was more than that ? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. What had been done to the fences, by means of 
which they were in the state they were? A. Well, sir, it 
looked to me as if people had gone through there' and 
knocked down and torn things, regardless. 4.0
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Q. Did you see any evidence of that at all ? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. Whereabouts? A. Around the buildings. I didn’t 
go any further. I  just simply drove through, as I pre-
sume you did.

Q. As you presume I did ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Well, are you presuming now, or are you talking 

about what you know ? A. Well, I have had it from pret-
ty good authority that you were there recently.

10 Q. I  am asking you what you know about the de-
struction of the fences, and not what you presume or 
have on pretty good authority ? A. All right, sir.

Q. Now, how much injury is done to the house? A. I 
don’t know, sir.

Q. Can’t you make any estimate at all, of the injury 
done to the barn buildings? A. Well, the doors and 
windows are down ; but I  didn t go into the barn.

Q. Describe what kind of barn buildings there were on 
that property ? A. The barn buildings are of moderate

20 size. ,
Q. Well, describe what they were— there is one little

barn, is there not ? A. There is one barn, and a goo
hay house.

Q. A hay barn ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Which consists of four uprights, and boards up and 

down, and the roof on it, with an open ground ? A. °> 
sir ; there are more uprights than that.

Q. And there was no roof on that, at all, when you
' left it, was there ? A. Yes, sir.

30 Q. Well, there was not a whole roof? A. Yes, sir, 
there was.

Q. There was ? A. Yes, sir. ,t
Q. Well, there was a board roof on it? A. 011 

think it was perfectly tight. ^
Q. There wasn’t a whole roof, was there? A. Yes,s ,

there was. • • but
Q. And the sides were boarded up ? A. Yes, sir,

one end wasn’t. far
Q. Now, that is all the outbuildings there were, s

40
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as the barns were concerned ? A. Yes, sir; but there
was a wagon house, and a corn house, etc. _

0. Now, these buildings themselves, the outbuildings, 
were valueless, almost—worth very little ? A. No, sir ; 
they were very valuable to the p lace-they were to me 

q . How much would it cost to build two such build-
ings as those were, and put them in the condition they 
were when you left? A. I  don t know.

Q. Would it have cost $250? A. Yes, sir ; a thousand
dollars. ^

Q. Is building material very dear down there ? A. No,
sir; not very. ? f  ^

Q. Is not pine lumber sawn right there in the woods, 
close by ? A. Not in the woods; it is sawed within three 
miles of the place.

Q. Can you tell anything about the amount of damage 
to the buildings, by reason of their being left unoccu-
pied? A. I can’t tell the exact damage ; no, sir.

Q. Then, the damages you have now spoken of are 
damages to fences and buildings, by reason of being left 20 
unoccupied; now, is there anything else ? A. Yes, sir > 
there is, in my mind, Mr. Clark.

Q. What is it ? A. There is a very heavy damage in 
the general appearance of the place, and its neglect. I 
think there is to everyone who looks at thftt property, 
with a view of buying it, there is an appearance of gen- - 
eral carelessness and neglect.

Q. The farm, for all practical purposes, is just as good 
to go on and farm this Spring, so far as the laud was con-
cerned, as it ever was ? A. So far as I know. 30

Q. There is no depreciation, then, in the value of the 
land? A. There may not have been, only what depre-
ciation was caused by the crops being taken off—there 
would not be a heavy depreciation of the land itself.

Q. Well, I am talking about the depreciation in the 
value of the real estate—the land itself ? A. And that is 
what I am talking about.

Q. Well, now, as I understand, you place the depre-
ciation of $5,000 simply because the property was neg-

40
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lected between the first of January to the middle of Feb-
ruary, or the first of March ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. One or two months’ neglect. Now, then, we will go 
on with the next thing—you talked about the grist work 
in your mill—do you know anything about the quantity 
of grist work Mr. Oakey did ? A. I do not.

Q. Or the merchant work he did ? A. No, sir.
Q. All you know about the increase of the work, or the 

difference in the work, is the increase between the time 
10 you went there and the time you now report ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Of your own knowledge ? A. That is all I know— 
the rest is hearsay.

Q. Now, you spoke about the improvements, in the 
property, which you say amounts to a thousand dollars. 
I wish you would explain to the Court what the improve-
ments are which you made ? A. Yes, sir ; I will. I pnt 
a new roof on the house.

Q. What did it cost ? A. I  think, sir, that some little 
work, I can’t give you the exact figures, but that some 

20 other little work, which Mr. Burdine did—he did the 
* work—I think I paid him for that, and some other l’ttle

work, in the neighborhood of $350.
Q. Haven’t you his bill ? A. I have it, sir; but not 

here.
Q. You knew you were going to be asked about these 

improvements to-day, didn’t you? A. No; how did I 
know—I knew I  might be asked in a general way about 
these things.

Q. You have been claiming all along that you made 
30 valuable improvements to this real estate ? A. I have 

made them.
Q. Well, you claimed that all along? A. I havent 

made any special claim.
Q. Didn’t you, in your petition to the Court, to restrain 

Mr. Oakey from proceeding to eject you, set up that you 
had made valuable improvements to the property.
Yes, sir. A.

Q. So that you knew it would be inquired into. 
Yes, sir; I didn’t know whether it would of not; I a® 

40 perfectly willing it should be.
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Q. Yes, I suppose so, now; but you didn’t think it im-
portant to bring them with you ? A. No, sir,

Q. You have a bill for it ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. You can’t tell any nearer than that it is about $350 ?

A. Yes, sir; $325 to $330.
Q. What does that $325 include besides a roof on the 

house? A. I believe, there was some other little work 
around—fixing up around the place—repairing the wagon 
house, or the wagon house doors, and things of that 
kind. 10

Q. Well, what else—what other improvements did you 
make ? A. I spent considerable money in overhauling 
the pipe that leads the water from the spring to the house 
and the barn. I put new pipes in the house and one to 
the barn.

Q. The pipe carrying the water to the house and the 
barn ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What did that cost you ? A. $50, I think.
Q. Have you got a bill of it? A. No, sir ; I hired the 

digging done. 20
Q. When did you do the repairs to the house and the 

other work, amounting to about $350? A. In the latter 
part of August, I think, sir.

Q. When did you do the work of carrying the water 
from one place to another by pipe ? A. That was done 
last August, or the first of September.

Q. Now, you were going on to say something about the 
pipes you put in—when did you put in the pipes ? A. 
About the same time.

Q. How many did you put in, and how much did it 30 
®°8 you ? A. I put new pipes in the house, and one 
from the house to the barn.
. y°u Pllt in two or three? A. I put a new pipe
^  e h°use, and put the old pipe from the house in the

Q> Then, you only put in one ? A. Yes, sir.
• on t you know how much that pipe cost you ? A. 

• ’ 811 ’ but I know that the plumber’s bill for fixing 
Pe and pump was about $30, as near as I can recollect.

40
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Q. I understood you to say you carried the water up 
from the spring? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And that cost about $50 ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did that include the plumber’s bill ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Then, you mean that the digging and putting down 

the pipe, and the plumber’s bill, and the whole business, 
cost you about $50 ? A. Yes, sir. •

Q. What other repairs did you do ? A. I put new bolt-
ing cloths on the bolts in the mill.

10 Q. How much did that cost you ? A. About $50.
Q. Can’t you give it to us any nearer ? A. No, sir.
Q. What else did you do ? A. I repaired the dam.
Q. When did you do that ? A. In June, or July, when 

the water was low.
Q. How much did that cost? A. I can’t tell you now, 

sir.
Q. Have you no idea? A. No, sir; I could not give 

you the amount.
Q. How many days were the masons there ? A. I ha 

20 two masons there, and they were there—I don’t know, 
sir—two or. four days, both of them.

Q. Well, will that cover about the expense? A. Well, 
that will cover the expense of the mason work for the a

b or* o AQ. Was there anything else—any other expense.
■ Yes, sir. - ,

Q. Well, what else? A. I put on new timber on
dam.

Q. What did it cost ? A. I can’t tell you. 
tJ  Q. Can’t you tell—haven’t you any idea at all, 

the expenses were upon the dam? A. Yes, sir, ia 
given it you. tff0

Q. Y es; you said there were two masons at wo 
days, at the dam, but you haven’t told us anything e ’ 
except that you put on timber on the dam, and you ^ 
you can’t tell what that cost ? A. I  cannot, because! 
done in that other work—the timber cost about $ • ^

Q. And this timber was put on the dam about t e sâ  
time as the mason work was done ? A. Yes, sir,

40 where near the same time, when the water was low.
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Q. What other repairs have yon done to the property ?
A. We repaired a portion of the forebay, and we put in a 
new grating.

Q. A wooden grating ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Go on—tell me all yon did—everything you did ? A.

I could not do it, sir ; there have been numerous things 
done there that it is impossible for me to tell now in the 
way of small repairs. I repaired the fence—altered the 
fence and repaired the machinery, that I could not give 
you the details of. . 1 0

Q. You have paid the bills for all those things ? A.
No,sir; not for all of them, because I hired men there 
by the day’s work, and paid them.

Q. Did you put more than one piece of timber on the 
dam ? A. No, sir; I think n ot; that was a very large 
piece of timber—a long string-piece on the dam.

Q. Did your expenses on the dam amount to more than 
$20, all told ? A. I think they did.

Q. Would they amount to $30 ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Well, give me some idea of what they did amount 20 

to? A. Well, call them $50, if you please.
Q' It is not what I please, it is what you please ? A. 

Well.
Q. Well, is that a fair estimate ? A. I could not give 

it to you; I know I used several barrels of cement there, 
but, Mr. Clark, I can’t tell you.

Q- You knew you hadn’t the title of this property, and 
didn t absolutely know whether you would get title, and 
yet you went on making these expenses, and not keeping 
any account of them ? A. I didn’t have title, but I didn’t 30 
now that I was going to have any difficulty in getting 

t e title; I didn’t suppose I was, and I done these ex-
penses as they actually occurred. I  can go and hunt up 
t e bills, and figure up the workmen’s time which I haven’t 
ept, if necessary. I have got some of the bills, and can 

Produce the others that I haven’t.
JKn ^°U Sâ  ^ie reParrs 1° the dam, you think, cost 
„ "d o  you think $50 would cover it all? Nowr, what were 

repairs to the forebay and the new grating-—what
40
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amount of expenses did you incur by reason of that? A. 
$50 more.

Q.- Where did you get it?  A. I bought the material 
for the grating of Mr. Oakey, and paid for it.

Q. What were the expenses to the machinery—did you 
put in any new machinery ? A. Well, I don’t know as 
you would call it new machinery; machinery that had 
worn out like steps, etc., in the mill, what the journals run 
on, and they have been replaced by new ones.

10 Q. And that was repairing the machinery? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What amount of money have you expended for 

the purpose of repairing the machinery?' A. I don’t 
know, sir; I suppose $25 to $50.

Q. Is there anything else ? A. Nothing that I think 
of just now, except what I  have mentioned.

Q. When did you put the bolt cloths in ? A. Soon 
after I went there, sir; I could not tell you the exact 
date, June, or July, or August, or somewhere along there.

Q. Have you possession of all the property that you 
20 agreed for with Mr. Oakey ? A. Yes, sir; I have posses-

sion of it all except a small house, occupied by him, by 
my consent.

Q. Does he rent it of you ? A. I  expect him to pay 
rent for i t ; he- was to.

Q. Is there any agreement between you and him, as to 
rent? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you ever demanded possession of that house. 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. When ? A. I sent him a written agreement.
30 Q. Have you ever demanded possession of that house? 

A. I sent him a written notice by another party.
Q. You sent him a written notice ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. When did you do that? A. Last February, I think 

—February, or March—February, I should think; per-
haps, in January ; I don’t know which—I don’t know the 
date of it.

Q. I want, now, to ask you about the conversation that 
passed between you and Mr. Oakey, at the time the con-
tract was entered into at Blackwell’s Mills—how long 

40 were you and Mr. Oakey together at Blackwells
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drawn? A. Not very long, sir ; over an hour ; probably 
not that—an hour or two, at the outside.

Q. Was there anybody present with you and Mr. 
Oakey, during your conversation at that time, and before 
the contract was signed—before the contract was drawn ?
A. I don’t know as there was anybody present that heard 
our conversation; Mr. John W. Oakey was there, or about 
there; I saw him.

Q. You were talking with him about the details of your 10 
agreement—you and he, together—you hadn’t finally 
agreed as to how you would exchange ? A. Mr. Oakey 
had made me an offer on Saturday—he had made me an 
offer when he was at Westover first—he had made an of-
fer at Westover.

Q. Yes; I understood you to say that he offered you 
$5,000 in the exchange of properties? A. Tes, sir.

Q. And the understanding was, I suppose, that both 
properties were to be clear, and you were to have $5,000 
difference ? A. Yes, sir. 20

Q, Then, you and he were debating that offer at Black-
well’s Mills? A. No, sir; I don’t think there was much 
debating about it. I was up there on Saturday, the 5th 
of May, and spent the day. I went up there sometime 
on Saturday forenoon, 9, 10 or 11 o’clock, I can’t tell you 
the exact time, and spent a portion of the day there with 
Oakey, and I know he took me down to Millstone in the 
afternoon.

Q- Did you agree on the Saturday preceding the Mon-
day? A. We didn’t close the contract. 30,

Q- Did you agree upon the terms of the contract ? A. 
Yes, sir; I think so ; that is, we talked about how we 
would trade, if we traded, and it was left open until Mon-
day morning, when it was closed up.

Q. Why was it left open ? A. Well, I  didn’t feel ex- 
a°tly satisfied to close on his offer on Saturday, and I 
°ld him I would give him a positive answer on Monday 

morning, which I did.
Q- On Monday morning you talked about an hour, be- 

0re closing it? A. We talked a little while, and closed 40
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it up pretty soon, because I wanted to get part of the 
way home that day.

Q. In that conversation didn’t Oakey ask you if there 
was any incumbrance on your property ? A. I don’t re-
collect that he did.

Q. Do you recollect that he didn’t ? A. I don’t think 
he did.

Q. Didn’t you say to him, “ There is about ten or twelve 
thousand dollars on my property ” ? A. I did not.

10 Q. Nothing of the kind? A. No, sir; the only recol-
lection I  have of his asking me about the encumbrances 
on the property is on his first visit to Maryland.

Q. Yes; I haven’t eome to that yet. Now, didn’t Oak-
ey tell you that there was $8,000 of encumbrance on his 
property—that one person held the mortgage of $6,000 
then, and another person held one of $2,000? A. He did, 
at some time.

Q. At this conversation ? A. I think not, at that time; 
I  don’t recollect.

20 Q. Didn’t Oakey tell you that he knew nothing about 
your property—that he knew nothing about the records, 
whatever, and wo.uld have to rely upon your statement to 
him with respect to the mortgages on the property and as 
to the record ? A. Nothing of the kind.

Q. Didn’t he say he was at Blackwell’s Mills, and your 
property was in Maryland, and the records were there, 
and he would have to take your word for it? A. No, sir.

Q. Was anything, at all, said about searches ? A. Not 
at that time; no, sir.

30 Q. The agreement was, that each of you were to make 
your properties clear ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. You were to have a clear title, and you were to give 
Oakey a clear title, and Oakey was to give you a clear 
title ? A. Yes, sir.
- Q. And $5,000 ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. You read this contract over before you signed it?
. A. Yes, sir; I think so.

Q. (Handing witness paper.) On the second line, up 
there, do you see an erasure ? A. Yes, sir.

40
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Q, That was erased before it was signed, I  suppose ? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Why was that erased? A. That was erased—my 
recollection is, by the suggestion of Mr. Oakey.

Q. Then, the title wasn’t to be clear? A. The word 
clear was erased at Mr. Oakey’s suggestion, and the word 
satisfactory placed there.

Q. Then, the titles were not to be clear titles ? A. 
Well, sir, the word, satisfactory title, was to be in there ; 
you can call it what you please.

Q. Well, I want to know about this; the words “  clear 
andj” were erased before the paper was signed, at Mr. 
Oakey’s suggestion, and the words ff good titles satisfac-
tory to both parties” supplied there—is that the fact ?

Mr. LINDABURY.—Well, is there any difference ?
Mr. CLARK.—Well, I just want to ask him why it was 

done.
Q- When that was done, was there anything said about 

the mortgages? A. I think there was—that if we saw fit, 
Mr. Oakey suggested, to exchange any mortgages, it will 
he our own business, and nobody else’s. Perhaps there 
was something of that kind said.

Q- At that time wasn’t the $8,000 mortgage on Mr. Oak- 
eysplace spoken of? A. I don’t recollect that it was; 
I understood that it was $6,000.

Q. And wasn’t it talked about, that it could be fixed so 
that $8,000 could be left on each property? A. No, sir.

Q- You never heard of any agreement by which $8,000 
could be left on each property ? A. There never was any 
agreement of that kind made, sir, with me.

Q- I understand you to say, immediately after you 
®ade the exchange, or immediately after you entered in 
us agreement, you went back to Maryland, and Mr. Oak- 

ey came down there ? A. Yes, sir.
Q- And did you have any conversation with him, then? 

a out the mortgages ? A. My recollection is, sir, that all 
e conversation took place about the mortgages, or the 
ôst of it, on his first visit to Maryland. I think we 
a s°me on the second, but the most of it was on the 
b > we had some conversation on the second visit.

10

20

30

40
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Q. Now, Mr. Cook, wasn’t this the agreement, in one 
of jour conversations, that $5,000, the difference, was to 
be counted off in this way: that instead of $8,000 on the 
Maryland property, $10,000 was to be left on that prop-
erty, and Mr. Oakey was to pay you $3,000 in cash ? A. 
Do you ask me whether that was agreed upon in one of 
our conversations ?

Q. Yes? A. No, sir; never.
Q. Never, at any time ? A. No, sir ; if Mr. Oakey had 

10 asked me to arrange to leave $10,000 mortgage I would 
have put it in that way ; I would have agreed to do it if 
I  could, but I didn’t agree to it ; I agreed to render him 
all the assistance I  could to do it.

Q. These mortgages on the Maryland property are 
there yet, and have been ever since you made the agree-
ment ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. They have never been removed ? A. No, sir.
Q. Do you remember a visit to you, in the month of 

August, by John Oakey ? A. A visit to me ?
20 Q. Yes ; he called to see you ? A. I remember his 

being home in August, or September ; yes, sir.
Q. Didn’t he come with his father to your place, on his 

return from Westover, in the month of August? A. They 
were there, and I went to New York with Mr. John Oakey.

Q. I  want to call your attention to what passed at 
Blackwell’s Mills when Mr. Oakey was there—didn’t he 
tell you, in substance, that he had come on from Mary-
land for the purpose of seeing whether the business be-
tween you and his father had been closed ? A. No, sir. 

30 Q. And didn’t he say he wanted to know whether the 
business could be settled up, or not? A. No, sir; he 
talked with me about it, as I told you. In my evidence 
there, I  said that they did come there, and said they were 
ready, but hadn’t their search, and would get it, and Mr- 
J ohn Oakey talked to me about it, and said he would like 
to have the thing fixed up as soon as possible, and 1 
him, and I wrote a letter while he was there— (Iü 1̂ 
rupted.)

[Objected to, as.not responsive.]
40 Q. Now, Mr. Cook, did not John Oakey, with his father,
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come to the mill one morning, after returning from Mary-
land, and say to you, “ Now, we are ready, and have the 
money in our pockets to fix the business up”, and did not 
Mr. Oakey have the money in his hands, and say he was 
ready to fix the matter up, and did not you say you were 
not ready, that you had not seen the man who was to take 
the mortgage on the property, so that you couldn’t ar-
range it—did you say that, or not ? A. Mr. Oakey— (In-
terrupted.)

Q. No, no—did you say that, or not ? A. Well, yes ; to 10 
a portion of that I could say “ yes”, and to the rest of it 
I would say “ no ”.

Q. What portion do you say “ yes” to ? A. Mr. Oakey 
and his son did come to the mill door and say that they 
had the money, and was ready to fix the matter up. I said, 
in reply, that I was ready just as soon as we could find 
Mr. Yan Deusen ; that I had been to Philadelphia to see 
him, and had written to him, and had received no replv, 
ut just as soon as we could find him I  was ready; and I 

then asked them if they had got a search. 20
Q- Did you not say that the man lived in Philadelphia, 

and had been to a watering place since June—did you, or 
not, say that ? A. I don’t know whether I  said that or 
n°t, I said he was away from home.

H- Did Mr. Oakey say, if you wanted to see him, to go
J ere he was to see him ? A. I had been to see him be-
fore that.

Q- And didn’t you reply, “ Oh, no, Mr. Oakey, you know 
, moneyed men ddn’t want to be bothered in that way

° n vacati°n ” ? A. I  did not, sir. 30 
ever John saJ to y°n, or ask you, if this man had

seen t iis place, to know whether he would take the
dMn’f ge’ . t0 Which you rePlied “ n o” ? A. No, sir; he 

say anything of the kind to me. #
Dflrf la -^ r’ 0akey say he was ready to fix up his 

0 A ,  r S tbed° nenow? A. He did not. 
did notU ° ffer y°U the papers and the money ? A. He

H e ^ d llr V 16 SllOW J0U tlie money and the deed ? A.
1, he never tendered me the deed. 40
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Q. Didn’t you then say, “  This is the first time you have 
been ready” ? A. I  did not.

Q. Did Mr, Oakey then say, “ You know better than 
that; I have been ready since the first of June, and the 
money has been in the bank ever since ” ? A. He did 
not, sir.

Q. Didn’t John then say to you, “ Mr. Cook, if this is 
fixed up by the time I return to Maryland, or September 
first, it is all right, but if it is not, it is all wrong” ? A. 

10 He did not.
Q. Didn’t he say, “ I am not going to put seven or eight 

hundred dollars worth of expenses on this farm, in raising 
crops, and not know who is going to reap it ” ? A. He 
didn’t.

Q. Nothing of the sort ? A. No, sir..
Q. Did you have any conversation with John Oakey on 

the 24th day of May last, on the road leading from West- 
over to Princess Anne ? A. I don’t recollect it, sir, if I 
did.

20 Q. Didn’t he ask you on the 24th day of May, on the 
road leading from Westover to Princess Anne, whether 
it was satisfactory to you to leave $10,000 on the Mary-
land property, to which you replied “ yes” ? A. Which 
John do you refer to ?

Q. I am talking about the son ? A. No, sir; John 
Oakey nor I wTere not on the road on that day from West- 
over to Princess Anne.

Q. Well, about that time, then? A. No, sir.
Q. And wasn’t it the arrangement that you and John 

JO Oakey talked over, at that time, that $10,000 should be 
left on the property at Westover, and Mr. Oakey should 
pay you $3,000 in cash and $8,000 was to be left on the 
property at Blackwell’s Mills ? A. I never had any con 
versatioi\ with either of the sons in regard to the finan 
cial matters in this case, to the best of my knowledge.

Q. Do you mean, by that, that there was no such con 
versation as I have suggested? A. I do, sir.

Q. Didn’t Mr. Oakey say, on the day of the agreement, 
that he had a great deal of money due him on boo s, 

40 which he couldn’t collect under six months or a year,
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therefore he would have- to leave $10,000 on the place for 
one year—the Westover place? A. Not to my knowl-
edge.

Q. Do you say that he didn’t say so ? A. I do—not to 
me.

Q. Nor in your presence ? A. No, sir.
Q. Do you remember the return of David Oakey from 

Maryland, on or about the 17th day of September? A.
I remember his return at some time; he was there in 
August. 10

Q. No, not John ; I am talking about David? A. Well, 
David was home in August, I  know.

Q. And September, also ? A. I think so.
Q. In the month of September, just the day before he 

returned, didn’t Mr. Oakey have a conversation with you 
in reference to the title—I mean in reference to passing 
the titles, a day or two before? A. I don’t know what 
day he returned, sir.

Q. Well, about the 17th day of September he returned ?
A. Mr. Oakey and I had a conversation about this mat- 20 
ter about the 10th or 12th, as I have stated, 'of Septem-
ber.

Q. Didn’t Mr. Oakey then urge you to fix the matter 
up, because his boys wanted to know whether to put in 
a Winter crop or not ? A. He did not.

Q- Did he claim that if the matter wasn’t fixed up it 
would be unsafe in going on and putting in a Winter crop, 
w ich would cost a great deal of money, because, by rea-
son of the mortgage on the property, he didn’t know 
w e her he would be able to reap the crops ? A. No, 30 
sir; he didn’t utter a word of that kind.

Q. Nor John, in his presence? A. No, sir.
Q- Was nothing of that kind ever said to you ? A 

-No, sir.
Q- The first intimation you had of anything of that 

sort was the 19th of September? A. Yes, sir.
fll, the arra*gement, I understand you to say,

out the $10,000, was an arrangement that you were
$10 nnn ° f°r Mr* 0 akey’s benefit ? A. About the 

,UU0 mortgage on the farm ? 40
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Q. Yes ? A. That was by his request.
Q. You were always ready to clear off the mortgages? 

A. I  was ready to clear off the mortgages.
Q. Why didn’t you do it ? A. I  would, at any time he 

was prepared.
Q. Why didn’t you clear off the mortgages and send 

him a clear deed ? A. Because, he never cleared them 
off his, and tendered me a clear deed.

Q. Didn’t you fail to do it because you couldn’t do it? 
40 A. No, sir; I  could have cleared the mortgages if he had 

demanded it, but Mr. Oakey never came to me and said, 
“ You clear those mortgages off and I will give you a clear 
title to this property” .

Q. Why didn’t you take the mortgage off the Mary-
land property and tender him a title clear of incum-
brance ? A. From the simple fact, that if I had removed 
these mortgages, I  had no guarantee for my $5,000.

Q. What difference did that make to you about that? 
A. That made a big difference.

20 Q. What had that to do with it ? A. What had it to 
do with it ?

Q. Yes. What had the guarantee of the $5,000 to do 
with the removal of the mortgage ? If you had removed 
the mortgages from the property, or had had the title 
cleared, you could have tendered .Mr. Oakey a deed m 
accordance with the terms of the contract, and that you 
never did ? A. No, sir.

Q. You never did tender him a deed, in accordance 
with the terms of the contract ? A. I would have tender- 

30 ed him a deed for it at any time he gave me a deed.
Q. You understood, that by the terms of the contract, 

you were to tender him a deed free of all incumbrances. 
A. No, sir; I understood we were to arrange those mat-
ters.

Q. What matters ? A. Our mortgages.
Q. How ? A. To come together, like men, and trans-

act our business, and exchange our mortgages.
Q. The contract says, and I have understood you to 

say, that your interpretation of it was, that the property 
40 was to be clear of all incumbrances ? A. Yes, sir.
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Q. You say you never did clear yours so as to give him 
a title free from all incumbrances—now, do you say you 
were not to do so? A. No, sir; I don’t say so; I say 
that I was.

Q. When I asked you, just now, why you didn’t do so, 
you said, because the mortgages were not to be taken off, 
but you were to arrange it between yourselves, like men?
A. I expected we would come together, like men, and ar-
range our matters, and clear our mortgages, as we had 
agreed to.

Q. How did you agree to transfer it ? A. I had made 
arrangements to have my mortgages transferred on this 
property, and he was to transfer his.

Q. How had you agreed with Mr. Oakey ? A. X made 
no agreement with him.

Q. Then, what do you mean by saying that you were 
to come together, like men, and transfer the mortgages 
as you had agreed ? A. I meant to say, as business men 
would transact business of that kind.

Q. Do you mean to say, that by the terms of the con- 20 
tract, you were to give each other a clear title ? Do I 
misunderstand you in that? A. No, sir.

Q. Then, I understand you to say, that you didn’t clear 
off your title, for the reason that you expected to come 
together with Mr. Oakey, as men, and arrange about the 
transfer of the mortgages, so that the title could pass 
without that? A. Yes; because Mr. Oakey never got 
ready to come up to me, and say, we will meet on such 
and such a day, and fix matters up.

Q. Is that the reason, and the only reason, why you 30 
didn t take the mortgages off the property ? A. That is 
my only reason.

Q- Did you ever try to take the mortgages off the West- 
o\er property, so that you could tender Oakey a deed 
free and clear of all incumbrances? A. I didn’t; I had 
old Mr. Oakey that I expected to transfer this mortgage 

to this property here.
Q- What mortgage? A. On‘the Westover farm to the 

Blackwell’s Mills property.
Q- You told him that ? A. Yes, sir. 40
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Q. But you never had done it ? A. No, sir. How 
could I, until he gave me a deed?

Q. Wasn’t it the fact, that you couldn’t transfer the 
Westover property, clear of all incumbrances, until Mr. 
Oakey transferred his property to you? A. I believe I 
could have cleared those mortgages if it was necessary, 
if you want to put it on that ground.

Q. You believe you could? A. Yes, sir; if you put it 
on that ground.

10 Q. Well, I  don’t put it on that ground. I want to know 
what ground you put it on? A. Well, I will put it on 
that ground, and I will do it to-morrow.

Q. Do what ? A. I will clear off the mortgages to-mor-
row, or as soon as I  can reach the parties.

Q. Yes ; but you never offered to do that to Mr. Oakey? 
A. I have never been asked to do it.

Q. Did you ever offer to do it ? A. I never was asked 
to do it.

Q. Do you understand my question ? A. Yes, sir.
20 Q. Well, I asked you if you ever offered to Mr. Oakey 

to do that ? A. No, sir; I  didn’t know that it was re-
quired.

Q. And you never tried to do it ? A. No, sir.
Q. You think you can do it ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. You were talking about the sale of your personal 

property down in Maryland—was that your personal 
property? A. Yes, sir; it was.

Q. Did you sell it as yours ? A. I did.
Q. Didn’t you tell Mr. Oakey repeatedly, during the 

30 months of June, July and August, that you were not ab e 
to transfer the title, because you hadn’t been able to see 
Mr. Van Deusen, who had the second mortgage on the 
property in Maryland of $5,000, and that you didntknow 
until you saw him what arrangements you could ma e. 
A. No, sir.

Q. You never said anything of that sort? A. No, sir > 
I  never said anything of the kind.

Q. Wasn’t it the fact, that the want of ability on y°ur 
part, or the delay on your part, during those mo  ̂

40 was occasioned by your not seeing Mr. Van Deusen,
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didn’t you tell Mr. Oakey that you hadn’t seen him ? A.
I was ready at any time before the 20th of June to trans-
fer the mortgages.

Q. Mr. Yan Deusen hadn’t seen the Blackwell’s Mills 
property before the 20th of June? A. No, sir; but he 
was prepared to come, or to send his son at any time X 
named.

Q. Didn’t you ask for delay yourself, saying that you 
wanted to make a different appearance in the property 
and to fix it up so that when Mr. Yan Deusen saw it it 10 
would present a good appearance, and might favorably 
impress Mr. Yan Deusen? A. I  never did.

Q. So that you would be better able to get a large 
loan from him ? A. No, sir.

Q. Didn’t you afterwards ask Mr. Oakey to take a sec-
ond mortgage of $5,000 on the property himself, which 
he declined to do? A. No, sir ; I  never did until he asked 
me to place the $10,000 mortgage for him, and then I  told 
him that it would carry me past the 20th of June, and if 
I did that he would have to take a $5,000 mortgage, so 20 
that we could fix it up until Mr. Yan Deusen returned.

Q. You received this notice on or about the 19th of 
September, telling you that Mr. Oakey considered the 
contract at an end. You took no means after that to look 
after the property, did you ? A. Which property ?

Q. At Westover, Maryland ? A. No, sir.
Q. And you never have from that day-to this ? A. No, 

sir.
Q- You went there and saw it in February ? A. Yes, 

sir. 3Q
Q- Did you go over the whole property on foot? A. I 

]ust simply drove through; I went in one way and out 
another.

Q- Could you tell, by driving through, what property
ad been plowed for the purpose of putting in Winter 

£r-iink? A. No, sir; I might not.
Q- You received all your share of the crops, according 

to your agreement, didn’t you ? A. I  received half of the 
wheat crop.

Q- You say Mr. Oakey agreed to give you $2,500, or 40
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Now, didn’t Mr. Oakey positively decline to do that un-
less you would give him some obligation that would se-
cure him for that amount of money ? A. No, sir; he 
agreed to send it to me, and the only reason he didn’t 
send it, according to his letter, was, that he hadn’t got 
his grain off, as he expected,. but when X got here he 
would have the whole $5,000 ready for me.

Q. Didn t he say to you, that if Mr. Howell would be 
10 security for the $2,500 he would let you have it ? A. No, 

sir ; not at that time.
Q. Or at any time? A. No, sir; I  don’t know; no, 

sir ; I  think he did say at the time he drew up the agree-
ment that if Mr. Howell would be security, if I wanted to, 
he would give the whole $5,000, but I didn’t ask Mr. 
Howell to do so.

Q. Then, he offered to pay you the whole $5,000 if Mr. 
Howell would go security ? A. I  don’t know whether he 
did or not, but there was something said about it; but I 

20 wouldn’t be positive.
Q. Wasn’t the $2,500 talk entirely before the papers 

were drawn? A. I  think not, sir; I  think it was after the 
papers were drawn, and when he was down in M a r y la n d ,  
although I  am not sure.

Q. Wasn’t it when Mr. Oakey was down there at your 
place, looking matters over, and didn’t you say that you 
wanted $2,500 to clear up matters down there ? A. I 
think that was the time.

Q. And the contract was signed? A. No, sir ; it was 
30 afterwards; Mr. Oakey was there once before and once 

afterwards.
Q. Well, it was on one of those occasions? A. Yes> 

sir ; it was on the after one.
Q. You think it was the after one ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. You are sure that on one of those occasions Mr- 

Oakey did say that if Mr. Howell would go your securit) 
he would let you have $2,500 ? A. No, sir; he didn’t say 
anything of the kind ; he promised to send me $2,500 be-
fore I left there.

40 Q. Now, in the month of June, you solicited Mr. Oak-
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ey to go to Trenton with you to pay the interest on your 
sister’s mortgage ? A, No, sir.

Qt About the first of August—the first of August didn’t, 
you solicit him to go to Trenton to pay the interest on' 
your sister’s mortgage ? A. I  did not, sir.

Q. Didn’t you then say that the interest was due on 
your sister’s mortgage and you wanted him to go down' 
and pay lier? A. The interest was due, on her mort-
gage, on the 20th of August, according to in y r e coff ec- 
fion, and I said to Mr. Oakey, at that time when I asked ML 
liim if lie would pay the interest on that mortgage,* ana I  1 
should pay the interest on this, and he told me^to pay 
the interest on this mortgage, and said he, , T will pay 
the interest on this, and we will have a settlement soon

Q. Did not Mr. Oakey positively decline to pay any m- 
terest until the matter was fixed up ? A.'* He did not.

Q. Why didn’t he go and pay the interest ?,* Al Ask 
him, sir; I don’t know, : ■ 3 *

Q? What excuse did he give you for refusing: to go to 
Trenton and pay the interest? A- He didn’t give m e20 
anj- ';i ^

Q, You and Mr. Oakey have been, or rather you are 
on friendly terms, are you, and haven’t heen for some 

months past ? A. It is not supposed we are very friendly 
I  these differences, it has made other

between you, and you are very unfriendly io- 
9he another ? A. There are no other differences, 

mat I know of. ' ' i: : - ' > i l
Q- No others, at all? A. Not-that I know of.
9* your relations to each other are all pleasant 3Q 

an agreeable, with the exception of this little lawsuit f  ®  
,, , Mireh agreeable to me, as far as I  am concerned; 
mat is, we have no connection/whatever. ****?* m
thkt \lld llaVG b ên so, since what time? Ai I don’t 

n Oakey lias recognized mefsince he wrote that 
e- er, to say the least. '
Q- That is all, I believe.
Re-direct:

.8* You were ash 
dld y°n state them

about the repairs that were made— 
? A. I don’t think I have. n 40
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Q. Did you do any painting ? A. I  did ; I painted the 
mill, sir; I didn’t mention that—I knew there were some 
things that I  had forgotten.

Q. At what expense ? A. $100 that cost me.
Q. Do you think of anything else now? A. No, sir; 

I  'don’t think of anything else, but I  have done numerous 
repairs in a small way around there, to help improve the 
property, which don’t occur to me now.

Q. You were asked about the agreement between you 
10 and Mr. Oakey about the transfer of the mortgage, and 

your answer wasn’t very clear, and I  think it was under-
stood by Mr. Clark that you were to come together and 
-exchange the properties, leaving the mortgages on—I 
think he understood it in that way? A. No, sir.

Q. I  want to know what you mean to say about that? 
A. I  mean to say that I told Mr. Oakey, in our conver-
sation at one time, “ Your property has mortgage on, and 
my property has mortgage on, we can’t come together 
and give our deeds, and give a clear title, without notifying 

20 those parties, and I want to notify Mr. Yan Duesen and 
my sister-in-law for them to bring their mortgages there 
and wo will get together, and I would give him a deed for 
the property— (Interrupted.)

[Objected to.]
WITNESS.—Well, I told Oakey he had a mortgage on 

his property, and there was a mortgage on mine, and at 
any time he would name, so that we'could have our mort-
gagees come together, we would meet together, and trans-
fer our deeds any day that he would name. I told him 

30 so at first, and I  told him it must be done before the 20th 
of June, and I was ready at that time.

Q. What did you say about the transfer of the mort-
gages—what was the agreement, or understanding?
I told him that I  had arranged to have the mortgage o 
my sister and the mortgage of Mr. Yan Duesen transfer 
red from there to this property, and the other one I ex 
pected to pay.

Re-cross :
Q. When was it you told Mr. Oakey that he had mor 

40 gages on his property, and you had mortgages on y
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property, and any time lie would name, so that you could 
get the mortgagees together, you would fix it up in ex-
changing titles ? A. Frequently.

Q. Tell me a single time? A. Well, sir, on or about 
the 28tli of May, or the first of June was the first time.

Q. Who was by ? A. I  don’t know as there was any-
one by.

0. Where did you tell him that ? A. At Blackwell’s 
Mills. ; : \

Q. What do you mean—whereabouts at Blackwell’s 10 
Mills? A. Well, probably near the mill.

Q. Have you any definite recollection as to the time, or 
place, in respect to the conversation you have related?
A. Yes, sir; it was soon after I arrived there and got 
moved into the house, because I  wanted to have our busi-
ness fixed up.

Q. And that being so, you can’t tell where the conver-
sation took place ? A. I can tell you ; it took place right 
in front of the mill, or in the mill, but I  could not tell 
yon the exact spot. 20

Q. What did Mr. Oakey say to that ? A. He thought 
it was best to leave having the survey of the property 
until I got there, and would have it done on Saturday, 
which was the second day of June.

Q. Well, you did have a survey made in a few days ?
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, having the survey made in a few days, did you 
again say to him what you had said before ? A. I  did.

Q. What did he say then ? A. Well, then he was very 
busy getting his grain out and getting his son shipped off 30 
to Maryland.

Q. Did you repeat it to him again ? A. I  did.
_ Q. How soon afterwards ? A. Well, I repeated it several 

times; we were there together almost every day, and I re-
peated it to him.

Q- What did he say when you repeated it? A. I could 
not tell you, until finally he wanted me to arrange $10,000 
03 the Maryland property, because he could not get the
money taken here; that was about the 15th or 18th of 
June. • 40
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Mr. LINDABURY.—I desire to offer the deed that was, 
shown Mr. Cook to Mr. Oakey. (Marked Exhibit 2 C.) I 
also desire to offer the letter of Mr. Bartine, December 
21st. (Marked Exhibit 3 C.)

D R. W IL L IA M  R. R 1R B L K  a witness produced on 
the part of the aforesaid Complainant, having been duly 
sworn according to law, deposeth and saith.:

Direct examination, by Mr. Bartine :
10 Q. Where do you live ? A. Millstone, East.

Q. Are you acquainted with the parties to this suit— 
the Complainant and the Defendant ? A. I am.

Q. (Handing witness Exhibit 2 C.) Did you eyer see 
that paper before ? A. I have seen this paper, or the 
duplicate copy of it, but I think this is the original paper,

Q. When did you see it ? A. On the 17th of October.
Q. Under what circumstances ? A. Mr. Cook came to 

me and wanted me to go down and attend to this deed to 
Mr. Oakey.

20 Q. Was anybody with you? A. Mr. N. S. Wilson.
Q. What other instruction did you get ? A. Our in-

structions were— (Interrupted.)
[Objected to.]

Q. What did you do on that occasion? A. We went 
down and called on Mr. Oakey, and went in the house.

Q. State what occurred—what was said by yourself? 
A. I  told him I was instructed to say that we were ready 
to comply with the articles of agreement—to exchange 
deeds, and each property to be free and clear of incum- 

30 brances, and to comply with the ' arrangement, as it was 
written, and as I had seen.

Q. What answer did he give you ? A. He answered 
me that he supposed we were Mr. Cook’s friends, and, by 
instructions of his lawyer, he would prefer to say nothing; 
he didn’t wish to talk about it.

Q. Was there nothing further said on that subject? A- 
There may have been something else said, but that was 
about the sum and substance of it.

Q. That was at his house ? A. Yes, sir.
40



Q. That is all.
[Not cross-examined.]

CHARLES H. BROA (JII, a- witness produced on the 
part of the aforesaid Complainant, haying been duly 
sworn according to law, deposeth and saith:

Direct examination, by Mr. Bartine :
Q. Where do you live ? A. Blackwell’s Mills.
Q. How long have you lived there ? A. About 30 years.
Q. What business are you engaged in there? A. K eep-10 

ing grocery store.
Q. And post office ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. How far from the mill ? A. About 100 to 125 feet.
Q. What do you know about the repairs that have been 

made on the mill ? A. I have seen it being painted and 
fixed around the dam ; I know they were busy in the mill, 
but I don’t know what they done.

Q. What can you say about the business, as compared 
with what it was before the change of possession ? A. 
Well, there is from five to ten times as much— at least 20 
from five to ten times as much.

Q. In what way ? A. Especially on the grist work and 
retail that the}’ retail out of the mill.

Q. In what way do you know that? A. From the gen-
eral appearance of the business around.

Q. What have you to say, in your judgment, as to the 
value of the property since it has been in the charge of 
Mr. Cook, as compared with what it was on the day he 
took possession ?_ A. Well, what with the repairs, and 

e increased business, it would enhance the value of the 30 
property at least $5,000, as a business place.

Q. What improvement, in the business, was there com-
pared with when he took possession of it in the middle of 

-p ember ? A. Very much ; it began to improve pretty 
oon a ter Mr. Cook came. I  think in the second month 

, 6 was there, from appearances, there came there as much 
Jisiness as there was three months before he came and it 
»till increased.

Q. Then, to what extent—liow many degrees had it in- 
aSeC 5 accordmg to your judgment, by the middle of 40
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September ? A. Well, at least five times, if not more- 
five and a half.

Q. Had the repairs been put upon the mill by that 
time ? A. They had—the most of them.

Q. Then, what have you to say, as to the value, or 
amount of its increase in value, up to that time ? A. The 
value, up to that time, would be very much more—four to 
five thousand dollars more.

Cross-examination:
10 Q. What did you know about Mr. O^key’s business be-

fore Mr. Cook came there? A. Well, from the general 
appearance of what I  seen coming to the mill, there was 
very little stir around the mill to what there was after-
wards.

Q. Are you speaking now of the custom work ? A. 
Yes, sir.

Q. If Mr. Oakey ran his business as a merchant mill 
then you could not tell anything about the character o' 
that business compared with the business of Mr. Cook? 

20 A. Well, I  could see that he didn’t buy much grain.
Q. How do you know ? A. I  could see when the wag-

ons came there.
Q, But you don’t know what purchases he made ? A. 

Well, I  could see what came.
Q. Do you know anything about the cargoes of grain 

from New York? A. I  know about some.
Q. You and Mr. Oakey have not been friends for along

while ? A. Not very good.
Q. You never went in his. mill while he was in business 

30 there ? A. No, sir; not for the last two years.
Q. So you don’t know anything about what business 

Mr. Oakey was doing, except from seeing the wagons come 
and go there ? A. Yes, sir; from hearing, of course.

Q. You never knew what quantity of grain Mr. Oakey 
was carrying in this mill for merchant work? A. No, sir.

Q. So that your information is entirely based on wka 
you see outside ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. How much more would this property bring in e 
market, independent of the repairs, and supposing none 

40 had been made, how much more would the proper y se



85

for to-day, or how much more would it have sold for in 
September than in May ? A. I  think it would have sold 
for $5,000 more.

Q. Did you ever hear of anybody who was willing to 
give more money for it ? A. No, sir; but I don’t esti-
mate it that way. A good many men used to say that the 
mill was worn out, and that he could not make good work 
—that the mill was good for nothing.

Q. It is a small mill, with 14 acres of land, and a house ?
A. Well, something close to that. 10

Q. What was a fair market value of the mill at the time 
Mr. Oakey owned it ? A. That I don’t know; I suppose 
from twelve to fifteen thousand dollars.

Q. Now, you think it is worth eighteen to twenty 
thousand dollars ? A. Yes, sir; if a man wants that busi-
ness. ...

Q. And it has increased in that value by reason of the 
skill Mr. Cook has displayed in running the business ?
A. In building up the business.

Q. Well, that is his skill, ain’t it ? A. Yes, sir ; I  sup- 20 
pose so.

Q. Then, is the intrinsic value of the property which 
makes up this $5,000, the business he has built up there ?
A. Yes, sir.

Q- Well, then, take away the business and put it where 
it was before, and the property is worth about just as 
much as it was before ? A. Yes, sir ; taking off a little 
for improvements.

Q- Then, if it was offered in a public market, and a man 
s ould buy it, who had not the business skill of Mr. Cook, 30 
ke would be a loser of about $5,000—is that your way of 
easoning ? A. Yes, sir; if a man didn’t do any business 

1 wou d throw the value of the property back.
Me-direct examination:
Q- Can you see the front of the mill from your store ?
Yes, sir.

Q- Right in plain view ? A. Yes
Q- That is all.

sir.

40
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Adjourned until Friday, the 6th day of June, 1884, 
at the Court House, Somerville, New Jersey, at 
the hour of 10 o’clock in the forenoon, and to 
be from thence continued until the next day.

F r i d a y , June 6th, 1884.
Continuation of Case, Pursuant to Adjournment.

10 R O B E R T  B E A T T Y , a witness produced on behalf 
of the aforesaid Complainant, having been duly sworn, 
testified as follows:

Direct examination, by Mr. Bartine:
Q. Where do you live ? A. Blackwell’s Mills, at pres-

ent.
Q. How long have you been there? A. About fifteen 

months.
Q. Were you in the employ of Mr. Oakey before he 

left that mill ? A. Yes, sir.
20 Q. State how long ? A. About three months.

Q. When ? A. March, April and May, I think, 1883..
Q. Immediately preceding his leaving the mill? A. 

Yes, sir.
Q. When did he leave it? A. He left it somewheres 

about the first of June ; it might be three or four days 
one way or the other—the 28th of May, or the first of 
June.

Q. After that, in whose employ were you ? A. Edmund 
A. Cook’s.

30 Q. At what business ? A. Milling.
Q. And where? A. At the same place—Blackwells 

Mills.
Q. Now, what was the condition of the business at the 

time Mr. Oakey left it? A. Well, he was doing a mod-
erate business—slowly along.

Q. What do you mean by that ? A. Well, he was not 
doing a heavy business.

Q. After Mr. Cook took possession, what then became 
the condition of the business? A. Well, the business 

40
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I under Mr. Cook’s management increased after tlie first 
I month.

Q. State particularly about the amount of business Mr.
I Oakey was doing per month, at the time he closed the 
I business? A. What do you mean—the amount of dollars 
I per month ?

Q. Yes. A. That I could not say.
Q. Well, you can express it in any way you please; I  

I suppose, it would mean, how much the mill had earned 
per month, as near as you can tell it ? A. Well, I should 10 

I judge, from the way the business was then, it was earn- 
I ing, probably, $100, or over, per month.
I Q. Now, state what the change was, when it began, and 

how great it was, in the business? A. Well, after the 
first month the business increased over what Mr. Oakey’s 
business was then—about four times as much.

Q. After the first? A. Yes, sir.
I A V “ ’ comPara^veby speaking, how great is it now ?
I v ell, it has been all along the same, or a little more, 

up to within the last ten days. 20
Q. What is the matter now? A. Well, we are short of 

[ an(̂  haven t got the power.
1UtVG ^°U to saY °* ^ 6  condition of the prop- 

1 aS imProvements are concerned? A. Well,
n °° llas made a great many improvements—he has 
Put a new roof on the house.

O k-nd ° f r° ° f ? A - Slate roof.
0 WvA klnd.of roof was on it before ? A. Shingle, 

dition 11 was lts con(lition ? A. It was in a bad con-

,3,? ’ Well and the other improvements? A. Well he*^ 
S r ;  tbS0nll‘ 6 r- ls- b o l tS> two new c lo to  S d  
and do J  PS rePaU'ed “ *at r6V0lv° the two wheat «tones, 
C m  pa,ra ° n the dam’ and P” ” ted outside Of

Q- What size is it? A. The mill ? 
m Yes. A T

buildin ne\er measured ; I  should judge the
g was 60 or 70 feet long.

0 C T ,  T de ? A ' About 25 or 30 feet.
<4- How h,gh ? A. It is three and a half storiies. 40



Q. Anything done to the dam? A. Yes, sir; lie re-
paired the dam.

Q. What was the condition before the mill, and behind 
it, immediately before it, and behind it ? A. Well, he p ut 
in a new rack in front of the mill, where the water leads 
into the cistern in the mill.

Q. Has any other improvement been made about the 
mill so as to add to its appearance? A. Yes, sir; he had 
it painted, and he had it fixed up around—different little 

10 odds and ends around.
By the COURT.—-Is this new rack you speak of, in the 

race way ? A. Yes, sir ; in front of the mill, to prevent 
sticks or anything going through into the wheel.

Further direct :
Q. When did Mr. Cook take possession of that mill? 

A. Somewheres about the first of June, a day or two—I 
think it was the 28th of May, or somewhere about there.

Q. Ho you remember, at that time, of hearing Mr. Oak- 
ey—was Mr. Oakey there ? A. Yes, sir; he was there. 

20 Q. Saying anything to Mr. Cook about it ? A. No,sir; 
nothing particularly—that is, he said he handed the mill 
over to him now—he gave him possession of it.

Q. Possession of what ? A. The mill property there- 
Blackwell’s Mills.

Q. Did he take possession of the whole of it ? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. You know of no reservation made in the mill prop* 
erty at all ? A. I  don’t know of any ; no, sir.

Q. Did he say anything about Snedaker moving, and 
30if so, what? A. Mr. Oakey said he would rather live 

over in that big house if he could get it.
Q. What do you mean by the big house? A. The 

house on the farm adjoining the property, or right close 
by there.

Q. Then occupied by Snedaker? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Well, if he could get it?  A. Yes, sir; Snedaker 

was there, and he could not move there.
Q. Did Snedaker remain there? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What, if anything, did Mr. Oakey get you to do in 

40that transaction? A. Nothing, particularly, more than
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he said that lie did not know whether Snedaker would 
let him have it or not, and I told him I would ask him ; 
so I asked Mr. Snedaker, and he said that house where 
Mr. Oakey was going in, or was in, was too small for him, 
and his wife would not move anyhow.

Q. Was there any offer of any consideration if he would 
move ? A. I think Mr. Oakey said it would not cost him 
any rent if he moved.

Q. Did he do it ? A. No, sir.
Q. And Mr. Oakey continued to live where? A. In 10 

one of the small houses on this mill property.
Q. He lives there now, doesn’t he ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Mr. Oakey had not lived there before ? A. No, sir.
Q. He had been living in the big house, had he not?

A. Yes, sir.
Q. And he moved out of that and moved into the oth-

er? A. Yes, sir.
Q. I understand you to say,'then, that the purpose was 

to êtMr. Snedaker to move out of that house of Mr. 
Oakey s so that he could move off of the mill property 20 
into it? A. Yes, sir; he said he would rather live on his 
own property over there.

Q- Where did Mr. Oakey live before this exchange was 
made? A. He lived in the largest house on the mill 
property.

Q- Now occupied by whom ? A. Mr. Cook.
Known as the homestead, isn’t it—the Mansion 

House? A. The Mansion House; yes, sir.
Q- Northwest of the mill? A. Yes, sir.

£ Q* What, if anything, did Mr. Oakey tell you in rela- 30 
on to the publicity of this exchange before it had actual- 
ytaken place? A. He said he was about changing his 
property, and did not care to have anyone know anything 
 ̂ out his business, and did not care for me to say any- 

g about it, and so I never did.
Q- Until what time ? A. I never said anything about 
«  after the exchange was made.

^tyHow long did he wish you to keep quiet about it?
■ e said until after the exchange was made.
"  1)1(1 he state any reason? A . 'Yes, sir; he said— 14.0

*
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think he said he had some enemies around there—around 
Blackwell’s Mills, and they might injure him some way.

Q. Injure the trade, do you mean? A. Yes, sir.
[Objected to, by Defendant’s counsel.]

By the COURT.—Let him tell what he said.
[Question withdrawn.]

Q. State, as near as you can, what he said? A. I don’t 
remember exactly.

Q. The substance of it, then? A. The substance of it 
10 was, that he thought he had some enemies there, and lie 

did not care for anybody to know his business.
Q. Did he say anything to you about the property hav-

ing run down in that connection? A. He said, I think, 
that he was not doing as large a business as he had done; 
something that way; and they might say something that 
would interfere with it. He said he had some enemies 
there he thought would work against him.

Q. That is all.
Cross-examined, by Mr. Clark:

20 Q. How long have you been engaged in the milling 
business ? A. About 12 years, sir.

Q. Do you dress stones ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Wheat burs—so that they do good work ? A. I do, 

yes, sir.
Q. Your business is in charge of a mill—to keep it m 

good and workmanlike order? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Is your mill now in that condition ? A. It is.
Q. Your wheat stones are now in good order ? A. Yes, 

sir.
30 Q. And do first-class work ? A. They do 

yes, sir.
Q. As good as they should do?

rood work;

A. As good work as
the burs themselves should do ; they don’t perform all t e 
work in making good flour.

Q. The burs themselves? .A. Yes, sir; the burs wor
good themselves.

Q. Is there any defect in the working of the burs, or 
the working of the machinery of the mill, with respec 
its practical operation there now? A. No, sir.

i  i  • i i  w* G i n p e
40 Q. And has there been any change made* m them
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Mr. Cook took possession, in any way?. A. With the 
stones ?

Q. Yes. A. Nothing, except the feed stones.
Q. I am now talking about the wheat burs ? A. No, 

sir.
Q. Have you been dressing the stones yourself? A. 

Yes' sir.
Q. How often have you had the picks sharpened? A.

I have had them sharpened once.
Q. Since you have been there—Mr. Gakey and two oth-10 

er gentlemen were in the mill, a day or two since, with a 
view of examining it, were they not ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. You went about to show them the property ? A. I 
went about with them ; yes, sir.

Q. At Mr. Cook’s suggestion ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And they wished to see the flour burs, did they not ?

A. They did not ask to see the flour burs ; no, sir.
Q. The wdieat burs ? A. No, sir.
Q- Didn t they ask to see those stones ? A. No, sir; 

the) asked to see a stone taken up ; they did not say 20 
"’Inch stone.

^°u understood the wheat burs, didn’t you ? A. I 
nt understand which they meant.

Q- You declined to take the stone up for them ? A. 
y employer told me not to, it was too much work, we 

üad not time to bother with it.
Q. Are the furrows in those stones—the wheat burs— 
e same as when you took possession ? A. Yes, sir • 

they are all there.

who 1 ntyou saY to Mr- Oakey, and those gentlemen 30 
oil w^h him, one or more, that the furrows were 

ou of the stones, all worn down? A. No sir 
^•Youdidn’t? A. I  didn’t. 
q  jj0thlng of that sort ? A. No, sir. 

as mn ?  y0U SaY tlie business now is about four times 
It has I* aS ^ WaS Ŵ en ^ r‘ C'Ook took possession ? A. 
fil’stmonth11 ^  al0ng’ Unti' tlie last ten daY^ after the

monthYn P1’evi0us to the last ten days, after the first
!as een all the time four times as much as 40
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when Mr. Oakey left, and Mr. Cook took possession of it?
A. Yes, sir.

Q. How many millers are employed—anyone beside 
yourself? A. No, sir.

Q. How much time are you occupied in running the 
mill? A.- I  am in there night and day.

Q. Have you been running the mill all night after the j 
first' month of Mr. Cook’s taking possession, until ten ! 
days ago ? A. Not every night ; no, sn\

10 Q. Well, what proportion of the time? A. Well, 
three-fourths of the time, with the exception of Sundays.

Q. How many burs did you run when the mill run that 
way ? A. Always run the wheat burs until 10 or 1 
o’clock at night, and then I  would run the feed stones a
night. ' ,,

Q. Now, in the day time, how many burs would yoi
run ? A. I mostly run four.

Q. Four burs in the day time ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Would you be able to run four burs now with, e

20 decrease in power ? A. No, sir.
Q. How long since the power has decreased. A. ’

it has been a week or ten days. ^
Q. What is the occasion of the decrease in power. • 

Well, the water is lower, and there is a leakage in
mill. - ,i

Q. What has occasioned the leakage under th
A. Well, that I  cannot say; it is covered by water.

Q. When did you know this mill before the mon 
March, 1883, ever? A. Never. n , u

30 . Q. And during the month of March, 188 , ^ a ^  
know about the stone wall on the back par 
next to the feed stones ? A. There was a stone wa 

Q. Is that stone wall there still? A. N°, ^
Q. That was there when Mr. Oakey left p

wasn’t it? A. Yes, sir. , i j  :.1(jgeit
Q. How high was it then ? A. Well. I  sb° ^ ¿ e r ,  

was about two feet ; it might have been a 
and it might not have been quite so high. ^ r ?

Q. You mean two feet above the surface oi 
Æn A Y a k . s ir .
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Q. Tliat kept back the wash from the forebay? A. 
That isn’t the forebay, it is the tail race.

By Mr. BARTINE.— Q. Is there any flume there ? A.
No, sir.

By the COURT.—Q. Let the witness state the distance 
of the dam from the mill, and how the water is conduct-
ed from the dam to the mill ? A. The dam starts from 
about the middle of the mill and runs across the river, 
and under about one-third of the end of the mill this 
cistern is built, and there is a rack built in front of this 10 
cistern in order to keep any obstacle from going into the 
wheel; and this cistern is built up to hold the water 
there, and throw it upon the wheels, and furnish the pow-
er ; and this wall is a short wall next to the side of the 
cistern, that the wheel sits in, that drives the feed m ill; 
it was built there, I suppose, in order to keep the em-
bankment back of that from washing down and interior-' 
ing with the power of that wheel.

By the COURT.—Mr. Clark, what is the object of this 
inquiry? Suppose, for example, that Mr. Cook, when he 20 
went into possession, had torn down the mill; suppose 
be had taken the stones off and sold them ?

By Mr. CLARK.—I have another object, if the Court 
please, which I will explain in a few moments.

By the COURT.—It looks very much to me as though 
if this suit did not move for specific performance, and Mr. 
Cook had violated any contract, expressed or implied, 
t at that is a matter for future consideration, and in an-
other form.

By Mr. CLARK.—Your Honor is right in that, but this 30 
18 ôr mother purpose.

Q. How long has that wall been down ?
By Mr. LINDABURY.—If it is for some other purpose,

7  ̂d°n t know, I want to know what it is, and I ob-
jec to this as no cross-examination.

y t h e  COURT.—If you put it on that ground I shall 
have to rule it out. .

%Mr. CLARK.- 
H  and
er cross-

I  decline to show my hand at pres-
will show your Honor, presently, that it is a prop- 
examination. 40



By Mr. LINDABURY.—I think it is no cross-exam-
ination, and I object on that"ground.

By the COURT.—A witness has stated, Mr. Lindabury, 
that the property has been improved; he further stated 
the particulars in which-he thought it had been im-
proved. If, upon the other hand, Mr. Cook had, in what 
he considered improvements, effected what others, compe-
tent to judge, might regard as waste, it ought to be shown. 
This man being an expert, and having spoken of the im- 

10 provements, I will allow it to go on under the objections 
that have been made, but if it is for the other purpose I 
suggested, I would at once rule it out.

Q. How long has that wall been down ? A. I think the 
first I noticed of it was sometime in February.

Q. Last? A. Yes, sir.
Q. You say that at the time Mr. Cook took possession 

of the mill, Mr. Oakey’s business had only been earning 
about $100 a month ? A. Somewheres about that, I 
should judge, although I  would not say for certain.

20 Q. What do you mean by that ? A. Just what I say.
Q. In what way had it been earning $100 a month? 

A. By running the mill.
Q. Now, suppose Mr. Oakey was doing merchant work, 

and had run upon merchant work alone ? A. I am speak-
ing of the business all together.

Q. How do you estimate the merchant w o r k  that Mr. 
Oakey was doing at that time, as a matter of profit to 
him, in estimating the $100 per month—what proportion 
of it was merchant work ? A. Well, I should judge, two- 

30 thirds of it.
Q. Then, what proportion of it was actual grain ground, 

and what proportion grain sold ? A. I am not speaking 
of grain shipped or sold; that is not milling business, 
grain that is shipped has never been milled.

Q. N o ; but the mill is used as the repository, often 
times purchase of grain, and in that way connected wi 
the milling business. You mean, then, ‘ grain actua y 
ground ? A. I am answering the question you asked 
what the mill earned— nothing to do with the grain sol - 

40 Q. I  am only trying to understand what you mean, a
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is all. Now, then, before that time—before, say, the 
month of April, what was Mr. Oakey’s business, about? A. 
Before the month of April?

Q. Yes; take it before the month of April—the month 
of March— you say you went there in March, I  under-
stand you? A. Yes, sir; ¡about the first of March.

Q. What was the business worth in March ? A. The 
month of March, I  think, was worth a little more than 
other months with him ;. there was more to work—more 
farmers bringing in grist. 10

Q. Then, the grist work depends largely upon the sea-
son? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Some seasons—the Spring of the year it is heavier 
than in the Summer ? A. It depends upon the time of 
the year; there is more business in the Spring and Fall 
than in the Summer and Winter.

Q. Did Mr. Oakey—was it his want of material to do 
business with ? A. No, sir.

Q- Would not the mill earn more than $100 in mer-
chant work ? A. It would; the capacity of the mill 20 
was there; it would, if made to do it.

Q. Well, during the months of March and April, wasn’t 
that mill of sufficient capacity to earn more than $100 a 
month in merchant work ? A. It was; yes, sir.

Q- Did not Mr. Oakey, at that time, have plenty of ma-
terial on hand to keep the mill occupied and at work day 
and night? A. Yes, sir.

Q- And, at the time of giving Mr. Cook possession, he " 
sold large quantities—thousands of dollars worth of grain, 
did he not, in order to get the mill free to give posses- 30 
Sion ? A. He sold a great deal; it would not get up into 
the thousands, though.

Q- Well, as much as 5,000 ? A. No, sir.
Q- Not as much as 5,000 bushels of grain, all told ? A.
Mir; he ha'd 1,700 bushels of wheat, and 1,700 were 

80 5 New York, and some 500 to A. B. Cook.
Q- He had some corn ? A. He had corn.
Q- What quantity of corn ? A. I  could not tell, ex- 

ac y > I should think he must have had over 2,000 bush-
40

els.



Q. Was there a time during the months of March, 
April and May that he did not have that quantity of corn 
and wheat on hand ? A. There might have been, that he 
had not quite that much, and might have been he had 
more.

Q. So, it is safe to say it averaged that? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, then, you spoke about repairs a moment ago; 

had you examined the shingle roof on the house before 
it was repaired with a slate roof? A. Nothing more than 

10 what I  could see in front of the mill, on the road, and 
around the house ; I  never went up by it.

Q. This roof covered both sides of the house—that is, 
both sides of the roof? A. Yes, sir—that is, the main 
building.
. Q. The matter of bolts, that you spoke of—do you 

know what the roof .cost? A. I  don’t exactly; no, sir.
Q. The matter of cloths—bolting cloths, of which you 

spoke—different millers have different views, in reference 
to the character of cloths required in a mill, do they not? 

20 A. Yes, sir.
Q. And what would suit one would not suit others, and 

they would make changes to suit their views in reference 
to the work they had on hand ? A. Some d o ; but these 
— (Interrupted.)

Q. I  am not asking you about these now ; I am asking 
you about the general rule ? A. Yes, sir; they do.

Q. And some want finer cloths, and some coarser? 
Yes, sir.

Q. These that you put in—were they finer or coarser 
30 than what Mr. Oakey put there ? A. The same num er.

Q. Bolting cloths are no permanent repairs—they have 
to be repaired according as they are worn? A. Yes,sir.

Q. N-ow, you spoke about the steps a moment ago 
that is no permanent repair, either, is it? A. No,sir,
they were not. • • die

Q. The step is the step on which the upright spin
runs that runs the bur, I  understand ? A. Yes, sm .

Q. If that heats it will wear out very quick y- 
Yes, sir.

40 Q. It has to be watched and oiled ? A. Yes, sir.



Q. Do you know anything about the material which 
was used to paint this mill with ? A. No, sir.

Q. Do you know who did the painting ? A. There was 
a stranger there painting, said his name was Thompson ; 
lie had another man working for him ; he had a man by 
the name of Galagher, and another man by the name of 
Cruser.

Q. Now, you spoke of the rack in front of the mill, 
where the water runs in the cistern—how long is that • 
rack, about, Mr. Beatty ? A. Somewhere in the neigh-10 
borhood of 20 feet.

Q. Did he put in a new rack, or only some new slats ?
A. He put in a new rack—that is, what I  call a rack—the 
slats that you put all the way across, that is the rack; the 
rest part of it is not called the rack.

Q. I understand what you call the rack. I  want to 
know whether he put in a whole new rack, or simply 
where some of the slats were broken ? A. He put them

think he did; I am not positive ; but I  am under the im-
pression they were all new. -

Q. Are you willing to say he put in 30 new slats ? A. 
res, sir; over 30. ,

Q. How many slats do you think there are in the rack ?
• could not say, exactly; there might be 40 or 50, may-
G T g t0 h°W Cl° se they are Plac’ed together, 

th me wtia,t repairs he did to the dam, between 
e mil and the stone dam, at the end of the wooden 30 

a~ ‘ ’ ■̂e Put a stick of timber on there.
• hat was the size of the stick of timber? A. I 

aon t know, exactly.
Q- What was the length of it ? A. That I  don’t know; 

wen it came tW « u. ______i. ...................’

in new.
Q- What in new ? A. The slats.
Q. Did he put in new slats all the way across ? A. I

20

, ------a v e r y  loner
not use all of it.

40
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Q. And how thick? A. It might be six inches, or it 
might be an inch or two either way.

Q. That part of the dam, where this stick of timber is 
put upon, rises higher than any other part of the dam? 
A. I think it is a little higher.

Q. As much as how many inches higher ? A. I never 
examined it closely; it might be an inch or two.

Q. How wide is that stick on the dam ? A. That I 
could not say; it might be a foot, and it might be a little 

10 less, or a little more.
Q. Is that the repair to the dam of which you spoke 

when you said the dam had been repaired? A. That is 
not all.

Q. Now, you mean the repairs to the end of the dam, 
by building up stone work there ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. That proved, however, to be insufficient, and washed 
down ? A. I see some of it is down; yes, sir.

Q. That is how long a piece of stone work, about ? A. 
It ran in a sort of curve, maybe 15 feet.

20 Q. And how high? A. Well, two or three feet; some-
where along there, in some places ; .some places are not 
so high as others.

Q. No; it is the end of the dam where it runs up into 
the bank where the water is low ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, then, you spoke a little while ago about the 
business being four times as much as Mr. Oakey’s busi-
ness—how much of the time did Mr. Oakey run his mill 
while you were there in March, and April, and May? A. 
He used to run along through the day ; one week I was 

3D home—a week the mill did not run.
Q. Well, you ran all day—now, did you run at night? 

A . I  ran the feed stone along, some nights, until eight or 
nine o ’clock—bed-time.

Q. What would be the average time you would stop at 
night? A. Well, probably it would average eight, or 
half-past eight; there was lots of days we did not run the 
feed stone at all.

Q. You said Mr. Snedaker was to move, and it wou
• • i 0  Anot cost him anything—where was he to move, to.

40 Into this house, where Mr. Oakey now lives.
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Q. Mr. Snedaker was tlie man who was farming Mr. 
Oakey’s place? A. He worked for Mr. Oakey on the 
farm for wages, I think.

Q. That is all.
Re-direct examination:
Q. Can you tell us when that wall disappeared ? A. 

Disappeared ?
Q. Yes; when it was destroyed? A. Well, I  cannot 

tell, exactly; the first I  noticed it was going down was 
sometime in February. 101

Q. What did it? A. I  think it was on account of so 
much high water—soaked the ground loose all around it 
—there was a great deal of high water this Spring.

Q. Has there been any time since when it should be 
repaired? A. Well, it could be repaired, I  suppose, 
within the last we’ek or two—since the water got warm— 
fit to go in;

Q. It is necessary, then, to have low water—it required 
going in the water to do ? A. Yes, sir ; you would have 
to go in the water.« 20

Q. Now, you spoke of the wheat and corn that Mr. 
Oakey had on hand—what is the reason he did not grind 
more wheat ? A. I don’t know" why; he was boss ; I  went 
under his directions.

Q. Then, it was under his directions that you did not 
grind any more ? A. It was not particularly under his 
directions that I did not grind any more, hut I  was not 
hurried, and I ran the material along.

Q. How many stones did you run—burs ? A. Mostly 
i’an one. 30

Q. And hoW long did you run it—how much of the 24 
hours? A; Well, I should think an average of about 10 
hours a day

Q; And the feed stone—how long did you. run that, or 
them ? A. Some days I  would not run it at all. ^

Q. Why? A. Well, I  would not have anything to grind, 
particularly; that is, I  would have feed ahead, and would 
fiot have ahy cause to grind, and I  would let it stand, 

y  Sow was it with the flour—did you have any of 
watatread* A. W  sir, .........  m
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Q. Did you keep it ahead all the time? A. I general-
ly kept it ahead all the time.

Q. Then, the reason you did not grind much was lie-
cause you had flour on hand ?

[Objected to.]
By the C O U R T .— That appears on the face of it.
Q. Were you ever urged, during that month, to grind 

more than you did ? A. No, sir.
Q. Now, how much flour had you on hand?

10 By the C O U R T .— What is the use of pursuing this any
further?

By Mr. B A R T IN E .— It is simply a rebuttal of the po-
sition taken by counsel—that the wheat and corn was 
there, and ought to be ground. We wish to show that lie
had no occasion to grind it.

By the COURT.—So far as that is concerned, it was
Mr. Oakey’s own mill, and he had charge of it. _

Q. Where, at that time, was the flour and feed market-
ed ? A. Mostly at New Brunswick.

20 Q. Was any sent to New York at that time? A. They 
sent some white meal to New York at that time, yes, sir 

Q. Any flour, or feed ? A. No, sir.
Q. Did you have market, to your knowledge, for any 

more than you ground ? A. Not that I know of.
Q. That is all. 
lie-cross examination:
Q. It is not customary, or usual, to run the floor 

stones at night, is it ? A. No, sir ; there is not many that 
runs, unless they are shoved, that is, have work to do.

30 Q That is not your practice since you have been wi 
Mr. Cook? A. That has been all owing to how the usi 
ness was; if the business required it I  done it. _

Q. You couldn’t run your flour stone all night un 
you had help? A. Not many nights; I  might do i 0 
three or four nights.

Q. That is all.
Further re-direct: a 1) A. I
Q. Were you away because the mill was closed

was home, sick. u
40 By the COURT.—Q. Was the mill closed becaus y
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were sick ? A. No, sir ; it was not closed, but they didn’t 
run their flour stone. ■>, ,

Further re-direct:
Q. Was it closed at any oilier time ? A. No, sir.
By Mr. CLABK.—Q. Did the feed stones run while you 

were away? A. I think Mr. Oakey did say he ground 
some feed while I was away; the feed stone was running 
when I came back.

FREDERICK V. L. VOORIIEES , a witness p ro -10 
duced on behalf of the aforesaid Complainant, haying 
been duly sworn, testified as follows :

Direct examination, by Mr. Bartine :
Q. Where do you reside? A. I reside at Blackwell’s 

Mills.
Q. How far from the mill? A. Between four and five 

hundred yards.
Q. For how long have you lived there ? A. 38 years.
Q. Where did you get your mail ? A. I  generally got 

it there. 20
Q. Your post office is Blackwell’s Mills, then ? A.

Yes, sir.
Q. And how frequently did you go there ? A. Oh, well, 

maybe three or four times a day; maybe, sometimes not 
as much.

Q. Do you recollect the time when Mr. Oakey left the 
mill? A. Oh, yes.

Q- And immediately preceding it ? A. Certainly.
Q. What was the condition of his business—milling 

business, at that time ? A. Oh, well, I  couldn’t answer 30 
that question definitely; I never examined his books.

Q- Well, could you tell ? A, Oh, I  could tell that he 
wasnt doing the business he had heretofore done.

Q- How long had he been there ? A. He had been 
t ere, I think, some 10 or 11 years.

Q< For how long a period before he left it had it been 
running down ? A. Oh, well, probably two years.

Q- Two what extent, comparatively, had it been reduced
om what it was years before ? A. Oh, well, I  couldn’t 

tell, exactly. 40
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Q. As near as you can tell? A. But lie hadn t wasnt 
doing—tliere wasn’t the people corning to the mill that 
had been used to coming.

Q. Since Mr. Oakey has left, and Mr. Cook has taken 
possession, what have you to say about the business of ̂ 
the mill ? A. Weil, the business lias increased ; for a 
month or two Mr. Cook didn t do a great déàl mòie than 
Mr. Oakey, as I could see; after awhile it began to m- 

- -crease. Mr. Cook took that mill at a time of the. year 
10 when it is generally poor milling season ; it always is so ; 

most of the farmers, like me, turn their horses out, and 
would not feed any gram., ..̂ iAv ^  i

Q. Now, were you familiar with thè“ condition of the
property at that time? A.' òli, I  cant tell anything 
about the mill property. ; , -

Q. I  mean the external appearance of the whole prop-
erty, as a mill property ? A* Ob, yes ; cei-tainly.  ̂ .

Q What have you to say aboutlt, at the time Mr. Oak- 
g j y  left—in what condition was it ? A. Well, MfcCoh. 
20 helped the looks of the property, and, if he had done as 

told him to do, lie would have helped it more; hepd a
new roqf on his house. _ - v * 'u-

Q. Did it need it ? A, Well, he must have thought so. 
Q. 1 mean, in your judgment ? A. I  dare say it i •

; Q. What kind of a; job is it now?, A- Well, he ha a 
good man to do tlie business, and 1 suppose it is »
good. , ■ I -, «■. ... > - n *

Q. And the mill, lias; that improved in appearance. *•
v  W e b , yes, somewhat ; he has painted if. , . ^
30 Q. Then, what have you to say as to whether g  

has been increased since—not how much ; but h^K 
creased, in value; under f | e  c a r e  of Mr. Cook ? A.  ̂ J  
that is according to the, times, a little; and accor lD° 
people’s pocket; if a man wants to buy tliat Pr0P . 
for cash, why, I  don’t think it is worth a  great dea, 
than it was a year ago, any more than what htt é is P
Olltp it., ,.,f .. M of

&  Then, you , think it is improved to the ex
L what has been put on it? A. On, yes; it is ih

40 trading order.
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Q. Would it be in better selling order, too ? A. Well,
I suppose it would ; but you don’t find people nowadays 
buying, they go trading.

Q. Did you have a conversation with Mr. Oakey in May 
last—May, 1883,1 mean? A. Yes, sir.

Q. In relation to this exchange? A. Well, about the 
time of Mr. Cook’s vendue, I forget just what time that 
was, I said to him, “ How comes it you ain’t going to the 
sale”? . |  /  || ; r ■

Q. What sale ? A. Mr. Cook’s sale. 10
Q. In Maryland? A. Yes, sir; he said he could not go 

very well, he had bought 20 head of cattle of Mr. Cook; 
and wanted some horses, but his son John was going down, 
and he had instructed him what to buy, and how to buy;
I suppose, what to pay for them.

■Q. Did you see him again, after harvest ? A. After he 
went down there; yes, sir ; I saw him when he came back.

■Q. What did he say about the hay he had gathered 
down there? A. Oh, he said he had a fine crop ; he had
gathered from 160 to 170 load, and got tired of gather-20 
ing.

Q- What did he say about the wheat, if anything? A.
Ike wheat was splendid.

Q- Did he tell you how much he had? A. .Not just
^en, but shortly after he said they had threshed 1,300 
bushels. - .

Q. About the rye ? A. A couple of hundred bushels of 
rye. •

Q. And clover seed ? A. He said they threshed 98 
ushels of clover seed within two days, but I didn’t b e -30 

e t at; but I saw the samples, and it was the hand-
somest seed I most ever saw.

Q- Tell us, as near as you can, the time of these con-
inff  ̂10?S  ̂ ^ eb’ be came home, and went to draw-

o m w eat on his own farm ; it was cut and shucked 
the nex* day, I think.
hâ v S f  must W  been in July, then ? A. July is 
time ere' b̂en bhey threshed the wheat :some-

_ 615  ̂don t know how long after.
40
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Q. Sometime before the first of August, however, was it 
not ? A. 1 presume it was.

Q. The conversation, I understand you to say, was soon 
after he had threshed his •wheat ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, did you have any conversation with him in 
which he spoke of what Mr. Cook was doing at the mill? 
A. I  came along there, one evening, and he was sitting 
out on the stoop ; I often stopped to talk to him, and lie 
made the remark, says he, “ Cook is doing quite some 

10 business here “  Oh, yes” , says I. I  hadn’t been there 
that day, and it appears there had been several 
wagons there bringing grain and one thing and another. 
“ Well” , says he, “ I hope he will do well; I hope he will 
do well” , he says.

Q. The conversation, in relation to the clover seed, can 
you tell me, about, when that was ? A. Well, his son 
came here with • the sample, and, I guess, went to New 
York the next day with it, to get market for it.

* # Q. Y es; but can you tell us when it was? A. Well,it 
20 must have been in September; I understood him to say 

it was the first clover seed that had been offered in the 
city of New York—the first new seed.

Q. Can you tell us about when the conversation was, 
0 about the hay ? A. Well, that is when he canie back after 

harvest—gathering the harvest there in Maryland.
Q. And before the harvest was gathered here? A. 

Yes ; he came back here; his harvest was out, and so was 
mine, and he went to drawing his harvest.

Q. You think that was in July? A. I think it was, I 
30 know it made the old man sweat considerable.

Cross-examined, by Mr. Clark:
Q. How long had Mr. Oakey been running the mill be 

fore Mr. Cook took possession of it? A. I guess 10°r 
12 years—10 or 11 years.

Q. Just reflect ? A. Well, it would be 9 years 9 or 
years—Mr. Oakey knows. ,

Q. Now, didn’t Mr. Oakey rent the mill out ? A. » 
I  don’t know what they did ; I  guess he is boss, if be 1 
rent it out.

40 Q. Didn’t Mr. Oakey rent the mill out over a year, s
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that he had nothing to do with it, at all? A. Oh, I  don’t 
know anything about that. •-

Q. Don’t you know, as a fact, the year Mr. Oakey went 
to the Legislature that he didn’t run the mill ? A. N o;
I don’t know anything about that; there was a man there 
by the name of Rittenhouse.

Q. Didn’t Rittenhouse and John Oakey run the mill 
that year? A. Well, they said they did, but I guess the 
old man was head boss.

Q. What makes you think so ? A. Well, I  thought he 10 
ought to be, if he wasn’t ; I  know I  would have been, if I 
had such men running it.

Q. How long did Rittenhouse and John Oakey run it ?
A. I can’t tell you ?

Q. Did you ever see the mill being run by the Defend-
ant, Mr. John L. Oakey, during the time that Rittenhouse 
and John Oakey had charge? A. I  don’t know; I pre-
sume it was under Mr. Oakey’s thumb ; if I  took anything 
there I looked to him for the money.

Q. Well, do you know, of your own knowledge, how 20 
the mill was being run ? A. No.

Q. You don’t know anything about it, at all? A. No.
Q- Now, then, could you fix the time when it was that 

John Oakey and Rittenhouse run the mill ? A. I  could, 
out I can’t just now; I suppose it might have been three 
or four years ago.

Q- Mr. Oakey took possession about the middle of 
one, 1882, did he not—he took charge again—Mr. John 
• Oakey? A. Well, now, maybe he did, and maybe—I 

don t know; I have forgot about that. 30
know what the condition of the mill was at 

e ^me Mr. Oakey took possession of it ? A. No, sir.
Q. Do you know anything about his commencing to re-

pair, and doing considerable repairs, during the Summer 
0 1882, shutting the mill substantially down ? A. He 
one that when he first came there.
Q-Do you remember anything about the freshet in 

”6ptember, ^882 ? A. I think I ought to know.
Washing away the bridges, right opposite Black-

40
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well’s Mills, and preventing travel for some months in that 
way? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And also doing damage to the mill ? A. Well, I 
presume it did.

Q. Do yon know what the damage was ? A. I wasn’t 
in the mill; I  would be around sometimes, but I didn’t 
interfere with the miller’s business.

Q. You did’t concern yourself with Mr. Oakey’s busi-
ness? A. No, sir. . •

10 Q. And didn’t look to see what he was doing, or wasn’t 
doing, in order to know what kind of trade he was doing 
there, or wasn’t doing ? A. No.

Q. You gave no attention to his business, at all, so as 
to form any estimate as to the character of the business 
he was doing, or the kind of business he was doing, or 
anything about it? A. N o; I  never looked to know 
whether they were making money, or losing money.

Q. Now, before Mr. Oakey leased the mill to Kitten- 
house and John Oakey, Mr. Oakey did a very large grain 

20 business there, did he not ? A. Yes ; he bought a good 
deal of grain, and sold grain in bulk, and ground a good 
deal of grain.

Q. That is all.

LO UIS D . ;COOK, a witness produced on behalf of 
the Complainant, being duly sworn, testifies:

D irect .examination, by Mr. Lindabury:
Q. Where do you live ? A. Bound Brook.
Q. What relation are you to the Complainant ? A. 

80:am a brother of the Complainant.
Q. Did you see him during the Spring or Summer o 

1883 ? A. Yes,: sir.
Q. More than once ? A. Yes, sir. „
Q. Where do you live, or did you say Bound Kro 

l3id you have any -conversation with him about the agre 
ment between him and Mr. Oakey, with reference ho&r 
Change of property ? A. Yes, sir. . ?

By the COURT.—Q. Is that with the Complainant.
By Mr. LINDABURY.—With the Complainant; ye, 

40 sir.
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Q. Did you liav:e any conversation with reference to 
mortgages upon his Maryland property ? A. I did.

Q Did you come to any agreement with him, regarding 
the removal of these mortgages ? A. I told him that I 
would arrange the one due my sister, for about $1,700, and 
that I would furnish him, or had friends that would furnish 
him, ten or twelve thousand dollars on the mill property, 
if lie wanted it,

Q. The Oakey mill property ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. When did you tell him that? A. Well, sometime in 10 

the Summer of 1883; I couldn’t name the date—June,
Jul y or August' somewhere along there—in those three 
months; I could not remember the time.

Q. .Well, what understanding, if any, existed from that 
time on till September, regarding that matter between 
you and him?

By Mr. CLARK.—I don’t, think that is competent, if 
the Court please.

By the COURT.—I suppose, from what has passed al-
ready, both in the direct and cross-examination of wit- 20 
nesses, it is proper for the Complainant to show that he 
made arrangements for the purpose of carrying out this 
agreement. The witness may, therefore, state, as he has 
stated, what he agreed to d o ; but I think the counsel is 
Tight, taking exception as to what passed between them; 
the details of the interview, I don’t think, will be compe-
tent, the other side may have it as a test of what passed.

y Mr. LINDABURY.—I will change the form of the 
question.

Q» What agreement, if any, in respect to this matter, 30 
listed between you and the Complainant, from that time 

f 0 eP̂ ember ? A. I said, let me know a few days be- 
or® was wanted ; that is all.

' i ^ ° ’ no  ̂ yon told him—what was the agree-
i , e^ween you what were you to do, and what wras

q  ° .I0 ' as I have told you.
wouLl f°T~~What ? A- 111 reSard to tlie $1,700; that I 
friend t ^ l  Care ^°r kim, and would furnish a
liarl r V  6 a mori;gage on the property, whenever he 
had the deed whenever lie was ready. 40
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X liave mentioned ? A. Yes? sir,

Q. Tliat is ail«-
Cross-Examined, by Mr, d a r k ' 1
Q. What intervening time do you understand counsel j 

to mean? A» Wellr X suppose that the thing— (Inter-
rupted.) . , T

Q, You said ”  yes". What intervening time do you un-
derstand counsel to mean ? A, I  don’t know where .the j

Id interval would come in, exactly.
Q. I  understood you to say you told your brother ym 

would take care of the $1,700, and would furnish a friend 
to take a mortgage on the mill property whenever lie was 
ready, and that was in June, July or August; now, was 
there anything more than that, between you and you 
brother? A. No, sir.

Q, That was the agreement? A. That was the agree

q  j^ow, you are not able to state when that was, any 
20 more distinctly than you have—June, July or Au0us

A. No, sir; I  can’t. ,
Q.Now, do you mean to say that you h

furnished ten or twelve thousand dollars you« f> , 
taken a mortgage on that mill property r A. .
had fr ien d s- (Interrupted.) A Sfot my-

Q, N o ; I  am asking you—yon say no t a .

self; no. . , friends
Q. Had you made / r twelve

so that you could pledge yourself that t . ■
30 thousand dollars would be taken on tha P ?

at that time ? A. Yes, s ir ; I  had friends who were
ing for that kind of a mortgage. . vr0 sir; I

Q. Had you made any arrangemen .
hadn’t gone to them. fact tbit

Q. Then, what yon were relying on, wa ^
yon had friends who had money to loan,and ‘ 
satisfied with the investment, that money
there? A. Yes, sir. w»«ritv—■that is ft

q  j f  they were satisfied with that secu y
401 understand ? A. Yes, sir.



109

<Q. That is all.
Re-direct examination:
Q. Could you have furnished the money, if your friends 

would not? A. I could.
Q. Would you? A. I suppose I  should.
Q. That is all.
Re-cross examination:
Q. You say you suppose you should? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Had you examined the property? A. I  had looked 

at the property. ■ 1®
Q. Had you examined the property with a view to you, 

yourself, loaning upon it ten or twelve thousand dollars?
A. Not myself; no.

Q. Had you ever come to any conclusion that you would 
loan ten or twelve thousand dollars upon that property 
yourself? A. No, sir.

Q. Do you now say that you would then have loaned 
ten or twelve thousand dollars upon that property ? A.
I would have furnished the money—ten or twelve thous-
and dollars upon that property—yes ; I  do say so. 20

Q. You say you would have done it ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Will you loan ten or twelve thousand dollars now 

on that property ? A. It depends upon whose hands the 
deed is in,

Q- I mean to anybody, upon bond and mortgage ? A.
will furnish the money as soon as the deeds are— (In-

terrupted.)
Q> I mean, will you furnish the money to anyone—ten 

or twelve thousand dollars? A. Not to anyone ; no, sir.
Q. Then, it is because of your relationship to your 30 

rother, and to help him along, that you would be willing 
to loan it to him, and not to others? A. Well, I  would 
istinguish between a loan very much as to whom the 
ondsman was, and who the party was.

Precisely. So you would not be willing to loan Mr. 
K n fr twelve thousand dollars on that property?

' 1 haYen,t any special interest in Mr. Oakey, at all. 
loa I  -S a ma^er investment, having the money to 

q  I would think it was safe investment.
ou think it was a safe investment ? A. Yes, sir. 40
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Q, Do you want to buy a mill property—or that mill 
property? A, No, sir ; I  am not in that business,

Q. Then, I understand you to say, in order that there 
may be no misapprehension, that you would have loaned 
ten or twelve thousand dollars upon that propeitv, vitli- 
out any other security ? A, I  would have taken a bond, 
of course.

Q, The bond given by your brother, and the mortgage 
—no other security? A. Tes; I thought it good se-

10 curity,
Q. That is all,

JO H N L. O A K E T , the Defendant herein, being duly 
sworn on his own behalf, testified as follows ;

Direct examination, by Mr, Clark :
Q. What is your age, Mr, Oakey ? A, About 63.
Q. How long have you lived at Blackwell’s Mills? A,

Between 10 and 11 years, _
Q. Ever since vou owned the Blackwell s Mills prop

20 erty ? A, Yes, sir.
Q, And how long have you been engaged m the mini „ 

business? A, I was engaged in it about nine years, 
well, all the time I  owned it, except one year.

q ’ When was it that you were not engaged m the nn ' 
ing business ? A. That Winter that I  was in the en 
lature, and the next year I rented it to Mr. Bitten i< 
and my son John.

Q, What year was it you rented it out to Bitte 
and John ? A, 1882,

30 Q. You rented it out in 1882? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you take possession again m iotw f ^

possession again the following Spring— maybe go 
wrong I took possession the following Spring,
14th of June. . „ »

Q. What year was it you took possession.
year before- Mr. Cook took possession.  ̂ ^

Q. Then, you rented it out in the Spring ol

Q. What time, in the Spring of 1881 ? A. Jline l4t 
40 oh, in 1881?
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Ql Yes. A. June l*4th.
Q. From June 14th, 1881, to June 14tli, 1882 ? A. Yes, 

sir.
Q. Who did you rent it to ? A. Rittenhouse and John.
Q. What interest did yon hare in the business ? A. I 

had no interest in the business, except as adviser—I lent 
them so much money.

Q. Now, Mr. Oakey, what was the character of your 
business when you took possession of the mill there— 
what was the character of the milling business there ? 10 
A. I always had all I could attend to.

Q. When you took possession 9 or 10 years ago ? A. 
When I first went there—'well, I bought a great deal of 
grain and did a very large business : that is, for that ca-
pacity of mill.

Q. How many run of stone were there ? A. Three run ; 
that is, what we call a “ pony” stone, to grind millings— 
there is now; there wasn’t that time—there were four run 
of stone at that time.

Q. Now, just state what kind of business you did from 20 
the time you took possession until the time you rented it 
^yonr son John and Mr. Rittenhouse, in 1881? A.

ell, I done as much business as the mill would allow me 
to do—that is, we went full capacity the first year ; w?e 
ground up to 10 or 11 o clock at night, the first two years, 
find afterwards I hired two millers and run it both night 
and day; and I found, when I done that, it weakened the 
j)0̂ ei *n ^le day time, and it was best for the mill to rest 
wo hours at night; it ran the power down so that it 

^ n  ̂ S*ve as water enough in the day time; and our30 
r̂am capacity, for buying, is often so great that I don’t 
mow where to put it, or what to do with it—so much 
j. ’ and 1 and eorn came there, and was offered us
? U/ ’ that 1 didn’t know where to put i t ; I  ran on mer- 

cnant work and grist work, both.
’ ^!jd k°w d*d y°u attend to the running of your mill 

^ie Possession was changed to your son and 
thre n.°USê   ̂ l̂ad two millers to within, I  think, 

e, tour °r five months—towards the last I had one. 
nc iow many hours a day did you run your mill 40
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then ? A. Night and day, except after this one miller left, 
then I did not.

Q. Then, you not .only were engaged in grinding flour 
. and feed, keeping your mill running that way, but also in 

the business of buying grain ? A. Yes, sir; I bought a 
great deal of grain.

Q. Shipping—then you rented out in June, 1881, and 
had nothing to do with it again until June, 1882, then you 
took possession ? A. Yes, sir.

10 Q. Now, when you took possession of the mill, did you 
commence milling right away, or what did you do with 
it? A. We commenced getting the stones—the stones 
was very much out of order, and I had them all taken out 
and hung over, and balanced over, and dressed over; I 
put a new dressing on one wheat stone.

Q. How long were you engaged in repairs to the mill 
after you took possession in June, 1882? A. Well, we 
kept part of the mill running ;• we dressed one stone and 
then another, and in that way was engaged about two 

20 months; we worked more to get the mill in shape; I told 
my7 son— (Interrupted.)

Q. Never mind what yTou told your son. Now. theu, 
how long was it before the mill was in proper shape to do 
business again? A. Well, we was about getting the 
stones in shape when the freshet came.

Q. That was in September ? A. September.
Q. September, 1882? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Nowf what damage did the freshet do you? 

near as I can judge, between $700 and $1,000.
80 Q. How ? A. It injured all the stock we had in t ie 

mill down to a certain floor, and cut off our supply 
Brunswick ; the bridges were down. ^

Q. How long a time was that supply cut off? A. n 
they got the bridges up ; I think it was in November.

Q. And did it do any damage to your mill any pa 
the mill? A. Well, not what you would call a perma-
nent damage; it injured some of the things; some o
stones was mouldy. • i todo

Q. Now, how long was it before you were in shape
10
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business again ? A. About December--along in Decem-
ber.

Q. After the first of December you commenced to do 
milling work again, and liow was your business from that 
time on, until you exchanged, or agreed to exchange, with 
Mr. Cook? A. The month of December I bought a great 
deal of grain, and the business then increased ; otherwise 
our trade had all run down then, on account of the 
bridges being down; our trade was pretty much gone, 
and then we started, and gradually went up, and bought 
a great deal of grain in December.

Q. You mean, you commenced to rebuild your business 
after the first of December ? A. Yes.

Q. Well, now, go on. A. It kept increasing, and got 
a great deal better, and I thought we were doing quite a 
nice little business by Spring; not as much as I formerly 
had done.

Q. Well, now, what did you do about supplying your 
mill with grain at that time—in the Spring ? A. Well, 
we stopped buying the last month, I think.

Q. What kind of grain did you have on hand at the 
time you stopped buying? A. Well, I think I sold—we 
commenced shipping; I think I sold for Mr. Bonnell a 
few bags of Indian meal—the Indian meal and all amounts 
to 16,000; I think we shipped him 3,200 bushels of wheat 
at one time, and some more, at another time; I sold quite 
a lot of grain, and sold quite a lot of oats, then I stopped 
the grain from coming, to any extent.

Q. Now, this was about the first of—that was just be- 
ore the agreement to exchange, or just about the time of 

the agreement to exchange—before you made your agree-
ment with Mr. Cook—you were still buying, and going on 
with your business ? A. Yes.

Q. Tell when you did sell the grain you are speaking 
o j îth reference to the agreement made with Mr. Cook, 
e ore, or after, the agreement was made ? A. I think 

most of it ; not all of i t ; but, I think, with the exception 
th f l f  8̂ Pmen^ ^ was all after ; the reason I  cannot tell 
^  ate, I sent for a bill of it, and he did not mark the
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Q. Do you know where this man Ritfcenhouse now is, 
Mr. Oakey ? A. I  don’t.

Q. Have you made inquiry for him ? A. No, sir.
Q. You haven’t? A. No, sir.
Q. You don’t know where he lives? A. No, sir.
Q. What did you first know in relation to the Cook 

property, in Maryland ? I  mean by that, what you first 
heard about it which led your attention to be called to it? 
A. I was negotiating at Washington for some property,, 

10 and met a man by the name of McFeely, and he sent Mr. 
Main on to our place to view our place, and lie stayed 
there two or three days; and then they wished 
come on there and see what I  could do with them , I kept 
receiving letters, and I went on at one time, and 
back, and still they kept writing and making offers; and 
also from Richmond ; I forget the man’s name from Ricli- 

' mond ; he wished to exchange; and I kept showing these 
pamphlets and things to Mr. Garret Hagaman, and a 
him to go on and take a trip with me—lie was the survey- 

20 or ; we appointed a time, and then he did not get read), 
and Mr. F Yoorhees says to me, “ Why don’t you go
and look at Mr. Cook’s property, he wants to get back , 
and Mr. Rulef Yan Syckle talked to me.

Q. Your attention was thus called to it; n o w ,  go on, 
and tell what next was done about it? A. I g0  ̂
to write a letter to Mr. Cook, wanting to know whether 
would be convenient for us to stop on our way down, an( 
we got a letter from him, saying it would.

Q. Did you receive a reply to that letter ? A. es>
30 sir.

Q. Have you the reply ? A. Not with me.
Q. Have you it, at all? A. ,1 don’t know.
Q. Go on—what did you do next ? A. Well, 

made arrangements with Mr. Hagaman, and wen 
there, and called at Mr. Cook’s ; we got there s0 îe  ̂ ^  
the evening ;• as near as I  can tell, about 6 o c oc , ^  
went to his place, and stayed there two days, 11 m 5
two nights. i 9 A-

Q. Well, now, what did you do in the first p ace 
40 We walked around, and rode around; he took us aro



115

the second day, and Mr. Hagaman and I walked around 
most of the place, and in the afternoon—1 most forget 
what we did do ; and in the evening we talked about the 
property.
 ̂ Q. The evening of the first clay ? A. The second day.
Q. Go on; tell what was done ? A. Well, then we 

talked about bargaining for the property; liow we would 
exchange; and, I think, I offered him $3,000.

Q. Mr. Cook says you offered him $5,000. A. I don’t 
remember that, sir. 10

By Mr. RINDABURY.—Q. You think it was $3,000 ?
A. I think it was $3,000.

Further direct:
Q. Well? A. He said he had not seen the mill in a 

good while ; he did not know the conditions of it, and he 
might come up and see it.

Q. Well ? A. That went on— (Interrupted.)
Q. Was there any arrangement, at that time, made with 

reference to seeing further about the exchange, or did 
you leave with the purpose— (Interrupted.) 20

A. We left with a view of going into Richmond.
Q. For what purpose? A. To see whether I could ex-

change there for some property; to see whether I could 
see some property there to suit me. We went on down 
t ere, and viewed different properties; we did not make 
au exchange, and came home.
^Q. How soon after that did you come in contact with 

again, or hear from him ? A. He came to our 
F &  ̂cannot tell what time it was.

Q. Well ? A. He came on a Saturday, I think it was, 30 
to our place.

Q- On a Saturday ? A. Yes.
M aÛ  comnmn ĉati°n passed between you and
m a ^e ŵeen the time of your return from Rich- 
day1 t u  ^ie ^me ^ ite d  your place on that Satur- 
now a ^°U rememi:)er ? A. I don’t remember just

sir -Mr- Cook then came to your place? A. Yes,

• What took place now on this Saturday ? A. Well, 40
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I  showed him the property; he said he found the mill in 
better condition than he supposed it was; I took him 
around, and gave him all the information I could about 
it, and we talked the price over, and I  think I tookliim 
over to Mr. Howell’s after dinner; he came there in the 
morning, and went away sometime in the afternoon; I 
could not tell the hour.

Q. Had you agreed upon any conditions that day, at 
all? A. We had not settled it; we talked about it; I

10 don’t think it was concluded that day.
Q, Did you make any offer, at all, that day—a con-

dition of exchange ? A. I think I  did.
Q. Do you remember what? A. We talked abou I 

$5,000 ; but I  did not finally conclude to give it to him 
that day, I don’t think; but that is what we talked abou. 

Q. Is that the amount he asked ? A. He asked y«s,
sir; he asked more than that at one time, but he came
down to $5,000. . ~ i.

Q. Do you remember that you made him any o
20 day,' at all ? A. I  don’t remember. _

Q Now, then, nothing was done on that day, • 
save that you offered him $5,000 that day? A. ho, 
only kind of felt him; l  asked him if so much 
would do i t ; I  did not make up my mind, fully, W S

^ Q . ’ Now, he says you met again on Monday m om jr 
what time did Mr. Cook come there? A. i  can 
the hour, exactly.

Q. Well, you were at home ? A. Yes, sir.
30 Q. And met him ? A. Yes, sir. o a In the

Q. Where did you converse with him then .
office. . ii trans-

Q. Well, now, just state, if you please 9 A ^ ell,
pired between you and Mr. Cook, that ay. . • Cook 
he brought Mr. Howell around with him, “  men(#d to 
and myself walked around ; and when we q{ the
talk about the business Mr. Howell " ¿ $5)000. 
office, and I  then concluded that day to gl  ̂ bat was he 

Q. Now, then, what were you to have^an ^  ^  then?
40 to have—just state what.was said—you
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A. I was to have the Maryland farm, with all the crops 
on, except what was excepted; he was to have half of the 
wheat, and I was to have the rest; at that time, my un-
derstanding was, I was to have all of the wheat; and 
afterwards, there was a conversation about it, and he said 
he was to have half of all the wheat, because he put on 
the manure; and then he said, except a piece of corn lie 
put out to Spencer, and a piece to Sand, and a piece to 
John Terpin— (Interrupted.)

By Mr. LINDABURY.—I do not care to interrupt the 10 
examination, but the agreement is embodied in a paper 
that is put in evidence.

By the COURT.—Mr. Clark, what do you offer this 
for?

By Mr. CLARK.—Simply showing all the circumstan-
ces surrounding the agreement—this is a conversation 
preceding the agreement.

By the COURT.—If there is any independent matter 
that comes into the controversy, and it be alleged in Bill 
or Answer, then, the question arises, whether it is such 20 
independent and collateral matter as can be shown inde-
pendent of the written agreement; I think that is now 
very well settled by all the cases. Then, if there is a 
question of fraud, which enters as an element in the case, 
and would affect the mind of the Court, that should be 
alleged, in order that it may be proved; then, of course, 
it is competent to prove any element of fraud that may 
ave entered into the construction, and affected the rights 

of the parties; but, if neither of those things occur in 
! e P)e^iugs) if the agreement is plain upon its face— 30 
intelligible I think the Courts are obliged to be governed 
y the agreement. Now, the witnesses for the Complain-

ant went on and spoke of the fact that Mr. Oakey and his 
son were there—that they viewed the property; they de- 
^ ed it about as Air. Oakey now has. Then, they spoke 

o of the grain—not in the connection in which Mr. Oak- 
I as spoken of it—they spoke of the results; that is,

_  was produced. Now, the tenor of this evidence
M to show that there was some little diversity

what they really did agree upon. I  do not know, 40



Mr. Clark, how we can go into that, since“there is a writ-
ten agreement.

By Mr. CLARK.—I do not propose, if the Court please, 
to offer the evidence with the view of altering the original 
agreement at all ; it is simply for the purpose of showing 
the correctness of Mr. Oakey’s position. It is only lead-
ing up to the agreement ; it is simply the circumstances 
attending upon the agreement, not with the view of alter-
ing the agreement, in any respect, and I  do not offer it 

10 with that view, at all.
By the COURT.—We now have what was in the mind 

of Mr. Cook, and also Mr. Oakey, up to the time of their 
meeting at Mr. Oakey’s mill on the Monday. I think that 
covers all that is essential.

By Mr. CLARK.—Well, I  will not take the time if the 
Court does not desire to hear anything further in that 
direction.

Q. Now, the contract you have seen here, this con-
tract was signed by you, ■was it, Mr. Oakey ? A. Yes, sir. 

20 Q- The seals were not on, Mr. Howell says, when you 
signed it? A. No, sir; they were not.

Q. Now, where was it signed ? A. In the office.
Q. Who were present ? A. Mr. Cook, Mr. Howell, Mr. 

John Oakey and Mr. David Oakey.
Q. What was said at the time it was signed, in relation 

to the contract itself ?
By Mr. LINDABURY.—I object to that. If there 

were a denial here of the contract, or an allegation of 
fraud respecting the procurement of it, I can see sue ae 

30 examination would be competent ; but the contract is se 
forth in the Bill, and is admitted in the Answer, save t 
the answer says there were no seals on it; that matter 
witness has just been asked about, and has spoken ab°u_ » 
and, indeed, there is no controversy, and, saving 
that, the making of the contract is admitted, as set o 
in the Bill of Complaint. , *

By the COURT.—I haven’t any doubt, Mr. Clark ; ^  
we must be confined to the written agreement. ^  
agreement, as written, doesn’t set forth the rea a8 ̂  ̂  

40 ment of the parties, then the pleadings are not su cieD
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enable us to get at anything more. If the written agree-
ment is imperfect—if it is incomplete—I don’t think there 
is any allegation to that effect in the answer; I  don’t re-
member that there is, and don’t see anything in it, in look-
ing over the answer. If counsel can point out any special 
grounds that would warrant what took place at that time, 
prior to or at the time of the execution of that agreement, 
I will hear him, of course. This matter was all talked over, 
and thereupon the agreement was made; the testimony 
was gone into very fully, as I have said, upon examination 
and cross-examination, and I think very properly gone 
into for the purpose of showing one reason for the delay, 
and as far as that is concerned, I shall allow this examin-
ation to go on. What transpired respecting the mort- 
gages, I will say to counsel for the Defendant, it is per-
haps due to the other side, as well as to the Defendant, 
that whatever did transpire between the parties respect-
ing these mortgages, should be fully expressed ; that if the 
case goes beyond the mere trial court the Court above 
may know the occasion of the delay. I think it is an ele-
ment that may properly be considered ; that is, this 
question of delay, so far as it is material with respect to 
the contract. Does the Complainant promise to furnish 
fjpod title satisfactory to both parties? lie  promised 
to, and so did the Defendant. Of course, that includes 
a) the mortgages, and it is a provision that in the absence 

*s supposed to wipe out a multitude of sins.
■ i'liink counsel for the Defendant is right in wanting 

0 get the exact status of the mortgage business, and I 
y  * °w d, iu order that all that transpired afterwards 

ay ave a proper connection and be made intelligible. 
. may go on, Mr. Clark, with respect to what was said 

mortgages, and put it upon the ground that the 
1 ^  ma( ê some allegation in regard to mortgages, 

shn ^.^kstanding the agreement, that a good title 
u e given which would be satisfactory to both 

attp k l *n V*ew the tact that the other side has 
moX a t0 aCC0unt for the delay on account of these 
to t|i°ages’.you llave a right to answer that, and go back 

e origin of the mortgage question and show whatever
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is in i t ; and if there is anything in it for the benefit of 
the Defendant, he is entitled to it. I  say we ought to be 
limited to that, because you apprise the other party by 
your allegation that you intend to raise that question.

Q. What was said upon the question of mortgages be-
fore the contract was 4drawn, between yourself and Mr. 
Cook, before you came into the mill ? A. He said at one 
time, to me, that there was a large amount— (Inter-
rupted.)

10 By Mr/LINDABURY.—Tell, when, if you know, as 
you go along.

By the COURT.—He said it was before he went into 
the mill, and it don’t make any difference if it was a con-
versation about this farm; they only had two or three at 
the most.

WITNESS.—(Continuing.) He said that the mortgage 
wrould have to be arranged; it couldn’t be done immedi-
ately.

Further direct:
20 Q. Bid he say anything about what am/mnt? A. Yes, 

he said that there was about thirteen or fourteen thous-
and dollars on it.

Q. Who was by when he said that? A. I think 
John.

Q. Where was that said, do you remember? A. 
think somewhere between the wagon house and the mi •

Q .'D id John make any remark at that time? A ® 
said he would like to know, before he went down, wha 
wras onto it. .

30 Q. That was before the contract was signed before* 
was drawn—was it before the contract was drawn? 
don’t remember whether it was or not.

Q. Very well. Now, then, you say John was presen  ̂
do you recollect, exactly, where the conversation 00 
place ? A. Between the wagon house and the mil •

Q. On what day ? A. The same day the agreeme
-was signed. u

Q. Was that before—do you remember whether y 
went into the mill after that and drew the agreemen ,

40
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whether the agreement had been drawn before. A. I  do
n°t. - ‘ __ .

Q. Yon don’t remember about that? A. Wo, sir.
Q. In the mill—you say your sons David and John 

were present when the contract was signed ? A. Yes, sir- 
[It is admitted that there appears upon the record 

mortgages for ten thousand, five thousand and 
two thousand dollars—liens upon the Westover 
property—which were in existence dt the time of 
the agreement, and, so far as the record appears, 10 
still continue to be in existence.]

AFTER RECESS.

Q. Now, Mr. Oakey, at the time of the adjournment, 
we were talking about what 'was said in relation to the 
mortgages between yourself and Mr. Cook, at or about 
the time the agreement was signed ; I  don’t know wheth-
er it was before or after the agreement was signed that 
we were talking about at the time of the adjournment, 20 
but go on and state all that was said ? A. I  talked with 
Mr. Cook in regard to the mortgage; I  told him I had 
$8,000 on it, and I desired $8,000 left.

Q. What did Mr. Cook say to that ? A. He said it 
could be arranged—this was before the agreement was 
signed.

Q. Now, was there anything further said about the 
mortgages before the agreement was signed ? A. Not 
that I recollect of, before the agreement was signed.

Q. You say the agreement was signed in your office and 30 
your sons were there ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Do you know whether they read that agreement or 
not? A. They did; both of them.

Q- Before it was signed—now, after it was signed, how , 
did the payment come to be made ? A. How, sir ?

Q- After it was signed, how did there come to be a pay-
ment of $20 made? A. John said it wasn’t worth the 
paper it was written on unless there was something given, 
and I ordered David to get the money and give it to him, 
and he gave it to Mr. Cook, and took his receipt. 40
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Q. Who drew the receipt ? A. Well, I  don’t rmm- 
ber who drew it; I received it.

Q. Have you the receipt? A. I  have at home- I 
haven t it with me.

Q. Now, then, did you have any further talk that day 
with Mr. Cook, about the mortgages, after the contract 
was signed ? A. After the contract was signed I said to 
urn, I  have got a good deal of money on the books, and 

I would like, maybe, $10,000 left on the place.
Q. Gro on. A. And he said that it could be arranged. 
Q. Was there anything said about the length of time? 

A. I  told him I only wanted it for one year, until I could 
get in shape.

Q. W hat further conversation took place then in refer-
ence to the mortgages, if any—anything further, at that 
time, that you know of—that you now think of? A Not 
that I  think of, at present.

Q. Was there anything said, at that time, of any alter-
ation in the amount of money to be paid? A. I said to 

20 him that would leave $3,000, and I  would pay him the 
$3,000. 1

Q. Well, what did Mr. Cook say to that? A. That 
that would be all right.

Q. Now, then, what was said at that time, Mr. Oakey, 
m reference to the change of possession ? A. We talked 
about the exchange—I may get the time a little wrong—
I won t say that I  am exact about the time, but we talked 
about it, and he wanted me to come down and see if I 
couldn t buy his stock, and it would make the exchange 

30 sooner.
Q. Mr. Cook says that you were anxious to make the 

exchange—you urged the exchange—what do you say to 
that? A. I  didn’t.

Q. What did he say about the importance to you of 
getting there? A. He said it. was important for me to get
there, and it was important for him to get here.

Q. Now, when was the exchange to be made, Mr. Oak-
ey that is, the exchange of possession ? A. I don’t un-
derstand that.
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Q. When was the exchange of possession to be made— 
I mean, what was the agreement— (Interrupted.)

A. Well, that was to be agreed on—provided I bought 
his stock we was to make it immediately, if we could.

Q. Well, if you didn’t buy his stock, what then? A. 
Well, as soon as we could bring it about ; he said he 
wanted a little time then, to make a vendue.

Q. Now, what was said, at that time, in relation to the 
time when the papers should be exchanged—the deeds? 
A. He said that I could get mine fixed up, and he would 
get his fixed up, and get them in shape, or get them 
all ready.

Q. Mr. Cook says that on or about “the first day of 
June, not later than the first of June, the understanding 
was, that the papers were to be exchanged ? A. I  don’t 
remember his making the date—I don’t remember his 
stating the time ; he said it was a considerable amount of 
money, and it took a little time to arrange it—as soon as 
we could come together and arrange it ; that is the way I 
understood him to say, and what he did say.

Q. He says it was agreed you should exchange posses-
sion on or before the first day of June ? A. Oh, posses-
sion?

Yes. What have you to say about that ? A. He 
wanted time to make a vendue, and then he said we would 
make it immediately afterwards—somewheres near that 
time.

Q. Now, he says as soon as he could get off the prop-
erty, and come to New Jersey, he would have the papers 
ready, and you should have your papers ready, and on or 
¿bout the first day of June you should make the ex-
change was there any understanding about that? A.

ot exactly; he said we could get. the papers ready, and 
as soon as he could come on we could arrange it.

Q- He says you were each to clear your properties—to 
trade the properties clear and free—each to clear your 
properties of mortgages—was that so? A. No, sir.

Q- When did you first know the exact amount of mort-
gages which were upon this property in Maryland? A.

got a letter from one of my sons saying— (Interrupted.)
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Q. You need not tell what your son told you; but 
when was it you learned the amount, about ? A. Some- 
wheres about the last of June, or the first of July.

Q. What did you understand the amount then to be? 
A. $17,000.

Q. He says he told you, when you were down in Mary-
land, after the agreement was signed, exactly what the 
mortgages were, and that he wanted to pay off $1,750 be-
fore he left, and you agreed to send him $2,500, so he 

10 could do it—did he tell you, when you were in Maryland, 
what the mortgages were? A. Mo, sir.

Q. Did he tell you he wanted $2,500, so he could pay 
off the $1,750?* A. Mo, sir.

Q. Did you agree to send him $2,500 before you left 
Maryland ; and if you did not send it, you would send it 
by your sons? A. Mo, sir; he asked me if I could let 
him have $2,500 to clear up, or pay up, and I thought 
over it a little, and I  told him, if Mr. Howell became re-
sponsible I  m ig h tw e ll, he said he thought maybe he

20 would. • •'
Q. Did you know of a mortgage of $1,750 upon the

property at that time? A. I  didn’t—you mean, now,the 
time I was down there ?

Q. Y es; the time you were down there first—after & 
agreement was signed? A. Yes; that is all right.j

Q. Mr. Oakey, do you know anything more about » 
amount of crops raised upon this place than what yom 
sons have told you—that is to say, the aggregate amoun̂ , 
the bulk—you relied upon their statements ? A. *es, 

30 relied upon their statements of the receipts.
Q. Did you receive any information—any letteY 

Mr. Cook, after you returned home from Marylan , W1 
a request to send him any sum of money? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Have you the letter ? A. I haven t. , i
Q. It is lost or destroyed ? • A. Well, I haven 0 

for i t ; I couldn’t say whether it is destroyed or no , 
haven’t looked over my letters, and I  don’t know w
I have got it or not. yjr.

Q. Yery w ell; then I  can’t ask you about it no . ^
40 Cook says that after he came here—that is, upon
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Tirai here from Maryland, after the agreement had been 
signed—after you had been there, and when he eame here 
for the purpose of taking possession, he showed you his 
deed, and told you he was ready, and prepared at any da,y„ 
whenever your were, to fix up, and exchange possession ?
À. He showed me his deed, but he never said he was 
ready and prepared.

Q. Did you and he have any talk about his deed—how 
the courses ran, etc., and if so, just explain what was 
said? A. He showed me the deed, and showed me the 10 
courses, and I wanted Mr. Hagaman to take it and see 
whether there was the right number of acres.

Q. Did he say anything, at that time, about the num-
ber of acres that the deed gave you, instead of a certain 
number of acres which was given you ? A. He said first, 
there were 700 acres, and then, when he showed me the 
deed, he said 698. :'

Q. How did he explain that difference ? A. He said 
there was two acres that adjoined—that ran somewheres, 
that he had sold to-— (Interrupted.) 20

By Mr. LINDABURY.—I object to that ; it has no ob-
ject; no issue is made about that in the bill.

By Mr. CLARK.—I am simply calling Mr. Oakey’s at-
tention to a conversation which Mr. Cook says took place 
between them. . -

By the COURT.—The question is, how far we shall go.
If it is material, then it is a matter which is open for con-
tradiction, Of course, it is my duty to limit all these in-
terviews to that which goes to make clear or plain the is-
sues which have been raised by the pleadings ; if we go 30 
beyond that it is endless, always. I don’t see as a mat-
ter of this kind can throw the slightest light upon the 
subject ; you had better not pursue it any further.

Q- Now, then, was there any search shown you, at that 
line, of the Maryland property ? A. There was not.

Q- Have you ever had a search of the Maryland prop-
erty from Mr. Cook? A. I  have never seen any—from 
him.

Q- What else did he show you, at the time he showed 
you the deed, in relation to this property ? A. A map. 40
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Q. Did you say anything to him about the quantity of 
woodland on this property, at that time? A. I asked 
him what quantity of marsh and what quantity of woodv 
land there was, and he pointed it out.

Q. Mr. Cook says, that when he showed you bis deed, 
and told you that he was ready to perform his part of the 
contract, that you said you thought it was best to wait 
until he (Cook) could get there to have his survey made 
of the property, and you fixed on Saturday, which would 

10 be the 15th of June, to have Mr. Hagaman survey the 
property ? A. He asked me something about the survey, 
and I told him I thought it was best for him to see the 
survey, so he would know what it was ; there was a little 
dispute about one line they sold to me, and Mr. Vander- 
veer thought it was in one place, and I thought it was in 
another.

Q. On the second of June you had the property sur-
veyed, I  understand? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Was there anything said on that day about the ex- 
20 change of deeds? A. Not that I remember of. : J

Q. Well, did Mr. Cook, on that day, tender himself 
ready to exchange deeds? A. He did not.

Q. Did you ever have the Cook deed in your custody:1 
A. I  never did.

Q. What had the survey of the property to do with t e 
postponement of the exchange of deeds, so far as youwer 
concerned ? A. Nothing, at all, only to that dav 
thought it was best for Mr. Cook to see these lines.

Q. Mr. Cook says, that after you talked with him aboû  
30 the survey, that he spoke to you nearly every day, as m0 

you to exchange—to fix up the deeds? A. He didm 
not every day7; he spoke to me once about $5,00 —ea 
ing $5,000 on it.

Q. I am asking you now about his being ready to p 
form his part of the contract ? A. He never »a
he was ready. . ^

Q. After the farm was surveyed, did you have a 
with Mr. Cook in relation to—and the deed was 
Mr. Hagaman—did you have any talk with r-
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about the survey, in relation to a spring? A, I  d id ; yes, 
sir.

Q. Now, just state, if you please, what was said ?
[Objected to, by Complainant’s counsel.]

By Mr. CLARK.—I wish to show, if the Court please, 
that there was talk about a spring; which was reserved, 
or some reservation in the deed about the rights which 
should be had to the spring, and that Mr. Cook and he 
then talked this matter over, and made a certain arrange-
ment about that, or agreed about that, which was em- IB 
braced in the deed, and the deed was so arranged to cor-
respond with their views—to show that at that time Mr. 
Cook knew that Mr. Oakey was ready with his deed.

By the COURT.—If that was embodied in the deed, 
that had better be the proof.

By Mr. CLARK.—I want to show7 that was done by 
reason of this conversation between Mr. Oakey and Mr. 
Cook, as I understand the fact to be.

By the COURT.'—There is this about it, Mr. Lindabury: 
the testimony already presented by the Complainant 20 
shows that after this agreement was signed, the parties 
did talk, and they did make an effort to relieve and ac-
commodate each other, and I think that is part of the 
case, and I will allow this in.

Q. Go on, and state what was done now7, Mr. Oakey ?
A. There wras a spring that supplied the barn, and par-
tially the house, and the line cut it off from that part, and 
Mr. Cook wanted to know if I would let him have the use 
of it, and I agreed to let him do so, provided he kept it 
well covered, and so on ; and w7hen they put it in first in 30 
the deed they put it in that I was to give him the priv-
ilege of driving on with carts'and carriages, and I can’t tell 
what all, and I objected to have so much in—just merely 
enough to work at the spring, in cases of necessity, from the 
nearest point; and that was agreed on, and the deed was 
made according to that agreement; he was willing to have 
the alteration made.

Q* At that time, was there anything said by him about 
nis being ready to comply ? A. There was not.

40
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Q. After the alteration was made, did Mr. Cook see the 
deed? A. He did.

Q. And what did he saj, with reference to being satis-
fied with it ? A. He said it was satisfactory to him.

Q. He says, after Mr. Hagaman had drawn the deed, 
sometime after the 7th of June, he insisted upon yon ex-
changing your deeds—upon you and him exchanging 
your deeds and fixing up your matters, which brought 
you to about the 15th of June, and then you said to him, 

10 “ I find a difficulty in removing the mortgages I had here 
to Maryland, or getting parties here to take the mort-
gages down there, as I expected they would, can’t you as-
sist me to arrange for eight or ten thousand dollars on 
that property in Maryland”—was there any such conver-
sation as that ? A. There never was a word of such con-
versation said between us.

Q. Hid he, at that time, insist, on or about the 15th daj 
of June, on exchanging deeds and fixing matters up? A. 
He didn’t.

20 Q- He sayS he told you if you had told him about this 
in the first place he could have done it without difficulty, 
but now he didn’t know whether he could or not, but at 
any rate he would try—did he say a word of that kind to 
you ? A. He did not.

Q. He says he went to Trenton and saw his sister? A. 
I didn’t know anything about it.

Q. When did you first know he had gone to Trenton on 
any such business as that, or that he claimed to have 
done so, to arrange mortgages for you ? A. Never, until 

30 here in court.
Q. He says that between the 15th and 20th of June he 

came back and reported to you what he had  heard 
Trenton—-what have you to say about that ? A. I never 
heard a word of it.

Q. He says he came back on the 15th or 20th of June 
from Trenton, and says he reported to you that his sis er 
objected to taking that mortgage for fifteen or twenty 
thousand dollars on the property in Maryland? 
never heard a word of it. L

40 Q. Hid he ever tell you that conversation he had wi
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his sister about taking the mortgage on the property in 
Maryland? A. We had a conversation that he thought 
his sister would; he never reported to me that she would 
not; he never reported that he had gone to Trenton for 
the purpose of seeing her about it.

Q. He says that you then, upon his reporting to you 
that he couldn’t get his sister to take a mortgage of eight 
or ten thousand dollars, you then asked him if he hadn’t 
some party down in Maryland who would take that eight 
or ten thousand dollars—did you ever ask him that ? A. 10 
I never did.

Q. He says he told you a party had offered to take it 
in tKe Spring, and was anxious to take it ? A. He never 
reported it to me.
■>- Q..He says then you requested him to leave it until 
you went to Maryland ; you said you would have to go to 
see about gathering your wheat, and that he would have 
to go there too, and for him to see if he couldn’t arrange 
i or some party there to take this mortgage ? A. We
a ied about going down—about crops, but never a word 20 

about mortgages.
H R  He *V S he agree«J to do it, “ I  am willing to help 

Jon. arrange these mortgages, as far as I  can, but this is 
going to set us back so we cannot fix up our business here

l e a v e ' \ and he th0Ugllt Mr' Yau Duesen would 
m e the city about the 20th of June, and if he didn't get

s matter fixed up by that time he would have to wait 
“n l i e  CT w , k “  ° Ct°ber 0r September-was there

thing of that kind said? A. Not a word.
« r t J e s awithet r M T  \6 WOuM ll6lP -T™ arrange the 30 
succeed».! ’• t llS ™derstandmg, that in case you both 
that vn xm f ! ttlllg a PartJ to ^ke the $10,000 mortgage

for t n n n  * * *  * 8e° °Dd mOTtgage “ «>¡11 p°rop- 
y o n a !" !5;00“ ’ “ «M r.'V a n  Duesen returned, which

*10,000 m t L t e f i J T ? ed he SUCCê ed in Setting the
no such agreement.^¡or y °u  on the farm ? A . There

fin te T b tlr ftW  ekn° W ab° Ut his having seen Mr- Van 
mortgages? s f r f ? ’ Wlth reference to arranging the 

oges? A. I didn’t know anything. 40
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Q. Did you know that he had made any arrangement, 
at all, with Mr. Yan Duesen about arranging the mort-
gages ? A. I  did not.

Q. When did you first hear that he had made any ar-
rangement with Mr. Yan Duesen, about arranging the 
mortgages? A. When I heard it in court.

Q. What do you know about Mr. Cook’s going to see 
Dr. Gale, in Maryland, for the purpose of arranging the 
mortgages? A. I didn’t know anything about it until I 

10 heard it in court ; that is the first I heard about it.
Q. You got your deed from Mr. Hagaman about thè 

middle of June, as I understand you, Mr. Oakey, or some- 
wheres about that time? A. Somewheresimthat neigh-
borhood ; I  don’t remember the date exactly; I think it 
was a little before that; but I am not positive about the 
date.

Q. Did you have any talk between the time that your 
deed was prepared by Mr. Hagaman, the Surveyor, ami 
the Sth of August, the day your deed was executed, with 

20 Mr. Cook, in relation to arranging these matters? A. 
I did.

Q. Where? A. Around the mill.
Q. Now, what was said? A. Well, the first t i me t ,  

he ever intimated to me about—ask me the question
dgdilll • f

Q. I  ask you if you had a talk between the middle o 
June and the 8th of August—the reason I fix the 8th ô 
August is that your deed was acknowledged that̂  ay 
and the middle of June ; the reason I fix that day is 

30 your deed was prepared that day, as I understan 1 
now, between that date and the 8th of August, w en ^ 
doed was executed, did you have any conversationwî  
Mr. Cook in relation to fixing up the titles? A. ,
several. occa.

Q. State what was said between you, on any on 
sion? A. The first occasion, he was in the office on 

• and he undertook to tell me then something abou 
much he had on his place; he said, I will talk to y°u  ̂
like I  would a brother; I have been unfor ,unamarket 

40 lease, and unfortunate ill sending my berries o
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and some other difficulty with his nephew, and that was 
a family matter ; and he said there was a good deal more 
on liis place than there ought to b e ; and then he gave 
me somewheres about the history; he didn’t get definite 
then ; and then, after that, sometime, I can’t give you the 
dates this transpired, because we saw each other there 
almost every day, but I said to him, one time, that I  was 
ready and prepared any time, and he said he wanted 
to fix up his property a little, and would like to paint it, 
and wanted a man by the najne of Van Duesen to come 10 
out and look at it, and he would like to get a loan of about 
$15,000 on the mill, and said if he could get it at one 
place it would make less per cent., and he wanted Mr. 
Van Duesen to come out and look at it, and he gave that 
as a reason for a little delay; and before I went down—I 
went down on the 16th or 17tli of June—one of those 
ates, it was on Saturday I went to Maryland—before 

we had had a conversation, and he wished me to pay 
o that the last mortgage that was down there—and 1 

ought at that time I would do it, so I went prepared 20 
i to do it when I went down. That is up to that time 

tuat you want to know.
Q. Well, go on ; what other conversations passed be- 
0 ^ 7 ^  ^  was a-11, until we got down there.

• 1 you have any further conversations with him
7.0n ^°t d°wn there ? A. I had no conversation 

0 R a fte r  I got down there.
toorfe" y°U Paj the mortgage off ? A. I didn’t pay the 

gage; I went down and took legal advice about it.
sir. I J reason of legal advice you didn’t pay? A. No, 30

semi V, ’ Wj  you see Cook after that time ? A. I
ever it Z  ^  &t Westover after the 16tli or 17th, what- cycr it was. '

after ^ » r .S00“Tafter that time ? A- Well, «  was shortly 
Q W , SaW Hm a< Westover.'

A. Nolli!»/ couversatf°o passed between you then ? 
crops then— °i ° .Wlth. tlle m°rtgages—more about the
to Ret . .r ? ° U 8e*^ng the wheat threshed, and who &eb aud where to ship it. 40
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Q. Did you have any talk with him upon your return 
from Maryland, and before you had your deed enclianged, 
in which he asked you to take a second mortgage ? A. 
He asked me twice to take a second mortgage, once be-
fore and once afterwards, and I'refused, telling him I 
would not take a second mortgage, because it would put 
us in such a bad light down there, to leave so much on 
the property. He wanted first to put $10,000, and the» 
he wanted me to take a second mortgage for $5,000.

10 Q. When did you first know that Mr. Cook had made 
arrangement to remove the $10,000 which his sister hell 
on this property ? A. When I heard it here in court.

Q. He says that he made an arrangement to have tae 
$10,000 mortgage removed from his premises, and theu 
he saw you and told you that he thought his sister would 
want to have eight or ten thousand dollars of her money 
remain on the farm, but she was an old lady, and wanted 
to see and have a talk with you before she did anything 
positive ? A. When did you say this was ?

20 Q. About the last of July or the first of August. A. 
Mr. Cook came to me about the first of August and salt 
to m e: “ The interest is now due on my sister’s mort-
gage” . I  said to him, “ It is a singular time of the year 
for interest to came due, I  would rather have it come 
every six months, that is, the first of October , an 
wanted me to go down with him to Trenton and pay. 
told him I would never pay another cent until the papm*
were fixed. , .

Q. What did he say then? A. I don’t remember Jim
30 he said; he might have made a reply, but if he did on

remember. . g
Q. (The previous question was then read to wltnes ’ 

follows): He says that he made an arrangement to av̂  
the $10,000 mortgage removed from his premises,**» 
then he saw you and told you that he thought his s 
would want to have eight or ten thousand doU*W 
money remain on the farm, but she is a n  ol a y> ^  
wanted to see and have a talk with you before s e 
anything positive ? A. When did you say this was.

40 Q. About the last of July or the first of Augus |
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this counsel added.) Was anything of that kind said to 
you ? A. Sometime in that conversation, but not at that 
time—sometime in the conversation he said she was an 
old lady, but I don’t know when, and something about 
she would like to have her interest money, and I told him, 
whenever he did.not pay his interest money it should be 
foreclosed ; but it was not about the first of August.

Q. At that time, or about that time, do you remember 
his saying anything about his sister leaving eight or ten 
thousand dollars on the property in Maryland ? A. Not 
that I remember.

Q. About the first of September he says that his sister 
came to his house and spent a few days—when did you 
first know that she had been there to spend those days ? 
A. Not until after she had gone away.

Q. And she came, I understand, on Saturday, and re-
mained until Tuesday morning—do you remember where 
you were, after she came there, until she went away ? A. 
I was home on Saturday evening, and I saw7 a strange 
lady there, and I was home Sunday and seen her there, 
and I was home until Monday, somewhere until 8 o ’clock.

Q- When did you go away? A. On Monday, about 8 
o’clock.

Q. And when did you return ? A. On Tuesday night. 
Q- He says that after his sister had gone away, he saw 

)°u and told you that his sister had consented to allow 
,000 to remain on the Maryland farm—the same amount 

fkat there was on the mill? A. We had no conversation 
until somewhere about the 12th or 14th.

Q- The 12th or 14th of what? A. Oh, hold on.
(Question repeated.) A. I don’t remember when he 

, 1116 sister had been there, and he meant me to see
er> or something, and she w7as gone.
Q- He says that at that time you turned on your heels 

an walked away, and said: “ You may do as you please, 
Utk asI p iease” ? A. Between the 12th and
th E  SePtember  ̂wenf t° him at the mill, and sat 
aî re m ^00r> aQd talked to him about fixing up this 

au0ement of ours; I had been ready, and wanted to

10

20

30

40
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know whether he had heard yet from Mr. Van Dnesen. 
That is the substance of it, not the exact words.

By Mr. LINDABURY.—Q. You say that was between 
the 12th and 14th ? A. Yes, sir; I think it was about the
13th or 14th, but I won’t be positive ; it was somewhere 
between the 12th and 14th.

By the COURT.—Go on, Mr. Oakey.
A. He said he hadn’t seen his man yet.
Further direct:

10 Q. Well. A. I told him I was tired of this; and then 
he said something about his sister being there, or some-
thing ; I did not get that very clear—all what he said ; 
but I was a little vexed, and I  said, now you can do what 
you please, and I will do what I please, after this.

Q. He said he told you, at that time, that he was ready 
at any day, as soon as he could get hold of Mr. Yan Due- 
sen, but he was away from the city, and he had been down to 
see him, and his son said he would not be home for some-
time, and he had written, him and had received no reply.

20 A. He said he had written him and received no rep y, 
and I told him it was the same old story, and I was tirei
of it.

Q. Did he say he was ready ? A. No.
Q. He says that you said you were ready, and then e 

asked you whether you had got the search that you 
agreed to get for him from the Clerk s office, and you sa  ̂
“ no” . You had agreed to get him a search? A. "Q.» 
had never agreed to get him a search, but I had one a 
that time. • , jg|

30 Q. He said that he was to give you a search ot
property down there, and you were to give him a sea 
of your property here—is that so ? A. He never as 
me for it until I  tendered the money.

By the COURT.—That is not the question.
A. Just read the question?

[Question read.]
A. I don’t remember about that.
Further direct: ,. ,L ge.
Q. Why did you ask him if he had made his »■

40 ment with Yan Duesen ? A. Because the last
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tion was that lie had written to Mr. Van Duesen, and lie 
expected a reply from liim.

Q. How often had he given the reason, that he hadn’t 
seen Mr. Van Duesen, for not closing up the title ? A. I 
should think four or five different times.

Q. Did you go to see him before the first of September 
for the purpose of exchanging titles ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. When ? A. Somewheres near the 28th of August.
Q. Who accompanied you ? A. John.
Q. Just tell, if you please, what passed ? A. We went 10 

in the mill, and I told him I had come to tender him the 
deed and the money, and wished to have the deed, and 
the mortgages removed.

Q. (Showing witness a deed.) Was that the deed that 
you tendered him ? A. That is the deed, sir.

Q. Is that the deed for the Blackwell’s Mills property, 
which is described in the bill, or only that part of it that 
you were to convey to him ? A. Only the part I was to 
convey to him.

Q. And is that the deed that Mr. Cook saw ? A. That 20 
is the deed that Mr. Cook saw.

Q. How much money did'you tender him at that time?
A. $3,000.

Q- What objections did he make to the deed, or to the
ra°Dey? A. He said it was the first time that I had been 
ready. * L ;v

Q- Did he make any objections to the deed, or to the 
mon̂ y ? A. He did not make any objections; he only 
-  I Was Die first time I had been ready.

What did he say, then, was the reason he was not 30
7 '  A. He hadn’t seen his man.

self furtlier P^sed between Mr. Cook and your-
u ’ +r .i v ^0°k and your son, on that occasion, in rela-
m . v! £1S matter ̂  A. My son said that this matter 
must be fixed up.

q  Where was your son then living? A. In Maryland.
0 1? ^hat was he doing there? A. Farming.

rmnig this place? A. Y es; the Westover farm.
Well h° °n- State what your son said to him? A.

said it was time to put in the wheat crop, and 40
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he wanted to get the corn off; so as to make arrangements 
to sow the wheat crop ; and he did not propose to spend 
.our or five hundred dollars to fertilize it, or get it ready, 
until he knew about it.

Q. Was anything said about the length of time in which 
Mr. Cook should get ready? A. He said he gave him 
until the first of September, and then, if he did not, this 
thing would be at an end.

Q. Did Mr. Cook make any reply to that? A. I think 
10 he said—I am not positive-that he would write a letter 

to Mr. Van Duesen. I  beard him say that; but whether 
it was right then or not, I  am not positive.

Q. Did you have any talk with Mr. Cook after that 
date ? A. Not but this once I was telling you of, between 
the 12th and 14th of September.

Q. Did you then go to his place of business—Mr. Cook’s 
place of business? A. No, sir; only at that time—the 
14th I did.

Q. What for ? A. For the express purpose of seeing 
20 if he was ready; the boys said they wanted to know.

Q. No, no; what was the necessity for it—that is all? 
A. In order that they might put in the wheat crop.

Q. What amount of wheat crop was to be put in, in 
acres ? A. They wanted to put in from 100 to 125 acres.

Q. After you had seen him on the 14th of September, 
did you go to see him again ? A. No, sir.

Q. What next did you do ? A. Served him a notice.
Q. That notice, which has been read to you in the 

Answer, is a correct copy of what you sent him ? A. 
30 Yes, sir.

Q. You sent it by one of your sons? A. I sent it by 
David.

Q. Mr. Cook says that on the day when you said “Yon 
may do as you please, and I  will do as I please”, that be 
said “ Very well, we will fall back on our original contract 
—you clear your property of your mortgages, and I will 
clear mine of my mortgages” ? A. I heard him say some-
thing as I turned, but I could not get clearly what he
said. I heard something about the original contract, bu 

40
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I could not give it as he said i t ; I had turned on my 
heels before that.

Q. You were vexed, you say ? A. Well, I was vexed, 
and did not care what he said after that.

Q. When did you first know that Mr. Van Duesen had 
agreed to transfer his mortgages to the Blackwell’s Mills
property? A. When I heard it here.

Q. When did you first hear that Mr. L. D. Cook was 
willing to aid his brother ? A. I never heard it before I 
heard it in this room. j q

Q. Now, Mr. Oakey, what have you to say about the ' 
improvements which Mr. Cook has put on the mill prop-
erty? In the first place, he says he has put a new roof
upon the house—he has done that—a slate roof? A 
Yes, sir.

Q. Were you consulted about that before it was done ? 
Well, he asked me who would be a proper person to 

get to put it on, if you call that consulting. He did not 
ask me anything about whether he could do it, or any-
thing of that kind. * 20
‘: iW T °Ur c?nsen  ̂was n°t asked, then ? A. No.
. 1 imPr°vements in the mill—was your consent
asked to those things? A. No, sir.
tofii b̂e ckaracter of the improvements are

,6 mi ‘ ®-e saYs the painting is a very great improve-
noth d° J0U Say about that? A- Well, it would 

* an/  lmPlovement to me; it is not much more than
Q 1  14 18 go“ 8 ° ffveiT fast.

th-it h f  Sajs tbat the dam is improved very much;
^ t  L T DA n 150 ° ”  that- wh!“  have you to say 30 
I left it- 1 J-tisnotin as good condition now as when 
§1.75 n V / ° ne on’ which is worth $1.50, or 
tar end of fi i S0methiBg like that; it is placed on the

0. TTr> 16 am’ an(  ̂*S âr£er than necessary.
guess a liTt/11̂  ^  l0Dg is {t’ about? A- I  have to 
is not w J  1S180metllin§ between 15 and 19 feet; it 

longer than 19 feet, maybe shorter.
tiro, tint “ wo" ld be the actual expense incurred in get- 
» t “  " »  dam? A. 1 u se ! to

d put them on i I  put the other one on, and 40
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I should say it cost from two to three dollars for the 
other stick. This is longer than that.

Q. Now, the improvement to the end of the dam, the 
stone work, where it has fallen down? A. It is not as 
good as it was when he got it; he had the masons there 
a day or two ; but the dam is not as good now as it was 
before.

Q. Were the stones there before you left the property, 
so that no stones had to be gotten ? A. Yes, sir.

10 Q. He says he put in a new rack before the forebay- 
wliat do you say about that? A. I sold him some slats 
that he put in there.

Q. How many; do you remember? A. I don’t; I did 
know; but I don’t remember; they cost me $5,1 think; 
and I think he has put in a few; it looks like some he 
had taken off the corn crib and put there; I don’t know 
whether he did or not.

Q. Now, what have you to say about the condition of
the water power, the cistern—that is, the forehay which

20 furnishes the power to the mill, in comparison with what 
it "was when you left it ? A. There is not near the power 
—I think this dirt obstructs the water ; it gets in a pas-
sageway and gives it less power; I mean where this 
foundation has fallen down; it was there when I came 
there ; I don’t know who put it there ; there was enough 
passage way there for the water, and we were working 
there several days with wedges, and one thing and an-
other, and got it out, and .threw it up, so as to give more 
vent.

30 Q. What have you to say about the mill, in other re 
spects, being in as good condition as it was when you 
left it? A. Well, where they took out the fly-wheel there 
seems to be a leakage—the casing is not tight, e 
water runs out whether the mill is shut or not; that give 
less power, and I  am not able to judge about the stones, 
they forbid me to look at the stones.

Q. When were you there? A. Either yesterday or ® 
day before—yesterday, I think, or the day before— ® 
day before I went there in company with Mr. Kugleran 

40 Mr. Hagaman.
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Q. Did you ask to look at the stones ? A. Yes, sir; 
one of the men asked.

Q. And you were refused ? A. Yes, sir. About tlie 
condition of the stones in this mill, if they are not kept in. 
proper order it is not possible to make good flour.

Q. Did Mr. Beatty say anything about the power ? A. 
Not much.

Q. What did he say—were you by ? A. I wTas by.
Q. Tell what he said ? A. I did not hear a ll; I guess 

Mr. Kugler can tell about that.
Q. What is the condition of the property in other re-

spects? A. Do you mean the general property ?
Q. The general property, the whole property, as com-

pared with its condition at the time you left it ? A. 
Take the house: the roof is worth all it cost—that is, if 
I understand what it cost, and I think I do ; but outside 
of that the property has depreciated in value. The 
house: the dooryard, in front—the fence is left hanging 
everywhere, the wires is broken, and there has been a 
general going out of the whole thing. There has not 
been anything done to it, and I think the mill lias depre-
ciated. All mills do, unless you repair them.

Q. What will be the average depreciation to the water 
*fteels that are not properly repaired annually? A.

dl, it has cost us to fix up—but that includes, besides 
water wheels, the cistern, and so on.

Q- On an average, what is the annual cost to keep a 
properly in repair ? A. It. costs me from three to 

l̂unc r̂e<̂  dollars every year, sometimes more.
bi- Do you mean by that, no year less than $300 ? A. 

les, sir.
Now, wliat is the condition of the outbuildings? I 

«Vi*111 a^en^0n 1° die cattle barn, compared with its 
dm 10n at the time you left? A. Well, they have gone 
do n V6rV muc  ̂’ die boards are off everywhere ; the 
bo  ̂aie ^°Wri everJwliere, and in the cattle yard the

0 I T "  eVerywhere, when I last looked at it.
,. i leu y°u last see it ? A. I looked at it last " eeji.

Q- What day, the 30th of May ? A. Sir ?

10

20

30
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Q. The 30th of May? A. Well, maybe it was; and 
then I looked at it once or twice since.

Q. Have you been able to look at the inside of the 
barn buildings? A. No, sir; they always locked them up. 
I  went one day to examine them and they locked the door 
on me. I asked to be permitted to go in, I saw the 
colored man in Mr. Cook’s employ, and his response 
was, his orders were to lock it, and not let me in.

Mr. LINDABURY.—That is not competent. ;
10 Q. Now, this property is located on B1 ackwell’s Mills— 

how far below Millstone ? A. About two miles, they cal 
it, I believe.

Q. What is the character of the country surrounding 
this property ? A. A farming country.

Q. Is the land valuable? A. Well, it is as valuable 
there as most anywhere around the country.

Q. And how is the house located, with respect to com-
manding appearance on the highway? A. What house 
do you mean; the mill?

20 Q. The mansion house ? A. It is located so as to have 
a view over the bridge and both roads.

The COURT.—I don’t know that that can throw any
light upon the subject.

Q. Can you form any approximate amount of the cos 
of the improvements which Mr. Cook has put upon t e 
property? A. Well, tell me what improvements you
mean ? ,

Q. You heard Mr. Cook’s statement—he said he put a 
new roof on the house, and painted the mill, and put va a

30 new rack, and put in new steps? A. Ob, steps a 
thing you can put in at any time; they will wear o 
sometimes in half a day. He put in a new rack m e
forebay. ■ ' _

Q. If you know what the improvements are, can y
tell, about, what they cost? A. Most of therm

Q. State what the fair cost of them is ? A. The on
and all, you mean ? ' i nr Van

Q. Yes, A. The house, and the work done by m*- ^  
Dine, fixing up other things, about three hundiet an 

4q twelve dollars and some cents.
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By tlie COURT —Q: That is, everything, yon mean ? 
A. Done by the carpenter, yes, s ir ; fixing up, and every-
thing; he found everything except a few board's, and they 
came out of the mill. He said the two coats of paint cost 
forty-five dollars and some cents ; I don’t remember the 
cents. I heard Mr. Cook say that he agreed with the 
painter to pay $35 to paint the mill two coats.

Q. Did he paint two coats or one ? A. One coat, to 
experiment on; and lie paid him half for that.

Q. Go on. A. Now, what the yellow ochre cost, I don’t 
know—what they painted the sides with. The front, they 
painted something else.

Q. You lived right there, close by the mill property ? 
A. Within 25 yards.

Q. And how much of your time have you spent there 
since last September—at home, I mean ? A. Since last 
September I have been home, with the exception of odd 
clays, most of the time, 4

Q. And what have you to say about the milling busi-
ness there—the increase of his milling business over what 
business you did ? A. X don’t think there has been half 
the grain handled—maybe not over half that there was 
when I was there.

Q. What do you say about the running of the mill ? A. 
I think they sold more feed than I did.

Q. How about the flour? A. Well, on the start, they 
seemed to be doing quite a business; I don’t think in the 
a er part their trade was any more than mine was, that 

ad in the weakest time. When a person first goes to 
a new place they do more trade than I did.

By Mr. LINDABURY.—Q. When they got acquainted 
with you they dropped off? A. The last part of his mill- 
lng don t think they had any more, if as much.

further direct:
Q- Mr. Cook says that you did not tell him that you 

tlTt̂  n° ^ n  ̂ ab>out his property down in Maryland ; 
tor i ° U kUeW n°thing about the record, and would have 
on tl  ̂Û °n k*8 statement with respect to the mortgages 
Oik e >̂roPer^  -what have you to say about that, Mr. 

eJ • A. I say that I did tell him so.
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Q. He says that you told liim that the mortgages on 
your mill property was $6,000, and not $8,000—is that 
so, or not ? A, I  told him it was $8,000—six to one, and 
two the other.

Q. He said there was no arrangement by which $8,000 
should be left on each property ?

Mr. LINUABURY,—You have gone over this with this 
witness, and got the story.

Q. Answer my question, Mr, Oakey,
10 The COURT,—This last question, I think, he has an-

swered.
Mr. CLARK.—I don’t wish to take up the time un-

necessarily.
Q. Mr, Cook says there was no agreement in your con-

versation, that $5,000 difference was to be changed in this 
way: instead of $8,000 on the Maryland property, that 
ten thousand should be left on that property, and three 
thousand in cash ?

[Objected to by Complainant’s counsel, as leading.) 
20 The COURT,—Well, what the conversation was is the 

proper rule. I think, Mr. Clark, that the rule is to call the 
witness’s attention to the conversation, and ask him if 
he recollects what was said upon that subject; and after 
he gives what he recollect» what was said upon that sub-
ject (if he recollects anything), then to pursue the course 
you have pursued. You are permitted to put the ques-
tion precisely as you do, but you first test the recollection 
of the witness as to the different subject.

Q. Very well, Mr. Oakey, first state what was said be- 
30 tween you and Mr. Cook, about changing the arrange-

ment, instead of making the mortgage $8,000, $10,000 on 
the Maryland property, and instead of your paying him 
$5,000, you were to pay him $3,000?

[Objected to, as already answered. Objection sus-
tained.]

Q. Mr. Oakey, in the conversation you held with Mr. 
Cook, at .the time you made him the tender of the deei, 
in the presence of your son John, did you say anything 
to him about having been ready since the first of June, 

40
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and having tlie money in tlie bank? A. I did; I told 
him I had been ready, and had the money in the bank.

Q. Was that the fact? A. Yes, sir; I had the money 
at any time to pay. I had other sources besides the 
bank; I had people who owed me.

Q. Was there anything said by your son at the time, 
not only about it costing a great deal to put in the crops, 
hut also he did not know whether it would be safe, be-
cause he might not be able to reap them ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. State what was said ? A. He said he did not know 10 
whether it would be safe, because he did not know 
whether he would be able to reap them.

Q. Go on. A. He had been told by people down there 
that it would not be safe.

Q. What did he say to Mr. Cook—I mean about the 
mortgages ? A. He said he did not want to put them in 
uatil these tlnngs were fixed.

Cook says that lie did not tell you repeatedly, - 
between the months of July and August, that he was not 

to transfer the title because he had not seen his man 20 
an Duesen, who had the second mortgage on the Mary-

land property for $5,000, and he did not know what ar-
j&agement he could make—what have you to say about 
that ?

t [Objected to, as leading.]
^The COURT.—The witness has spoken about that mat-

Q- Did you have any conversation of that sort, in which 
“Spo e in diat way, and if so, what was said? A. Yes,

, ’ We three or four conversations in tli»t wdir- â A
mi j^uesen nart gone to a watering place,

40
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Q. Wlien did you first hear that the property—I think 
I have asked yon the. question—when both properties 
were to be clear of mortgages. I will ask you agaiD, for 
safety. When did yon hear that both properties were to 
be clear of all encumbrances ? A. Here, in the court.

Q. Mr. Cook says that he told you he had a mortgage 
on his property, and there was a mortgage on yours, and 
any time you named, so as to have the mortgagees come 
together, you would meet together and transfer jour 

10 deeds at any time you named ; and he also told you that 
was to be done on or before the 20th of June—did he tell 
you anything of that kind ? A. He did not.

By the COURT.—Q. You say, Mr. Oal tey, that the 
title was not passed because Mr. Cook did not come up 
to it, and that you were ready, according to your last 
agreement, and could have been ready, according to your 
first agreement, if he had said so. By the first agreement, 
you mean the writing ? A. First, before the writing, we 
thought that we would leave $8,000 on it, and then, after- 

20 wards, J  told him I had a little money on the books, and 
needed a little to bujr things, and wanted to know if I 
could make an arrangement for $10,000, and he said I 
could.

Q. And so the second agreement was with the under-
standing that you were to leave $10,000 on, instead of $8,- 
000? A. Yes, sir.

Farther direct :
Q. Could you have removed the $8,000 from the prop-

erty if you had been requested to do so ? A. He said so. 
30 Mr. LINDABURY.—No ; he said he could have car-

ried out the first one ; he evidentlv means he could have 
left $8,000 on.

Q. Could you have cleared your property, if it had 
been in the agreement to do so ? A. I could have.

Q. Why did you decline to carry out thé exchange after 
the 17th of September, or on the 17th of September? A- 
Because I did not get any more satisfaction then than 
had in the first about the settlement, and I did not fee 
safe, and go on and let these men put this wheat in, un 

40 der the circumstances, and not knowing who should reap



145

it_whether our boys sliould reap it, or whether the mort-
gagees should reap it.

Q. Mr. Cook says that he frequently7 told you that he 
had a mortgage on his property, and you had a mortgage 
on yours, and any time you would name, so as to get the 
mortgagees together, you would fix it up so as to exchange 
titles—did he ever call your attention in that way ? A.
He did not.

Q. He says, that after repeatedly calling your attention 
to the matter in that way, you finally wanted him to ar- 10 
range the $10,000 on the Maryland property, because you 
could not get the money here—was there anything of 
that kind said ? A. There was not.

Q. When you were dowrn in Maryland, in July, did you 
make any preparation for future farming ? A. I did.

Q. What arrangement did yrou make for continuing on 
the farm? A. I made arrangements with the boys to 
carry out what we would do ; I told them certain pieces 
of woodland I wanted left, and some I wanted cleared off, 
so as to get it in shape to straighten it up in the Spring ; ‘10 
And I told them what improvements we must make, and
made arrangements of that kind; they was to work it 
out.

Q. Why did you refuse to give Mr. Cook money, from 
. to time, as he requested ? A. You mean the three 
different times that he asked ? '

Q- Yes. A. In the first place, I did not feel disposed 
sib]6 f UÎ  ^aVe Uldess somebody would be respon-
vould°r I * <U1C- second time, I made up my mind I 
J i(  not do it; and one morning he came in before 30 

n ast, and said, “ Give me your check for $500” ; and

o  w i m  1 h a d  a  u o t e  t o  p a j  i n  t h e  b a n k - 
about when J° U S6en the property—

Hen, witmn a couple of months ? A. Yes.
the fi0lnCe ^  Receiver was appointed ? A. Yes; since

Q W Vei’ WaS aPP°inted-

be“ 8 farm6d? A- YeS> Sir; *  WaS

then witf ’ "*' at was tli« condition of the property
e cience to the fences, as compared with its 40



146

condition when you had it ? A. I could not see much 
difference, unless where John had taken up a fence to 
make a corn crib, which had been on the place, which 
was on the place right above the other that we had taken 
down.

Q. Were the buildings in any worse condition than 
they were when you left? A. Two doors had blown off 
the wagon house pretty much, and that was all ; and this 
fence, some of it, was up in the hog yard.

10 Q. What kind of buildings were the outbuildings there? 
A. Miserable ; the barn, the wall in one end was out, and 
it was not fit to put anything in, and we had to straighten 
it up ; and we put a new roof on it, and boarded it up, 
and got it in better shape ; and the other barn, where the 
horses were, got the manure out of the yard, so as to let 
the water off, so that the horses could stand in a diy 
place.

Q. What was the actual value of the whole outbuild-
ings-—state how much, in your judgment? A. Well,I 

20 would not give for my use, if I  wanted them—-I would not 
give $800 for all the buildings On the place, except the
house. .

Q. What is the value of all the fences on the place 
- , when you went there ? A. W ell, I would not give $50 for

them ; maybe not ,$40i
Q. What kind of a fence was it ? A. It was made out 

of pine, yellow pine, that grows in the wroocls.
Q. What was the condition of the timber, with refer-

ence to age ? A. Sir ?
30 Q- What was its condition ? A. The fence?

Q. Yes; old or new timber? A. Old timber.
Q. Were the fields separated by fences, or only ) 

ditches ? A. There was a fence—a picket fence that sur 
rounded the kitchen—that was pretty good ; that enclose 
the garden, that was pretty fair; but in regard to e 
Avorm fences, as we called them—they call them log ell°e 
down there—I will not give very much for all of them. ^

Q. Are you able to state what is a fair price and va u, 
ation of that Maryland property at the time you re 

40 ceived it ?
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Tlie COURT.—Q. What advantage is there in that to 
this controversy ?

Mr. CLARK.—Simply tq show, if the Court please, 
that unless the mortgages wgre removed there was no 
equity in the property, and therefore I would not be 
justified m going and making the exchange until the mort-
gages were removed, so that he could receive something 
from the property—some equity.

The COURT,—Go on, and answer the question,
Q. Are you able to state wliat is the fair price and valu-10 

Mion of that Maryland property, at the time you received 
it—what would it bring; that is what I mean ? A. A 
»umber of gentlemen stated to me what the property was 
worth while I was there.

The COURT.—Not what was told you; if you have % 
anJ judgment about it you can give that,
- A. $15,000 would be the outside mark for everything 
that is on it. ~ \ ~ '

By Mr. LINDABURY,—Q. When you took it ? Amm ' 20
vFurther d ir e c t :

Q- Dr. Ribble says that he came and tendered you a 
eed for the property—when was that, Mr. Oakey ? A. 
ome ime in October—somewhere near the 17tli or 18th . 

la is as near as I can get at it.

knockS<? ! i What PaSSed between y °u? A- There was a 
andb u -m d00r’ and 1 Came out’ and Mr* Williamson 
see wh'in 6 Were tllere 5 and theJ said tlieJ came to 
raiwem6 T  dley could not make some kind of an ar- 
from T^dl me abou  ̂ matter. And I  supposed, 30 
to tret ^  i UieW ° f tiie men’ tliat was maybe going 
they ca ^  ^ ee’ ° r sometlling ; and I asked them in ; and 
80meflll \ 5 ’ and sat down; and Dr. Ribble asked me
about it S 10nS ab° Ut it? and 1 Said 1 did not wish to talk 
I had ak°T!^ WaS .̂°° hime had gone by; and
and he sâ  6en- advised not to saJ anything about it ; 
the opDosi^6*̂ 111 ° ne corner of tlie room> and I sat on
^egottl, i quite a WajS aParfc’ and he said> “ I  
dery0ll d 6 C 6ed bere hhat Air. Cook wanted me to ten-

0 3 ou want to see it ? It is the deed ; do you 40
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want to see it ?” And lie did not come towards me ; lie
* got up on his feet, and then he sat down, and put it in là 

pocket,
Q. That was at what time ? A. Somewhere between 

the 17th and ‘20tli of October.
Q. He says he told you that he was instructed to tell 

you that they were ready to comply with the articles of 
agreement to exchange the deeds. He said that each 
property was to be free and clear of encumbrances, and

10 to comply with the arrangement as it was originally, and 
as he had signed it ? A. That I did not hear.

Q_ You say you did not understand from Dr. Kibbb 
that the properties were to be free and clear from encum-

# brances, at that time? A. No, sir ; he said that he win 
ready to comply.

By the COURT —Q. Hid you then say that you did 
not wish to talk about it?  A. Well, it was too late; I 
told him I did not wish to talk about it.

Further direct:
20 Q- I want to call your attention to the conversation 

had with Mr. Albert Voorhees. Just state why you went 
to Mr. Yoorhees, and what you said to him, aiter you 
Went to see him? A. Mr. Cook went to M r. Yoorhees 
and asked him whether that was a dower—the mortgage 
on the mill property—whether it was a dower, and whether 
it would be taken off.

Q. What else did he want you to ask him? A*f e 
wanted to know whether it could be taken off, °rno ^

Q . Well? A .  Well, do you want to know the conversa-

80tion? ' .it»;-«!*
Q. Go on, and state what you did by reason ot

A. I had been to see Mr. Albert Voorhees before, once- 
when we bought the property of Vansant, and I ^
Mr. Albert Voorhees; I said, “ I —

Mr. L I N D ABURY.—Wait: I object to that; he has
right to state the conversation. ,

The C O U R T .— Mr. Yoorhees was a witness, am 
given his version of the conversation.

A. (Continuing.) Mr. Yoorhees said “ No, it
40 dower, it was his own” ; and then I asked him, ioW
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you like to exchange? I had asked „him that question 
before, and lie said “ N o” ; and then I asked him if he 
would accept the money now for the mortgage, and he 
siiid “No, not unless they paid the interest up to the first

Q. Well? A. Well, that was about pretty much all.
By the COURT.—Q. Did you state when this was? A.

I can’t remember the time exactly.
Further direct: *
Q. Mr. Voorliees said you asked him to transfer the 10 

mortgage and put it in the Maryland property. Did you 
liave a conversation of that sort? A. I asked him the 
question, whether he would exchange the mortgage. I 
don t know whether I used the word “ Maryland”.

Q. Did you want him to exchange the mortgage on the 
Maryland property? A. No, sir, I did not, and never 
asked any other person to put it on the Maryland prop-
erty.

Q. Did the mortgages on the Maryland property have 
anything to do with this visit to Mr. Albert Voorliees ? 20 
A. No, sir; it did not.

Q. That was not your purpose or object? A. That 
"as not my purpose, at all.

Q- Did you know, until Mr. Howell told you, that the 
seals had been put upon that instrument? A. I did not.
A W h e n  was that, Mr. Oakey? A. On the 25th day 
^ ^ tob er  Mr. Howell came up to tlie cornfield, and said 
o me, You and Mr. Cook cannot settle, come down and 

*** $ with me . I told him I had been down, and he was
Sâ  1105 wen* t° get a coachman 30 

iHlpfew York. Well, he said, you ought to arrange it,
Pajing out money without getting any com- 

^^p|ion, or something. And I said, that is good ad- 
|*ee, and he said, if you want to, there can be $15,000 
® ;011 the Maryland property. I told him I did not want 
liî  m(Te on ^ ^ an there was to be left, and I asked 

’ ^ len did you put those seals on, they were not on 
n siguecl it? He said that day, after I got home.

W  il °a > ^  kouse Mr. Kohn speaks about, as being 
I  I  0WUj wliafc kind of a house is that ? A. It was 40
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a cheap cabin—boards straight up and down. It is a 
very common-looking house. I never went inside of it, 
and don’t know much about it. Sometimes I opened the 
door and looked if Sam was there. It was a very com-
mon, cheap arrangement.

Q. Was that burned down before you left possession of 
the property, or not? A. Well, we had the property.

Q. Do you know anything about any more clover sod 
being plowed now than there was when you took posses- 

10 sion ? A. Well, the old sod is just the same, and there 
are two or three cuts of new sod that have never been 
mowed, that comes in mowing for another year.

Cross-examined, by Mr. Lindabury:
Q. Mr. Oakey, what kind of property was it that you 

went to Richmond to look at ? A. It was farms lying 
along the James River.

Q. Had you advertised your property? A. No, sir; I 
had not.

Q. Had you, or your son, put it in the hands of a real 
20 estate agent at Trenton or New Brunswick? A. I never 

put it in anybody’s hands.
Q. Please answer the question ? A. I don’t know what 

my son did, but I did not.
Q. Did you know of its being put in the hands of a real 

estate agent? A. I never knew it until I received a let-
ter from the real estate agent, saying that some one had 
left it in his hands,

Q, Who was the real estate agent? A. Van F leet of 
Trenton.

g»0 Q. Did' you ascertain then that your son had done it. 
A. I asked him if he had done it, and he said he nevei 
put it in his hands, any more than he gave him I f°r" 
get the answer he gave me.

Q. You had become anxious to exchange the mill prop-
erty for the farm ? A. I had talked of it, because my son 
wanted to go farming.

Q. Which one ? A. John.
Q. So it was for John that you desired to get the farm- 

A. Yes, sir.
40
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Q. Had he had any experience in farming? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. How long before had he farmed ? A. He had farmed 
all liis lifetime, until he came to the mill, and he did, part 
of the time, there.

Q. Did he come to the mill with you ? A. He came to 
the mill with me, and after he got married he took my, 
farm.

Q. How long did he farm your farm at Blackwell’s 
Mills ? A. He had it for one year all the year, and he had 10 
agreed for it for another year.

Q. Besides that, had he done any farming during the 
10 years that he lived there ? A. He helped me farm on 
my farm.

Q. That is the amount of experience he had had? A.
Yes, sir.

Q. How old is he ? A. I should think he was 25. I 
might miss it.

Q. Then the amount of farming he had done wdien you 
lived at Blackwell’s Mills was not great ? A. No, sir ; but 20 
he had plowed.

Q. About how large was your farm at Blackwrell’s Mills?
A. Somewhere between 80 and 90 acres, I suppose.

Q. And you say that one year he had the control of it— 
the whole control of it ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What year ŵ as that ? A. Well, I could not tell you 
what year it was.

Q- Was it before the year he was in the mill, or after ?
A. Before.

Q. How long ? A. Not very long ; probably a year be- 80 
fore.

Q- He and Bittenliouse did not succeed well in the 
A. I think not.

Q- They succeeded very badly ? A. I think they did.
Q- You haven’t any doubt of it, have you? A. Not
much.

Q- It was when they went there, that Mr. Yan 
8ays it began to run down. I think he says about two 
years before you exchanged. It ran down fast during the 
year they were there, didn’t it ? A. Not so verv fast. 40
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Q. You thought lie had better go to farming again? 
A. Well, I don’t know; he wished to go farming, i

Q. He thought so ? A. He thought so. .
Q. How much did the custom work of the mill run 

down during the year John and Rittenhouse had it? A. 
That is more than I am able to tell.

Q. One-half? A. I don’t think it did.
Q. How much, about? A. I could not tell, because I 

did not keep any account of i t ; I used to keep an ac- 
10 count of all the work that came into the mill before that.

Q. The mill was in bad repair? . A. The stones was a 
little out of order.

Q. It seems to have taken you from the time they gave 
it up until the freshet came, to get it in working order 
again ? A. Well, sir, I did not work at it all the time; I 
would take up one stone, and then I would take up an-
other ; it would not do to take them all up at one time.

Q. In making your arrangement with Mr. Cook, at what 
did you estimate your place ? A. What did I ask, do you 

20 mean ?
Q. Yes. A. I asked $20,000.
Q. And did you exchange on that basis? A. We did 

not exchange on any basis; I just merely said what I 
would give.

Q. And what valuation—you said you asked liim ^20,- 
000? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What was your idea of the value, in your own mind. 
A. Well, I don’t know that I formed an}7 opinion, j

Q. Hid you put it, in .your own mind, at $15,000&|j| 
30 At no particular price.

Q. What did you think it was worth ? A. All I could 
get for i t ; I don’t know what, exactly.

Q. You had some idea of wliat it was worth ? A. 
an idea of what it was worth to me.

Q. What? A. Well, Iliad  no particular price, only I 
made up my mind what was the difference in the prop 
erty, what it was worth to myself, or somebody else.

Q. Hid you think it was worth $18,000 ? A. I sâ 1 
had cost me $20,000, and it had cost me that.

40
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Q. Did you think it was worth $18,000? A. I would 
not have wanted to pay it.

Q< Did you think it was worth $15,000? A. I did not 
form any calculation of what it was worth.

Q. Did you have no opinion of its value ? A. I would 
have had if I wanted to buy it.

The COURT.—It is a fair question, Mr. Oakey, and 
you are a good judge, and they, have a right to know; 
give your best judgment.

Q. I will repeat the question. Did you have any opin- 10 
ion of its value—what do you say? A. Well, I think it • 
ought to be worth $18,000 or $20,000; that is, I thought 
I ought to get that, because it cost me that; but I did 
not think it was worth that.

Q. What did you think it was worth, Mr. Oakey ? A. 
$13,000 or $14,000.

Q. You thought it worth that? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you still think so? A. I do; it may not be 

worth $15,000, but that is my judgment at the present 
time; property'has depreciated. 20

Q. When did you first make up your mind that the 
property in Maryland was worth $15,000 only ? A. Well,
I made it up while I was in Maryland.

Q. Then, in giving $5,000, did you make up your mind 
that you had made a bad bargain ? A. I did not say 
that.

Q. Didn’t you ? A. Is that a fair question ?
The COURT.—I think it is, Mr. Oakey.
Q-. (Question read.) A. I thought at the time it was 

about fair. 30
V Q* What time ? A. At the time we traded.

Q. I ask you what you thought when you made up your 
Blind that it was not worth $15,000, with all the crops on 
d- A. You asked me about the Maryland property, with 
the crops—do you mean the crops and all? I meant the
arm and lands—the farm, as we generally buy it.

Q- You testified not half an hour ago that the farm was 
worth but $15,000, with everything on it—that is the an-
swer you meant to give, is it not? A. Well, with the

40
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wheat crop on, you might say $16,000 ; but all the rest 
$15,000.

Q. Then, what do you mean by saying a little while 
ago that $15,000 was the outside mark, with everythin̂  
on it ? A. I meant to say that if it was set up for sale it 
would not bring any more.

Q. You have a petition down there in circulation at 
the present time, have you not, for signatures, which reads 
something like this : (Council read from said petition.)

10 Have you such a petition circulating down there for sig-
natures? A. I  am not aware of it, particularly; I heard 
there was something like that.

Q. Who got that up ?
Mr. CLARK.—Ask him what he knows about it.
Mr. LINDABURY.—Let me ask the questions.
Q. Who got that up ?
Mr. CLARK.—Does he know anything about it?
The COURT.—He is a party, and this question goes to 

the extent of his interest, therefore it is a proper ques-
20 tion.

Q. Wliat do you say? A. Ask it again?
Q. Who got up that petition ? A. I don’t know as I 

can tell who got it up.
Q. Didn’t your counsel ? A. I don’t know that he did.
Q. Have you not heard of it from him ? A. I heard 

them talk something about it, but I did not know that lie 
had done it.

Q. He advised you to do it, didn’t he? A. We talked 
about it.

30 Q . And does it not go on to state that the property 
would not bring more than $10,000 or $12,000 in cash?

Mr. CLARK.—He has never seen the petition, and how 
is he to state ?

A. I have never seen no petition of that kind.
Q . Don’t you understand this petition to have a value 

mentioned in it? A. I did not understand that there was 
a petition out.

Q. You said you talked with your counsel about get-
ting up such a petition ? A. There was something spoken
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«of about getting one awlnle ago, but I  did not know that 
it had been done.

Q. Is it tour present judgment now that the property 
■would not bring more tlian ten or twelve thousand dollars 
•cash? A. I don’t know what it would bring now.

Q. Is that your judgment? A. I think it would bring 
probably a little more.

Q. How much? A. I think thirteen or fourteen thous-
and dollars. *

Q. So, it is not worth more than your property ? A.
I can’t tell anything about it.

Q. You don’ t think it is—come, give your judgment ?
I don’t care a cent what the truth is, I want your judg-
ment? A. You don’t want the truth?

Q. Yes; but I want your opinion of it. I  ask you if 
you think it is worth more than the mill property ? A.
I don’t know.

Q. Don’ t you know what you think ? A. I know what 
I think.

The COIJBT.— If you have any judgment, tell about 20 
it, Mr. Oakey—give your best judgment, and we will go 
on.

A. It might be worth a little more.
Q. How much—may it be worth a thousand dollars 

more? A. Yes.
IpQ. Do you think it is ? A. I think it is,
• 0* if you made an exchange, you would be $4,*

would you not ? A. I don’t know whether I 
would or not.

Q. You were to pay $5,000 difference, were yon not ? 30
' 8°t ^ie crops; there ain’t no wheat on it now.
Q- Then, Mr. Cook would be $4,000 out if he did not 

wa e the exchange, would he not? A. I don’t know any-
thing about Mr. Cook.
0009 muck you get out of the crops, then, $4,- 
Wu. A. No, sir.

Q. Hm\ much? A. Do you mean net?
Slr» anyway you please, only give me an an- 

H y  '  ̂ don t know anything about it, any more
seen the receipts. 40



156
Q. "What do yon understand the farm turned yon?' A. 

About $2,500; that is, without taking any out for the 
labor:

Q. Nothing out for the labor? A.
Q. Was that true about the 08 bushels of clover seed, 

that you understood you got— 98 bushels o f clover seed 
off of it?

Mr. CLARK.—If the Court please, we object to that.
[Objection overruled.]

10 A. My son told me there was 98 bushels; but I want 
to know whether that includes everything ?

Q. Did you understand that you got 1,800 bushels of 
wheat? A. No, sir.

Q. How many did you understand you got? A. If 
you will allow me to give you the receipts—I don’t know 
anything about the bushels of wheat in the receipts,

Q. Can you remember how many bushels there were? 
A. There were 1,600; I  can’t give you the odd bushels.

Q. How many bushels o f rye do you understand you 
20 got ? A. I never knew.

Q. About how many ? A. I don't know; I  only know 
what they said.

Q. Did you cart hay down there until you got tired? 
A. Yes, s ir ; and got tired pretty soon, sometimes.

Q. Did you get 160 loads, or tons ? A. No, sir.
Q. How many? A. I don’t know how many loads; I 

heard the boy say something about 100.
Q. Well, $2,500 worth of crops—when you got those 

off, the farm was not worth any more than your mill 
80 property', was it? In the Fall, after the crops were 

all off, the farm was not worth any more than your rum 
property? A. I don’t consider it so ; when I traded for 
it, with the crops on, I  considered it was worth more.

Q. Will you answer my question ? When you got the 
crops off, in the Fall, and wanted to give up tire trade, 
the property was not worth, in your judgment, any more 
than your mill property, was it? A. If I had got pos" 
session of it, and put in the wheat crop, it would have 
been.

40 Q. You say it was worth fifteen or sixteen thousand



157

dollars, at tlie most, when you went there. Now you say 
$16,000; awhile ago you said fifteen or sixteen thousand, 
with the crops; now, taking off $2,500 that y-ou got for 
the crops, it was not worth but $13,500, and that is about 
the price you put the mill property at; so I say you con-
sider it was not worth any more than your mill property, 
after you got the crops off, don’ t you ? A. Do you want 
me to say that I think one property is worth as much as 
the other?

Q. Not unless you do think so after the crops were off ? 10 
A. I don’t know; there was not much difference in the 
'valuation, as near as I can get at it at the present time.

Q. You did not give the notice in September until yon 
had gotten every crop off the place that was on it? A, 
The corn was on it, sir.

Q. When was the corn cut? A. It was cut, but it 'was 
rot husked; it was on the place, and a little hay was 
on it. . ■  I  . ,

Q. You hired a lot of men to cut it and throw it down, 
didn t you ? A. I don’t know how they did it. 20

Q. Didn’t you understand it so ? A. No, sir.
Q. When did you understand the cutting of the corn 

was finished ? A. I don’t know.
Q- Don t you know that it was finished only a day or 

so before you gave this notice? A. I don’t know any-
thing about it.

Q- You never heard anything about that? A. No, sir;
I never heard anything about it.

Q- Didn t your son come from Maryland the very day 
}°u gave this notice ? A. No, sir; not the very day. 30

Q- When did he come ? A. He came two or three days 
before.

Q* What day did he arrive? A. I think it was some* 
"’heres about the 14th.

9' Well, now, do you think so ? A. I am pretty sure ; 
ere’ and Can sPea,k f° r himself, 

s a j Y°U Saj he did not come on the 17th ? A. Well, I 
the 14 110̂ 5 êcause m my mind—-lie came very near

b ecause I know he came home and asked me
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aBoiifc it; it miglit have been the 14th, or 15th, orlTtli; 
I can’t tell you the' day,

Q. Didn’t your son write the notice? A. No, sir; lie 
did not. *

Q. Who did write it? A. Hold on ; I  recollect that. 
Q, Well, did he write it ? A. I  ain’t sure but what he 

did, come to think about it ; 1 can tell by seeing the- 
writing,

Q, Now, just think and see if he did not come back 
10that same day? A. No; I don’t think he caute back the 

same day—no, sir; he did not come back the same clay.
Q. You would not be positive he did not ? A. Well, I 

think he did not.
Q. You think he did not? A, Yes, sir—somewhere be-

tween the 14th and thè 19th, I think he came hack ; but 
I could not tell the day.

Q, I suppose he did; this was on the 17th? A. Yes. 
Q. Yes; this is the 19th ; yon say he came home be-

tween-— A, Yes; he did not come home on that day.
20 Q' Yon say in that notice, I think, that Mr. ( <>ok may 

put in the wheat crop, I  believe ; that is my recollection. 
Was there time enough to put in the wheat crop after 
that ? A. Yes, sir,

Q. Plenty of it ? A. Yes, sir.
Q, Plenty of time ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Well, how much ? A. Well, I  don’t know how many 

acres there were; there were 70 or 80 acres that was 
plowed.

Q. Do you think Mr. Cook would not have needed more 
30 time than that notice gave him to put in the crops.

No, sir ; I think not.
Q. To put in all the wheat there? A. All that was

plowed. .
Q. It would take him a couple of weeks to get 0  ̂

there and get it in shape ? A. I don’t know how on0
would take. • l 9 A I

Q. If it had, would he have had time enoug r •
know there was plenty of time. , a

Q. Mr. Barrine wrote you on the 21st of beptew
40
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letter from Mr. Cook, didn’t he, two days after the notice 
was served? A. Yes, sir.

[Counsel read the^said letter.]
Mr. CLABK.—That letter was received.
Q. What did you reply to that ? A. I  did not reply

anything. , /
Q. Why didn’t you notify him that you were ready to 

do this? A. Because it was not according to our last 
contract, and I told him when the boys were up that Sep-
tember would settle this.

Q. But on the 17th, Mr. Oakey, you thought that the 
time had come for having a decision ? A. I  thought be-
fore that, but I wrote that the 19th.

Q. You say Mr. Cook would have ample time to put in 
the wheat crop after that, with no horse, or anything, 
down there? A. That would give him all the time that 
was necessary, and that was according to our agreement.

Q. If there was time enough for Mr. Cook, with no 
teams or anything down there to put in his wheat, after 
the 19th of September, there must have been time enough 20 
for you, with all your teams there, to put it in after the 
21st? A. Yes, sir; those 70 acres.

Q. Yes, and all the rest there was to be put in ? A.
Yes, sir. - .

Q. Plenty of time. Then you took no harm from the 
delay, did you ?

Mr. CLABK.—That is a matter of argument.
Q. This delay put you to no inconvenience ? A. Yes ; 

our boys had been out twice and stopped their work; 
they would not cut the corn; they wanted me to give a 30 
decision one way or the other ; and I  told them the first 
time they were at home—John was there until—

Q- Stop, I don’t want your conversation with the boys. 
They did cut the corn, didn’t they ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What time did you finally cut corn? A. I  don’t 
know.

Q- Didn’t you cut that down earlier than anybody else 
did in Westover ? A. I don’t know.

Q- You don’t know anything about it? A. No, sir.
Q- There was time enough to put in all this wheat crop 40



160 ;

after that time, and therefore I asked you what incon-
venience came to you from this delay ?

The COURT.—He answered that ; he said there was 
no inconvenience, because the boys had been out twice, 
and wanted to fix this thing up.

Q. What was the second contract you have just refer-
red to, which you say this letter was contrary to ? A. We 
agreed to leave $10,000 on the place.

Q. Now, that agreement—do I recollect aright—you 
10 say that agreement was made the day you say the con-

tract was made ? A. Yes ; he thought that could be 
easily arranged.

Q. Was whatever agreement that existed between you 
made that day? A. Yes, sir.

Q. From that day on did you understand that that was 
to be arranged? A. I did.

Q. That he was to leave $10,000 there? A. Yes,sir.
Q. You are sure of that ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. WTas it not to-be $8,000 ? A. No, sir—$8,000?

20 Q- You say it was to be $8,000 before the agreement? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. But when you made the agreement—after you had 
made the agreement you changed it and made it $10,000? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. I  read your letter of Sept. 19th — “Blackwell’s 
Mills, N. J., September 19, 1883. To E. B. Cook, Esq. 
Dear Sir : The contract of exchange requires each of us 
to furnish a good title, satisfactory to each of us. Your 
farm is mortgaged for about $17,000, and by the mutual 

30 agreement between us, you were to remove the $17,000 
of mortgages, except the $8,000, which was to remain, 
and I was to leave the $8,000 on my mill ” . How do you 
reconcile that with your statement that the agreement 
was to be $10,000 ? A. That was our first agreement.

Q. Is that the only answer you can make to the ques-
tion of how you reconcile this statement in the letter 
with your testimony that from the day7 the contract was 
made the agreement was for $10,000 to remain ? A. That 
is the notice that we sent ?

10 Q. Yes. A. Is that tlie notice, or the letter ?
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Q. Ob, the letter; I will read it again. (Counsel reads 
as above.) I ask you liow you reconcile that statement 
in your letter with your statement now—that the con-
tract from the first day was for $10,000 to remain on that 
farm ? A. The agreement—we talked about it up there 
by the wagon house and down by the lane; and he ar-
ranged it so as to leave $10,000; and I  would only pay 
$3,000; and I always made my arrangements on that un-
derstanding.

Q. If that is so, why did you say $8,000 here, that is 10 
what I am asking—if the agreement was for $10,000 why 
do you say it was for $8,000 in your letter ? A. Because 
the contract first was for $8,000.

Q. Is that the only reason ? A. The only reason I  re-
member at present.

Q. Now, I read a part of your answer: “ That at the 
time, and subsequent to the making of the agreement, 
there were several conversations between this Defendant 
and the Complainant in relation to the mortgages upon 
the respective properties., There being, as stated, in the 20 
foregoing notices, mortgages upon the mill property to 
the amount of $8,000, and it was mutually agreed that 
the . titles for the respective properties would be ex-
changed and received with mortgage claims upon each 
of said properties to the amount of $8,000, as in the fore-
going notice expressed” . Is that true, as stated there ?
A. I don t seem to be clear on that thing.

Q- You read this answer? A. Now, you mean?
Q- h o ; it was read over to you wdien it was put in, was 

1 not? A. I don’t remember; it may have been. 30
Q- Don t you remember that the answer was read to 

you before it was filed—you knew what answer Mr. Clark 
put in for you? A. I suppose I  did at the time.

^°u told him about this, did’t you ? A. Just read 
that again.

Q- (Counsel read as above, and added: And you were 
Ways ready to do it that way, and you say Mr. Cook 
as n°t-) You told this to Mr. Cook, didn’t you ? A. I

believe I did.
40
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Q. So that he put it in because you told him so ? A. 
We had several conversations; but the conversation at 
that time—he agreed to do, leaving $10,000 on the prop-
erty.

Q. You don’t mention that anywhere in your answer. 
I  showed you this letter of the 19tli of September- 
whose writing is it? A. It looks like Davis’s; it ain’t 
mine.

Q. It looks like your son Davis’s ? A. Yes, sir.
10 Q. Do you remember the occasion of his writing it; it 

is this one, you know, of September 19tli ? A. Is this the 
one of the 19th? I can’t read it on account of my 
glasses being dull.

Q. This is the one in which you told Mr. Cook that 
you considered the contract off, or something like that. 
When was it written, Mr. Oakey ? A. When was the first 
written ?

Q. Yes. A. I think he wrote this at our house. It 
was first written in Somerville.

20 Q- By whom—in Mr. Clark’s office ? A. No, sir.
Q. Or Mr. Gaston ? A. I  think Mr. Gaston.
Q. Who got him to do it ? A. I  did, myself.
Q. Did you tell him what to put in it ? A. I told him.
Q. And took it with you? A. I did.
Q. And then your son Davis copied it ? A. I believe 

he did.
Q. Who gave it to Mr. Cook ? A. I sent it to Mr. Cook 

by Davis, my son ; I don’t know who gave it to Mi- 
Cook.

30 Q- Why did you ask Mr. Voorliees if he would transfer 
his mortgage of $6,000 to Westover? A. Because I hi« 
asked him that same question before, and I just thoug 
I would see what he would say.

Q. When did you first ask him ? A. Only that time 
the time I  got the mill from Van Duesen and the mor 
gage was transferred. ,

A. You had then asked him to transfer it? A.  ̂ \ 
asked him to take the same mortgage on this mi 
Yan Duesen, and he done it—Albert Voorliees.

40
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Q. Did Albert Voorhees have it on the property when 
you took it ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And when you exchanged it was left there? A,
Yes, sir; it was left there; the same amount was left 
there.

Q. Then you did not ask Mr. Yoorhees at that time to 
exchange the mortgage? A. The Van Duesen, or this 
mortgage?

Q. You didn’t ask Mr. Yoorhees on that prior occasion 
to transfer liis mortgage? A. No, sir; I asked him to 10 
leave it.

Q. And this time you asked him to transfer it? A,
Yes, sir.

Q. And he said he would not ? A. He said no.
Q. And then what did you ask him ? A. I asked him 

if it was a dower.
Q. And then what did he say"? A. N o; it was his.
Q. What next? A. I  asked him if he would accept 

the money for it.
Q- The first thing you asked him, then, was if he would 20 

transfer this to Westover ? A. I  think that was the first 
question.

Q- And he said he would not ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. When was that ? A. I  could not tell you.
Q* How soon after you and Mr. Cook made the agree-

ment? A. I could not say.
Q- A week? A. I could not say.
Q- A month ? A. I can’t tell, exactly.
Q- Was it before you had your deed written—you had 

your deed written, as I  understand, as you finally agreed 30
upon, about the middle of June ? A. We agreed before 
that.

Q- Well, before the middle of June. Now, if it was the 
agreement, at as early a time as this deed was written, 

at $8,000 should remain on this, why was not the deed 
umde subject to that ? A. They asked me what amount 
o put in—merely nominal.
Q- That was the consideration ? A. Yes.
H- But here you want the property to be free from all 

eucumbrances? A. Yes, sir; we were to make it in a 10
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new shape; but there was to be $8,000 on each, and we 
were to arrange the mortgages afterwards.

Q. $8,000 on each? A. N o; so as to suit; that was 
the condition ; and it was talked of a great many times; 
we were to arrange the mortgages so as to suit; but- 
(Witness stopped.)

Q. Go on—but what ? The arrangement had first was 
that the deeds should be free and clear? A. All clear; 
yes, sir.

10 Q. That was your first understanding ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Was that the reason that you made your deed that 

way ? A. I  did not order them to make it that way, as I 
know of.

Q. That was written by Garry Hagaman ? A. Yes, sir; 
that man, Garry Hagaman, wrote it.

Q. He wrote it upon instructions you gave him? A. 
He wrote it and brought it to us.

Q. You did not tell him that there was $8,000 to re-
main on the property—at the time you told him to write 

20 it, you told him it was to be free and clear ? A. I told 
him that the deeds were to be free and clear from encum-
brance, but we were to arrange the mortgages to suit the 
parties.

Q. He had Mr. Cook’s deed at the same time? A. He 
said he did.

Q. And you saw i t ; that was just the same way, was it 
not ? A. I  seen it while Mr. Cook had it, but I did not see
it when Mr. Hagaman had it.

Q. Ho you remember that there was no exeeption o 
30 any mortgage on the property, don’t you ? A. I did110 

charge my memory with i t ; I  don’t know.
Q. I  understood you to say that you suppose it was 

that way? A. I  have.no recollection of it.
Q. One way or another? A. No, sir.
Q. Well, that deed of yours, you were familiar wit , 

understand you? A. I  only read it over twice ia
life. y .

Q. I  think you said it was altered once in respec P 
spring ? A. A spring; that was all; I  read it over, a 

40
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there was too much spring, and I made an objection to 
that.

Q. And you wanted some of the spring taken out of 
it? A. Yes.

Q. Now, I call your attention to another part of your 
answer, since you say it was read over to you. (It is not 
paged, or numbered, so I cannot refer you to the part.)
“The Defendant” , you say, “ was continually put off from 
time to time, and the completion of the contract deferred, 
much against the wish of this Defendant, but solely on the 10 
solicitation and request of the Complainant, the Defend-
ant being induced to believe, by the statement of the 
Complainant, that there would be no difficulty in carry-
ing out the agreement upon the return to Philadelphia of 
the said Yan Duesen” . Is that so; did he lead you to 
believe that he would have no trouble in carrying out this 
agreement when Yan Duesen returned to. Philadelphia ?
A. Well, first off I did ; and afterwards I  did not.

Q. First off, he induced you to believe that there would 
be no difficultv in carrying out the agreement after Yan 20 
Duesen’s return ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, you say, on this account, and at his solicita-
tion, it was put off; is that so ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. So it was not put off by your consent—at his re-
quest, though, until Mr. Yan Duesen got back from Phila-
delphia? A. No consent of mine; he made that an ex-
cuse.

Q. Didn’t you consent to it? A. No; I  did not con-
sent to it.

Q- You say it was put off against your wishes, but at 30 
the solicitation of the Complainant. The matter was put 
°ff upon his inducing you to believe that it could be done 
when Mr. Yan Duesen got back ? A. Not when he got 
hack, but that he would consent to it.

Q- You say here he induced you to believe that he 
oould do it when Mr. Yan Duesen got back to Phila-
delphia. Is that the fact—did he induce you to believe 
that? A. He induced me to think that he would do it; 
hut after awhile I  did not believe it..

Q- Was there any time when he induced you to believe 40
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to Philadelphia ? A. First off I did.

Q. Now, when was that? A. I can’t tell yon; some-
time in June it might have been ; I don’t remember 
whether it was or not.

Q. Now, did he induce you to believe that? A. He said 
he could, and I thought I would wait and see what lie 
done.

Q. Now, do you know when Mr. Yan Duesen did get 
10back? A, No; I don’t.

Q. Why didn’t you wait and see when he did get back ? 
A. I don’t know anything about when he got back.

Q. Didn’t Mr. Cook have a letter in his hand when vou 
were there on the 14th of September, from Mr. Yan Due- 
sen’s son, which he read to you ? A. No, sir ; he did not 
read me anything.

Q. And which says—I will read it to you. It is dated 
the 11th of September: “ Yours of the 6th instant to Mr, 
Yan Duesen has been received by me. He is still absent 

20 from the city. If you will send me directions how to 
reach B. M. from Philadelphia, I will run on and look at 
the property and report to him so that he can decide m 
relation to it immediately upon his return to thé city, in 
about ten days” . A. I  never heard thé letter read.

Q. Well, did he tell you that Mr. Yan Duesen would 
be back in 10 days? A. I  don’t think he did.

Q. On the 14th ? A. I don’t think he did.
Q. Didn’t he have that letter in his hands? A. No, 

sir.
30 Q- Didn’t he tell you he had a letter from Mr. Van 

Duesen’s son ? A. Not a word of it.
Q. Can you tell me now why you did not wait until Mr, 

Yan Duesen got back ? A. Because we had several con-
versations about it, aud he was always the same, and I 
got tired of it ; and he did not say that he was coming 
back, as I know of, and I  understood he was writing to 
him.

Q. Did you ask him when Mr. Yan Duesen would get 
back ? A. I  don’t think I  did. I asked him when, an ̂  

40he said every time he would write to him about it; ai
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so I let it go, and supposed lie would, until I got back 
from Westover.

Q. Now, wlien Mr. Cook led you to believe that lie could 
fix this up when Mr. Van Duesen got back, did lie tell you 
when Mr. Van Duesen would get back ? A. No, he did 
not; he said Mr. Van Duesen was on his Summer vaca-
tion, and I said, “ Can’t you go down and see him, and 
have this thing fixed up” ? Well, he said he did not want 
to bother him, and I said, “ Well, it ain’t far off” , I  said, 
“to the watering place, and I did not suppose he would 
be away long—”

Q. But you never asked the time? A. No ; because he 
was all the time giving me to understand that he would 
soon be back, the way he talked.

Adjourned until Saturday, the 7th day of June, 
1884, at the hour of 10:25 o’clock a. m.

S a t u r d a y , June 7th, 1884. 
Continuation of Case, Pursuant to Adjournment. 

Appearances as heretofore.
J0IINL. O A K E Y .—Cross-examination continued, by 

Mr. Lindabury:
. Q. Mr. Oakey, have you the bill of the grain you sold 
a out the time of your contract with Mr. Cook, which 
you said amounted in value to about $6,000 ? A. I  have 
part of the bill.

Q- Let me have the part you have? A. That is the 
onnellbill. (Handing same to counsel.)

The paper which you have produced is a letter 
rom A. Bonnell, under date of May 4th, 1884, to you, is 
itn«t? A. Yes, sir, J

Q- Purporting to give the amount and price of wheat 
S  ®6al sold at a time not stated ? A. No, sir; I asked 
orT i f *  dates on ’ that is the reason I  said it was 

* could llot say about the date.
bush 1 firSt item iS 464 busliels of wlieat, and 3,229 
I se ^  ^ags naeat—no> my question is- wrong;

e at the first item of 464 bushels of wheat stands

10

20

30

40
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alone—do you know when that was sent, Mr. Oakey? A.
I don’t remember the date ; that is the reason I made 
the remark yesterday.

Q. The next two items seem to have been sent togeth-
er—how soon after were they sent, so nearly as you can 
recollect ? A. After the first, do you mean ?

Q. Yes. A. I  don’t know.
Q. Was it within a few days, or weeks, or months? 

What is your judgment about it? A. Well, my judg- 
10 ment is, it was sometime afterwards, but I could not tell, 

exactly.
Q. By that, would you have us infer a month? A. 

Yes, or a few weeks; three weeks, or so ; three or four; I 
could not give the exact time ; I  could not give no dates.

Q. Well, there appear to be two shipments of meal, 
small amounts, and then one of 1,141 bushels of wheat, 
and 50 bags of meal together—about how long after was 
that? A. I  could not tell.

Q. Were these last two, which are the large ones, after 
20 the contract with Cook ? A. I  could not state, particu-

larly.
Q. You think they were ? A. I  think they were some-

where about that time ; I  could not say; after the ex-
change—not after we moved—it was before.

Q. Not after you moved, but after the agreement? A. 
I  think it was in—well, I  don’t know whether they were 
or not.

Q. $6,058.22 is the amount in value of these sales ? 
Yes, sir. „

30 Q. At the end of this, did they owe you that amoun . 
A. Not the full amount.

Q. How much did they owe you ? A. I  could not te •
Q. Tell as nearly as you can ? A. I  could not tel, a

aU. •
Q. Now, wasn’t it about $1,200 ? A. I don t know, si 

• Q. Who does know? A. I suppose Mr.BonneU 
Q. Who got the money? A. I  suppose I got it, u 

have no way of getting the date now. ,
By the COUBT.—Q. You did not give him credit

«40
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the amount you got—the last payment ? A. No, sir.
Farther cross: - ' ,
Q. Cannot you tell whether it was nearer to $1,200 than

to $6,000 ? A. Well, it was not the full amount, 
n Was it $3,000 ? A. I  don’t remember the amount,

I tell you.
Q. Was it $4,000? A. I don’t know.
Q. Answer. Do you think it was $4,000 ? 

know the exact amount.
Q. Do you think it was as much as $4,000? 

hardly think it was.
Q. Do you think it was as much as $2,000? A- I  could

A. I  don’t 

A. I don’t 10

A. I  tell
not tell you. ■ ■■

Q. Do you think it was as much as $1,500 ? 
you I don’t know. •,

Q. Had not Mr. Bonnell advanced money to you to 
buy wheat—to buy some of this wheat ? A. I  think he 
advanced me a little money on one of those shipments, I 
don’t know which shipment it was, sir.

Q. How much? A. That I  don’t know now; I  d id20
know at the time.

Q. Tell, as near as you can estimate ? A. I  could not 
tell.

Q. Did he advance you $1,000 ? . A. He might, but I 
doubt it; I would give you the answer if I  could give it 
to you right, but I have no way by which I  could tell.

Q. I want you to give me your best judgment? A. My 
best judgment is—I don’t know exactly what I  did give.

Q. You say that you told Mr. Cook, after this contract 
was made, that you had a good deal on book, and on that 30 
account it would not be convenient for you to raise the 
$5,000, and you would consequently prefer that-$16,000 
should remain on the farm down there, so you would have 
but $3,000 to raise; that is so, is it ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Had you a good deal on book ? A. I  had quite a 
good deal on book around.

Q. How much, Mr. Oakey ? A. Well, I  don t know, 
exactly.

Q. Give me your best estimate ? A. I  don t know
J 40

best estimate ? A. I  don t know
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whether I could give it to you, for I did not keep the 
book.

Q. When you said you had a good deal on book, you 
must have some amount in m ind; now, please tell 
us what you thought you had on book ? A. Well, I don’t 
believe I could give you the exact amount, for I don’t 
know.

The COURT.—Q. Not the exact amount, of course not; 
you have not the books here, but your best recollection 

10 of what it was then ? A. Somewhere between $1,500 and 
$2,500; it might have been more, or it might have been 
less.

Further cross:
Q. Well, how much money had you then in hand? A. 

Well, if I had my bank book here I could tell you; some-
times I had in bank— (Interrupted.)

Q. Not what you sometimes had—how much money 
had you then on hand, so nearly as you can recollect or 
estimate ?

20 By Mr. CLARK.—When did you mean, Mr. Linda- 
bury ?

By Mr. LINDABURY.—The time when he said this to 
Mr. Cook.

A. When was the time ?
By the COURT.—You have said it was after the agree-

ment was-made, Mr. Oakey, you remember. A. Yes, sir. 
Well, between three and five hundred dollars.

Further cross:
Q. What source of getting money had you besides your 

30books? A. Well, I had three different sources.
Q. Name them? A. Well, this man, at Millstone.
Q. Who was he ? A. I got something there from the 

distillery; I think between $500 and $600.
Q. They owed it to you? A. Yes, sir; about that time, 

and I  don’t know whether Van Cleef had paid me forkis 
oats, and Eugene Wilson owed me some, and I bud a 
sister who had $1,500, if I  wanted it.

Q. Well, that is all, is it? A. Well, I had other sour- 
. ces if I wanted i t ; I had a sister-in-law who told me if 

10 wanted any money I  could come to her.
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q  Y/ell, any more ? A. I don’t remember any more,
Q. Now, you evidently bad your mind on this subject,

Mr. Oakey, and I hope you will be able to answer up 
promptly. How did the distillery men come to owe you 
anything ? A. I sold some corn there.

0. When? A, Just before the—it must have been in
May.

Q. Was it before, or after the trade?. A. Before.
Q. I mean now, by trade, the making of the agree-

ment, was it before that ? A. The time Mr. Cook was 10 
there; I think I was carting some corn ; I forget whether 
it was before or afterwards.

Q. Was it at a time when you let Mr. Cook have some 
corn? A. That was when I was carting it.

Q. Then, that must have been after Mr. Cook came on 
there from Maryland, and took possession of the place ?
A. Well, he was there, and he wanted some corn ; so 
much corn I let him have.

Q. Well, he didn’t buy corn when he was there the 
first time, did he ? A. No, sir. 20

Q. How much did the bill amount to, of the distillery 
men ? A, I think it amounted to $546.67 and $26.

Q. When did you get that money ? A. I can’t tell you ;
I have not got the date when X received it.

Q. You have got a memorandum from which you are 
giving these names and amounts, and all the facts to 
which you are now testifying, have you not? A. Of the 
distillery account.

Q. And have you not also a memorandum of these 
other accounts ? A. No, sir; I  have not. 30

Q. Only the distillery account? A. Only the distillery 
account. ‘

Q. Then, cannot you tell me when you got the money 
from that? A. I cannot.

Q. Tell me, as nearly as you can ? A. I  don’t think I 
can. - •
i Q- Bid you get it that Summer ? A. Yes; before that,
I guess; let us see—May, June, I might have got it in the 
first part of June, or last of May,

40



Q. Well, did you get it before you went to Maryland to 
harvest ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Yreeland & Yan Cleef, what did they owe yon for? 
A. Oats.

Q. When did you sell them oats? A. About the time 
I  was trying to get the grain out of the mill, but I can’t 
remember the dates.

Q. How much did they owe you? A. I don’t know 
what their bill amounted t o ; I could not give the amount

10 of the b ill; it might have been 300 bushel, and it might 
have been 350, and it might have been 250.

Q. Well, was it from 250 to 350, in your judgment ? 
A. Thereabouts.

Q. How much did you get per bushel for it ? A. Fifty 
cents.

Q. When did you get that money ? A. I have no recol-
lection.

Q. Before you went to Maryland to harvest ? A. Yes, 
sir ; that is my judgment about it.

20 Q- Hid anybody else owe you any money? A. John 
Watson owed me for oats he bought for himself ana 
brother.

Q. How much? A. Well, it was between $60 and 
$100, somewhere.

Q. When did you get that ? A. Well, I got that dif-
ferent times; I got some of it, I think, before I went.

Q. Hid anybody else owe you anything? A. Yes; 
there was several owed me on book, but I could not tell 
who they w6re.

30 Q. You have given us the amount of your book ac-
count, so nearly as you could recollect it; did that include 
these you have just told about—Yreeland & Yan Cleef. 
A. No ; it did not include these, nor the distillery.

Q. Hid it include the Watson bill? A. I am not clear 
about that.

Q. Then there was owing you, on book account, the 
sum you have estimated, besides these bills you have giv-
en us. Have you your bank book here ? A. I have no .

Q. What bank did you have that money in ? A. Some
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times in tlie New Brunswick bank, and sometimes I had 
some money in the Somerville bank.

Q. In wliat bank had you money at this time ? A. 
Which time ?

Q. I am talking of the time you say the contract was 
made ?

B y  M r .  CLABK.—The day the contract was made ;
the 7tli of May. . , <

Q. I mean the time the contract was made, what bank 
had you money in ? A. I had some in the Brunswick 10 
hank; but I forget whether I had any in here or not.

Q. Which bank in Brunswick ? A. The National Bank; 
there isn’t but one bank in New Brunswick.

Q. What other bank, if any, had you money in then ?
A. If I had any in the bank it was in the Somerville 
bank.

Q. Which bank at Somerville? -A. The National.
Q. Have you kept any money since in any other bank 

than those two ? A. No, sir.
Q. You do not think you had any money at that time 20 

in the First National Bank of Somerville ? A. I hardly 
think I had ; I am not positive.

Q. And how much do you think you had at that time 
in the New Brunswick bank ? A. I could not tell, ex-
actly.

Q. Did you have as much as $300? A. Yes; more 
than that.

Q. Do you think you had as much as $500? A. I 
could not give you the amount.

Q. How much had you on the first day of June in the 30 
New Brunswick bank? A. I  would rather fetch my bank 
hook and let you look at it, because, if I  was to under-
take to give it to you, I  would probably give it to you 
wrong.

Q. Mr. Oakey, tell me your best judgment; if you go 
wrong we will not charge you with having stated a thing 
positively that you do not say positive. In your judg-
ment, how much did you have? A. I  cannot tell at that 
hme, but I have had sometimes— (Interrupted.)

Q. Now, hold on ; at that time; not other times. Do 40
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you think you had $1,000 ? A. I had from $1,000 up to 
$3,600 to June and July.

Q. What was your average balance there through the 
month of June ? A. I could not tell you.

Q. Did it average $1,000 ? A. I .should think it did, j
more too. .

Q. You made large deposits, and drew on them right 
away, sometimes, didn’t you ? A. Well, I cannot give 
you the bank account.

10 Q. You told Mr. Cook that you had $3,000 in the bank 
ever since the first of Jun e ; now, you ought to have 
known, when you said that, whether it was true 
A. I had $3,000 in, but I did not say all the time. ' j

Q. You told him, wh.en you tendered him that $3,000, 
on the 28th of August/that you had the money there, 
and it had been in the bank ever since the first of June. 
A. I don’t remember saying in the bank; I said I had 
been ready; I had not had it in the bank since, the first 
of June. -

on Q. A good deal of the. time you didn't have $500 di 
you? A. I  don’t remember whether it got as low as M , 
or n ot; but still it might have been.

Q. It took quite a good deal of this money y°« colJ®c ' 
ed to stock up the farm in Maryland, didn t it ? •
of that I bought of Mr. Cook, and paid him in gram anc
stock, wliat I had here. , ■ i

Q. But how much remained that you hat o m'n 
cash for ? A. I have no account of it.

Q. Well, cannot you give an estimate? A. bo.
30 Q. $1,000? A. No, sir; it did not take as mnc

that. . i . T pould
Q. $800? A. Well, I.would have to consider,

not tell, exactly. wn
Q. Well, about, Mr. Oakey? A . We sent 0 

horses down, and those things ; we bought a n®w 
Q. I  do not want the details. A . I  did not J 

other stock beside what I  bought of Mr Cook, and sent

ourselves. • mouev.
Q. Well, you spent $700 or $800 down there,

40 did you not ? A. N o ; I don’t think I did.
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Q. Who are these persons yon say of whom you could 
have gotten money if you wanted it; one, I  think you 
said, was your sister-in-law ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What is her name? A. Mrs. Oakey.
q . Whose wife is she? A. Peter B. Oakey’s. She

lives in Springfield, Long Island. __
Q. How much could you have gotten of her ? A. Well,

I could have gotten $1,000, or $1,500, if I wanted it.
Q. Without security ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Without any security? A. Well, I yes; I did 

have of her $1,000, and I let her have it back again, and 
she did not ask for no security on that.

Q. Hid you make arrangements to get it of her ? A.
No further than this: if I wanted it I could have it.

Q. When did she say that ? A. She said so in a pre-
vious conversation.

Q. When ? A. I don’t remember the date.
Q. Before this agreement was made? A. Yes, sir.
Q. After that, did you talk with her about it ? A. I 

talked with her frequently about going down in order to 20 
purchase land; I asked her if she had any money, and 
she said she hack

Q. Did you speak to her with a view of letting you have 
it to use in this transaction ? A. I did.'

Q. When? . A. I cannot tell the time.
Q. Who else did you say would let you have money if 

you wanted it? A. My sister, Mrs. Webb, in Bound 
Brook.

Q. When did you speak to her about letting you have 
that? A. Different times.

Q. After this contract with Mr. Cook was made? A. I 
think I did ; about that time.

Q- Did she agree to let you have it ? A. Y es; she 
wanted me to take it now.

Q- Did she agree to let you have it without security ?
A Yes; she said she would let me have it, and if I could 
fix it any time afterwards on the place, it would be all 
right. I told her I would.

Q- Had you any security to give for it, Mr. Oakey ? A.
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I could give her security, if she wanted it, on the place 
down there—the Maryland place.

Q. You have a farm at Blackwell’S Mills, have you not? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Is that mortgaged ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Is there more than one mortgage on it ? A. There 

are two mortgages on it at this time.
Q. You have put another one on since, have you not? 

A' When ?
10 Q. Did vou not put another on last Fall for $1,500, or 

a little more? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you get the money for that mortgage ? A, I 

did.
Q. Was it not giveil to secure an old debt ? A. It was 

not.
Q.- Then, without paying this $5,000 to Mr. Cook, at 

all, and after getting the $2,500 for crops in Maryland, 
you still had need of $1,500 more ? A. Put that question 
again ?

20 Q- You got that money on that mortgage of $1,500- 
who did you give it to ? A. I kept it.

Q. Who did you give the mortgage to? A. This 
woman.

Q. What woman ? A. Mr. Oakey’s wife, at Springfield.
Q. Then you did get the $1,500 of her? A. Yes.
Q. When you gave that mortgage, it was given because 

you needed money, wasn’t it ?
Q. Do you remember the time of that mortgage? 

No, sir ; I don’t; it was last Fall. ,
30 Q. You did not get that money with the expectation o

using it in the Cook transaction ? A. I thought I won ( 
use it for anything I wanted to.

Q. Did you think you wanted it in the Cook transac 
tion ? A. I did not know whether I would or not.

Q. Was not it after the 19th of September ? A. I C0U 
not tell you now.

By the COURT.—The record will show.
Q. Mr. Oakey, after collecting in these moneys on 

books—I did not ask you if you had collected these nion
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eys on your books through the Summer ? A. Some had 
been collected. \

Q. How much? A. I don’t know how much.
Q. Half of them? A. Yes; I suppose so.
Q. Tliree-fourtlis of them? A. Yes; I suppose so.
Q. Very well, after collecting these moneys, and after 

getting the money for the crops, and getting the money 
from the distillery, and from Yan Cleef, you still had need 
to borrow $1,500, although you had not paid Mr. Cook 
-anything at all of this $5,000, did you? A. Well, I got it 10 
with a view if I wanted to use it—I did not get it to 
spend; I got it to use if I wanted to use i t ; if I did not 
want to use it I could hand it back.

Q. You said, Mr. Oakey, that y'ou could have taken up 
that $8,000 on your mill property at any time, if it had 
been necessary to do it—how could you have done that ?
A. Well. I could have got, I suppose, money enough to 
take it up.

Q. Where? A. Well, I thought I had money enough, 
with what I could get around, and what I could get from 20 
these women.

Q- $8,000, eh ? A. $6,000. I suppose, at least, one of 
these mortgages.

Q. Well, $6,000, and pay Mr. Cook $5,000 ? A. Well,
I did not say anything about the $5,000.

Clark asked you if you could clear your prop-
erty of these $8,000 mortgages ? A. I think I could.

Q* Well, how? A. I think I  could have got money 
enough, with what I had in the bank, and I think I could
AQ g0t a m°re meney 1 wante(d i t ; I did not try. 30 

tiC |̂°W’ ^ r‘ Oakey, do you say you were ready all
tough that Summer to raise the difference that you

$ ^ 0 0 0 °?^  ^°°^5 an(  ̂ exchange your property? A.

Q- Well, we win say |3j000 ,  A Yes . j  could ftt any
! ave S°t 13,000, and paid on the place, and I was

rea</ ^  ^me trough  that Summer—could have got 
y ataiiytime; and if I had not the $3,000 in the

ba«  Could have raised it.
And you were desirous of doing it ? A. Yes ; I  was 40

Non Jersey State Library
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desirous, and wanted to do i t ; I never thought of any-
thing else but doing i t ; no other thought came in my 
mind all the Summer but paying that $3,000.

Q. I know; but I want to know whether yon were 
anxious to do it, and part with your money ? A. I was
anxious; yes, sir.

Q. Well, whenever you got money you deposited it iu 
the bank— (Interrupted.) A. No; I did not always de-
posit it in the bank.

10 Q. What did you do with it, then? A. Well, some-
times I carried it with me ; I don’t think all them little 
details is necessary; but if you want me to tell what I 
done with it, I can tell some things; but I dont think 
all them little details is necessary; I will tell some o 
them, if you want me to ; if you want me to tell some of 
them, I will tell you one right away.

Q. You may do as you choose; what I want to know 
is, whether your bank account, through that Summer, 
correctly shows the cash you had on hand; you may an 

20 swer that question any way you choose ? A. I went down 
to the bank and got $2,800, and drew it out of the banu, 
and asked George to come and see that deed
tendered ; and that money, I had it in my hand; an 
told him I was anxious to pay that money; he came there 
with the view of seeing me tender it to Mr. Cook; I saU’ 
“Look at these b ills; I want you to see them ; he saio 
“ Don’t carry that money; it is too much”— (Interrupted  ̂

Q. What I want to know particularly about is, how i 
stood between the first of June and that time what J° 

30 had done with your money between the first of
the 28th of August ? A. I went to my sister, an sai 
“ I may get in a little tight place; have you any 
that I can have” ? and she says, “ I have; I can hepy0
most any time” . ? ^

Q. What kind of a tight place did you anticipate - ^  
I did not know as I  would get in any tight place, 11
case of an emergency. j

Q. When was that ? A. I had talks with her se ̂   ̂
times; we always talked business then together, an 

40 put her money out for her.
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Q. Did yon get Mrs. Webb’s money in your possession, 
or have it in your possession during this period between 
June first and September first ? A. I  did not have it in 
ray possession; but I could at any time ; I could go down 
to-day and get i t ; and, another thing—well, you don’t 
want me to tell you.

Q. Mr. Oakey, was not the bulk of this grain, which you 
shipped to Bonnell, shipped in March, in order to get the 
money for it in order to pay the farmers of whom you had 
bought it? A. No, sir; the object was, Mr. Bonnell o f-10 
fered me 20 cents a bushel more than I,gave for i t ; the 
object was to make money out of i t ; and if I wanted to 
buy fifteen or twenty thousand bushels of grain, he would 
advance me the Uioney on i t ; he gave me that privilege > 
he told me if I was buying grain at any time, if I wanted 
to draw on him, I could do it.

Q. All I asked you was, whether or' not you did not 
send this grain, in March, to New York, to get the money 
to pay the farmers with of whom you bought the grain— 
didn t you buy the most of the grain that you sent to Bon- 20 
uell of farmers who brought it to the mill ? A. I  did.

Q. Did you pay for it when you got it ? A. Mostly; I 
bought two weeks— (Interrupted.)

By the COURT.—(To the witness.) It will be better 
or the case, altogether, if you will answer his questions.
Q. How came you to get only $2,800 out of the bank 

when you made this tender? A. Because, I  had some 
money in my pocket.

Q- Did you get a note discounted ? A. Not to do that 
with. 30

Q- Did you get a note discounted about that time ? A. 
on t think I d id ; I had a note in bank; but I think I 

paid it, or had it renewed ; something of that kind.
I want to know whether you got a note discounted 

0 get the $2,800 ? A. No, sir; I did n ot; I did not get
any note discounted of $2,800 ; I never had a note as big 
as that. -
I T  ^ow> you say, when Mr. Cook told you that there 
jas a mortgage on his place for $13,000, or $15,000, that 

n was by your son, John. John said he wanted to 10
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k n o w, b e c a u s e h e w a nt e d t o k n o w w h e n h e w e nt do wn 

t h e r e, di d h e ? A. T h a t i s t h e w a y I u n d e r st o o d hi m.

Q. I s t h at t h e r e a s o n t h è q u e s ti o n w a s a s k e d of Mr, 

C d o k — b e c a u s e J o h n w a nt e d t o k n o w b ef o r e he we nt 

d o w n ? A. Y e s ; h e w a n t e d t o k n o w, b e c a u s e h e was go-

i n g t o b e i n t e r e s t e d.

Q. W ell, h e s ai d h e w a n t e d t o k n o w b ef o r e h e we nt 

d o w n t h e r e; h o w s o o n w a s h e g oi n g d o w n aft er t h at? 

• A. I d o n’ t k n o w.

1 0  Q. W h e r e w e r e y o u w h e n h e a s k e d t h at ? A. I was 

cl o s e b y hi m.

Q. W h e r e w e r e y o u all ? A. I tli ki k w e w er e c o mi n g 

f r o m t h e w a g o n h o u s e t o t h e mill.

Q. W a s t h at t h e ti m e y o u m a d e t h e $ 8, 0 0 0 a gr e e me nt? 

A. A b o u t t h e ti m e. -  ~

Q. W a s J o n n b y t o h e a r t h a t ? A. I t hi n k h e was.

Q. W a s it t h e s a m e c o n v e r s ati o n ? A. I t hi n k it was.

Q. Di d n o t y o u s a y, y e s t e r d a y, t h e r e p r e s e nt ati o n a bo ut 

t h e m o r t g a g e s w a s b ef o r e y o u m a d e t h e c o nt r a ct ? A. I 

2 0  d o n’ t k n o w t h at I di d ; i t w a s t al k e d of b ef o r e t h e a gr ee-

m e nt.
Q. Di d n o t y o u s a y y e s t e r d a y t h at M r. C o o k r e pr e-

s e nt e d t h at t h e r e A v er e o nl y $ 1 3, 0 0 0 o r $ 1 5, 0 0 0 of mort-

g a g e s o n t h e r e, i n t h e p r e s e n c e of y o u r s o n J o h n, a n d i n 

a n s w e r t o y o u r s o n J o h n’ s q u e s ti o n, a n d t h at w as bef or e 

t h e c o n t r a c t w a s m a d e ? A. I  s ai d it w a s eit h e r bef or e 

o r aft e r w a r d s, a n d aft e r t hi n ki n g t h e m att e r o v e r I t ho u g ht 

it w a s aft e r w a r d s.
Q. I t w a s af t e r w a r d s, w a s n’ t i t ? A. I t hi n k it was.

3 0  Q. T h e n it di d n o t h a v e a n y t hi n g t o d o wit h m a ki n g t he 

c o n t r a c t, di d i t — t h e st at e m e nt of w h at m o rt g a g e s wei e 

o n i t ? A. N o, si r; it h a d n o t hi n g t o d o wit h m a ki n g t he 

c o n t r a c t.
Q. Y e r y w ell ; n o w l e t u s s e e A vli at y o u s a y i n y o ur a n 

s w e r. Li s t e n t o t hi s p a rt : ( C o u n s el r e a d f r o m a ns w er, 

a s f oll o w s.) “ T hi s D ef e n d a n t r e q u e s t e d t h e C o m pl ai n » 11 

t o st at e t h e a m o u nt t h e r e of — t h at i s, of t h e m ort g a g es 

a n d at fi r st t h e C o m pl ai n a n t h e si t at e d a b o ut st ati ng? 

w h e r e u p o n t hi s D ef e n d a n t i n si s t e d u p o n k n o wi n g, ■ 

4 0 b ei n g at t hi s ti m e at Bl a c k w ell’ s Mill s a n d h a vi n g no
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means of ascertaining the situation of the title to the 
Maryland property, and the Complainant then said the 
mortgages amounted to thirteen or fourteen thousand dol-
lars, but he could arrange that by reason of one of the 
mortgages being held by his sister, amounting to $10,000, 
and he could change, and get his sister to take a mort-
gage on the Blackwell’s Mills property which this De-
fendant was about to exchange to him, the Complainant, 
and by such means induced the Defendant to consider 
the advantages to be derived by the exchange, among 10 
other things, the taking of the possession thereof forth-
with ; that this Defendant, also, by means thereof, was in-
duced to consider the propriety of giving up the posses-
sion of his, the Defendant’s, property agreed to be ex-
changed, so that the Complainant could at once enter into 
and enjoy the same, in anticipation of the completion of 
the contract about to be entered into ; that, finally, after 
considerable conversation, between the Complainant and 
this Defendant, they consented to exchange” , and then, 
it says that your agreement was reduced to writing. 20 
Now, then, that is not correct, is it, if this conversation 
about the mortgages on the place was had in the after-
noon, or after the agreement was signed—the conversa-
tion that occurred between the barn and the house—why, 
then your statement here is not correct, is it?

[Objected to by Defendant’s counsel for the reason 
that it is a conclusion to be drawn from the facts 
already developed. Objection overruled.]

By the COURT.—Let the question be rpad, and let the 
witness see if he understands it ; if he does not, he can 30 
say so; he ought to be set right about it in his own mind.

[The Stenographer read the question as above.]
Q. If you understand it, answer it ; if you don’t I  will 

pat it in another way? A. Well, put it the way you 
want it.

Well, would you rather I would put the whole ques-
tion over ? A .  Yes ; I don’t know as I understand it.

By the COURT.—There need be no trouble about it ; 
le kas heard it read once ; read it again.

[Question read, as above.] 40
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A. I don’t know as I can give a very clear answer to 
that; I will give the best I can, if that will be satisfactory.

Q. I mean, Mr. Oakey, your statement in your answer, 
that the Complainant, by means of his representations as 
to the amount of his mortgages, and as to his ability to 
arrange them with his sister, induced you to consider the 
advantages of an exchange—that is not correct, is it ? 
Now, wait, and let it be read again; I  think I have made 
it as clear as possible ? A. My answer was, it was be- 

10 fore, or after ; what was my answer ?
Q. I cannot help your any more.
By the COURT.—(To the witness,) You said this 

morning it was after? A. My impression is, it was be-
fore; it ain’t as distinctly clear as I  would like  to have it; 
that is the best I  can make it.

Q. You went down to Maryland a few days after this 
contract was made, didn’t you ? A. I did, sir.

Q. You went to the County Clerk’s office at Princess 
Anne, didn’t you ? A. I  did, sir—let’s see—n o; I didn’t; 

201 don’t think I did at that time.
Q. Were not you introduced there to the County 

Clerk? A. It was afterwards, I think; when I went down 
- the next time.

Q. Who was with you? A. I don’t seem to remember 
the first time I went down; and I might have been intro-
duced there, but I don’t know; I thought you was—go 
on—I don’t know whether Mr. Cook took me down t ere 
or not; but go on, now; ask me what you are a mind too.

Q. Now, Mr. Cook did take you there the time yon 
3Q went down, two or three days after this contra 1 

signed, introduced you to the County Clerk, and e J  ̂
there in the office two or three hours alone, di n ® 
A. Not two or three hours; I went around the corner
see a machine. _ t ie

Q. Mr. Cook was there, having a bill struck tor
was not he? A. Yes, sir. ,

Q. How long were you in town ? A. I don t kn ^   ̂
actly the time; we were in there a while, and s 
while in the office where he was getting his bil s ru

40
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Q. Didn’t you look, then, at the records, to see what 
mortgages were on ? A. 1 think not.

Q. Are you sure? A. Yes, s ir ; I am sure ; I think it 
was the next time I was down.

By the COURT.—Q. That would be the third time ?
A. Yes, sir.

Further cross:
Q. Then you went in and looked over the records ? A.

Yes; I had heard there was so much on, and I went in 
then and asked what was on the records. 10

Q. When wras the third time ? A. It was in June; 
about the 16th or 17th of June.

Q. Then it was the third time—it was when you went 
down to harvest ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. You say that Mr. Cook told you, after the mort-
gage was signed, that there were a good many mortgages 
to exchange, or did you say large mortgages; I have for-
gotten just your expression ? A. You mean the first con-
versation about it ?

Q. No; you say Mr. Cook told you, after the contract 20 
was signed, that there were large mortgages, or a good 
many mortgages to exchange, and therefore considerable 
time would be needed ; am I right in my statement ? A.
He said to me that there was a good deal—it was a large 
exchange, and a good many mortgages, and it would take 
some time.

Q. When did he say that ? A. I could not tell the 
date.

Q. Was it the same day the contract was signed? A.
I don’t think it was the same day. 30

Q. A few days after ? A. I think it was before that, 
some time, when I had see him.

Q- N o; I mean the day that this contract for an ex-
change was signed? A. He did not say it that day; that 
ls what you asked me just now.

Q- I understood you, yesterday, to say it was the same 
aJ> and after you signed the contract ? A. No ; he said 

about $13,000 or $14,000; but this other one he did not 
8ay ^at day, I don’t think.

Q- I think you do not understand the question ; you 40
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say that lie made this statement as a reason why consid-
erable time would be needed to make the exchange; when 
did he say that? A. I say I don’t remember the date he 
made that statement to me ; he said it would take some 
time.

Q. Was it the day the contract was signed? A. I don’t 
think it was.

Q. Was it when you were in Maryland, a few dap 
after ? A. I think we had one such conversation in Mary- 

10 land, but my memory about it is very poor.
Q. I ask you when the conversation was, to that effect, 

which you testify now ; do you mean that one was in 
Maryland ? A. I think it was ; but I will not be positive.

Q. He said there were a good many mortgages to ex-
change—he used that expression, did he ? A. He said— 
I don’t know as he said “ a good many” ; he said quite a 
good deal of money, or mortgages—mortgages, I think it 
was, to exchange; and it would take sometime to arrange
it.

2 0  Q- Hid he say something about getting the mortgages 
together when you made the exchange? A. I never re-
member hearing of that before I heard it in court here.

Q. Now, Mr. Oakey, if the arrangement was that you 
were to furnish money enough to pay off the third mort-
gage, and the first was to remain, there wasn’t but one 
mortgage to remain ? A. I don’t remember any arrange-
ment of that kind—that I  was to pay off the third mort- 
gae ; he asked me to pay it off.

By the COURT.—When you speak of the third, do you 
30 mean the $2,000 ? A. Yes, sir; he asked me, when I went 

down in June, to pay that $2,000 off.
F urth er cross:
Q. He asked you when you went down, in June, to pa) 

that $2,000 off? A. Yes, sir.
Q. But he had told you about the Van Duesen mort-

gage before that, hadn’t he? A. I think lie had.
Q. And he told you his sister held $10,000, didn’t he? 

A. Yes, sir. ;
Q. If he told you about the Van Duesen mortgage, and 

40 wanted you to pay $2,000 off, and said his sister hel
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$10,000, you dill not need much information about the 
mortgage, did you? A. Well, lie told me after this ar-
rangement.

Q. Now, Mr. Oakey, you say that you did not urge the 
exchange of the possession, but that Mr. Cook did; I 
mean now, not the trade, but the exchange of the prop-
erties ; is that so ? A. Mr. Cook said it was necessary we 
should each one get possession as soon as possible.

Q. Well, do I understand you you were not in favor ?
A. I did not say whether I was in favor or not. 10

Q. Well, what was the fact?
By the COURT.—What difference does it make wheth-

er he was or not—the fact is, that they did?
By Mr. LIN DA BUY.—I think it is important, as char-

acterizing the whole testimony of this witness.
Q. What do you say; were you anxious, or not, to have 

the exchange of possession ? A. I don’t know as I Was, 
one way or the other, particularly.

Q. Did not Mr. Cook want to leave the exchange until 
the Fall, on account of the crop ? A. He might remarked 20 
something of that kind, but did not say he wanted i t ; but 
it was talked of.

Q. Did not you want to make the exchange as soon as 
possible, to secure those crops? A. I said, if I give the 
money to hoqt, to get the crops, it would be necessary for 
us to move, but I did not want to be hurried too much, 
because I could not get the grain out of the mill.

Q- But Mr. Cook wanted to put it off till Fall, didn’t 
|ie? A. Well, I don’t know about the Fall ; he spoke of 
it once. , ■ ^'v *yv 'Jty 30

Q- You say Mr. Cook never gave you a search of the' 
Maryland property ? A. I don’t remember of it.

Q. Had lie agreed to? A. I don’t know whether he 
id; he said he would ; I think he said he had one ready; 
don t know whether he said he would, or n ot; he said 

he had one, or would get one; something of that kind; I 
eannot remember the conversation, word for word.

Q- When did Mr. Cook tell you that his sister would 
eave eight or ten thousand dollars on the Maryland prop-

40
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erty ? A. That was talked of, repeatedly, the different 
in conversations.

Q. Didn’t he tell you his sister wanted to see you ? A. 
He did, in August.

Q. Why didn’t you go to see her ? A. Because, after 
I had been down there, I made up my mind it was not 
worth while to go and see her until I had the papers 
fixed; he said there was some interest to pay, and I did 
not propose to pay the interest until I knew what was 

10 going to be done.
Q. You. say, when you went to Mr. Cook, you told him, 

or your son did, that he must fix it by the first of Sep-
tember, didn’t you ? A. I think we did.

Q. Did you hear that he looked to his brother of Bound 
Brook? A. No, sir.

Q. You knew Yan Duesen was away yet, didn’t you? 
A. I didn’t know anything but what I heard from Mr. 
Cook.

Q. And that somebody held a $2,000 mortgage in Marv- 
20 land—Mrs. Newton lives in Maryland, don’t she ? A. I 

don’t know where she lives.
Q. And that his sister, in Trenton, held one? You 

knew that he could not get those two off in two days, 
didn’t you ? A. I thought, the way he talked, he was 
ready any time ; I thought he could be ready at any time, 
from wdiat he talked.

Q. You said awhile ago, you thought about this time, 
or from then on, that he could not get rid of the Van Due- 
sen mortgage at all ? A. Yes ; I did not think he could, 

30 to be honest about it.
Q. Who was at the mill writh you day before yesterday • 

A. John.
Q. Mr. Kugler ? A. Mr. Kugler was there one day, hut 

it wasn’t day before yesterday I don’t think; Mr. Kuglei 
and Mr. Hagaman was there ; I don’t know whether you 
have reference to that day or not.

Q. When were you down to Maryland last, did you 
say? A. Well, to give it in a large scope, say two 
months.

40
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Q. Didn’t yon see Mr. Colin? A. We did not see Mr. 
Cohn at all, as I know of.

Q. I want to know if you went to see those who you 
understood to be our witnesses? A. I  don’t know who 
was your witnesses; I  never heard'who were your wit-
nesses.

Q. That is all.
Re-direct examination:
By Mr. CLAEK.—I want this deed and these four ab-

stracts marked as Exhibits in the case, on behalf of the 10 
Defendants.

By Mr. LINDABUEY.—I object to the abstracts; it 
was consented yesterday that there were certain mort-
gages, and the Stenographer took the fact on his notes.

By Mr. CLAEK.—They are both copies; they are not 
certified copies. .

[Deed from John L. Oakey and wife to Edmund B- 
Cook, dated August 8th, 1888, marked Exhibit 
0 1, for Defendants.]

Q. Mr. Oakey, you were asked what means you had of 20 
raising money on the 7th of May—what was the value of 
the grain, which you had in your mill, on the 7th of May?
A. Well, it must have been—I don’t know as I  can give 
you the exact figures ; well, in May—let me see—we gave 
possession in May, didn’t we ?

Q. The 7th of May was the day the contract was writ-
ten between you and Mr. Cook; that day I am talking
about now ? A. Well, I  don’t know as I  can tell, ex-
actly.

Q- Well, the best you can? A. I  should say at that80 
date there was three or four thousand dollars worth— 
from two to four thousand.

Q. From two to four thousand ? A. Y es; I put it that 
way because I am not clear, exactly, how much there 
was, I can tell when I  get home.

Q* When this deed was shown you, did you know
ere had been anything ifi a deed showing that it was 

sold subject to a mortgage; did you know it had to have 
n̂y writing of that kind or not ? In other words, did you
now ^at a deed ought to show that the property was 40
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conveyed subject to any incumbrance or not? A. I did 
not.

Q. Are you accustomed to writing deeds, or anything 
of that sort ? A. I never wrote them in my life. ^

Q. You always had someone else write your papers? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. At the time you bought the property from Mr. Van- 
sant, did you buy it with the mortgages upon it? A. I 
did.

10 Q. These same mortgages? A. The $6,000 mortgage.
Q. Was this the deed you received from Yansant? A. 

Yes, sir.
[Said deed offered in evidence.]
[Objected to.]

By the COURT.—There 4s no question about your 
title; they do not raise any question on that.

By Mr. CLARK.—No, sir; I  simply wish to show from 
whom he derived title, that is all.

By the COURT.—I would not lumber up the case.
20 By-Mr. CLARK.—I also desire to show, if the Court 

please, that the property he bought from Yansant, and 
property he was going to convey, were two properties; 
not one and the same property.

By the COURT.—The deed does not show that. Then, 
if you propose to follow it up, and make proof that the 
title which they seek to recover by their bill of specific 
performance is not the property that was agreed to be 
conveyed, of course the deed is competent.

By Mr. LINDABURY.—It is admitted in the answer.
30 By the CLARK.—No, it is n ot; it directly states the 

contrary.
[Counsel read from answer.]

By Mr. LINDABURY.—We ask to amend the bill to
make the description conform with the answer; not to 
get rid of this offer, but because we ought to do it.

By the COURT.—I suppose there is no trouble about 
the amendment ?

By Mr. CLARK.—I still think, if the Court please, 
that I  have a right to offer the deed.

40 By the COURT.—I will admit it for the present , 1
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confess I do not see how it is going to throw any light 
upon the case* whatever.

Q. Mr. Oakey, when was it that you and George Suy- , 
dam went to Mr. Cook’s for the purpose of making a tender 
of that deed—when was it, with reference to the date on the 
deed ? The date on the deed is the 8th of August. A. It 
was this way: I left it in the afternoon, and the tender 
was made the next morning ; and he said he would finish 
it up that day, and bring it around the next day; so it 
was the day after the deed was made that I  went to make 10 
the tender.

Q. Yon said you were down in Maryland, with Mr. 
Cook, at the time he went there to get his bills struck at 
Princess Anne—you were with him at Princess Anne ?
A. Yes, sir.

Q. And around the Clerk’s office ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you remember now why you did not go in the 

Clerk’s office to examine the records ? You have told us 
about the machine; was there another reason why you 
did not go to the record ? A. I  did not like to go to the 20 
record, seeing he was with me ; I  thought I would like to 
go some other time.

Q- You were shown yesterday, Mr. Oakey, a letter which 
Mr. Bartine wrote you, dated the 21st of September; why 
did not you pay any attention to that letter of Mr. Bar- 
hnes? A. Because he denied the first part of it, in
w ^ was agreed here; he says it was never made, 
or something like that.

Q. Well, what have you to say? A. And that was the 
rst time; and it was contrary to all our other arrange- 80 

agents; and it had been made.
Q* The mutual agreement had been made ? A. Yes,

|ri and the reason was this other part; the lower part of 
1 ^as no Payb of the agreement at all.
. ow> ^at letter was not received by you until after

19th- ,8ent llim ^our note of the 19th or 17th? A.
} this came to our place; it was dated the 21st; I 

d°at think we got it the 21st.
ou had sent this the 19th; before that date? A. 

s>Slr, the 19th; before that. 40
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Q. I want to call your attention, Mr. Oakey, to the 
conversation Mr. Lindabury asked you about a moment 
ago, in relation to tlie mortgages. I  understood you to 
say yesterday that you saw Mr. Cook at the wagon house, 
and walked from the wagon house to the mill, and your 
son John was with you ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, was that conversation that you had at that 
time before the contract was drawn, or after the contract 
was drawn ? In other words, do you know when you 

10 went to the wagon house with reference to the writing of 
the contract—before the contract was drawn, or after-
wards? A. We came from the wagon house to the mill.

Q. That was before or after the contract was drawn? 
A. It strikes me it was before.

Q. Well, was this conversation that you speak of, about 
the mortgage, during that walk ? A. Yes, sir; about the 
thirteen or fourteen thousand dollars, you mean ?

Q. Yes, sir. A. Yes, sir.
Q. During that walk. Now, Mr. Oakey, you were asked 

20 yesterday afternoon why you did not tell Mr. Gaston the 
arrangement in relation to the $10,000 mortgage on Ihe 
farm, instead of $8,000, and have him write about the 
mortgages in that way—$10,000, instead of $8,000—have 
you anything further to say, or any explanation to make, 
as to that conversation that you had with Mr. Gaston m 
relation to what you told him ? A. If you will permit me 
I will tell you the whole conversation with Mr. Gaston a 

two different times.
By Mr. LINDABURY.—I don’t think the witness

30 ought to do that. ,
By Mr. CLARK.—I only want the witness to put 

self right as to that conversation, that is all.
By the COURT.—I do not see, Mr. Clark, how he can 

detail everything that passed there.
Q. Tell me, then, how you came to speak F  ,

Gaston about the $8,000? A. Well, I  had called there ̂  
ask him something about this thing ; that is all I wen ^ 

. see about there; Iliad  asked him about this, an .
wanted me to get a copy of the agreement.

40 Q. Well, what did you do then ? A. I produce
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copy, and then he asked me about the first arrangement, 
and I told him the first arrangement was $8,000; and 
then I told him that that had been— (Interrupted.) -

By Mr. LINDABURY.—I  must object to this ; it don’t 
seem to me it is competent.

By the COURT.—I have said to Mr. Clark that I can 
scarcely see liow it is possible for the witness to go into 
what passed between him and his counsel on this occa-
sion.

By Mr. CLARK.—Your Honor will see that the cross-10 
examination leaves the witness in a very unfair position. 
Counsel asks the witness if his counsel did not write in 
that letter as he told him to, and the witness is obliged to 
answer yes or no.

By the COURT.—I allowed the counsel to go on after 
Mr. Lindabury’s first objection, and I will allow him to 
ask this question*, and that is what I had in view—“ Wliat 
passed between you and Mr. Gaston, with respect to this 
$8,000, if anything’ ? and I will allow it to be put in that 
way, but it must be limited to that. The witness, I think, 20 
has a right to that in this court. I am very doubtful 
whether a court of law -would allow i t ; I will allow that 
much, but no further, Mr. Clark.

Q. Mr. Oakey, just state what was said at the time you 
went to get Mr. Gaston to write the agreement, in rela-
tion to the $8,000 mortgage on the property? A. I 
brought him this copy, which has been here presented, 
and he asked me—I told him we had talked about $8,000.

Q.' What about $8,000 ? A. That we had agreed upon 
eaving $8'000 upon each place; then I said something 30 
about there being $10,000 talked of— (Interrupted.)

Q- What was said about $8,000 ?
By Mr. LINDABURY.—Just let him finish
Q. Go on? A. And then he took the copy and drew 

it np himself—that is, Davis wrote it u p ; he dictated it.
Is that all you want?

Q- W as that all you said ? A. There was some little 
conversation; I don’t knowwhether that would be allowed 
in or not.

By the COURT.—The question is about the $8,000? 40
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A. That was about all about the $8,000; and then k  
wrote it himself.

Q. Is that the paper which we understand your son 
•  copied? A. My son wrote it, and he dictated it.

Q. Then it wasn’t copied at all; your son wrote it 
there ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And that was,, the very paper that was sent ? A 
Yes.

Further re-direct:
10 Q. Then, as I  understand it, at the time you presented 

ie paper to him— that is, the agreement—you told him

®QnAtAhei agreemeilt. betWeeily0U at tliat time was, that &8,000 should remain upon the property? A. Yes.
Q. Now, what have you to say about the agreement 

with respect to the amount of money that was to be al-
lowed to remain on the property, at the time you signed 
the contract ? J 6

[Objected to.]
By the COURT. You have a right to call his attention 

20 to the particular discrepancy; you may do that.
Q. What was the agreement as to the amount that was 

to îemain on thé property at the time the contract was 
signed ?

[Objected to.]
A. $8,000. ’
By the COURT.—That is the question you asked him 

3 esterday, and the other side cross-examined him on that 
point; now you say there was some discrepancy.

By ^-r- CLARK. I  said I  thought the cross-exam- 
30 inaation had made some obscurity upon that subject.

By the COURT.— Wherever there is an obscurity you 
have a right to present the obscurity to the mind of the 
witness.

Q. Now, you were asked yesterday, why you didn’t tell 
me, at the time I  drew your answer, or at the time I read 
the answer to’ you, that the arrangement was, that $10,000 
was to be left on the Maryland property and $3,000 paid in 
money, instead of $8,000 on each property and $5,000 in 
money; have you anything to state further than you have 

40 said, as to what you told me about it, and why you told
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and when you read the answer to me I  told you it was 
wrong, and you said that was your mistake, and you 
would correct it.

Q. What did you state to me, at the time you gave me 
the facts to draw the answer, with respect to the amount of 
money which was to be paid at the time the contract was 
drawn? A. I said to you about the $10,000 that was 
agreed—is that what you mean ?

Q. Do you understand the question ? A. I don’t know 10 
whether I do or not.

Q. Well, I will try to make it so you do understand it.
At the time you came to see me to give me the facts from 
which I could prepare an answer, what amount of money 
«id you state to me was the amount agreed upon to be 
left upon the respective properties at the time the con-
tract was written ? A. $8,000.

Q. When did you discover that the'answer was a mis-
take, with respect to the $8,000 being the agreed sum 
w ich was finally to be left upon the property ? A. 20 
When you read it to me.

Q. And when was that, with reference to the-— (Inter-
rupted.) v

I ■  ■  We time—you mean what time was it ? 
t k°W was before we commenced this
na A, Well, it was some time before, but I  can’t give 

you the dates. : B

W a s b e f o r e  the answer was filed, or after the an-
0r don’fc I ou know about that ? A. I

hiwfi 1 r  after the answer was filed ; I  don’t know—1 1 kave no knowledge.
Q. Do you remember when it was, with respect to our

m em hlT57 £° r tr'a l; that is what 1 “ ean ? D o you re- 
timp ^occasion of it— who was in the office at the

A YegWaSU  ̂^  ̂me ^ °U and ^our sons were there ?

for J f c  ag°  was with référencé to preparing
Ret thp a i am so poor on dates ; I  can’t seem to
81 tae dates and time
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Q. Now, then, jon  were asked in relation to some pe-
tition in Maryland ?

By Mr. CLABK.—I believe you read a portion, and it 
is partly in evidence ; I would like to see it, gentlemen.

By Mr. LINDABURY.—You haven’t seen it, I sup-
pose.

By Mr. CLARK.—I have not.
By Mr. LINDABURY.—You cannnot know any more 

about it than you do from me.
10 By Mr. CLARK.—Do you decline to let me see it?

By Mr. LINDABURY.—I haven’t said I have the 
paper.

By Mr. CLARK.—I ask for the paper. You can do as 
you please about producing it. The witness has been 
asked about the petition, and I would like to see the pe-
tition and ask him whether he ever saw it.

By the COURT.—There was no petition shown him.
By Mr. CLARK.—It was read from, however.
By the COURT.—The Court does not know that;

20 whether the matter was repeated from the paper or from 
memory the Court cannot know; it wasn’t shown him.

By Mi. CLARK.—Very well, I will give you all notice 
to produce it, gentlemen, if you want it.

Q. Mr. Oakey, I will ask you this question in that con-
nection : what do you know about any such petition hav-
ing been sent to Maryland ? In the first place, did you 
send any such petition to Maryland? A. I did not.

Q. You did not direct any such petition to be sent to 
Maryland ? A. I did not.

30 Q- Did you know that any such paper had been sent 
to Maryland ? A. I  did not.

Q. Was it sent at your suggestion? A. It was not.
Q. Was it sent in your behalf? A. It was not sent in 

my7 behalf, as far as I know.
Q. Were you requested to send such a paper for any 

person ? A. I  was.
Q. Where was that request made to you ? A. DoWD 

in Westover.
Q. When you were there at Maryland on your as

40 visit ? A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Did you pay any attention to the request ? A. I 
did not.

Q. Did you direct any attention to be paid to the re-
quest ?

[Objected to, by Mr. Lindabury.]
By the COURT.—I think he has answered it very fully.
Q. Now, then, the personal property on the farm, at 

the time your sons moved there, who did it belong to ?
A, It belonged to them.

Q. Did any of it belong to you? A. Not after I parted 19 
with it. It belonged to me before, but after they took 
possession it was in their hands, and belonged to them,

Q. It was said yesterday that your sons were farming 
for you? A. Farming for themselves on shares. I  wasn’t 
connected with them in any other way than advising 
them; they farmed for me'for halves.

Q. Had you ever given any consideration to the market 
price of this property before you were asked the question 
yesterday—I mean the cash value of this property ? A. 
Please say it again, and speak it a little louder? 20

[Question repeated.]
A. I had not.

it' ^°W’ l̂aĉ  you a  ̂ar,y time taken into consideration 
e advantages or disadvantages of the exchange, to form 

an opinion on it a conclusion ? A. Had I  at any time 
en into consideration—I wish you would read it to 

nie, please. • ' _
Q. I will put the question in another shape. Had you, 

time, consulted, and come to a conclusion as to 
be disadvantages or advantages of the trade ? A. I did 30 

? ,^ e t*me *n June 5 when I was down there, in June,
0 °w an  ̂  ̂ â^ e ̂  ^  over together,

ex h *  WaS ^our conclusion, with reference to the 
ange ? A. The conclusion was-— (Interrupted.)

%  Mr. LINDABURY—I  object, 
y the COURT.—Can that make any difference ? Can 

been11 r^ Uce s âfe of his mind after the contract had 
wise?eneie  ̂ *nt° —A eth er ^  was profitable, or other-

y Mr. CLARK. It seems to me, in this point of view, 40
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it is admissible. It was attempted to show that the De-
fendant kept the possession of the property as long as lie 
could reap the advantages from it, and then gave it up; 
that his whole object and purpose was to keep possession 
of the property during the season ; that will be the argu-
ment that will be made, and that argument is based on 
his statement here yesterday; the object of the cross- 
examination yesterday evidently was to show the motive 
of the witness with reference to the benefits on his part. 

10 By the COURT.—I don’t think that a party is ever 
permitted to make testimony for himself in that way. We 
take it for granted that Mr. Oakey went there and did 
everything that he did do in good faith, and if he were to 
reaffirm it a dozen times, under oath, on the witness 
stand, it could not change what I  regard to be one of the 
well-settled rules of law, that a party, in what he does, acts 
honestly till the contrary is made to appear. The effort 
now made is to make it appear that, in June, after the 
first crops had been harvested, he and his sons talked the 

20 matter over, and they thought they had a good thing of 
i t ; it must be that, or the counsel is giving his case away.

By Mr. CLARK.—We want to show that he came to a 
conclusion, as to the closing up of the contract, and acted 
upon it.

By the COURT.—I have no doubt but that is so; but 
if the rule of law can be departed from, that a party can, 
in this way, separate his case, I think one of the very 
best rules of law would be broken, and all that a party to 
a suit would have to do, by way of anticipation, would he 

30 to provide for a coming suit with bis friends, and then 
establish it upon the witness stand, that he had antici-
pated. I  think that the rule of law ought not to be de-
parted from, Mr. Clark, and as I said, the safety is in 
what the Court is bound to do—to take a man’s acts in 
good faith till the contrary appears.

By Mr. CLARK.—I desire to have my objection en 
tered to the ruling of your Honor, and I desire to ask one 
other question in that connection, which you need do 
answer, Mr. Oakey.

40
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Q. Did yon do anything in consequence of that con-
clusion with reference to this exchange?

By the COURT.—If he did anything with Mr. Cook, 
that he can answer.

By Mr. CLARK.—It wasn’t with Mr. Cook, if the 
Court please—for the purpose of furthering the exchange.

By the COURT.*—If he did anything with reference to 
effecting the exchange.

By Mr. LINDABURY.—We admit that he did not 
come to a conclusion until the 28th of June, as to wheth-10 
er he would carry out the agreement at all.

By the COURT.—That does not follow, at all. It does 
not make that impression upon the mind of the Court. 
You may answer it, Mr. Oakey.

Q. (Question repeated.) A. Well, talking over with 
my son—what do you want ?

By the COURT.—What you did with reference to the 
exchange?

A. We made up our minds—- (Interrupted.)
Further direct:
Q. That you have told us about.
Bÿ Mr. LINDABURY.—Let him go on and tell what 

he made up his mind to.
Q- Did you do anything, Mr. Oakey ?
By Mr. LINDABURY.—Hold on ; I object.
By the COURT.—It must be a specific act ; we have

admitted it.
Q- Did }rou do anything in consequence of that con-

clusion ?

20

By Mr. LINDABURY.—It puts the testimony in a 30 
very strange way, if he is allowed to tell something he

Q- Do you remember, Mr. Oakey ? A. I  remember 
a transpired in regard to these things we talked

an<̂  ĥe result; that is all. I  don’t know what 
particular thing you refer to.
%  Now, Mr. Oakey, you said a little while ago, you 

j  ?re 0uBled, or made use of some such expression ? A.
^ ave been suffering with nervousness for the last two or 

weeks, and one week I  didn’t sleep a night out of 10
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the whole week, and I have been sick—kind of out of 
order for some time.

Q: Where is the Post Office at Blackwell’s Mills—at 
the mills, or at the store ? A. At (Broch’s) store. -

Q. Now, Mr. Voorhees said that he had a conversation 
with you, in which you told him—he said that you told 
him that you carted hay till you got tired, and so forth, 
and the crops were so large—just tell what you did say 

- to him, if you,remember, and why you talked to him the 
10 way you did ?

By Mr. LINDABUBY.—I object to the latter part of 
the question.

By the COUBT.—Well, if the witness talked to him in 
joke, or in a jocose way, he has a right to show that.

Q. Well, the manner in which you talked to him; that 
is what I want? A. Mr. Voorhees was one of the inhab-
itants of Blackwell’s Mills who like to get a laugh on 
everybody, and he asks a great many questions, and if I 
told him the truth about anything it is because I don t

20 know it, because he reports it all over.
Q. Does he understand that you treat him that way. 

A. Well, I guess he understands i t ; it is only when I 
don’t mean to, if I do.

By the COUBT.—Then, must I  understand, from the 
witness, whether the statements he' made were true or 
not ? A. They were not true; it was only to make them 
appear large.

Q. He says that you told him you gathered 1,800 bush-
els of wheat? A. I  said there were 1,680 on one place. 

30 Q. Well, was he much out of the way, on the clover, 
seed ? A. There were 98 bushels of clover seed before i 
was cleaned ; that was all.

Further re-direct: ,
Q. You talked to liim in a joke, did you, Mr. Oa ey . 

A. Yes ; I  most always do ; I hardly ever get down 
facts with him.

Q. That is all.
lie-cross examination: .
Q. Have you got in any such habit, Mr. Oakey, o no

40
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telling fclie truth, if you know it ? A. It is according to 
whom I am talking to.

JACOB KU GLER , a witness produced on behalf of 
the aforesaid Defendant, being duly sworn according to 
law, testified as follows:

Direct examination, by Mr. Clark :
Q. Where do you reside? A. Trenton, New Jersey.
Q. What is your business ? A. Millwright—mill 

building.
Q. How long have you been engaged in that business ? 

A. Well, ever since I was 18 years old, probably.
Q. Do you know the mill at Blackwell’s Mills ? A. 

Yes, sir.
Q. And have you been engaged there as millwright 

for several years past ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. How long were you engaged there during the Sum-

mer and Fall of 1882 ? A. Well, we were working there 
for several months; I think we commenced somewhere 
along in August, and finished up in December.

Q. And when did you work there again after that ? A. 
February, 1883, was the last work I did there for Mr, 
Oakey.

Q. Has there been any repairs done to the mill since 
that time ? I will premise that with another question— 

been to the mill lately ? A. I was there on 
Wednesday, this week.

Did you examine it ? A. Yes, sir.
Q- Have any repairs been done to the mill since you 

*ere there m February till this time? A. I done some 
for Mr. Cook.
■  ^ ere there any other repairs ? A. I could not see 
. * there had been any. There had been some little
J° 3,1 suppose. There may have been under water; that 
-t could not see.

Q- As far as you could see, nothing had been done ? A. 
JNo, sir.

Q- What amount of money would be required now to 
PUt the miU m first-class order ?

[Objected to.]

10

20

30

40
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By the COURT.—I don’t see that it raises an issue; 
but if counsel insists upon it, then, in order to make it of 
any service to the Court, it would be necessary to estab-
lish its exact condition when Mr Cook took it.

Q. Did you examine the water wheels the other day? 
A. No, sir; not particularly; they are under water, en-
tirely. The flume appeared to be leaking somewhat; it 
has been in there a number of years anyway.

Q. Were you there when Mr. Cook took possession? 
10 A. No, sir; X was there before, and I was there in August, 

after he had taken possession.-
Q. Can you state, as a millwright, from your knowl-

edge of that mill, what would be the actual cost of keep- 
ing the mill in proper repair? A. Well, I could not, 
further than stating what my bills have been there.

Q. That is only your b ill; I  am speaking now of the 
whole thing—everything; I  don’t mean your bill—every-
thing ? A. If you take the flume, and the water wheels, 
and everything into consideration, they would wear out 

20 in about 15 years, and to put in that kind of a wheel— 
they have got five wheels; one is not in use now, but 
there are five wheels in there, and to replace them, I sup-
pose it would cost some two thousand or twenty-five 
hundred dollars.

Q. What I  was anxious to get at, was the average an-
nual sum of money which would be expended to keep it 
in repair—if you can give an estimate, taking all these 
things into consideration ? A. Well, it would be kind of 
guess-work ; if you was to allow that forebay and the 

30 wheels to be repaired everv 15 years, which I suppose 
would be about the length of time for them, it would cost 
from two thousand to twenty-five hundred dollars, and 
the other repairs in the mill, I  suppose, would cost $100 
a year, or $125.

Q. Now, then, that is your best answer, I suppose; we 
can draw our own average? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What examination of the stones did you make the 
other day ? A. I  didn’t see the face of the stones.

Q. Why didn’t ŷ ou examine the stones? A. The
40
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stones were not up, and of course I could not see the face 
of them.

By the COUBT.—-The witness who” was produced by 
the Complainant said he was directed not to show that— 
not to stop the mill.

Q. The mill was stopped, was it not ? A. Yes, sir ; the 
mill was stopped.

Cross-examined, by Mr. Lindabury:
Q. What happened about showing the stones? A. 

Well, the miller informed us that Mr. Cook was not will- 10 
iug to have the stones taken up ; that is all the informa-
tion I had on the subject.

Q. There would be considerable time and labor re-
quired to take up the stones, is there not ? A. Well, it 
would take an hour, I suppose, to take them all up and 
put them back again.

Q. That is all.
lie-direct examination:
Q. What amount of grain was there in the mill, if you 

[Objected to.]
By the COUBT.—There is this distinction : Mr. Oak* 
it seems, had not only merchant and grist work prop- 

eb as a miller, but did also a_large amount of grain busi- 
üps8. I understand Mr. Cook to say, and his witnesses, 
that his business has been distinguished from Mr. Oak-

s, in that he devoted all the energies of the mill to 
merchant and grist work exclusively, and nothing to the 
gram business. I conceive a mill might be doing that

Business exclusively, and having its supplies 30 
o t in every day, or several times a day, and at no 
ne particular time have any large amount of grain on 
lan , that would be my reasoning about it.

H- That is all.

a witness produced on behal 
to 1 6  ̂0resa^  Defendant, being duly sworn according 
t 0 testified as follows: -

Q r™texamination, by Mr. Clark :
V- What is your business ? A. Milling.
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Q. How long have you been engaged in that business?
A. About 12 years.

Q. Are you related to Mr. Oakey ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. In what way ? A. I married his daughter. U
Q. How long have you been familiar with this busi-

ness—the milling business? A. Well, ever since he lias 
been in the milling business. -

Q. How long—since you have been in that family, 
about? A. Well— (Interrupted.)

10 Q. Before lie went to Blackwell’s Mills ? A. Yes, sir.
By the COURT.— Q. Are you a miller, yourself, Mr. 

Higgins? A. Not a practical miller, but in the milling 
business I never learned the trade ; that is what I mean.

Further direct:
Q. Now, what do you know about Mr. Oakey using his 

mill to its capacity during the time he. was engaged in 
bnsiness there ?

By Mr. LINDABURY.—There is no testimony on our 
side, except during the last two years, and the testimony 

20 seems to explain that pretty well.
By Mr. CLARK.—If you do not press that I shall be 

glad not to take any time on it.
Q. Now, then, were you in the mill the other day with 

Mr. Kugler ? A. I was.
Q. Did you have a talk with Mr. Cook about examin-

ing the mill? A. I did ; yes, sir.
Q. Just please state what was said about what—what 

was done? A. Well, in thé first place, I  handed him the 
letter.

30 Q- What letter ? A. The letter Mr. Oakey gave me.
Q. Mr. Oakey gave you a letter to Mr. Cook ? A. Yes, 

sir.
Q. Well? A. And then, after dinner, we went over to 

the miil to go through, and had a little conversation with 
him—that is, he said he would like to speak to me a few 
minutes before we went through.

Q. Who was that? A. Mr. Cook.
Q. Go on, and state what passed ? A. Well, he thought 

it was rather unfair for us to go there, as he ough 
10 to have had an opportunity of having somebody there
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to go through with us, as experts, he says; and I  
told him that I did not profess to be an expert, and that 
lie had the privilege, I  should think, at any time, of 
taking anyone through it any day, and that we were there 
that day and would like to go through, and I  didn’t think 
■yve would come again, or I  would not, to go through.

Q. Well, go on? A. Well, then he— (Interrupted.)
Q. Who else was with you, Mr. Higgins? A. Mr. 

Kugler. , , _ ■ ...
Q. Who else? A. Mr. Oakey. IQ
Q. Who else? A. Davis Oakey. He objected to Da-

vis Oakey going through, and also myself going through, 
as I had been with Mr. Oakey, and I  told him it didn’t 
make any difference to me whether I  went through with 
them or with him or alone; so he said I  could go with 
him, and Mr. Oakey and Mr. Kugler could go together.

Q. Well, then, did you go that way? A. Well, part of 
the way through that way.

Q. Now, did you have any talk with Mr. Cook about 
the condition of the mill, in any respect ? A. Not that 1 20 
remember of.

Q. Was anything said about the stones? A. At that 
time ?

Q. Well, I don’t know what time—anything between 
you that day with Mr. Cook ? A. Oh, Mr. Cook; I  
thought you meant Mr. Kugler; oh, yes; I  asked him if 
he would take the stones up, so we could see the face of 
the stones, and he declined to do it ; I told him I  thought 
it would not be much trouble, the mill was standing still 

the stones—and he said he didn’t intend to go to any 30 
trouble; I told him I thought we would ask the privilege.

Q. How many run of stone are there ? A. Three run, 
with the pony, as they call it.

Q. Well, would that make three run in all, or four run 
in all? A. Four run in all.

Q- Did he say anything about the condition of the 
stones? A. Yes, sir; he said they were in bad condition 

that they were worn down—the bars were pretty well 
worn out, and I  forget whether I  asked him why they 
were allowed to run out that way, or whether he said 40
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that the picks were delayed, or something in that respect.
Q. What do you say about the condition of the water 

wheels? A. Well, from the appearance, and the leak-
age, they must have been pretty much worn out, and one 
wheel wasn’t being used; I noticed there were several 
whirlpools in the surface of the water in the flume, which 
would be caused by suction in holes through the wheel, 
or through the casing of the flume, and also outside of 
the wheel; I  think there was two or three outside of the 

10 wheel—these whirlpools—and then I could see the water 
boil up outside—under—outside of the flume, below.

Q. When was that wheel taken out, do you know', from 
what Mr. Cook told you, or of your own knowledge ? A. 
The wTater wheel ?

Q. Yes. A. The water wheel itself is in, and I sup-
pose the casing is broken around the wheel; that is the 
casing which prevents the water from flowing on the 
wheel.

Q. The spur wheel is on top of that ? A. The spur 
20 wheel, I think, is off—nothing but the spindle and the 

water wheel is standing.
Q. Taking the spur wheel off, does that make it more 

dangerous to the other wheel? A . There may have been 
damage done in taking it off.

Q. I  do not mean in taking off, I  mean as to damage 
by running it without the spur wheel ? A. You can t run 
it without the spur wheel.

By the COURT.—Q. Do you know how long this par-
ticular wheel to which you refer had been in the mill, an 

30 in use ? A. I  can’t tell.
Further direct;
Q. What else did you discover? A. Let’s see ; I thin 

I  can tell, that is, pretty near; that is, the time it ĥ s 
been in, but how long before that I couldnt tell, t e 
Kugler wheels were the next wheels to those.

Q. Do you mean next before these ? A. This was in 
the end of the flume, and the Kugler wheels came on 
next, or second from that, I  ain’t sure which I mean 
Slocum wheels, and that wheel has been in, I think, since 

401 can remember ; I  think about nine years, and this o
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wheel lias been in still longer—tlie wheel that was stand-
ing still.

By the COURT.—Q. That is the one you thought was 
worn, as you saw the air-holes in the water ? A. Yes, 
sir.

Further direct:
Q. Now, you were about to state something else in re-

lation to the condition of the mill ; what was it ; please 
go on, and state it ? A. Well, if you want to know about 
the waste of water. 10

Q. What occasions the waste of the water ? A. The 
worn wheels, and the holes in the plank in the bottom or 
sides of the flume, and so forth.

Q. Well, should those holes be there if the mill is 
properly kept up ? A. They should not ; there is where 
the foundation of the business is—in the power—and a 
miller’s business is all based on his water power, and if 
his power is running away it would affect the machines of 
the mill to the same proportion.

Q. Well, what did you discover about the cistern fur- 20 
ther than you have stated— anything further ? A. Well, 
my judgment would be, that there was one-third of the 
water escaping and coming down the stream the day I  
was there ; that is, the gates were all shut down on the 
wheels, the mill stopped, and one-third of the water pass-
ing down the stream, escaping.

Q. Well, did you observe any obstructions to any of 
the wheels—I  mean of power ? A. This wheel that has 
been spoken of was an obstruction to the wheel that ran 
the feed mill, and that was caved over, and it must shut 30 
on the escape water on one side of the wheel—shut off 
the discharge water on one side of that wheel—that is, 
very near all of it, and this escape water, in my judgment, 
would diminish the power of the mill about one-half. 

Cross-examined, by Mr. Lindabury:
Q. The escape of one-third of the water would dimin-

ish the power one-half, would it ? A. Yes, sir.
Q- Was the feed stone running ? A. The feed stone 

was running on cracked corn.
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Q. Didn’t that take some of the water? A. Wei1,
cracking corn takes very little.

Q. Well, it took some of this one-third that was escap-
ing, didn’t\t ? A. Well, the water was all escaping when 
the mill was running.

Q. You said the gates were all down, didn t you.
By the COURT.—N o ; he didn’t put it that way; lie 

made it as a proposition, shutting down the gates and
stopping the milk , r 7

10 Q. You said you were not a practical miller; Mr. KUg-
ler is an expert in all these things, is he not ? A. cou
not tell you. „  ., _

Q. Wasn’t he around there ; didn’t he see all these
things? A. He was there. .

Q. He looked it all over, and saw all these things.
I  was not with him. • 0 .

Q. You saw him about the mill, didn you .

Q. The water wheels were all out, weren t they? A.

20 Yes, sir.
Q. And wanted repairs? A. Yes, sir.
Q. When do you do that, when the weather . 

and the water low ? A. You can fix m a nme âny ̂  
Q. Don’t you generally leave those repairs 

mer? A. No, sir; not in the flume; you could *  
down the headgates and shut the water off, a g
on your wheels. fhroueh?

Q. Why did Mr. Cook object to your go ng tk
A. Well, I  think he made it a point that the le

30 Q. The letter was from Mr. Clark; wasntlt^ f  p 
pursuant to the arrangements between y°u a“  j  'that' 
show you a letter from him dated June 3d, 1884. 
the one ? A. It looks like it. . niere with

Q. It asks the privilege of Mr. Oakey g g 
a gentleman to examine the mill? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And Mr. Cook said he was 
and a gentleman to go through ?

Q. At a tima? A. Yes, sir. 
j.0 O. That’s all.

A. xes, su. 
willing for Mr. 0 * 1
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[Said letter offered in evidence, same being dated 
June 3d, 1884, and marked Exhibit C. 4.]

Re-direct examination:
Q. Can yon tell, Mr. Higgins, from your experience 

and your knowledge of this mill, what wrould be the an-
nual cost of repairs to this property to keep it in proper 
order ?

[Objected to.]
By the COURT.—I don’t think he would help much,

Mr. Clark, on that account; if you think it valuable it 10 
ought to appear that this witness has had such experience 
in the milling business.

Q. How long were you engaged in the milling business,
Mr. Higgins ? A. About 12 years.

Q. In what way are you engaged in it? A. I am one 
of the proprietors.

Q. What do you have to do with the repairs put upon 
your mill? A. Well, I have to see that the work is done.

Q. Well, what do you have to do with respect to see-
ing that the work is properly done ; do you trust to your 20 
own judgment with reference to having the work done, or 
do you trust to somebody else’s judgment with respect to 
what needs to be done? A. Well, in part; we take in a 
millwright’s judgment; they are always under the con-
trol, of course, of the proprietor ; that is, if they advance 
any opinions, of course they will be sanctioned before 
acted upon.

Q. Now, go on, and tell, if you are able to from your 
knowledge and experience, what w'ould be the annual cost 
of repairs to this property to keep it in proper order ? A. 30 
Well, somewhere between three and five hundred dol- 
ars, as near as I can estimate, in my judgment.
By the COURT.—Mr. Higgins, how does this mill com-

pare with yours, in size and in machinery ? A. Well, the 
j ’ *n s ẑe> I think, is as large as ours, perhaps a little 
arger; I don’t think there is any difference.

Q. How about the machinery; is it as well stocked— as 
We 1 P^vided ? A. No, sir.

Q- That’s all.
40
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JA COB K U G i m  recalled.
Further examination, by Mr. Lindabury:
Q. Wliat is the time of year for repairing water wheels 

and flumes, and works about a mill, that are underwater? 
A. We generally try to do it in warm weather; it is a dis-
agreeable job, unless Ave have to do it.

Q. You have spoken of certain things, and I asked you 
whether the mill didn’t need those things when you saw 
it last, before Mr. Oakey wrent away? A. I could not say 

10 it did,, because they were under water; I didn’t notice 
the leaks.

Q. These things that you spoke of are nothing that lias 
arisen from misuse during the past year? A. Natural 
Avear and tear, I should judge.

Q. Nothing else, is there ? A. No, sir.
By the COURT.—Q. Does not the time of making re-

pairs depend somewhat upon necessity ? A. Sometimes; 
in case of a break-down we repair as soon as we can, but 
as a general thing we take opportunity to repair in warm 

20 A\reather.
By Mr. LINDABURY.—Can this repair be done very 

well at any other time, except in warm weather? A. 
You would liaÂ e to keep the Avater out, which could be 
done at any time.

By Mr. CLARK.—Q. How do you know that these re-
pairs that you «peak of are only from natural wear and 
tear? A. I should judge so. »

Q. N o a v , you speak of making repairs; is not the ol 
maxim, an ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure, 

30 applicable to mill repairs ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you ever make repairs there for Mr. Cook, ex 

cept in warm weather—about the water wheels, I mean- 
A. No, sir; not the Avater wheels.

Q. Or under the water? A. No, sir; I never did, be 
fore I  went there, a year or so, there was new wheels pu 
in ; I first went there in 1877—August, I think.

CH ARLES D IX O N , a witness produced on the part 
of the aforesaid Defendant, being duly sworn accor mg 

40 to law, testified as follows:
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Direct examination, by Mr. Clark :
Q. You are a miller? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And engaged in the milling business noAV ? A. Yes, 

sir.
Q. How long have you been ? A. About 16 years.
Q. You learned your trade in this mill ? A. Black-

well’s mill. '-v _ : 'V.'-.-.'
Q. Have you known tliis property ever since ? A.

Yes, sir.
Q. How its business lias been, and its capacity ? A. 1 10 

have known it ever since as a mill.
Q. Were you here in court when Mr. Beatty testified in 

respect to its value ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Its increased value ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What have you to say with reference to the prop-

erty being worth any more in value now than it was in 
September last, or after Mr. Cook took possession of i t ; 
what is your information about it? A. Well, I don t 
think it is worth any more money, with the mere excep-
tion of what I heard in reference to the pleadings ; as far 20 
as the mill is concerned I would not consider it worth 
any more.
. Cross-examined, by Mr. Lindabury:
Q. The value of a mill depends a good deal on the 

good will of it, does it not ? A. Somewhat.
Q. The larger the custom of the mill the more it is 

worth? A. If the custom is permanent.
Q. If the custom of this mill has quadrupled since Mr. 

Cook has had it would that increase its value? A. It 
would, if the party taking hold of it could hold it. 30

Q. For selling purposes, I mean. If the custom of this 
roill has quadrupled since Mr. Cook got it, would it not 
sell for more than if it remained as it was ? I do not ask 
you if it has quadrupled, but suppose it has. Would not 
that fact affect the price it would bring ? A. What kind 
°f business—merchant business, or grist business ?

Q- Grist business. A. Grist?
Q- Yes; and merchant, both? A. Well, I consider a 

miU Property more valuable, as it is doing more business, 
as tlle business is profitable. 40
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Q. I  should think you would be able to answer my 
question yes or no ? A. I  could not answer it yes or no 
that way.

Q. You could not, eh—because you don’t want to? A. 
My knowledge of the milling business is, you don’t know 
whether it is always profitable or not.

Q. I told you—now, if it has quadrupled since Mr. 
Cook got it, would not that fact affect its selling price? 
A. Yes; I think it would.

10 Q. That’s all.
Re-direct examination:
Q. Would not that depend upon whether the quadru-

ple was a profitable business, or attended with a loss? 
A. It would with me—to buy it.

Q. Wouldn’t it for anybody ? A. I suppose so.
Q. What is the condition of the market with respect to 

mills of this character now in comparison with new pro-
cess mills?

By the COURT.—Is not the answer to that question, 
20 let it be yes or no, the same to both parties? I will no

allow that question to be answered, because it does no
help the Court at all.

Q. That’s all.

G A R R E T  NEVITJS, a witness produced on behalf of 
the aforesaid Defendant, being duly sworn according 
law, testified as follows:

m  ect examination, by Mr. Clark:
Q. Where do you live ? A. I  live in Franklin town-

30 ship. i „
Q. How far from Blackwell’s Mills ? A. Thiee an

half miles to Blackwell’s Mills. .
Q. Is that the mill to which you go, or did go,

Mr. Oakey was engaged in the business ? A. It is. ,
Q. Do you still patronize that mill? A. 1 a

lately; no, sir. « y
Q. How long have you known this mill property.

For the last four years. ^ 0f
Q. You have lived where you do now for tha eng

¿Otime? A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Well, yon speak now of the mill property—I mean 
the machine house, the mill property, and the buildings? 
A. Yes, sir ; the whole thing.

Q. Were you here the other day when Mr. Beatty was 
sworn, and gave his opinion as to the increase of value in 
that property ? A. I was.

Q. What is your opinion in regard to that ? À. I  can 
see no difference in the condition of the property since 
Mr. Cook took it and this time.

Q. Would it, in your judgment, bring any more in the 10 
market now than formerly ? A. I  don’t think it would.

Q. There has been something said about the business 
being increased materially under Mr. Cook; do you know 
anything about its increase under Mr. Cook? A. I  do 
not; I was in there once.

Cross-exam ination, by Mr. Lindabury:
Q. Would not the value depend upon the question of 

the business largely ? A. Oh, yes.
Q. That you know nothing about ? A. Nothing, per- 

sonally. 20
Q. Thats all? A. I  had reference to the buildings;

Mr. Clark asked me the market value.
Q. The market value of the buildings, you mean ? A.

Yes, sir; and the property.
Q. What do you say ? A. The buildings, and the whole 

property.
By the COURT.—I think the witness is very clear. He 

8ays e speaks of the buildings, and you ask him about
U?meSS’ an<̂  saYs Be knows nothing about it.

-tie-airect examination: 30
sale BroPerty *s Pu  ̂info market to-day, at public 

^°Ur ° P ^ on woulcl it bring any more than it
n rm.116 ^Gar a^° ** I  don’t think it would.That’s all.
Re-cross :

toontĥ 1* ^ eV̂ US’ ^  one Year ago the mill earned $100 i
if U niT  f .  n°W earning $400 a month, would that fact
tbouehtV ldders’ affect the price of it ? A. If the]

O 'rn i f  WaS S0 ^  would, I suppose.^  that s all. 40
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JA COB W. YEG IITE, a witness produced on tlie part 
of the aforesaid Defendant, being duly sworn according 
to law, testified as follows:

Direct examination, by Mr. Clark :
Q. Where do you reside ? A. Franklin township. 

About two miles from this property.
Q. What is your business? A. Farming.
Q. How long have you lived where you do now? A. 

All my lifetime.
10 Q Did you attend Mr. Oakey’s mill when he was en-

gaged in business there? A. Yes.
Q. Do you go there now to mill? A. Ido, when I 

have necessity to g o ; I go there when I want to go to 
mill.

Q. Do you know this mill property—the dwelling 
house, and the outbuildings—the whole'property ? A. I 
have been in them both. .

Q. Did you hear Mr. Brooks’s testimony, when he was 
sworn, as to its value ? A. I did.

20 Q- You are an owner of real estate, I understand? A. 
Yes.

Q. And own two farms ? A. Yes.
Q. What have you to say in reference to that property 

having increased in value since Mr. Cook has taken 
charge of it—has it, or not, in your judgment ? A. I 
haven’t been off olthe road, around the buildings, since 
Mr. Cook has been there. I saw there was a new roof on 
the mansion house, and I saw paint on the mill* I saw 
painters painting it when they were there, and i 

30 helped the appearance of the property, from the on - 
side yiew, materially, and, no doubt, the house, inside 
of it.

Q. I asked you a question ? A. I am telling that.
Q. Well, tell it, then ? A . That’s all. You said the 

appearance of the property, didn’t you ?
Q. No ; I  said, what, in your opinion, in respect to in 

crease in value of the property since Mr. Cook took i  ̂
would it bring any more in the market, if offered ôr sa,̂ 
to-day than it would when Mr. Oakey left it ? A. I 02 

40 think it would.
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Cross-examined, by Mr. Lindabury:
Q. Would not the fact depend upon the amount of 

business ? A. To a certain extent it would.
Q. That you know nothing about? A. No.
Q. That’s all.
lie-direct ex a m in a tio n :

Q. Bidders would have to be satisfied that the busi-
ness was bona fide ? A. Yes ; I should think so; I  would, 
if I was going to buy the mill.

Q. That’s all. * 1°
Re-cross: %
Q. That is the best you can say about it ?
By the COURT.—Well, that is all, Mr. Veghte.

ABRAHAM  V. D . POLIIEM US, a witness produced 
on behalf of the aforesaid Defendant, being duly sworn 
according to law, testified as follows:

Direct exa m in a tion , by Mr. Clark :
Q. Where do you reside ? A. Near Franklin Park • 

about half way between Franklin Park and Blackwell’s 20 
Mills.

Q. What is your business ? A. Farmer.
Q. Do you own any property ? A. I  do not.
Q. You are a son-in-law of Mr. Garret Nevius ? A.

Yes, sir.
Q. You know the Blackwell’s Mills property—when I 

speak of the property I mean the whole property which 
Mr. Oakey agreed to convey to Mr. Cook ? A. Yes, sir.

Q* How long have you known it ? A. I  have known it 
since I was a boy. 30

Q. Mr. Beatty testified the property had increased in 
value five per cent, since Mr. Cook had taken possession 
°t it ; in your opinion, would or would not the property, 
at public sale, bring any more than it would when Mr. 
Cook took hold of it ? A. I  don’t think it would.

Q- Tell your reasons why ? A. The appearance of the 
property is not any better ; only the roof on the house ; 
ftüd as I noticed this morning, I don’t think I  ever saw 
the waste of water in the bay as it shows now ; they are 
D°t using the mill, and I  should think they ought to have 40
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water plenty; I think the dam is bare; and the outbuild-
ings, you can see from the outside, are not near as good 
as they were a year ago.

Cross-examined, by Mr. Lindabury:
Q. You don’t know anything about the comparative 

amount of business done there now ? A. No, sir.
Q. You have never bought and sold mill property,have 

you? A. No, sir. ,
Q. You do not know how much the value of property 

10 depends upon the good will, or custom of the mill, do 
you ? A. Well, I  suppose#the more a man is doing the 
more valuable a property is.

Q. You do know it depends very largely on that, don’t 
you ? A. I  should think it would.

Q. That’s all.
R e-direct exami7iation:
Q. It would depend upon the character of the business 

he did, would it not ? A. It would have to be profitable. 
Bidders would have to know it was profitable when they 

20 bid upon the property. ,
Q. That’s all.

TH EOD O RE LEIG H TON , a witness produced on 
the part of the aforesaid Defendant, being duly sworn 
according to law, testified as follows :

Direct examination, by Mr. Clark:
Q. You reside near Blackwell’s Mills? A. About a

quarter of a mile, I  suppose. a  W  11
Q. And are often at the mill, or near there? A. e >

301 go by there often.
Q. What is your business? A. Farmer; I o

property there. I
Q. How long have you lived there ? A. I have 

there in that neighborhood—not just where I live no ^ 
lived close by the mill one. time—I have lived there ov
30 years. -Dlack.

Q. In your opinion, would or would not, tne _  
well’s Mills property bring any more in the mar e j 
than it would at the time Mr. Cook took possession °

40 A. I
11 wouiu at tue tiiiiD iu-1. ------r  ,
don’t hardlv know; the house has been xe



215

some; it has had a new roof on, and some other little im-
provements. I suppose the entire wear and tear of the 
other buddings, one would balance the other; I don’t 
suppose it would fetch very much more.

Cross-examination, by Mr. Lindabury:
Q. Do you know anything about the amount of busi-

ness being done there now, compared with what was 
being done there at the time Mr. Oakey was there ? A. 
Nothing, particular. 

lie-direct: v.
Q. You have not been able to ascertain that Mr. Cook 

was doing an immense business, larger than Mr. Oakey 
was doing ? A. I don’t know anything, particular, about 
the business. .

Q. You base your opinion, then, upon the knowledge 
of th§ property and the business, as you understand it ?
A. Yes; I don’t know, particular, about the business; I 
don’t know what business Mr. Oakey done, nor what Mr. 
ook has done ; I could not tell about their business.
Q. That’s all. ’ ; ^

ABRAHAM  VOORIIIES, a witness produced on the 
Part of the aforesaid Defendant, being duly sworn ac- 
cording to law, testified as follows :

D irect exa m in a tion , by Mr. Clark:
Q. Where do you live ? A. Franklin township.
Q- How near to this property ? A. About two miles.
bJ. How long have you lived there ? A. Since last 

Spring a year ago.
Q. Before that, where did you live? A. Blackwell’s 30 

mins—near by. ,

ireiul Y0U ^  a S° n ° f Mr* FPederick V- B. Voorhies, the 
 ̂0 T ^  Wh° WaS a witness here Yesterday ? A. Yes. 

mvlife0 U W W n t h i 8  proPertY how long? A. All

v a l u ^ i  haVe J0U to Saj’ with reference to the market 
Mr. On , lls ProPerty to-day, compared with the time
A Tf i>° ° °k Possession of i t ; has it, or not, increased ?

• ^ has not, to my knowledge.
Q- That’s all.

40
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Cross-examination, by Mr. Lindabury:
Q. Do you know anything about the amount of busi-

ness done there now? A. No, sir.
Q. Do you know anything about the amount Mr. Oak- 

ey did-the last year or two? A. No, sir ; not the amount.
Q. You don’t know whether it has increased or not, 

and if so, how much ? A, Whether Mr. Cook’s business 
has increased over Mr. Oakey’s?

Q. Yes. A. I am unable to say; I don’t think, from 
10 my knowledge of the business of the two men, that Mr. 

Cook’s business has increased over Mr. Oakey’s, unless it 
was the two last years. He, perhaps, is doing more busi-
ness than Mr. Oakey did for the last two years; but when 
he first came there, for the first six or eight years, I think 
Mr. Oakey did, as much business as Mr. Cook does.

Q. Do you know how much Mr. Cook does? A. Ido 
not know liow much Mr. Cook does, only from appear-
ances ; I judge from the material that is taken away from 
the mill now, and when Mr. Oakey had it.

20 Q- How close do you live to the mill ? A. About two 
miles.

Q. You see the material taken away now? A. I do.
Q. All of it ? A. I don’t say that.
Q. How much do you see ? A. A great deal of it.
Q. How can you? A. How can I ? —with my eyes.
Q. Do you farm ? A. I do.
Q. How many roads lead away from Blackwell s Mills. 

A. One.
Q. You attend to your business at home ? A. I do. 

30 Q. And you see most of the stuff carted away from the 
mill? A. See most of it?

Q. Yes. A. Did I  say so ?
Q. Well, I  have no more questions.
lie-direct:
Q. You were asked if you knew about the business r- 

Oakey did, and you said till the last two years? A. j*. 
sir. .

Q. Did Mr. Oakey, during the last two years o 
ownership, carry on the business of milling there, or 

40it carried on by somebody else? A. No, sir.
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[Objected to.]
Q. Do you mean Mr. Oakey was carrying on the busi-

ness the last two years, or tbe business that was carried 
on there at the mill ? A. I mean the business carried on 
at the mill.

Q. That’s all.
Re-cross examination:
Q. Where did you live those last two years, where you 

do now ? A. No, sir,
Q. That’s all. 10
By the COTJBT.—He said he moved there a year ago- 

last Spring.

JOHN SPERLING-, a witness produced on the part 
of the aforesaid Defendant, being duly sworn according 
to law, testified as follows :

Direct examination, by Mr. Clark :
Q. Where do you live ? A. I live near Blackwell’s 

Mills—about four or five hundred yards from this prop-
erty. ' 20

Q. What is your business ? A. Farming.
Q. How long have you been engaged in farming ? A.

Over four years.
Q. How long have you known this Blackwell’s Mills 

property? A. 18 years.
Q. Do you know the character of the business Mr. 

Oakey did at the time he was engaged in the milling 
business himself? A. No more than what an outsider 
would judge from general appearances.

Q. What have you to say about the market value of 30 
this property to-day in comparison with its market value 
8>t the time Mr. Cook took possession of it; has it, or not, 
increased in value ? A. From what I know of it, and my 
judgment, I don’t think it has.

Q. Well, what do you know of it? A. No more than 
an °ntsider would from general appearances ; I  can’t say 
that there is any more business done there—-.that is, gen-
eral milling business—than there was when Mr. Oakey 
a(* it; not as much, in some respects.
Q- Now, speaking of the repairs which have been done 4.0
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there, just tell us, if you please, what the improvements 
are to the mill ? Mr. Cook says he has painted the mill; 
state what kind of material was used, and what kind of a 
job it is? A. Well, the job ain’t very extra.

Q. Well, just explain to the Court ? A. Part of the 
material on one part of the mill was white lead and fish 
oil, and on the ïest of the mill it is crude petroleum and 
yellow ochre.

Q. Well, now then, if you please, is that crude pe-
10 troleum cheap or expensive material ? A. Well, it is 

bought in the market from eight to fifteen cents a gallon, 
according to fluctuations of the market ; it is all painted 
with this, except the front gable end.

Q. What is the effect of painting the mill with that 
sort of material? A. The crude petroleum itself is a 
benefit to the boards—to any wooden material ; the 
boards will absorb it ; but to mix it with the color the 
crude petroleum will go in and thé color will stay out-
side; consequently the color will wash off.

20 Q- Now, what have you to say in connection with the 
use of this fish oil in connection with the white lead in 
front ? A. Fish oil I  don’t know much about, but I no-
tice the front is scaling off some; at the sides, more or 
less ; but as to the benefit of the fish oil I could not say 
what it is.

Q. Did you have any conversation with Mr. Cook, 
about the time this job was being done, about the char-
acter of the material that was being used ? A. No, sir ; 
I did not.

30 Q- When was this work done? A. Somewheres about 
the first of August.

By the COURT.—Q. Last year ? A. Yes, sir.
Further direct:
Q. Who was the contractor ? À. Charles Thompson.
Q. Did you hear any talk between the contractor and 

Mr. Cook, about the character of the material? A. I re* 
member I heard the contractor complain two or three 
times that he could not do a good job with the poor ma-
terial.

40
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Q. To Mr. Cook ? A. Yes, sir; to Mr. Cook, on one
occasion. - • ■ : . # ' '  ;

Q. What did lie say ? A. The material, he says, was
too poor, he’could not make a good job of it.

Q. Do you know what the cost was of the work on the 
mill ? A. No, sir; I  do not.

Q. Was it by contract, or by the day? A. Contract.
Q. Do you know what the contract price was ? A. I  

mderstood it was— (Interrupted.)
Q. How did you understand it? A. I  was told by— 10

Interrupted.) ' - ^  . '
By the COUBT.—Q. By Mr. Cook? A. Mr. Cook, 

liter the job was done, told me he hiad contracted with 
Mr. Thompson to do the job, two coats, for $35.

Further direct:
Q. Did you do the work ? A. I  did part of it.
Q. Did you give it two coats? A. No, sir.
Q. How much ? A. We gave part of it three coats 

the front gable end, with the exception of a part that has 
been built on. That we gave two, and the rest of the 20 
mill we gave but one, of the yellow ochre.

Q. Well, do you know from what he said, whether he 
paid for more .than one coat? A. That 1 could not say, 
positive.

Q. I mean from what Mr. Cook told you about it? A.
I can’t remember that, positive.

Cross-examination, by Mr. Lindabury:
Q. Didn’t Mr. Cook find the material for painting? A.

I understood so.
Q. What do you mean, then, that he contracted for 30 

$35? A. To do the work.
Q. The work only? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you know what that crude petroleum, and some-

thing else you spoke of, cost ?
%  the COUBT.—He gave the price.
A. From eight to fifteen cents, as the market fluctu-

ates.
Q- I show you the b ill; you have seen it, haven’t you ?

A- I have not.
40
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Q. I  show it to you—45 cents ? A. That is what we 
pat on the front, Mr. Lindabury.

Q. Has that white lead in it—imperial oil ? A. It is 
mixed with white lead; we don’t use any prepared paint.

Q. Look at that—“52 galls, of imperial oil, 40 cents a 
gallon” . That is prepared paint? A. No, sir; it is not; 
it is imperial oil.

Q. What kind of oil is it? A. Just as it says here.
By the COUBT.—Q. Is that the material that is used ?

10 A. Painters call it fish oil.
Q. What do you say fish oil costs ? A. About 40 cents 

a gallon ; the crude petroleum is a different thing.
Q. Ho you find that on the bill? Look and see if yon 

find anything there that you call crude petroleum ? A. I 
do not, but nevertheless we used it.

Q. What do you do* Mr. Sperling—did you say you 
farmed? A. I am a farmer.

Q. How much of a farm have you ? A. I farm a farm 
of 75 acres.

20 Q- A few hundred yards from the mill ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Is it in full sight of the mill? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Every part of it? A. Not the side that is opposite 

the front side of the mill; the front towards Mr. Cooks 
is not, the other part is.

Q. Can you look, or can you see from your house, what 
is being done at that mill ? A. Not when I am in the 
barn, or at the house, but when I am on the premises I 
can.

Q. Have you any definite idea how much business was
30done there during the year? A. Nothing more than an 

outsider would in going by and living close by, nsua y 
seeing it every day.

Q. Well, that’s all.
Adjourned till Friday, September 5th, 1884.

Fr id ay, September 5th, 1884. 
[Mr. Lindabury stated that he had carefully ex 

40 amined the evidence of the last meeting aD
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found that he had omitted to ask Mr. Cook cer-
tain questions which he thought important, and 
asked leave of the Court to ask them now. No 
objection being made, counsel was given permis-
sion to ask the questions, after the Defendants 
closed.]

JOHN O AKEY, a witness produced on the part of 
the Defendant, being duly sworn according to law, de- 
poseth and saitli: ' ■ ; : : 10

Direct examination, by Mr. Clark:
Mr. Lindabury asked permission to recall John L. 

Oakey for further cross-examination in regard 
to his bank account at New Brunswick. The 
Court granted the request, and called

JOHN L. O A K E Y . (Recalled for cross-examination 
by Mr. Lindabury.)

Q. Did you bring with you your New Brunswick bank 
book? A. I did, sir. 20

Q. Will you open it at that part which, contains your 
account for the year 1883, from May to August? A. 
(Witness opens the bank book on the National Bank of 
New Jersey, at New Brunswick.)

Q. It appears by your bank book that your balance— 
by an entry in that book, it would appear that, on May 
5th, 1883, there was a balance—can you tell by that book 
what balance you Lad on the 1st of May, 1883? A. No ;
I cannot.

Q. Can you tell by that what deposits you made during 30 
the months of May, June, or July, in that bank ? A. I 
can t, only by reference to this book.

Q. Why is it, that the first is balanced July 28th, and 
the second opened July 12th; do you know? A. The 
second was a private account until July 27th.

Q- The first was the book of J. L. Oakey & Son ? A. 
Yes, sir.

Q- And the second was J. L. Oakey, from July 12th, 
1882, to July 27th, 1883 ? A. Yes, sir.

Q* And then it began to contain the account of J. L. 40
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ac-Oakey & Son? A. Yes, sir ; them three was private „  
counts; after that it was J. L, O'akey; it was money Iliad 
put in the bank.

Q. Did you keep any other account in that bank ex-
cept the ones contained in these two books? A. No, sir.

Q. Now, Mr. Oakey, I  show you what purports to be a 
transcript of the ledger of the bank at New Brunswick. 
You will observe that you are shown to have a balance on 
the 1st of May of $37.58 ? A. X observed that.

XO Q- Now, the next deposit which you are credited here 
with having made, is on the 27th of July. That wheat 
crop is something put in by somebody else. You see, you 
are shown to have a balance of $37.58 on the 1st of May, 
and the next deposit you are credited with is July 27th— 
$907.87. How do those figures accord with your recol-
lection? Look at your books as long as you wish. A.
I  will explain this. Here, July 28th, balance, $2,61 • , 
and that was carried here. Now, then, this aceoun 
think, John Rittenhouse—I took his part of i t ; and W  

o0 is balanced to me. This is a private account that 1 ha 
besides that, and the bank told me now that it wou
have to transfer it all into one account.

Q. Then, before the 27th of July, you had a private ac-
count ? A. Let’s see ; 27th of July, was it ?

Q. That is the date here—28th, if you please, 
the 28th of July you had a private account, 
ance of that account, on the first of May, was $37.56 f A- 
You say so; I  don’t say anything about it

Q. Look at your own books; here, July 27t , »
30 made a deposit of $907.87? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Was that your share of the wheat crop •
sir* * _ i. frivpH to

Q. W hy was it not ? A. Because it was n g
me that date. I did

Q, July 27th? A. I  don’t think it was beeaus
not leave there until July, sometime, and then K  j, 
sent it off, and X did not have the money to d p
there. I  don’t think it was. „.member;

Q. What do you think it was? A. I  can t 
T o a . T v t  tp.ll vou what any of it was.
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Q. How much did your, share of the wheat crop amount 
to? A. I could not tell you.

Q. Can’t you come within two or three hundred dol-
lars ? A. There is no use.

Q. You know whether it was five thousand dollars, or 
one? A. N o; it was not five thousand, nor one.

Q. Tell me, as near as you can ? A. We have got the 
receipt; I don’t know what my share was, exactly.

Q. Was it not about $900 ? A. I don’t think that was 
the wheat crop.

Q. Was it not about $907? A. It don’t strike me that 
it was.

Q. What do you think it was ? A. I  don’t know.
Q. Was it more, or less, do you think ? A. I don’t re-

member ; as I say, I can’t tell you, because I don’t think 
I had it; I think that Davis gave it to me, sometime.

Q. Did you get the money for it all at once ? A. I  got 
my money; I could not answer that now; I  haven’t 
charged my memory with it.

Q. What did you do with the money when you did get 
it? A. I used some for one thing, and some for another.

Q. Didn’t you put it in the bank ? A. Not all of it.
Q. How much did you put in the bank ? A. I  don’t 

remember.
Q. Where was the wheat sold—in Baltimore, or New 

York? A. In Baltimore.
Q- Didn’t you get a check for it, Mr. Oakey ? A. I 

may have got a check.
Q. Didn’t you get a check for it ? A, I  think there 

was a check sent for it, l  am not positive; but I  think 
there was.

Qi And you deposited that check in the New Bruns-
wick bank, didn’t you ? A. If I did, I don’t remember;

don t remember all these little details.
Q- There are some things that it is your duty to re-

member. A. And there are some things that it ain’t.
Q> Your idea of your duty is somewhat different from 
idea of it? A. My idea is to tell the truth,

Q. You said that you did have a check ? A. I  said, I 
think I did.

10

20

30

40
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Q. Where did you deposit it? A. I f  I  had one I de-
posited it in some bank.

Q. What bank? A. Very likely the National Bank of 
New Brunswick. ^

Q- What other bank could it be ? A. I deposited 
money here.

Q. Did you deposit any here at that time ? A. I don’t 
know that I  did.

Q. You did not deposit any money in any bank except 
10 the National Bank at New Brunswick and the bank 

here ? A. No, sir.'
Q. Then, if it is not in this one, it. is in that? A. I 

have no doubt but that it was deposited in the Bruns-
wick bank.

Q. Was not that item of $907.84 the check?. A. I 
could not swear positively to it, at all.

Q. “John L. Oakey & Son”-1—whose account did you 
say that was? A. We formed an account together, 
and I left that account running together, although it was 

20 my money; we had two books, and then I turned it over 
into this account. When John was home in the mill we 
had two accounts, and I  left it running on that way.

Q. Whose was this account of J. L. Oakey & Son, dur-
ing the year preceding May 1st, 1883? A. It must have 
been my son Davis’s and mine; Davis and I were togeth-
er running the mill.

Q. So, the account in that bank of J. L. Oakey & Son, 
during that'last year, belonged to your son Davis and 
you ? A. Yes, sir.

30 Q- And, besides that, you had a private account? A. 
I had them to keep an account—

Q. Listen to my question. Commencing July 12th, 
1882, the bank book of which you produce here? A. 
Yes, sir.

Q. What balances you had in the account of May, June 
or July, in the account of J. L Oakey & Son, you dont 
know ? A. The money all was mine.

Q. I  asked you about the balanées ? A. I don t know 
wliat the balances were any more than those books show. 

40
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lie-direct examination, by Mr. Clark:
Q. If I understand you now, the John L. Oakey & Son 

account was the account of J. L. Oakey and Davis Oak-
ey ? A. And Davis Oakey.

Q. John L. Oakey and Davis Oakey, the son ? A. The 
bank account ?

Q. The first book ?
By the COURT.- Q. Don t they speak for themselves 

on the face ? A. It was Peter Davis Oakey’s account and 
myself; we were in partnership. 10

Q. You say that the money in that account was yours ?
A. Yes, sir.

Q. And that bank book shows what amount of money 
you had to your credit during the months -of May, June 
and July ? Ai Yes, sir.

Q. What control did you have of the money? A. All 
the control. - • c rf/ T
'Q- To do with as you pleased ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And then you say, after they went away, you trans- 

erred the account to your individual account ? A. Yes 9ft
sir ’

Q. You mean after the boys went to Maryland ? A. 
es. sir; I said something to Mr. Hill one day—
Q. Never mind that; you stated that you 'transferred 
e account. You have been asked whether $907.84 was

fo h COnect amount ° f  the check which you received
B  eat; you stated you could not answer? A No sir ’ w,

whora did J °u receive a check—do you re- 
ber 1 t  reCeivin  ̂a cbe°k> at all ? A. I  don’t remem- 30 
I 1 Can 1 saY that I  did not; if I  did remember it 
gp„ , Sâ  ^ riglrt out, but I  don’t remember it ; it
bowS °i tha-t 1 did See a check from Cox’ but 1 don’t
botheJme ^  U f° r COm ° r wheat; that is what

t h e l !110̂ ^  Cĥ e ° f tllat matter—who had charge of 
ascertain / o  ° f Whi°h definite information can be
ascertained? A. John and Davis had charge of it.
ask it qUestiou I  want to ask, Mr. Oakey; I  will

* i here is no objection. I  notice, in the ex- 40
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animation of your testimony, that you were asked about 
the mortgages—what Mr. Cook said about mortgages. 
You said he had to raise a great deal of mortgages or 
money; then you talked about exchanging mort-
gages, and I  want to call your attention—no, Mr. 
Lindabury asked you a question about it; it was 
on cross-examination. I  want to call your attention to 
that conversation, if I  can, and ask what was said, if any-
thing, about exchanging mortgages—what you meant by 

10 that, and what was said about it? A. Mr. Cook said it 
was a good deal of money; it was a large transaction, and 
to arrange the mortgages it would take a good deal of 
time. He talked about the Mr. Van Duesen’s mortgage. 
He asked me two. different times about exchanging— 
about myself taking $5,000 mortgage.

Q. That has been talked about. A. There was noth-
ing talked about our exchanging our mortgages, anymore 
than he said, at this conversation, that it was a great dea 
of money, and to arrange the mortgage it would take a 

20 good deal of time.

. JO H N  O A K E Y .
Direct examination, by Mr. Clark :
Q. You are the son of John L. Oakey ? A. I 
Q. How old are you ? A. I  was born in 1856.
Q. What was your business before you went to Mary-

land—you are the son who went to Maryland? ‘ 
s ir ; first.

Q. What was your business before .you went to M T 
30 land? A. Farming, part of the time, sir.

Q. And before that ? A. I  had farmed for Proba ' 
two years; I  was in the mill one year after I was m ̂  
ried, and farmed two years; one or two years, won
positive about that, before.

Q. Were you present at any conversation be we<j .  r0 
Cook and your father, in relation to this exchange, 
the contract was drawn ? A. I  was, on the same
the contract was drawn, yes, sir. nook?

Q. Where did you first see your father an
40
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A. I saw them sitting on the woodpile, up by the wagon 
Louse, where we kept our large mill wagon.

Q. That is at Blackwell’s Mills ? A, Yes, sir.
Q. And if any conversation passed between them, in 

vour presence, or that you heard, in relation to this mat-
ter, just state what was said ? A. Well, they were talk-
ing there about the trade when I came up ; I came from 
the held there, and saw them together, and felt interest-
ed, and, of course, went up to them; and at the time 
when I first came up they were talking about making 10 
some arrangement to exchange stock, and they talked for 
awhile about that, but came to no conclusion ; and then 
we got up and walked a little ways, and I  believe my 
father and he had come to a final conclusion.

Q. About what? A. About the trade, exchange— 
agreement to exchange.

[Objected to.]
Q. What was said ?
Mr. LINDABUBY.—I believe the rule adopted at a 

previous meeting undoubtedly is correct; this testi- 20 
mony ought to be confined to the mortgages. The agree-
ment stands for itself and cannot be altered, but it is 
competent to give testimony in regard to the mortgages.

Q. Where did your father and Mr. Cook then go ? A.
To the mill.

Q. What was said on the way from the house to the
mill? A. Right in-front of the carriage house there was
something said about mortgages; I  don’t know who
broached the subject. My father said, “ I have $8,000 on
ere; I would like to know liow much you have down 30

there”? Mr. Cook hesitated. I said, “ Mr. Cook, if I  am
going to move down there I  would like to know much
mortgages there is on the place. We have no facility
ere for finding out the record in Maryland; I would

hke to know”. He said there was $13,000 or $14,000.
ave more than I want down there, on account of some

troubles”, which have been related here, and other
1 culties. That was the answer that he made at that 

time.

40
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Q. Then, from there, where did you go? A. We went 
from there to the mill.

Q. Was that about all that was said ? A. Yes, sir; all 
that I  remember, of any importance,

Q. Then you went from there to the mill? A. Yes, 
sir,

Q. What was next done? A. We went to the mill, to 
the office; the office in the mill. Mr. Lewis T. Howell 
was there. The agreement was reduced to writing, and 

10 he drew the writing,
Q. Go on ? A. After the writing was drawn up we all 

read it. My brother made a suggestion that there was 
nothing said where the wheat should be delivered.

Q. Davis? A. Davis; and proposed that there should 
be something definite put in about it—where Mr. Cooks 
half of the wheat should be delivered. Then I told him 
that the contract was worth nothing unless there was 
something paid on i t ; and there was a little money paid, 
and a receipt taken. Mr. Howell then said, “If you are 

20 through with your business, let us go home”, and started 
out of the mill.

Q. Who was then left in the mill—the rest remaining 
in the mill? A. Yes, sir; I think so.

Q. What next was said and done ? A. My father said, 
“ Mr. Cook, I  have considerable money on the book; it 
may take me some time to collect it all; I think, probably, 
I  could leave $10,000 on the place for a year”. Mr Cook 
said “ that would be all right, and easily arranged , an 
Mr. Cook talked about the change of possession—said it 

30 was important for us to get there, and him to get here, 
just as soon as possible, so that each could take care an 
look after their interests, and repeated that several times, 
and they started out, and Mr. Cook forgot to take t e 
money, and my brother called him back and asked him 
he would not take the twenty dollars, or twenty- ve,
whichever it was, paid on it.

Q. Go on? A. And my father and I started across e 
road with him, and asked him if that would be sais 
factory, being that he had the books, and did not n  ̂

40 if he could get it all collected right aw^y—should eav
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$10,000 on tlie place, and then he could suit himself; he 
said, “Yes, there would be no trouble about that.” That 
was while I was going across the road, and Mr. Cook 
went on, and went home.

Q. You proceeded to exchange possession ? A. Yes, 
sir, after a short time j as soon as we could get ready.

Q. And who went to Maryland? A. I  did.
Q. Who else—you and Davis? A. I  moved there, and 

Davis came on shortly afterwards.
Q. You went there with your family? A. Yes, sir. 10
Q. And you and Davis farmed the place, you stated ?

A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you remained there until what time ? A, 

Well, just before the 1st of January; I  forget the exact 
date—the last of December, when I came back.

Q. How were you farming the place? A. My brother 
and I were farming it for the halves.

. Q. Did you return home at any time before the first of 
January? A. I d id ; yes, sir.

Q. Had your coming home anything to do with refer- 20 
ence to the contract or exchange of the properties ? A. 
l eS) sir; everything to do with it,

^  dld you COme k°me ? A- In the latter part

Q. What had your coming home, then, to do with the
contmUfT e A°f the contract> or the carrying out of the 

c / m  1 d° n t exactlY understand the question, 
with had y° Ur coming home in August have -to do 
t„ i- -i 6 cariJiug °ut of the contract ? A. I,was anxious 
tn ^  ^ lether this contract could be carried out— 30 

e whether Mr. Cook was ready to carry out his part 
01 tae agreement. \

^  Because my brother and I  were dissat- 
wp <■„ u DnwiIllng to g° on any further unless we knew 

< T m P ‘  title to this farm.
them!!?“* WOTe 7° U dissatisfi®d about? A. Because 
(jy , were so great that if we went on there we

0 W w  if We W° uld reap> or somehody else would, 
lag vnn a ,Wou^  >̂e the cost and expense of your sow-

W eat crop? A. The expense of putting in 40
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what we expected to put in, as near as I can estimate; 
would be from $700 to $1,000»

Q. What had you done, before coming home, with 
reference to putting in the Fall crop—anything, at all? 
A- We had carted the manure.

Q. How many loads ? A. Between five and six hund-
red loads of manure, and plowed part of the ground.

Q. Do you know what proportion you had plowed at 
that time ? A. I think, probably, half.

10 Q. How many acres, in all, had you intended to plow ? 
A. 125 acres we expected to put in.

Q. Had you made any preparation in the way of seed 
and fertilizer? A. We had fertilizer on hand and en-
gaged.

Q. When you say on hand, you mean on the farm? A. 
Yes, sir.

Q, After you returned, in August—when you returned 
to Blackwell’s Mills, in August, for the purpose of ascer-
taining about the title, what did you do, with a view of 

20 seeing about this matter ? A. I  came home—talked with 
my father.

Q. Then, what next was done? A. I  went to New 
Brunswick and drew the money—$2,800 ; the balance we 
had in our pocket; after I came back my father and 
went to see Mr. Cook.

Q. State what passed between your father and Mr. 
Cook and yourself, in his presence? A. We went there 
in the morning, and asked Mr. Cook if he was ready to 
fix this matter up ; he said he was not; be hadn t seen 

30 his man from Philadelphia yet, or the man hadn t seeD 
this place, I  forget which were just his words; an lay 
father said, “Mr. Cook, it is time this is fixed up; I  ̂
like to get this fixed up now as soon as possible, I 
the money and the papers here with me ; and he oo 
the money out and showed it to him.

Q. How much money did he show him ? A. $3,
Q. What did he say to him in reference to the ampun 

A. He told him there was $3,000 and the papers. ^
Q. What papers did he show him ? A. He s o 

40 him the deed ; I  forget whether he had the searc
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or not; I know he did have them while I  was at home, 
but I know he had the deed.

Q. You remember him showing the money, the $3,000 ?
A. Yes, sir.

Q. What was said? A. Mr. Cook said, “ This is the 
first time you have been ready, is it not” ? Father said, 
“You know, Mr. Cook, that is not so; I have been ready 
all Summer, at any time” .

Q. Go on ; what else was said ? A. He said the man 
had been off to a watering place, and he had not been 10 
able to see him. I said, “ Mr. Cook, if you want to see 
that man it is not but a two hours’ ride to the watering 
place to see him; that this matter must be fixed up ; I 
want you to understand that I  am not going to put $700 
in in Winter grain and truck unless I  know who is going 
to have title”. He said he would write. That is all the 
satisfaction we got. I told him if he would fix this mat-
ter up by September, by the time I went home, it would 
be all right, and if he did not, it would be all wrong.

Q. When your father told Mr. Cook he had the deed, 20 
and $3,000, did Mr. Cook make any objections to the 
amount of money—$3,000 ? A. Not a bit.

Q. Did you have any conversation with Mr. Cook, 
afterwards, in relation to the title, after the first of 
August did you have any further conversation ? A. This 
was in the latter part of August.

Q. About what time ?
By Mr. LINDABTJRY.—The 28th of August, his father 

said.
A. Thereabouts; yes, sir. 30
By Mr. LINDABUBY.—The bank book shows that; 

let us fix the date now.
Q- Just look at any paper or bank book, and see if 

tell, with any degree of certainty, when it was ?
 ̂Was either on the 28th or 29th, I  won’t be positive 

^Ach, for this reason. I  will give my reason: I  don’t
ow whether I  went to New Brunswick or whether I 

C* *** ^le a^ern0011- I came back and went to Mr.
^  ÜeX̂   ̂ can’t say, positively, about it.

J r- LINDABTJRY.—Q. I  understand the witness 40
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to say that he is not sure whether he went to Mr. Cook’s 
the same day they drew the check or the next day ? A 
That is it. J

Further direct:
Q. How far is it from your place to New Brunswick? 

A. Eight miles.
Q. Hid you drive ? A. I  went on the cars.
Q. What time can you go and return, in the morning?

10 i 1 Can g°  at 7 and 8:40> I  think were the times ; that is 
what they used to be.

Q. What time can you return ? A. Not before—after 
t e bank opens half-past two, I  think, or one o’clock, or 
somewhere about there; I  forget what time trains run on 
that road.

Q. You said, a moment ago, that you were not sure 
that you drew the money the same day you tendered it, 
or your father tendered it, or the next day? A. No, sir; 
I  am not sure; I  can tell what day I  drew it.

Q. What day ? A. Wednesday. I  think that is exact- 
20 ly right; 1883.

Mr. LINBABURY.—August 29th, this year, was on 
a Friday.

Mr. CLARK.—This year was a leap year, and there are 
two days’ difference.

Mr. LINBABURY.—That would be on the 29th. This 
date, 29th, is undoubtedly right.

Mr. CLARK.—Then, he tendered the money in the 
afternoon, after he returned from New Brunswick?

Q. At any rate, it was on Wednesday, the 29th of 
30 August, 1883, that you made the tender? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, then, at that time, did you have any talk with 
Mr. Cook, between that date and the first of January, 
when you gave up possession of the farm ? A. He came 
the morning I  went home, and spoke to me about some 
wood.

Q. Anything in relation to the exchange ? A. No, sir. 
Q. Just state, now, what was done upon the farm ?
Mr. LINDABURY.—Has the stenographer taken down 

that the witness stands by the tender, but he is not cer* 
 ̂tain whether it was in the afternoon ?
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A. I won’t be positive that it was in the morning or 
afternoon.

Q. But you know you made the tender on Wednesday?
A. Yes, sir; on account of my coming home.

Q. You and your brother farmed the place together the 
entire time you were there ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And sold crops ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And received the proceeds of the sales ? A. Yes, 

sir.
Q. If you please, just state what crops you sold, and 10 

what proceeds of sales you received ? A. We sold wheat, 
corn, clover seed, hay, oats and rye.

Q. Give me the amount of wheat you sold ? A. The 
thrashers made it 1,754 or 1,764 bushels of wheat; I  have 
the thrashers,’ receipt here to show; we sold our half, and 
delivered the other half at Westover, according to their 
measurement. We have bills here to show what wheat 
we sold, except very little, where I sold it at Rouark’s 
mill. I have no receipt for that; didn’t get any at the 
time. 20

Q. What amount of money did your father receive for 
the sale of wheat, as his share ? A. I  could not tell you ; 
we sent him the whole check ; half of it belonged to us; 
hut that, of course, was other matters.

%  Mr. LINDABURY.—Q. That is the whole check 
for your half, not Mr. Cook’s? A. Yes, sir; for our half 
of the wheat.

Further direct:
Q- What wTas the amount that he received from the 

sale of the wheat on the place—the net amount that he 30 
received ? A. I have it down; if you will allow me to re-
fresh my memory.

The COURT.—Q. Refer to anything you have. Was 
iat memorandum made at the time ? A. No, sir; it was 
a en from the bills afterwards.
Q. Give it to us ? A. The net amount he received was 

$831.61.

^ou f£now the amount of the check you sent
!“ ' No; I  don’t know the exact amount; the bills

will tell.
40
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Q. Do yon mean these bills? A. Yes, sir; that is the 
check we got from Mr. Rouark.

Q. What is the amount of the bills ? A. $429.45 and 
$478.39.

Q. That was the amount for which you sent a check? 
A.- Yes, sir.

Q. Can you tell when you sent that check? A. leant 
tell when it was without going to my book.

Q. Have you the book ? A. I  have the bills ; I haven’t
10 the book.

Q. Have you the bills which will show when the check 
was given ? Are the dates of the bills any certainty as to 
the date of the check? A. Yes, sir; they have something 
to do with the date of the check, but nothing to do with 
when we sent it to our father.

By Mr. LINDABURY.—Q. Tell us about when it was? 
A. July 13th, 1883, probably; it was a week or two after-
wards we sent the check to our father.

Q. Now, you say, the net amount was $831.61? A.
20 Yes, sir ; that is the whole net amount, with the threshers 

bill and freight deducted.
Q. Give the corn ? A. 1,900 bushels of shell corn sold.
Q. What did it bring? A. It brought from—I had 

four loads of corn, and they brought diffèrent prices.
By the COURT.—Give the total, if you have it? A. 

The corn netted us $730.52.
Q. Go on? A. I think that is correct; as near as I 

can tell, there are the bills, exactly.
Q. You say it netted you—what, was deducted? A.

30 Freight and thrashing bills.
Q. What were they? A. Freight bills on the corn 

were—I haven’t the net amount ; I can give it to you on 
the bills,

Q. You mean, you haven’t the gross amount? A. One 
car load is $55 ; another car load is $60.28 ; two car 
loads, shipped to A. Barnell, Jersey City, $108.

Q. Threshing bills ? A. About $30 ; I haven t the ex 
act figures ; I think they charged us two cents a bus e 
for thrashing.

40 Q. Any other corn ? A. This is the corn that was so
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in the ear, and all, sir. This is all the corn I  remember 
of; there may have been a bushel or so given to the 
hands. i> , ,

Q. Mr. Lindabury suggests that some was sold in the 
ear ? A. One car load was sold in the ear.

Q. And that is included in the bill that you rendered ?
A. It would reduce the shelled corn on this bill.

Mr. LINDABUBY.—The prices included the corn in 
the ear, too.

Q. You sold corn in the ear, reducing the shell corn in 10 
price? A. 318—weighing 339.13—bushels, at 50 cents a 
bushel.

Q. Well, clover seed? A 98 bushel of clover, thrash-
ers’ measure. It netted us $434.47. ,, •

Q. You sold some hay ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. How much? A. I can’t tell you how much of hay; 

we sold a great deal of i t ; we netted $342.59; that is as 
near as I can get at it from the books, and which is all 
that was sold, and more, I am certain.

Q. Was anything else sold ? A. Yes, sir; oats. 20
Q. Go on ? A. We sold $50.39 worth of oats.
Q. Anything else? A. Bye; we sold $80.33 of rye.
Q. Was anything else sold, besides the rye, and the 

things you mention ? A. Yes, sir ; berries and peas.
By the COUBT.—Q. What did you get from berries ?

A. As near as I can get at it, we were $30 or $40 out of 
pocket.

Further direct:
Q. On the berries and peas ? A. Yes, sir.
Q- Then you did not realize; you lost ? When did 30 

you give up possession? Was there anything further in 
lespectto selling property? A. No more than there was 
sold some little odds and ends, that I  have no account of,

all; some little trifles—bundles of straw, and some-
thing like that; nothing of any amount.

Q. Can you estimate the little odds and ends? A.
00 would cover everything; that is a very large esti- . 

mate, too.
Q- Who did you sell it to, the work hands ? A. Some
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to the work hands, and some to the neighbors—fodder, 
as they called it.

Q. How much did you sell to persons, for which labor 
•was not the pay, as near as you can tell? A. Not over 
$30.

Q. Then, when I understand you to say that you sold 
$100 odds and ends, $70 was for labor done on the farm, 
and $30 was net ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you have any conversation with Mr. Cook be- 
10 fore the month of August, in relation to this exchange? 

A. I did; yes, sir.
Q. Where ? A. In Maryland.
Q. What time was it? A. On the road between West- 

over and Princess Anne; I  was taking him up to Mrs. 
Chapman—just before he moved; I asked him—

Q. I  asked you what time it was ? A. It was the sec-
ond day after his sale—if you have the date of his sale- 
next day he moved; and next day I  took him to Princess 

' Anne ; I asked him if it was all right to leave $10,000 on 
20 the place ; he said that it was—that it would be all right) 

I  told him that we would have to do that now, we could 
not collect all the money we expected to.

By the COURT.—Q. Anything else ? A. Not at that
time; no, sir.

Further direct:
Q. Mr. Cook has said something about money which 

he expected to receive from your father, through you, at 
the time of the sale of his personal property—did you go 
from there with any money from your father ? A. es> 

*0 sir; I  had some money.
Q. How much? A. About a thousand dollars, very

close to that: I  don’t think it was quite that.
Q. That was when you went to Maryland ? A. e >

sir. ^ + that
 ̂ Q. Did you have any conversation in relation o
money? A. Mr. Cook asked me if I  brought him 
money; I  told him, “No, sir; I  hadn t .

Q. State what was said? A. I  told him I ha so 
money, but I  wanted security before he could have i •

40 Q. Did you lend him any money? A. No, sir.
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Q. Did Mr. Cook, at that time, say anything about 
your father having promised lrm any money? A. He 
said my father had promised to send him some money, 
and he would like to have it very much—talked some-
thing about letting him have some money.

Q. What do you know about your father’s ability to 
raise money at that time ? A. I know that he could have 
raised $3,000 at any time, upon a day’s notice, after we 
had changed possession, from that time on until we gave 
up possession. . _

Q. When did you conclude to surrender up possession 
of the property—not when you did surrender it, but when 
did you conclude to do so ? A. In September.

[Mr. Lindabury stated that he did not think the 
question previous to the last, in regard to the 
father’s ability to pay money, a competent 
question, as it was a mere matter of opinion, 
and moved to strike it out.]

The COURT.—I will allow it to stand if he shows how 
he knows it. 20

Q. State, if you please, how you knew that your father 
could have raised $3,000 at any time during the Summer ?
A. I know, because my brother and he were in partner-
ship, and when Davis came down he told me how much 
money he had collected, and how much they had.

Q-You know, then, because your brother told you?
A. Yes, sir.

Q- What do you know, of your own knowledge, how 
much money he had on hand? A. I  know if I  take 
money out of the bank how much it is, and I  know how 30 
much we have in our possession at any time.

Q. How much money had you on hand for the purpose 
°f aiding your father, at any time? A. We had from 
$500 to $1,000 all the time during our stay in Westover in 
ready money by us.

Mr. LINDABURY.— It seems to me that the reason 
e îhiess gives for his opinion demonstrates the incom-

petency of the whole thing. It is opinion, and then argu-
ment.

40
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The COUBT.—He knows, when he gets a certain 
aifiount of money ont of the bank, how much it is.

The WITNESS.—It was $2,800 that I took out of the 
bank.

The COUBT.—And he says that, at; all times, lie had 
from $500 to $1,000 on hand. He does not say how long. 
It is perfectly clear that his father may have used that 
money.

Mr. LINDABUBY.—I won’t insist; there is*no jury, 
10 and the Court can use it for what it is worth.

Q. You say you concluded to surrender in the month 
of September ? A. Yes, sir.

The COUBT.—I can’t possibly see of what value this 
is ; he and his brother may have concluded to surrender, 
but that has no more effect upon the merits of the case 
than if I  or you had concluded to do i t ; they were there 
under the father, and evidently they had no relation to 
this controversy, except they may come as witnesses.

Mr. CLABK.—My view of the matter was this: That 
they occupied a little different attitude, as they are sons 
of the Defendant; and, secondly, they are tenants there, 
who had been to see Mr. Cook, personally, and urge up-
on him the necessity of exchanging the title. I make the 
offer; if your Honor don’t think it important I won t in 
sist upon it.

The COUBT.—No ; I don’t think it is important to the 
issue ; it would become endless, if we would go into such 
matters.

Q. In that connection I  want to ask one more question. 
30 yyhy they surrendered possession ?

[The question was overruled.]
Mr. CLABK.—I merely make the offer; let it aPP6̂  

to be made and overruled, so that I  may have the bene
of it. . j.

Q. Something was said about this corn crop being 
off before it was ripe. Just state how the business a 
that time was conducted ? A . The corn was cut as i 
came ripe and fit to cut, and done in a workman 10 
ner, as near as I  could get it done; there was non

40
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cut and .thrown down ; and about one-third of this corn 
was fast when this paper was served upon Mr. Cook.

Mr. LINDABUBY.—By fast, you mean uncut ?
The WITNESS.—Yes, sir.
Q. You returned the first of January, you said—about 

the first of January last? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Where did you remain during the Winter ? A. At 

my father’s.
Q. That is next to the mill ? A. Yes, sir ; right by.
Q. What do you know about the kind of business that 10 

was done at the mill during the Winter ? Have you any 
means of telling that? A. I  watched it pretty close; I  
heard that Mr. Cook was doing such an enormous busi-
ness; that made me watch it closer than I  would ; I  can-
not say that he was doing a very heavy business ; not 
near as much work was going on as there had been be-
fore, when I was acquainted with the mill, under my 
father. #

Q. What have you to say about the condition of the 
premises, as compared with the time Mr. Cook took pos- 20 
session? A. In my opinion, it is not worth to-day as 
much by $1,500 as it was when Mr. Cook took posses-
sion.

Q. You say in your opinion ; state what your reasons 
are ? A. My reasons for that depreciation : The build-
ings, outside of the house that Mr. Cook lives in, has de-
preciated in every conceivable way and shape ; they have 
gone down. Then, he has hurt the trade; the best trade 
that we used to have is all gone, or very nearly all. We 
never had to run around the country to buy grain when 30 
we were there.

Q. When you say outbuildings, what outbuildings do 
you refer to ? A. All the outbuildings, except the build-
ing he lives in—the mill, the barn, the crib, the house, etc.

Q. Have you any particular thing to mention about the 
buildings? A. There is a barn building there that was 
ln good order when we were there ; it is all down now, or 
partly down—falling down ; the fences are going to de- 
cay, all the trade gone, and the machinery must be worn 
a great deal; I know it cost us a thousand dollars to keep 40
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much.

Q. Mr. Cook said that he spent a great deal of money 
to repair the dam ? A. He made some repairs iu the 
dam.

Q. Are you a practical miller? A. No; I have some 
knowledge of the milling business.

Q. Has he made any repairs to the dam? A. Yes,sir.
Q. What have you to say about that ? A. He put a 

10 short stick to the dam, and fixed a short stone wall; that 
is all I  saw.

Q. What is the cost of the stick, and the putting it on? 
A. I  could not tell, exactly; I could make an estimate.
- Q. State your -estimate ? A. I  should not think it cost 
them $5 to put it there.

Q. Now, the repairs at the end of the dam, the stone 
wall? A. Probably $10, work and material; the stones 
are there.

Q. Hid you state what quantity of ground you had 
20plowed before you left? I don’t think you did. You 

paid you had plowed about one-half? A. I had no fa-
cilities to measure.

Q. You plowed about one-half, at the time you came 
up, in August. Tejl us, if you please, what amount of 
wheat ground you plowed, in all ? A. I had no facility 
for measuring, but according to Mr, Cook’s estimate we 
plowed between 70 and 80 acres—had that plowed at the 
time we gave up.

Q. At the time you quit ? A. Yes, sir.
30 Q- What did you do, by way of repairs, to the build-

ings there ? A. I  put sticks in ; put in the end of a 
hovel—put a roof on i t ; repaired the fences, cut the 
bush on the whole place—hired it done at considerab e 
expense—clear up to the top bank.

Q. These “ cuts” , as you call them, are divided off by 
ditches ? A. Yes, sir; the same as fields are fenced here.

Q. How many ditches are there ? A. A great many.
Q. Open ditches? A . Yes, sir; all open ditches.
Q. Can you form an estimate of the length of t e
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ditches ? A. No ; I  could not tell you the length of 
them; I can tell what it cost to clear them up. 

Cross-examination, by Mr. Lindabury:
Q. You are the young man who was in the business 

with Mr. Rittenhouse at Blackwell’s Mills? A. Yes, sir.
Q. How long did you have the mill, you and Ritten-

house? A. From the 13th of May, or June, I  won’t say 
which, until the next first of April.

Q. Was the trade that you «collected there as good as 
it is now ? A. In my judgment it was as good as it is 10 
there now.

Q. So you think that, when you quit, the trade there 
was as good as it is now ? A. Of course, I  can’t tell* ex-
actly, but that is my judgment.

Q. You have given your judgment as to the way it is 
now? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Your father swore that it had all gone to pieces 
after you quit ? A. I  guess it had gone down some.

Q. Aud you think, now, that it has all gone to pieces ?
A. Yes, sir; as near as I can get at it. 20

Q. And the good trade is driven away? A. A great 
part of it.

Q. I understood you to say all ? A. A great part of it.
Q. How do you account for it ? A. I  can’t tell the va-

rious ways they drive trade from the mill.
Q. What is your opinion—how do you account for it ?

A. By working poor material, and not paying people 
promptly.

Q. Have you understood that Mr. Cook makes poor 
material? A. Yes, sir. 30

Q. Who from ? A. Different men.
Q. Tell me their names ? A. One was Edward Mc- 

Mann, of New Brunswick.
Q- When did he tell you ? A. Last Winter.
Q- Who else ? A. I  don’t remember, exactly, who 

ejse > I asked three or four of the old customers how they 
liked the goods that came from the mill now.

Q- Who are they ? A. I  can’t tell, exactly, who they 
were; they may have been—

40
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• Q. No, no ; don’t tell who they may have been ? A. I 
can’t tell you now.

Q. Not one of them ? A. Several, I know.
Q. Tell me one of them ? A. I  don’t know.
The COURT.—He says he don’t know.
Q. How do you know he don’t pay for liis grain? A. 

I  don’t know it ; I said that might be a cause.
Q. Did you ever hear that he did not? A. I heard 

that he was asking for considerable time.
10 Q. Who told you? A. Several men.

Q. Tell me one ? • A. John Brocaw.
Q. He said that he was asking for time ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Anybody else? A. I think there has been.
Q. Who ? A. I  don’t know who they were.
Q. Have you heard of his selling poor stuff? A. Yes, 

sir.
Q. Who from ? A. I cannot tell you ; it has been 

talked all around.
Q. Who have you heard tell it—it has been talked all 

20around? A. The neighbors down there, last Winter; I 
can’t tell you the names; I  might get them wrong, just as 
well as right; it was the general impression and talk.

Q. If it was the general impression and common talk, 
tell me the name of one person who talked so—that is 
what I  want? A. I don’t know; I won’t give you any 
names ; I  may just as likely be wrong; if I knew you were 
going into that I  could have given you the names.

Q. You are acquainted all around there? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And knew this has been talked of? A. Yes, sir. 

30 Q. Who have you heard talk about it? A. Neigh-
bors.

Q. Who ? A. I  don’t know now, who they were.
Q. Tell me one ; if it is common talk you ought to be 

able to tell me one man who has talked it ? A. I won 
say now who.

Q. Do you know how much business there was w en 
Mr. Cook first wept there ? A. I don’t know.

Q. When you left ? A. When I left they were doing a 
nice business.
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Q. Yery much more than they were doing when yon 
quit, a year before ? A, I can’t tell about that,

Q. Considerable more? A, Yes, sir.
Q. Some of the witnesses said it increased ten times as 

much when Mr. Cook went there ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. You said it fell, though ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What is your reason for saying that ? A. Because,

I know it is a fact; last Winter there was not nearly the 
grain handled that we used to handle.

Q. How do you know it ? A. Because, it was not 10 
brought there and taken away, and I watched day after 
day, when I hadn’t anything to do.

Q. How much of the time were you idle? A. The 
greater part of the time.

Q. And you watched the mill ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What time did you dp this plowing for wheat in 

Maryland ? A. I could not tell exactly the day, but it 
was m August and September; we may have done a little 
in July.

Q- You say, now, that you did, or may have plowed 20 
some in September ? A. May have.

Q. What do you think about it—in September ? A. I 
think they were plowing when I went home.

Q. You went home, so as to make this tender, on the 
29th of August? A. When I  went back, sir.

Q- When did you get back? A. It was the first week 
ln September.

Q. Do you know what part of the first week? A.
onday or Tuesday, after I made the tender; one of 

those days. . ; _ gQ
Q* That must have been the second or third. They 

were plowing when you got down there ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you stop the plowing? A. No, sir; I  don’t 

think I did.
Q- Did you plow sod or stubble? A. Oats stubble 

and wheat stubble.
Q- Did you follow oats with wheat ? A. Yes, sir; to 

get in the clover.
jj 9* ^ken did you begin to cut corn ? A. I  think they 

a x̂ e Cnt when I got back then; one cut was yery 40



244

ripe, and I told them if it did not rain to cut the corn off.
Q. You seem only to have 1,900 bushels of corn? A. 

Yes, sir.
Q. How large an acreage had you planted? A. I 

could not tell you.
Q. You did not plant the com ? A. I replanted it, 

nearly all that was plowed and mussed over when I got it.
Q. How many acres do you say ? A. I  can’t tell you.
Q. As near as you can? A. I  should judge close to a 

10 hundred,
Q. How many acres of wheat ? A. Mr. Cook said 

there was about 90,
Q. Is that your judgment ? A, Yes, sir; as near as I 

can judge; I  can’t tell, exactly.
Q. Did you leave to come home again in September. 

A. No, sir; I  think not.
Q. Did your brother? A. He did.
Q. When did he leave? A. Well, I should judge two 

weeks after I  went back; I  could not tell, exactly.
20 Q. The corn had not been cut then yet? A. Not all

in

of it.
Q. How much was left ? A. Probably half.
Q. What date did you finish? A. We did not ge 

all of i t : one-third we never cut; it was in until the os
—just left standing. •

Q. Did you continue husking corn after you gave 
notice that you would give us the farm ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. You took off one-third of the corn crop alter y 
gave that notice ? A. We husked it all after tha •

30 Q. You hadn’t cut it then yet ? A. Not one-thir 
Q. It was attached to the freehold? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And that you took off afterwards? A. ^  

that stood there until cold weather.  ̂ me
Q. Didn’t the tenants have something to do wi ^  

of the corn crop ? A. Yes, sir; it was put ou
rious shapes and forms. put

Q. Was not this one-third the corn that had 
out by them ? A, Some of it was ; part of it 

Q. How much was not ? A. Not a grea 
40 large cut.

one
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Q. How many acres were under your sole control ? A.
I could not tell you.

Q. As near as you can, of that one-third that re-
mained? A. I should judge 12 or 15 acres; something 
like that.

Q. How many men did you employ to- get your corn ?
A. We did not have very many men; had quite some 
women and children.

Q. How many ? A. That is pretty hard to tell.
Q. As near as you can ? A. Towards the last, after the 10 

corn began to get riper, I  had, probably, 10 or 15 one 
or two days.

Q. How many, when you went cutting, did you have at 
work? A. Six or seven men, I  think. .

Q. Had anybody begun to cut corn in the neighbor-
hood besides ? A. Yes, sir ;■ Mr. Smith, opposite me, had 
half of his cut.

Q. Anybody else ? A. They were stripping their corn; 
very few cut corn there. They were stripping their corn 
in Delaware and down in Maryland—all over. 20

Q. Didn’t you employ 19 persons to cut corn the last 
week before your brother came away ? A. We may have.

Q. Did you employ Noah Barnes ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. William Barnes? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Noah Barnes, Jr.? A. Yes, sir.
Q- Eva Miles ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. John Turpin? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Jim Jones? A. I  don’t think I  did; he did not 

cut any corn for me.
Q. James Jones? A. I  think he went off; I  tried to 30 

get him; I ain’t certain about that.
Q- Ad. Ballard ? A. Yes, sir; two days.
Q. Laura Ballard ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. William Ballard ? A. Yes, sir.
Q* Fred Fountain ? A. Yes, sir.
Q- Spencer Millburn ? A. Yes, sir.
Q- James Harvey? A. Yes, sir.
Q- George Harvey—Levi Kenny ? A. No, sir.
Q- You did not employ Levi Kenny ? A. No, sir.
Q- Sam Robertson ? A. Yes, sir. 40
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Q. Charles Turpin ? A. I think not, sir.
Q. John Handy? A. No, sir.
Q. James Wilson ? A. No, sir.
Q. Did not employ any of them? A. No, sir; not to 

iny knowledge,
Q. What did you employ so many for that week, just 

before your brother came away ? A. I don’t know that 
it was the week; I  think it was after he came home; I 
won’t be positive what week it was; I had those men 

10 during corn time!.
Q. Was it after your brother came home ? A  I don’t 

know.
Q. It was the last week that you cut com ? A. I don’t 

know whether it was or n ot; I  can’t have any faculty for 
recollecting, at all,

Q. I  wish you could have. You have no faculty for 
recollecting, at all ? A. No, sir; I hired those men when 
I got them.

Q. Didn’t you have 17 men, women and children all at 
20 work in there during the last week ? A. No, sir; I don t 

think I  did.
Q. How many did you have the last week ? A; I can t 

tell you, exactly; may have had 12 or 13, more or less.
Q. You may have had 1,000; how many did you have, 

as near as you can tell ? A. I  know I had all I could 
get sometimes.

A. The last week ? A. And before the last week, and
afterwards. '

Q. What did you hate them after the last week for. 
00 A. To husk, and help do other things.

By the COUET.—You say, “ and do other things.
. What had you to do, besides the com ? A. We had a 

big time there, clearing u p ; we had a very heavy win , 
which came just after we cut corn; threw the corn in 
every direction; fences and trees were blown down, an
I had all the men I could hire.

Q. When was that? A. Just after we cut corn,
about finishing. ; _ f before

Q. But you had those men we were talking ot
40
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that? A. Not all at one time ; I  liad them along at dif-
ferent times.

Q. Were there any buildings destroyed by that wind?
A. Yes, sir; some cow sheds blown down; one came on 
top of me, as I came in from the field—trees were de-
stroyed.

Q. You told Mr. Cook, on the 29th of August, “ If you 
fix this matter up by the first of September, that it would 
be all right, or before you went home; if not, it would be 
all wrong”. Did you tell him when you were going home ? 10 
A. I told him that I was going to stay out about a week.

Q. You did not tell him how long? A. No, sir.
Q. Did you go and tell him when you went away ? A.

He came out and saw me—
Q. No; answer my question? 'Question read.) A.

No, sir.
By the COUBT.—Do you mean that Mr. Cook came to 

see you before you went away ? A. He watched me, and 
came to see me—wanted me to see a man about some 
wood. 20

Q. As you were going away? A. Yes, sir.
Further cross:

Q. That was on Monday ? A. I  won’t say; Monday or 
Tuesday; one or the other.

Q. Following this tender ? A. Yes, sir.
Q- Mr. Cook write the letter, while you were there, 

to Mr. Van Duesen ? A. Yes, sir; I  think he did; he 
said he did.

Q* Did he show it to you ? A. Yes, sir; he showed 
me a tetter; he called me in the mill, and said, “ Look 30 
êre, I am going to write to that man” .
Q- What^did the letter read ? A. I  did not read it.

£ Tou understood that it was a letter inquiring when 
e would return ? A. No, sir; I  understood it was a let- 
?r to him; something about the matter; I  don’t under - 

8 and what the contents were.
Q- That’s all.
R e-d irect:

1 tt Understood y°u to say, that you did not read the 
er> and not hear it read; all you know was that 40
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he was about to write to Mr. Van Dnesen? A. Yes, sir; 
he had the letter there, and showed it to me.

Q, What do you mean by “ showed it to me” ? A. All 
I saw was the heading—directed to Mr. Yan Duesen.

Q. The Yice Chancellor asked you what wood it was 
that Mr. Cook was asking for an arrangement about? A. 
Mr. Cook saw me, and asked if I  was going away, and I 
said “ Yes” ; father had made arrangement to take me to 
the depot; Mr. Cook came over and asked me to see some 

10 man about some wood of Mr. Cook’s.
Q.. Who did he want you to make the arrangement 

with ? A. Noah Barnes.
Q. Where was he living ? A. In Maryland, on a part 

of the Westover estate.
Further cross:
Q. Was that Monday morning, or afternoon? A. It 

was in the morning, I think; I  started away from there 
in the morning; I  won’t say whether it was Monday, or 
Tuesday.

20 Q- You said Monday, awhile ago ? A. I said Monday 
or Tuesday; if I  did not, I meant to.

Q. Do you know Dennis Yan Liew, near Neshanic. 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Have you told him, at any time since your return, 
that Mr. Cook cheated the old man—meaning your father 
—-in the trade, like the very devil ? A. No, sir; I never 
told him that, nor any other man.

Recess.

AFTER RECESS.
30

Mr. CLARK.—Mr. John Oakey spoke to me, a moment 
ago, in relation to a question asked by Mr: Lindabury, 
and wanted to know if he could speak to the Vice 
Chancellor about it. He said he could give you some 
names, upon a moment’s reflection, and he will give some 
names, if he has an opportunity to do so ; I d°n  ̂
whether it is very'material.

The COURT.—If you desire, you may let the witness
40 go back on the stand.
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JOHN OAKEY, recalled.
Direct examination, by Mr. Clark:
Q. As I remember, Mr. Lindabury s question was, who 

you ever heard say anything against the character of Mr.
Cook’s business, or who you heard had spoken of i t ; not 
only whom you heard, personally, but also whom you 
heard had said anything against it ?

Mr. LINDABURY.—N o; I  want something you can 
hold the witness to—whom he heard speak of it.

Mr. CLARK.—He has already said that he has heard 10 
talk about it, but could not mention names; now, he says, 
he can mention the names of some persons; and I  also 
understand that he can mention the names of some per-
sons of whom he has heard.

The COURT—I think the question was, what persons 
he had heard.

Q. Can you remember the names of any persons whom 
you remember to have spoken to ? A. Yes, sir; Charles 
Dixon, from Kingston, said that Mr.—

Q. Never mind what was said. Who else ? A. Jacob 20 
Higgins, miller at Three Bridges.

Q. Tell what was said ? A. Mr. Dixon said—
Mr. LINDABURY.—I don’t see what that has to do 

with it.
The COURT.—I don’t suppose that would have any-

thing to do with it ; he has already said that he heard 
them speak unfavorably ; that, I  think, was proper; and 
now he gives the names of the persons he heard; the de-
tails, I don’t think, you would be entitled to ; the other 
side might. v  ̂ , 30

Cross-examination, by Mr. Lindabury:.
Q. Those are all ? A. Those are all who spoke to me, 

iu person, about it.
Q. They are both competing millers, are they not ? A.

Yes, sir.
Q. What relation is Higgins to you? A. Brother-in- 

law.
Q. How far is Three Bridges from Blackwell’s Mills?

A. I should judge, 15 miles; I  don’t know.
Q. How far is Kingston ? A. About four. 40
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Q. Your testimony was, that the neighbors, all around 
talked about it? A. Yes, sir; I  have heard a great deal 
that the neighbors have said.

Q. Have you any names further to give of them? A. 
Not that have told me direct—told other persons.

Q. I want to know what you heard? A. I heard it 
from other people, what they said.

Q. Who did you hear it from ? A. From my father.
 ̂ ^on  ̂ to know what you heard from your

father, or your brother, I  want to know who you heard 
talk about it? A. I have heard those two that I men-
tioned ; then, I  have heard Mr. Spurling say that the 
stuff did not give satisfaction, at all.

Q. Mr. Spurling; what is his first name ? A. John.
Q. Anybody else? A. Not in person, that told me.
Q. Had your father purchased any stock of Mr. Cook 

before you went down to Maryland? A. He had; yes, 
sir.

Q. How much, in value ? A. I could not tell you the 
20 exact value.

Q. Eleven hundred dollars worth, hadn’t he ? A. I 
could not say; X don’t know.

Q. Well, somewhere about there ? A. It may have 
been that, or more, or less.

Q. Was it somewhere about that ? A. I don’t know.
Q. Was it $100 ? A. Yes, sir; more.
Q. Was it $600? A. Yes, sir; I  should think it was 

over that.
Q. Was it not over $900 ? A. I  say I  don’t know, sir. 

30 Q. I  want to know how far you can judge. Hid y°u 
purchase any while you were down there ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. First, did you go down there in reference to the 
sale ? A. The evening before.

Q. Did you purchase anything that evening ? A. I 
don’t know but what I  did.

Q. You purchased quite a great deal, at private sale, 
before the- auction ? A. Nothing but what was in the 
house.

Q. Quite a great deal in value, was it not? A. Well, 
40 no ; not a great deal, I  don’t think.
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Q. You purchased considerable, at the auction ? A.
Yes, sir; I purchased about $700, as near as I  can recol-
lect.

Q. How much did the whole purchase of yourself and 
your father—I suppose it was all purchased on one ac- 
couut? A, Yes, sir,

Q. How much did the whole purchase amount to ? A,
I can’t tell you.

Q. Was it not over $2,500—over $2,000—was it not be-
tween $2,000 and $2,500? A. It might have been ; 1 10 
can’t tell you the figures.

By the COURT.—Give your best judgment what it 
might have been? A. My judgment is, it was about 
$2,200, but I can’t say p ositively.

Further cross:
Q. And that was all purchased, either before, or on the 

day of the auction ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. How soon did Mr. Cook come away after that? A,

The second day, I  think, after the auction.
Q. When was it Mr. Cook spoke to you about $1,000,20 

which your father was to send ? A. That morning, at 
the auction.

Q. Before, or after ? A. Before.
Q- Bid your father pay for the things he bought there?

A. I don’t think he did.
Q. Did you pay that day for what was purchased ?

A. No, sir.
Q. They were not paid for until Mr. Cook came up 

here? A. I think the things we purchased we had at 
six months’ credit. 30

Q. Why did you want security from Mr. Cook, when 
you owed him over $2,000? A. Because he had bought 
things at the mill,

Q. He hadn’t bought things at the mill? A. As good 
as bought them.

Further d irect, by Mr. Clark:
Q. Do you know what amount Mr. Cook traded out up-

on this $2,200 auction bill? A. I  think he traded it all 
°nt but $400, if I recollect right; that is my best judg-
ment. 40
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Q. Who was that $400 due to, Mr. Coot or to your 
father? A, I  think, to Mr. Cook,

Q. How did your father account for that; do you 
know ? A. How he paid for it ?

Q. Yes. A. He gave him a note in the hank, three 
months, instead of six,

Q. (Handing witness a paper,) Ho you know that 
handwriting? A. I  do ; yes, sir.

Q, Has that anything to do with this exchange? A. 
(After examining the paper.) That is a receipt taken, sir.

Q. Hoes it relate to that ? A. Yes, sir.
[The receipt, dated June 9th, 1888, at Somerville, 

was offered in evidence, and the same was 
marked Exhibit for Complainants.]

Q. Hoes that receipt refer to that note which you have 
just spoken of? A. Yes, sir.

Further cross:
Q. Mr, Cook did not buy anything of your father until 

after he came back here, after the sale, did he ? A. I 
20 Could not say whether he did or not.

Q, Why is it that your recollection is so much better 
when Mr. Clark asks you than when I  do ? A. If I am m 
doubt about anything I  won’t say.

Further direct:
Q. You were asked whether Mr. Cook bought any-

thing ; I  don’t know what the question relates to, wheth-
er it means stock or goods, before he moved up here—do 
you refer to stock or goods ?

Mr. LINHABUEY.—Either.
q  Do you know anything about any arrangement be-

tween Mr. Cook and your father, for the sale of stock, 
before your father went from here—before you move 
from here to Maryland ? A. Yes, sir; I do.

Q. State what it was ? A. I  know that they exchange 
stock.

Q. What did they exchange ? A. Cattle, hogs, wag 
ons—I can’t tell whether anything else or not, tha 
know of.

Further cross: . ̂
r* Q. I  hope your recollection will continue as goo
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what value did he take them ? A. I  can t tell you what 
was the exact value.

Q. I ask you for some of them, about as near as you 
can tell. What amount, in value, did Mr. Cook take of 
jour father, before you went down to Maryland—these 
hogs, and things, you told about so readily? A. I  could 
tell you, exactly, what the things were, but what value 
they had I can’t tell you.

Q. What were they ? A. Two cows, and a mill wagon, 
buggy wagon, sleigh, and some seven or eight, y e s 1 10 
guess, fourteen hogs—lots of pigs and hogs; think that 
was all.

Q. What were they worth then, if you don’t remember 
what Mr. Cook took them at ? A. The hogs were worth 
from 80 to 90.

Q. Just the whole thing, were they worth $300? A.
Yes, sir.

Q. Were they worth $500? A. Yes, sir; I  should 
, think so, although I  don’t know.

Q. Were they worth $1,000? A. No. 20
Q. Then, there was $1,200 left yet ? A. I  guess n ot; 

not before I went to Maryland.
Further direct:
Q. Any yearlings? A. Yes; two yearling cattle.
Q. Any bob sleighs ? A. Yes; a good many things; I  

can’t remember everything.
Q. I understand, Mr. Cook asked, in the morning be-

fore the sale, for this money? A. Yes, sir.
Further cross:
Q. These things hadn’t been delivered to Mr. Cook yet 30 

when you went to Maryland—these things which he had 
agreed to take of your father still remained in your pos-
session? A. He could not deliver them until Mr. Cook 
got here.

F A  VIS O A K E Y , a witness produced on the part of 
the Defendant, being duly sworn according to law, de- 
poseth and saith:

Direct examination, by Mr. Clark:
40
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Q. You are the son of John L. Oakey, the Defendant? 
A. I am.

Q. How old are you ? A. 24.
Q, Did you reside with your father at the time be 

made the agreement for an exchange with Mr. Gook ? A. 
I did, sir.

Q. Where were you on the day the contract was 
drawn ? A. I  came here to Somerville that morning, 
and I got home just before the contract was reduced to 

10 writing,
Q. And where did you first see your father and Mr. 

Cook? A. Up at the wagon house; between the two 
wagon houses.

Q. Did you accompany them from the wagon house 
to the mill ? A. I  did not.

Q. Did you hear any conversation at the wagon house 
between them? A. Nothing of importance; I learned 
there—

[Objected to.]
20 The COURT.—He can state generally that he learned 

they were talking about the exchange.
A. I  learned that they had about made an arrange-

ment to exchange property.
Q. Did you learn it from them? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Where next did you see them ? A. In the mill 

office.
Q. What were they doing in the mill office ? A. They 

just got into the mill office, and Mr. Howell was about 
ready to draw up the written contract.

30 q # State what passed between them? A. They told 
Mr. Cook and my father how the exchange was to be 
made, and Mr. Howell drew it up accordingly; and after 
it was drawn we all of us read the contract over, am 
there was no place designated as to where Mr. Coo s 
wheat was to be delivered, and I  said that was very m 
definite, and proposed that they should make some 
definite place, and suggested Westover, which was pa 
then, my brother said the contract was not wort 
paper it was written on, unless some money was pai 

40 a bonus on i t ; and Mr. Cook said, in a very pompous way,
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well, make it $10,000 ; but it was finally agreed that the 
payment should be $20; and I  drew up the receipt, which 
Mr. Cook got; and then Mr. Howell suggested that we 
should go home, and I think he went out of the m ill; at 
any rate, while the other parties were out of the mill I  
heard my father and Mr. Cook talk about the mortgages.
I heard my father say that it might not be convenient for 
him to raise $5,000 at the time, that he had considerable 
money on the books, and perhaps it would be better for 
him to have $10,000 remain on the farm, and Mr. Cook 10 
said that that will be all right, we will arrange that.
They then went out of the mill, and X had this $20 in my 
hand, and I called Mr. Cook back and asked him if he 
was not going to take the money, and he took it.

Q. Did you accompany them from the mill? A. No, 
sir.

Q. Then you heard no further conversation that day ?
A. No, sir.

Q. Was there anything said in the mill, before Mr.
Cook and your father went out, about exchanging pos- 20 
session ? A. Yes, sir; Mr. Cook said that he thought it 
was very important for both parties, he thought, to ex-
change possession immediately; it was very important 
that he should get there, and very important that we 
should get South ; to the suggestion my father made no 
reply, either way; he said that over several times.

Q. Did you see Mr. Cook at any time until you moved 
to Maryland? A. Oh, yes, sir.

Q. Was there any further talk, at any time, and before 
you moved to Maryland, between Mr. Cook and your 30 
father, in your presence, in relation to this contract ? A.
No, sir; I think not.

Q. You moved to Maryland, when? A. I  went to 
Maryland, I think, the 3d of June, 1883.

Q- Your brother had just preceded you? A. Yes, sir.
Q- Were you there at the time of the sale of Mr. 

Cook s personal property ? A. I  was not.
Q- That had taken place before? A. Yes, sir.
Q- You and your brother farmed the place together, as 

I understand, on shares ? A. Yes, sir. 40
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Q. Did you return from Maryland at any time before 
the first of September ? A. I  did.

Q. When did you return ? A. I think I returned on 
the 25th of July, if I am not mistaken ; on or about that.

Q. Did you see Mr. Cook ? A. Yes, sir; I saw him 
several times while I was at home.

Q. Did you have any conversation with him at that 
time? A. No, sir; I  did not.

Q. I  understand that you had no conversation with 
10 Mr. Cook during that visit ? A. Not in relation to this 

business.
Q. When did you return? A. I think I stayed at 

home about two weeks ; I  don’t know the exact date.
Q. Sometime about the first week in August ? Yes, 

sir; sometime about the first week in Aiigust.
Q. When did you return, after that ? A. On or about 

the 14th of September.
Q. Why did you come back then ? A. I came back 

for the express purpose, and for that purpose alone, of 
20 getting at some conclusion in regard to the arrangement 

or fulfillment of this contract.
Q. Had you had correspondence about it? A. Yes, 

sir.
Q. You and your brother had conferred about it also. 

A. Yes, sir.
Q. And your conclusion and his were alike? 

[Objected to.]
Q. State, if you please ?
The COURT.—I don’t see how conferences with the 

30 brothers can affect this matter. You can offer it, but it 
is so foreign that I  don’t see that it will have any effect.

Mr. CLARK.—I propose to show what they did by 
reason of their conference.

Q. Why did you come here to see about it, Mr. Oakey • 
[Objected to. Allowed.]

Q. Just state what you did upon your return home- 
A. I  went to see my father first. * ^

Q, What did you do next ? A. I did not go to see r- 
Cook; my father said he had been there the day before.
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Q. You need not state what was said ; you learned that 
the contract had not been completed ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What next did you do ? A. Come on here to Som-
erville, to Mr. Gaston’s office, and that letter I  wrote at 
his dictation, that Mr. Cook got on the 19th of Septem- 
ber.

Q. How did he get it? A. I  gave it to his son ; he 
was sick at the time; I  went to see him and he was 
sick, so I gave it to his son.

Q. What had you done with reference to the crops— 10 
what were you doing, with reference to the crops, when 
you left Maryland ; for instance, the corn crop ? A. The 
last time ?

Q. In September? A. Well, we were cutting corn, I  
think, at the time; we had cut considerable, but I think 
there was quite some yet to cut, if I  remember rightly.

Q. Was the corn fit, or not, to cut, at the time you 
were cutting it ? A. It was, perfectly.

Q. Did you hasten, or not, the cutting of the crop, by 
reason of this letter? A. We did not hasten at all. 20 

Q. Something has been said about cutting the corn 
and throwing it down so as to get clear use of the ground.
Did you get any corn that way ? A. We did not.

Q. What amount of ground had you prepared for the 
Winter crop ? A. As near as I can tell, about 80 acres.

Q. How much of that was prepared before you came 
here; I mean in September ? A. I  don’t remember, ex-
actly; I think the greater part of it was.

Q. How much manure was carted out ? A. About 600 
loads. 30

Q. Had you any fertilizer for the balance of the 
ground? A. Yes, sir; we had fertilizer.

Q. Did you use the fertilizer upon the ground ? A.
We did not.

Q. Why not ? A. Because, we did not sow any grain.
Q. Did you keep an account of the crop which you 

raised, or was it your brother ? A. My brother kept the 
account, generally, of that.

Q- You have a statement of the return of the crops, 
and so on ? A. Yes, sir. * 40
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Q. Have you any knowledge of whether yours agrees 
with his ? A. We both took them from the bills, and 
consequently they are both alike.

Q. You left on the first of January? A. I left, I think, 
a little before my brother ; I  think, somewhere about the 
20th of December.

Q. Have you been there recently? A. Yes, sir.
Q. How long since? A. I  was there last Tuesday.
Q. Something has been said about the fences being dif- 

10 ferent upon the property than at the time you left it— 
some of the fences having been removed ? A. Some of 
the fences have been removed, but not from the farm; 
they are still on the farm.

Q. What was done with them ? A. They have been 
taken from one part to the other : there was a tenant on 
one part of the farm that took this fence; it was merely 
a pasture lot; and he put them on his part of the farm, 
and they are still there.

Q. What do you say in respect to the outbuildings, 
20 their condition, now, as compared with their condition at 

the time you left? A- Well, sir, the wagon house doors 
are off, and the gates, one or two, are down, and all 
they want to do, they are there, is to hang them 
on again; if you hang them on the hinges they are 
just as good as they used to be; and in regard to the 
fences, I took a good look at them; went there for tha 
business ; I think that one good man, with a hammer and 
nails, could put the fences and outbuildings in just as 
good shape as they were when we left there, in one days 

30 time; the fences are all there; some were very rotten 
when we went there, and the sticks have fallen out, an 
have gone down to the ground, and that is all there is 
about it; they are all there, they have not been stolen,or 
anything of that kind. -

Q. How much fencing was there on the farm, all to 
A. That is a very hard question to answer} there was 
very little there, and what was there was very Poor ’ 1 
was whitewashed up, so that it would look nice from 

•distance.
40 Q. Something has been said about the house being 111
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;UTefl_lights being out ? A. I  looked to see them, but
could not; I saw there was a pane or two were out, but 
nothing more than there was when we were there ; when 
this wind came the trees knocked against the house and 
knocked some of the lights out; that is all I  can say. a 

Q. H o w  lo n g  is seeding continued in Maryland ? A,
They seed there right on up to December, I believe.

Q. What do you say about any of the old sod having 
been plowed on this farm ? A. It has not.

Q. I understood Mr. Cook to say, on the witness stand, 10 
that some of the old sod had been plowed ? A. It is not 
s°. m »  I m u  m m m  m |h  i

Q. What is the condition of the farm in reference to 
the sod now, for the purpose of mowing ? A. There are 
three more cuts now than when we went there.

Q. To mow now ? A. Yes, sir.
By the OOUKT.—Q. What do you mean by cuts ? A. 

Fields.
Further direct:
Q. What use has been made of the ground, and the 20 

manure spread upon it ? A. Corn planted upon it.
Q. Before you went to Maryland, what was your busi-

ness ? A. I was engaged in the milling business with my 
father.

Q. How long a time had you been in the milling busi-
ness ? A. I have never been in any other business.

Q. What was the character of the milling business 
which you and your father carried on ? A. Well, sir, 
since the great September freshet we had not done a very 
ar8e business, not as large as previously; but we were 30 
doing a very nice business; and I  know that I  made the 
remark to my father several times—

Mr. LINDABURY.—Hold on.
A. Then, I will say it just now—that we were making a 

little money; that is what I  said.
Q- Where have you been residing since you were in 
aryland ? A. With my father.
Q- What opportunity have you had to see the character 

0 the business carried on ? A. As much an opportunity 
as anyb°dy could have from outside observation. 40
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Q. What Lave you to say, with reference to the busi-
ness carried on, compared with formerly ? A. You mean 
the business that my father and I  had, or before that?

Q. Mr. Cook claims to have built up so that it was one- 
tenth as much as when he went there ?

Mr. LINDABUBY.—No ; ten times.
Q. I  understood the effect of it was, that he was doing 

ten times as much business as you and your father did? 
A. That is impossible.

10 Mr. LINDBUBY.—He says five times.
Q. He says now, five times? A. From what I can 

judge*, and I  think I  ought to be as good a judge as any-
body, having a thorough knowledge of the business, be-
ing there all the time, and seeing it, I don’t think he is 
doing as much as my father did.

Q. What kind of business did your father do ? A. He 
bought grain, flour and feed, the same as Mr. Cook is do- 
ing.

Q. Did your father solicit grain, or did it come to the 
20 mill, and offered to him? A. Always come to the mill, 

and offered to him.
Mr. LINDABUBY.—I think that is going too far.
The COUBT.— I don’t think it is important; some men 

adopt one method of establishing a business and some an 
other.

Q. That’s all.
Cross-examination, by Mr. Bartine :
Q. I  want to call your attention to the first interview 

at the mill—who were at the wagon house when you saw 
30 them there ? A. Father, brother, and Mr. Cook.

Q. I  understand that you did not hear any of that co 
versation ? A. Well, I —they were talking while
there. • 9 A No’

Q. You came there just as they were leaving- • ’
they were sitting down when I  got there; I did no s a
there very long. • 9 A I

Q. You remember none of that conversation. 
say that I  learned, while there, from their conversa
that they had exchanged.

40 Q- Made a bargain ? A. Yes, sir.
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Q. But you did not know wliat that bargain was ? A.
Yes, sir; I knew from that conversation how the bargain 
was. . ■

Q. Then, jou went from there to the mill ? A. They 
did; I went to the house first; I did not go with them j 
I proceeded then to the house, and they went on, and I 
followed them to the mill. ' ' ,

Q. And in the mill the contract made was written out 
by Mr. Howell ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And it was read over by all of you? A. Yes, sir. 10 
Q. Each read the contract over particularly? A.

Each walked to the desk and read it over.
Q. And it was in accordance with the contract made 

at the wagon house ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. When they went to the mill, who went together—did 

they go together ? A. They did.
Q. Which ones walked together to the mill ? A. I 

think I won’t be positive; I think all three went to-
gether.

Q- You went to the house, you say ? A. Yes, sir. 20 
Q* You went to the house before they left the wagon 

house? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Then you don’t know about that, do you ? A. No, 

sir, I went there immediately; they were all there.
Q. And, in the mill, the contract was reduced to 

writing in the terms, and read over by all of you ; and I 
understand you, that after it was read over, that your 
a er said it would not, perhaps, be convenient for him 
, ra*se $5,000, and that he would like to have Mr. Cook 
eave $10,000 on the Maryland farm ? A. Yes, sir. 30 
. Q. What did the $5,000 refer to ? A. The difference 

money—boot money.
■J* there had been an arrangement—it was that 
Mr-Cook was to receive $5,000 ? A. Yes, sir.

V- hen was that made? A. I  suppose it was made— 
ever mind what you suppose; do you know? A.

? I heard them say that he was to give $5,000 differ- 
I suppose I know it.

hous You hear that said ? A. At the wagon
40
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Q. Then, you understood first, before your father asked 
Mr. Cook to change it to three thousand, that it was to 
be five thousand that was to be paid ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. You went to Maryland, you say ? A. I did, sir.
Q. On about the third of June ? A. On about tlie 

third of June.
Q. And the first thing you did down there was, to 

gather your crop of wheat? A. N o; the first thing we 
did was to plant over the corn.

10 Q. You gathered your wheat about the first of July? 
A. Yes, sir—let’s see.

Q. You gathered your oats crop that had been sold? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. You gathered your com ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. You gathered all the crops that were growing? A. 

Yes, sir; we did not let them go to waste.
Q. Will you tell us when it was that your father had 

given up this idea of trading ? A. It was on the day, or 
evening, rather, that I  came home from Maryland in Sep- 

20 tember.
Q. On the 14th of September ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. You knew then that your father did not intend to 

carry out the contract ? A. I  did, sir.
Q. On the 14th of September? A. The 14th or 15th.
Q. You went on after that and gathered the corn? A. 

Certainly we did.
Q. Marketed it ? A. Yes, ifir.
Q. And sold it, and got the money? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And put it in your pocket ? A. Maybe put it in 

30 our pocketbook.
Q. You went on after that and sold the crop of clover 

seed ? A. I  guess not, sir.
Q, When, did you sell it ? A. Before it.
Q. Had you sold it before that? A. Yes, sir; an 

pocketed the money.
Q. Why, after you learned that your 

going to carry this contract out, did you 
the crops that had. been put in there by Mr. Cook ? 
Why did I  ?

father was not 
go on and gather

40
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Q. Yes. A. Why, I supposed it was our place to 
gather them. ■.

Q. Did you think that the crop of corn was in danger 
of suffering on the 14th of September, in consequence of 
not being gathered ? A. It was in danger in conse-
quence of not being cut.

Q. How much of corn was there in that section of 
Delaware that was not cut ? A. It was not in Delaware.

Q. In Maryland? A. There was considerable that 
was not. cut. - 10

Q. That was cut ? A. There was considerable; yes, 
sir.

Q. Did you want to cut that .to put wheat on it ? A.
Yes, sir. ' ,

Q. You say that sowing time runs on until December ?
A. Yes, sir ; they sow on till December.

Q. And they begin about the first of October, do they 
not ? A. Yes, sir; sometimes about that time, some-
times later, and some earlier.

Q. By the 14th you had one-half of your wheat ground 20 
prepared for sowing? A. Over half; a great deal more 
than half.

Q- You had also your manure all carted out ? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. And you had phosphate and your seed ready ? A.
Yes, sir.

Q. How long would it have taken you, after the 22d of 
September, to have finished getting ready for the balance 
°f your sowing ? A. Not very long.

Q- A very little while, with your preparation ? A. Of 30 
course, it would not have taken as long as if we hadn’t 
made any preparations.

Q* You had plenty of time between the 21st of Sep- 
ember and the 1st of October for the balance of your 
sowing? A. It would take long after that.

Q. How much longer ? A, A week or two.
Q- The month of October you would have time ? A 

Yes, sir.

Q- even ^ you had got notice on the first of Octo-
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ber you would have time to finish this sowing time ? A. 
Oh, yes.

Q. Was there any time after the first of October for 
you to gather the corn without it suffering anjT danger or 
injury there ? A. Not after they cut i t ; when corn gets 
ripe it wants to be cut.

Q. You left part ? A. It had done growing after that.
Q. Is it not the custom there for a farmer to leave a 

great deal of his corn standing, and just husk it? A. 
10 Yes, sir.

Q. Then, the corn would have received no harm to 
have been left standing ? A. It would not if we had 
taken the tops o ff; we could not do that and put wheat 
on that.

Q. But, supposing you did not intend, after the 14th, 
to put wTheat on, you could have done it then ? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. You gathered the crop, but did not sow wheat? A. 
Yes, sir.

20 Q- And did nothing after the 14th of September ? A. 
I don’t think we did.

Q. Am I right in understanding you that you had 80 
acres of this ground prepared at that time ? A. About 
that.

Q. How much of that was corn stubble? A. None 
of it.

Q. What was it ? A. Wheat and oats stubble.
Q. How much more did you intend to put in? A. 45 

acres more, about.
30 Q- Then, all you had to do, after that time, the 14th of 

September, was to plow and put in the 45 acres on the 
corn? A. Yes, sir; and harrow, and putin the other, on 
the other 80.

Q. I understand that, too ; I  mean in relation to that ? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Didn’t you tell Robert Beatty, before you returned 
in August, to Maryland, that in fact you hadn’t been 
ready to make the, exchange yet yourself ? A. I never 
did, nor anybody else.

40 Mr. CLARK.—Is that competent?
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The COURT.—I will exclude that on the same ground 
that I did the other expressions, unless you insist that you 
offer it to show his interest as a witness, but it cannot 
come in on any other ground but for the purpose of im-
peaching him as a witness.

Mr. LINDABURY.—Then, the question and answer 
remain.

Mr. CLARK.—You stated, as I  understood it, in an-
swer to Mr. Bartine, that you hadn’t made up your mind 
to give up the contract until the same night you came 10 
home, that is, the 14th of September ? A. I don’t think 
I said so.

The COURT.—I think he said his father.
A. That is the first that I learned that my father had 

made up his mind.
Q. You learned that from your father? A. I  did.
Q. And how long a talk did you have with him in re-

lation to this matter, when he gave you that as his con-
clusion ? A. I can’t state the time ; we talked the whole 
evening about i t ; I got home about seven o’clock and 20 
talked till bedtime about the subject.

Q. You said you came home expressly upon this busi- 
ness ? A. I did; yes, sir.

Q- Bid he announce at once, as soon as you came 
home, that he was going to give up that contract ?

[Objected to.]
Mr. CLARK.—I propose simply to ask this question: 
hether or not the conclusion which was reached by the 
ther, was after hearing the son’s story in relation to the 

condition of things, or was a conclusion which he an- 30 
nounced before they commenced talking about the thing 
*  detail. 6

Mr. LINDABURY.—In other words, if the father was 
influenced by what the son told him.

[Question overruled.]
Q. I will ask this question: If you know, state the

in *u^uce(  ̂y °ur father to conclude, on the even-
g o he 14th of September, that he would not further 

continue the contract?
[Objected to. Offer overruled.] 40
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Mr. CLARK.—I now move to strike out the question 
and answer relating to the conversation between the son 
and the father, in which the father announced the de-
termination to rescind the contract.

The COURT.—I overrule the motion. I shall allow 
the question to stand for the reasons I have given. The 
witness was on the stand and allowed to say what he 
came home fo r ; he was a party to the matter to that ex-
tent; the father accepted his agency, sent him to Mr.

16 Gaston. That we must take for granted that he sent him, 
because the father acted upon what he did.

Q. How soon after your father made up his mind to 
give up the contract did you take steps, or did he take 
steps, to notify Mr. Cook ? A. The next morning.

Mr. LINDABURY.—I object to that, because this wit-
ness can’t know that his father made up his mind except 
by hearsay.

The COURT.—He can tell what he d id ; I will let the 
question stand.

20 Q- What did you do the next morning? A. Went to 
Somerville.

Q. To see Mr. Gaston ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. How soon after the letter was written at Mr. 

Gaston’s was it delivered to Mr. Cook ? A. I think it 
was on the following morning; that is, it was written here 
in the afternoon and delivered the next morning ; I think 
so ; I am not positive about that; it may have been the 
night before; I think it was the next morning; that can 
be told from the date of the letter.

30 Mr. LINDABURY.—I think the letter is dated the 
19th.

Q. Was that letter truly dated as to the time of its 
writing ? A. I  think it was.

Q. Now, then, do you mean to say that you waited from 
the 14th to the 19th, when your father announced to you 
his conclusion to give up the contract on the evening °f 
the 14th, and you waited until the 19th before the letter 
was written? A. No, sir; there is some mistake in the 
date somewhere; I  am not clear as to the day of the

40 month I  came home precisely; but the next morning
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went to Somerville and had the letter drawn, and the let-
ter was given to Mr. Cook that day or the following morn-
ing.

Bj the COURT,—Q. You are not sure that you came 
home on the 14th ? A. I am not.

By Mr. CLARK.—The letter was written immediately 
after your father announced his conclusion ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And delivered as soon as it could be done? A. 
Yes, sir.

DEFENDANT RESTS.

EDMUND B, COON, a witness called on the part of 
the Complainant, in rebuttal, having previously been 
duly sworn according to law, deposeth and saith :

Direct examination, by Mr. Lindabury:
Q. Do you remember seeing Mr. Oakey at your mill on 

or about the 12th or 14th of September, 1883 ? A. I  do; 
jes, sir.

Q. How came you to talk with him? A. I  had re-
ceived a letter from Mr. Van Duesen’s son, at that time, 
stating what time his father would be at home.

Q. Never mind what you said ? A. That letter stated» 
the time—

Q- Never mind. How came you to talk with Mr. Oak-
ey—where did you see him ? A. Right in front of the 
mill door.

Q- How did you come to get together? A. I  called
r- Oakey, and said to him that I had received a letter
om Mr. Van Duesen’s son, that his father would be
ome in about 10 days, and we could go then and get

matter fixed up, and if he was not ready, that we
C°U ^ave ^ie matter fixed up as soon as Mr. Van Due- 
ssu returned.
^Q-Did you say anything else? A. Yes, sir; I  told
hid* 4 Same ^me> that my sister had been there and 

agreed, or would agree, to leave $8,000 on the farm.
v • ^°U us on the other examination ? A.Ies, sir.

n ^ Was a11 the same occasion ? A. Yes, sir.
ave you anything by which your recollection is

10

20

30

40
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assured of what you state, Mr. Cook ? A. I have a letter 
in my hand that I  had, or something that I  wrote at that 
time, and had it signed.

Q. When did you write it ? A. On the 12th of Septem-
ber, 1883. 3 *

Q. When, with reference to this' conversation ? A. I 
wrote it immediately after this conversation ; I stepped 
right into the office and wrote it.

Q. Was anybody present ? A. Yes, sir ; Robert Beat- 
10 ty, the miller.

Q. Do y ou know whether he made any memorandum, 
or signed any ?„ A. Yes, sir ; he signed this.

Q. Then ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Who wrote it ? A. I  wrote it, signed it, and he 

signed it as a witness; he witnessed the conversation and 
witnessed the writing.

Q. That is all on that subject. Another subject, in re-
buttal, and I  suppose I  may as well go on. Mr, Cook, 
you have heard thé testimony of Mr. Oakey and his sons, 

20 regarding the alleged arrangement made immediately 
after the written contract, by which you were to leave 

- $10,000 on the farm, and Mr. Oakey was, in consequence, 
to pay you only $3,000 ; is your recollection refreshed, or 
not, on that subject, as given on your cross-examination? 
A. My recollection is the same as on cross-examination.

Q. Was any such arrangement made? A. No, sir.
Q. Was any $10,000 spoken of in that conversation? 

A. Jüst before Mr. Oakey went to Maryland ; I think it 
was about the 15th of June ; maybe a few days one way 

30 or the other.
Q. That is what you told us before ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. You heard the testimony in regard to your repre-

sentation that the mortgages were $14,000, how is your 
recollection now ? A. I  never made any such repre-
sentations.

Q. Did you make any statement of that kind, at all? 
A. No, sir.

Q. Do you remember whether you went out of the mill 
with Mr. Oakey, after the paper was signed, and was fob 

40lowed by one of his boys with the $20? A. No, sir; my
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recollection is, that the $20 was paid to me in the office 
of the mill.

Q. How did you go away from there ? A. With Lewis 
T. Howell,

Q1 -Did you go outside and have another conversation 
with Mr. Oakey, after the paper was signed ? A. I  don’t 
remember, sir, that we did.

Q. How much, in value, did you purchase of Mr. Oak-
ey before you went to Maryland, in the way of stock or 
grain ? A. I purchased of Mr. Oakey not anything b e -10 
fore I went to Maryland, after this exchange.

Q. Did you make any such agreement in regard to this 
property? A. No, sir; Mr. Oakey showed me it one 
time while I was there : five heads of cattle and 10 or 15 
heads of hogs, big and little, and a wagon or two, that 
we did exchange; but there was no exchange made until 
we came to Maryland.

Q. How much did Oakey buy of you, if anything, be-
fore the boys came to you, in value ? A. I  think, sir, 
about $1,500.

Q. Where was it when he bought ? A. In Maryland, 
t was on the occasion of his visit there, immediate-

ly after the contract was signed ? A. Yes, sir.
Q- Did he pay for it? A. He did not.
. ’ ow much did the boys purchase—how much the 

efore the sale? A. I believe John purchased a 
Hundred, or nearly, before the sale.

• And at the sale ? A, About a hundred more, as 
near as I can tell.

tn \r Wi en Was ^ at Pa*d for ? A. Not until after I  came orv 
ew ersey; Mr. Oakey and I  made a settlement; I 

ght some corn and wheat of him.
be had ^  ^  ^0u  ̂ A. ^ome corn and wheat that

Marvl ^  Ŝ °Ck ̂  A- I  agreed with him, when he was in
0 Wh * sb°ck, this cattle and hog stock.

that v f  ̂  WaS va ûe this cattle and hog stock
this earn °k fr°m him in MarJland? A. The value of
bundrô  6 st°ck would be about four or five"Hncired, all told.
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Q. Is it true, that you asked John Oakey for the sum 
of $1,000, and that he refused to give it to yoidwithout 
security—is there any truth about that, at ail? A. Not 
a word. ' •

Q* Do Nou remember—I  don’t know whether this was 
gone into or not—after_you gave this information to Mr. 
Oakey, on the 12tli or 14th of September, about the let-
ter you received—do you remember how soon after Mr. 
Van Duesen’s son chine up there? A. No, sir; it was 

10 just as soon as I coif Id write to him and get a reply.
 ̂ Q. It was abort# the 15th or 16th ? A. It was about 
the 15th or 16th A it was before I received this letter from 
Mr. Oakey. ■ r-; ! . ... ' t V'

Q. Had Mr. €>akey tendered himself ready to perform 
his contract' any time before the 29th of August ? ' A. No, 
sir; never. . » ■:.* " ■

Q. Was anypnoney shown you on Jlie 29th, while you 
and John Oakey and his father were there? A. There 
was a roll of money in this way, shown me, and he said: 

20 “I  carried this money just as long as I want to, and I 
want this matter settled up” . It was a roll of money like 
that.

Q. Was the amount mentioned, in any way? A. It 
was not.

Q. Had you ever made any agreement to leave $10,000 
and accept three from Mr. Oakey? A. I had not.

Q. Mr. Oakey says that you never told him what time 
Mr. Van Duesen would be back ? A. I told Mr. Oakey, 
at the start, in June, that Mr. Yan Duesen would leave 

30 on the 20th of June, and would not be back until in Sep-
tember or October.

Q. I believe you testified to that before. When we had 
an examination, a month ago, there was quite some talk 
about a wall that needed to be fixed in warm weather— 
has it been fixed ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What wras it? A. There was some leaks around the 
water wheel, and there was some wall that had been 
thrown down by the freshet that we left till warm weath-
er to be repaired; these repairs have all been made, sir. 

40 Q. Mr. Bartine tells me that some one of the boys said
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that some barn was torn down ? A. The stable barn, the 
roof lias caved in, and thrown out part one side; the 
building has a heavy slate roof, and the building was 
never strong enough to hold it.

Q. When was it that come down ? A. Last Thursday, 
a week ago—a week ago, yesterday.

Q. Have the buildings run down since you were .there ?
A. No, sir; I think not.

Cross-examination, by Mr. Clark :
Q. After you had signed the agreement for the ex- 10 

change here, at Blackwell’s Mills, and before you re-
turned from Maryland, you looked at some property 

H^^H^Ef."Oakey and you talked about exchanging—you 
looked at some property here, at Blackwell’s Mills ? A.

think I looked at some cattle and some wagons; my 
¡¡M g ™  that that thing was looked after on Satur-
day; we had but a little time there on Monday, the day 
the contract was completed.

Q. And you formed, in your own mind, a value which 
you attached to each of these articles ? * A. Yes, sir. 20 

Q. So that when you subsequently met Mr. Oakey in 
t ' ’ ^ou were able to agree with him upon the
aracter of the exchange you were to make ? A. YesSIT. . ’

Mr n î° J°U remember the amount of property which 
at A  6y ®xcbanged with you—the amount of property

7  8 MillS • A- 1 Stat6d *  ^ur or five
not think tk arS’ I have the exact % nres at home ; I did think they would be required.

which m /°0  ^emember about tbe amount of property 30
Maryland > t T ?  •' ***“  JOU bef° re the Sale in
hunched doll. ‘ 1 thmk WaS SOme fifteen or sixteen
that he had ^  a \ near as 1 can tel1 the amount 

^ agreed to take from me, sir.
was deducted 9°  S ll?  ° r slxteen lnmdred after the credit
*nd he agreed' * 7 ,  ° \ 1 ™6an that 1 Sot *500 from him,
dollars’ worth f abotlt fifteen or sixteen hundred 

0 i “  of property from me.
0 u‘ .POTatesaIe? A. Xes, sir. 

e ore the public sale ? A. Yes, sir. 40
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Q. And before John came there ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Was that agreement carried out? A. It was.
Q. Or was this stock all set up, and sold at public sale? 

A. No, sir; the agreement was carried out.
Q. Was not this put up at public sale ? A. Some of it 

was, and Mr. Oakey took it at the price agreed upon.
Q. And that was a part of the contract—that Mr. Oak-

ey should receive credit at the sale for the amount of the 
personal property you had received from him. A. No, 

10 sir 5 there was no agreement of that kind made.
Q. But that was the way in which it was carried out? 

A. We made a settlement just exactly as they stated 
here ; we made a settlement, and he gave me a note for 
the balance.

Q. Didn’t Mr. Oakey, at that time, say to you, that the 
note was not due, or rather that he did not owe you the 
money at the time the note fell due, but he would give 
you the note, and you said to him, when the note came 
due you would renew it ?. A. Very likely; he was en- 

2q titled to the amount, of the credit on the amount that he 
bought at the vendue.

Q. Then, the $400 due was all the difference there was 
due you in the exchange of personal property? A. No, 
s ir ; there was more than that due me.

Q. I  mean after you got from Mr. Oakey the personal 
property that you bought of him, and after he got all that 
he wanted to buy of you, the difference in value was $400 
due you, for which the note was given ? A. For in-
stance—

gQ Q. Is that a fact ? A. No, s ir ; the $400 was not all 
that was due ; you can see, at a glance—

Q. Why did not he give you a note for a larger 
amount ? A. Because, I  took grain in payment for the 
difference.

Q. You took the grain from him at a certain price ? A. 
I  did.

Q. And then you counted to him for all the personal 
property you received^of him, and he, for all he received 
of you, and there was $400 difference ? A. Yes, sir; pre' 

40 cisely.
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Q. And that was paid by note ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. You say you saw Mr. Oakey on the 32th of Sep-

tember, in front of the mill, and had this talk in regard 
to Mr. Yan Duesen’s letter ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. There had been a coldness between you before that 
time? A. No, sir.

Q. Hadn t there been trouble during the Summer be-
tween you, and a coolness had arisen ? A. Not a word ; 
not to my knowledge. *

Q. Had your relations been perfectly friendly up to 10 
the 12th of September ? A. They had, sir.

Q. No difference between you, at all? A. Not to my 
knowledge.

Q. At the time Mr. Oakey was down he said you could 
do as you pleased, and he would do as he pleased ? A. 
Yes, sir ; that was his remark.

Q. You knew of no reason why he should act in that 
way towards you ? A. No, sir.

Q. And you were taken by surprise, by reason of it? 
res. sir. ‘ -s

Q. You saul, I think, before that, you depended upon 
Du.esen to enable you to carry out this contract 

\ ^hat Y°u were waiting for—is, or not, that a
hi! 1.7 ?  18 n0t a fact that 1 was dependent upon ’ 1 had expected to advance money.

tod t 7 We TOU n0t Wait!ng for Mr- Tan i>n*Wn to enable 7 u to carry out the contract ? A. Yes, sir.

to carlnd y.0" made 110 effort’ without Mr. Van Duesen,
tbe c o X r  1 traDSfer? A- 1 ™ s rea^  ~ n y  out™ contract without that. 30
the ,™i" d'dn i tel1 Mr. 0aIcey that you could carry out 
^contract with Mr. Van Duesen? A. I  don’t know

t0T  u - u ™  t t a t  y O U  W 6 r e  W a i t i n g  f 0 r  M r -

*  'or Mr. Van Dnesen W  f  * 1 1 Wait-

ienha^'tiu! Sh,°W him this letter wllioh Mr. Van Due- 
0™ *  “  t0 7°“ ? A. I  think I  did, sir.
Q. ThaftaU.111 ° £ SePtember ? A. Yes, sir ; I  think so.

40
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lie -d irect:
Q. Mr. Oakey says, in his answer, that he was induced 

to believe by you that you could arrange the matter when 
Mr. Van Duesen returned; did you have any conversa-
tion with him during July or August, in which you in-
formed him of that fact? A. I informed him, yes, sir; I 
think in August.

Q. What did you say ? A. He said that he was going 
to be ready; he had the deed signed, as near as I can 

10 Recollect, about the 15th of August, and he handed it to 
me and said that he had made a little alteration, and 
asked if I  objected to i t ; and he said, “ I will be ready in 
a few days to fix this, how soon can you be ready”? 
“Just as soon as Mr. Van Duesen returned to the city”; 
and upon the strength of that I went to the city to see if 
Mr. Yan Duesen could be found.

Q. What did Mr. Oakey say in reply to that statement? 
A. He simply said, get ready, and we will have this mat-
ter fixed up.

20 Q- Hid you, in fact, receive a letter from Mr. Yan Due- 
sen’s son ? A. I did, sir.

Q. And you said you had it in your hand at the time? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Can you produce the letter ? A. (Indicating.) That 
is it, sir.

Q. Is it enclosed in an envelope ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What one ?
Mr. CLARK.—Is that competent?
Q. When did you receive it ? A. On the 12th of Sep- 

30 tember.
Mr. LINDABURY.—I desire to offer it in evidence; I 

think it is competent.
The COURT.—He said that he had received it; I 

think that is competent; but the contents of such a let-
ter are not.

Mr. LINDABURY.—Yery well, let the Stenographers 
notes show that he has the letter, and produced it.

Mr. CLARK.—I understand that all that appears there 
is that it was received.

40
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The COURT.—The letter is offered in evidence, and 
the offer is overruled by the Court.

Q. You said you had it there in the original envelope ? 
A. Yes, sir.

By Mr. CLARK.—This letter which you received was 
after you had seen Mr. Oakey, in August, and told him 
you would be ready as soon as Mr. Van Duesen returned 
to the city ? A, Yes, sir.

ROBERT BEA T T Y , a witness produced on the part 10 
of the Complainant, in rebuttal, being duly sworn accord- * 
ing tp law, deposeth and saith:

Direct examination, by Mr. Lindabury:
Q. Were you in the mill of Mr. Cook’s on the 12th of 

September ? A, Yes, sir.
Q. Did you see Mr. Oakey there? A. Yes, sir; right 

in front of the mill.
. Q, Did he come in the mill, at all? A. No, sir.
Q. Do you remember who first spoke to the other, he 

or̂ Mr. Cook? , A. Mr. Cook said, “ Here comes Oakey, 120 
want to &ee him” , and he called him up to the mill door; 
he had a letter there ; I  did not hear all the conversa-
tion, but I heard him say he had a letter; he heard from 
his man, and they talked a little while, and Mr. Oakey 
said, “You do as you please, and I will do as I please” ; 
and he wheeled around and started off, and I  heard Mr. 
Cook say, “ If you ain’t ready you ought to get ready”.

Q. Did you sign any memorandum of what was said on 
that occasion ? A. Yes, sir; I did.

Mr. CLARK.—Before counsel shows him the memo- 30 
randum, I think he ought to give his recollection of the
conversation. ’

Mr. LINDABURY.—N o; I  don’t think so.
The COURT.—He may refer to it to refresh his recol-

ection, if he wishes to do so. That is the practice, un^
ess he remembers what was said without the memoran-

dum.
 ̂ ' ^ ere is no uncertainty; Mr. Cook wrote that, and

: <<̂ ow> I want you to sign this, to show what was 
said y 40
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Q. Did you hear all the conversation that was set clown 
in the memorandum ? A. I don’t think I heard all that 
was said.

Q. Did you hear all you subscribed to ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you recollect all that? A. Yes, sir; I think I 

do.
Q. Do you feel sure, or would your recollection be re-

freshed by referring to the paper ?
Mr. CliARK.—That is pretty fresh.

10 A. I  will tell as near as I can what was said there.
Q. Do you think you can tell what was said there ? A. 

Yes, sir ; Mr. Cook said he would like to see Mr. Oakey, 
and he was coming along the road, and he called him to 
the mill door and told him he had received a letter from 
Yan Duesen, and I could not hear all that was said; but 
I  did hear Mr. Oakey tell him that he would do as he 
pleased, and he could do as he pleased, and Mr. Cook 
said, if you aint ready you had better get ready; that is 
all I  can remember of it.

20 Q. Do you think that is all there is in the paper? A. 
There might be some other; I don’t know as it is every
word. - ' *

Q. Have you told all that you heard? A. That is all 
I  heard of that conversation, that I  can remember of.

Q. I  want to know if you remember all you heard? A 
Yes, s ir ; I think that is all I  heard.

Q. You think you haven’t forgotten any of it? A. 1 
don’t think I  have.

Q. And the memorandum wTould not refresh your re- 
30 collection as to any of it ? A. I  don’t know that it would.

Q. Did you have any conversation with Davis Oakey, 
in August, before he returned to Maryland, in regaid to 
exchanging? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did he, in any such conversation, tell you in su - 
stance, or effect, that they hadn’t been ready them-
selves yet to make the exchange ? A. Yes, sir; he 1 > 
I  will tell what was said between him and myself.

Q. That is all I  ask; and wre have no right to ask any 
further. Were you present when the alleged tender o 

40 $3,000 was made on the 29th of August ? A. AH I know
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about it, I saw Mr. Oakey and John come there in front 
of the mill ; they came in the side of the m ill; that is all 
I know; I saw them come there; I  did not see them—I 
saw Mr Oakey have something in his hand ; I don’t know 
whether it was paper or not.

Q. Were you in there—did you hear the conversation ?
A. I did not.

Cross-examination, by Mr. Clark:
Q. Where did you have this conversation with Mr. 

Oakey? A. Between where I  lived, in the middle, there, 10 
and where they now reside; on the fence, one Sunday 
morning.

Q. When was that ? A. Some time, I  can’t remember 
more than it was in the oats harvest; some time in the 
forepart of August.

Q. It was oats harvest, you are sure ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Are you sure that the wheat had been gathered ?

A. Yes, sir; I think it had all been gathered.
Q. What makes you think it had ? A. The reason 

was, Mr. Oakey had oats down below the mill, and 120 
know they had just got them together.

Q. This is Davis Oakey, I  understand you ? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q- What time in the morning was it ? A. Along 8 or 
9 o’clock.

Q. What time in August ? A. I  could not te ll; it was 
in the forepart; I think the first week, or maybe four or 
five days in August; the forepart of August.
' Q. How long had Davis Oakey been home ? A. I 
don't remember about that; I think he had been at home 80 
but a very few days; I think that is the first conversa-
tion I had with him.

Q. Was it the first time that he came home? A. I 
think it was; I ain’t certain ; but I  think it was.

Q. Who was by ? A. No one.
Q* Who did you tell this conversation to first, any-

body, before to-day? A. Yes, sir; I  told it before.
Q- When did you tell it? A. Bight away.
Q* Who to ? A. I  told Mr. Cook, I  think.
Q- Had there been any dispute at that time, in relation 40
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to the completion of the contract? A. Not that I heard 
o f ; no more than what Davis told me then.

Q. Did he tell you that there was any dispute about 
carrying out the contract ? A. He said he thought there 
would be.

Q. You told Mr. Cook right away? A. I don't remem-
ber whether it was right away ; it may be a week or So.

Q. Are you sure that you told Mr. Cook before the 
trial ? A. Yes, s ir ; I  am sure that I did.

10 Q. Who else did you tell besides Mr. Cook? A. Fox 
Voorhees.

Q. Do you remember of anybody else? A. No; I 
don’t remember of anybody else.

Q. You remembered it when you were here at the trial 
before ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. You were not asked about it ? A. No, sir.
Q. Did you tell any of the counsel, at that time, about 

this? A. I  don’t remember now—yes; I was talking 
about that that morning.

20 Q. How long were you talking there together? A. A 
quarter of an hour, or more.

Q. Now, if you please, tell me what was first said ? A. 
Well, Davis came out there, and we were talking.

Q. What were you talking about ? A. We were talk-
ing about the property there, and how the business wa> 
going on, and Davis said he thought there was going to 
be trouble, and I asked him “ Why” ? and he said he did 
not believe that Cook intended to hold the property; I 
said: “He must be, he is fixing up here” . Well, he said,

30 that property was mortgaged down there for 118,000, au 
he did not believe that he would, or could, come up 0 
the contract. He said he only paid $15,000 for the 
and now it was mortgaged for $18,000; and I thong 
was strange that he would go and do this repairing i 
did not intend to keep the property. Well, he said, e 
would see, “ In fact, we have not been ready unti 
week, but we are going to be ready and he has got to
something” , .

Q. Those were the words he used : “ We have no
40
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ready until this week, but now he has got to do some-
thing” ?

Mr. LINDABURY.—“But now that we are ready” ?
Mr. CLARK.—I am asking a question.
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, tell me what he did say? A. He said: “ In 

fact, we have not been ready until this week, but we are 
going to be ready this week, and then he has got to do 
something”.

Q. What else passed between you at that time ? A. 10 
We were talking about other matters that hadn’t any-
thing to do with this matter.

Q. What other matters were you talking about at that 
time? A. I don’t just remember; I  asked him how he 
liked it down there, etc.

Q. You remember asking him that ? A. Yes; sir.
Q. What else? A. I can’t remember our conversation 

in every little particular.
Q. How long were you talking ? A. Probably we were 

talking a quarter of an hour; maybe more; maybe not 20 
quite so much.

Q. You are still working for Mr. Cook ? A. Yes, sir.
1 R e-direct:

Q. Did you ever sell any* grain to this man in New 
Brunswick—McMann? A. Never, to my knowledge, 
since Mr. Cook has got the mill.

Q. Did you ever solicit him to purchase, or did he ever 
come to you? A. No, sir.

Further d irec t:

Q- You don’t do the carting, do you ? A. No, sir. 30
Q- You simply attend to the mill ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And your mill is some nine miles from New Bruns- 

. I believe they call it eight or nine.
Further cross:

Q- You keep the books ? A. I  keep them mostly.
Vi- o you know, as a fact, whether he bought any

~ e d  ? A. I know that he never bought any from

Q- Why not ? A. Because, Mr. Cook— 
r’ ^BiARK.—Is that competent ? ¿q
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The COITBT.—I don’t think the witness can tell what 
passed between him and Mr. Cook.

A. He is not responsible.
_ Q- How do you know ? A. Mr. Oakey said so; I heard 

him say that he owed him over $200, and he would have 
to take it out in trade.

Q. When did he say that ? A. I heard him say that.
Further cross:
Q. Do you know that the driver did not sell him any 

10 goods ? A. I am supposed to know what goods are on 
the wagon.

Q. I ask you if you know that the driver did not sell 
him any goods ? A. I don’t knowr whether lie did or 
did not.

Further direct:
Q. Are sales reported to you ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Were any such reported ? A. No, sir.
Q. John Oakey said, you have to go out and buy grain? 

A. We have gone out and got some ; we use a great deal; 
2o we bought some in New York.

Q. I thought yours was a custom mill ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. I  thought you run on custom work entirely? A. 

Oh, no.
Q. You have been running, then, largely as merchant 

mill? A. Yes, sir; and on custom work.
Q. And to do merchant work successfully you have to 

have a stock on hand ? A. Not if you can get your sup-
plies handy; you can have supplies brought in every day.

Q. And have enough on hand to have the hopper full • 
gQ A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you would have to hurry up the teams some-
times, otherwise you would be out before the teams got 
back ? A. We never have been as bad as that; we have 
been down pretty low sometimes.

ED M U N D  B. CO OF, recalled :
Direct examination, by Mr. Lindabury:
Q. Did you ever sell any flour or feed to this gentle-

man in New Brunswick—McMann ? A. No, sir.
40 Q. Was there any reason for not doing so? A. es
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Q. What was it ? A. Mr. Oakey said that he owed 
him several hundred dollars, and that he was not good ;
I asked him to give me a list at the time I took posses-
sion- of the mill.

Cross-examination, by Mr. Clark :
Q. Did you try to sell it to him ? A. No.
Q. How do you know ? A. I d o  my own selling and 

my own collecting, and I ought to know.
Q. Your man never does anything of that kind? A.

Ho, sir. 10
Q. Never makes any sales? A. No, sir.

LEWIS T. HOWELL, a witness called on the part of 
the Complainant, in rebuttal, being duly sworn according 
to law, depot eth and saitli:

Direct exa m in a tion , by Mr. Bartine:
Q. You are the person who drew the contract in this 

case ? A. I am, sir.
Q. You remember where you drew it ? A. It was drawn 

in the office of the mill. 20
Q. Who were in there when it was drawn ? A. Mr. 

Cook, Mr. Oakey, and I think one of the boys—I can’t 
swear which—and myself.

Q. Do you remember how long you were in there? A.
Ve were in there not over 15 or 20 minutes, drawing up 

this article of agreement, and talking over it.
Q. Who left first ? A. I think, after the article of 

agreement was signed, and talked over, one of the Oak- 
®JS, I think it was Davis-—and he paid him the money in 

e office-—said it was not binding unless there was some 30 
paid, and he paid him the money; and after talking 

* minutes I went to get him, and I  said, Mr. Cook, if 
)°u are through with your business, let us go home; he 
841 e believed he was through ; and we went out, and 
h° m a wagon, and went home.

i ^ leri’  ̂ understand you to say that Mr. Cook and 
)ou left together? A. Yes, sir.

was th^6re ^0U m °® ce khe time while Mr. Cook
mu-i ere7 from tbe time that paper was being drawn until you left 9 a v  °J u ieic • A. Yes, sir. 40
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Q. Was there anything said, in that office, at that time, 
between Mr. Cook and Mr. Oakey, in relation to leaving 
$10,000 on the Maryland property ? A- There was noth-
ing said about mortgages, in my presence, at any time, to 
my recollection.

Q. Were you in their presence all the time while you 
were in there, until you left? A. In the office; yes, sir; 
but not alone ; they were talking over their business.

Q. I mean after you drew the paper? A. Yes, sir; I 
10 was there.

Q. How large a room is that office ? A. Why, I should 
think it is about eight by ten ; but a desk in there.

Q. And no such conversation happened there without 
you hearing it? A. I think not.

Q. I think I have already asked you whether Mr. Cook 
and Mr. Oakev went out of your presence—out of that 
office, at any time after you drew the article, before you 
left ? A. I think n ot; I don’t think they went out to-
gether after the article of agreement was drawn.

20 Q- Ho you know ? A. I  am pretty positive about 
that—that they did not go out; the whole thing was 
done then, and signed, and I proposed that we go home, 
because I was in a hurry to get home; I think we went 
out together.

Q. You say, you think? A. I  am pretty positive about 
i t ; I don’t think any other ways; there is no doubt about 
it, sir.

Q. Just look at that paper I  now hand you? A. 1 
erased that at the suggestion of, I  think, Mr. Oakey; he 

gQ said that the title should be satisfactory.
Q. What was said at that time ? Just think, and state 

all that you can recollect—everything that was said in re-
lation to making that change—what led to it ? A. M)’ 
recollection is, that both admitted having mortgages; hut 
I  don’ t think there was any amount stated, and that the 
settlement of those mortgages should be satisfactory .to 
both parties; that there might be some exchanging to e 
done; and my impression is, that Mr. Cook was to hep 
Mr. Oakey, if he had any difficulty in getting the mort 

40 gages, some of them, to remain there on the property, as



283

it now exists; that is raj impression ; but there was no 
amount stated of mortgages, in my hearing, at any time.

Q. On either property ? A. On either property. 
Cross-examination, by Mr. Clark:
Q. Without having looked at the paper, and having 

your attention called to the erasure, would you have re-
membered the conversation in relation to the mortgages?
In other words, did not that refresh your recollection in 
respect to the mortgages ? A. No, sir ; that did not re-
fresh my mind at this time.

Q. You did not testify about that before, however ? A.
I was not asked; now, if the Court will allow me, I  will 
tell why that is positive upon my mind ?

Q. I was going to ask you another question. When 
you and Mr. Cook left the mill together, do you mean to 
say that is the best recollection you have, or is it a pos-
itive fact? A. It is pretty hard to say an absolute fact, 
hut I am pretty positive of i t ; I  have no doubt of it.

Q. Mr. Oakey said that you and Mr. Cook left the mill 
together—seemed to be anxious to go ; in that respect 20 
you agree. You were anxious to get away as soon as the^ 
contract was completed ? Mr. Oakey said, that after you 
went out of the mill, Mr. Cook did not at once go ; and 
he says that he then had a conversation with Mr. Cook, 
at which you were not present, after the contract was 
signed, in relation to the mortgage—amount of money 
paid, etc. Do you say that he did not have any such 
conversation there that day ? A. He hadn’t, before me.

Q. But, do you mian to say that he hadn’t such a con-
versation? A. I can’t say what they said when they were 30
not in my presence.

Q. Do you say that they did not have any such con-
versation? A. Not in my presence.

Q. Do you say that there could not have been such a 
conversation in the office, after you had gone out, and 
before Mr. Cook came out ? A. I  think not, because I  
think we went out together.

Q. I ask you whether that is an impression or a fact?
A.. It is a fact, as near as I  can get at i t ; you can’t tell, 
always. 40



284

Q. I can tell that I am here. A. If jour bed sets in 
the middle of the room, you can’t tell which side you got 
out this morning, unless you got out on one side alto-
gether.

Q. But I am here, and I  know that is a fact. Now, is 
it a fact, or an impression on your mind, that Mi. Cook 
went out with you ? A. It is a fact, as near as I can get 
at it.

Q. What do you mean by “ as near as I can get at it”? 
10 A. Aim ’t we all impressed by that ?

Q. What is your conclusion, I  am not arguing it? 
A. My conclusion is, that I  and Mr. Cook went out to-
gether.

Q. A little while ago you qualified -that by saying that 
is what you thought ? A. If you want me to put it the 
other way. In all things there is a bare • possibility of a 
man being mistaken.

Q. Then, do you say there is any possibility of your 
being mistaken in respect to Mr. Cook going out of the 

20office with you? A. I don’t think there is.
Q. Yet you would not be willing to say that there was 

not a possibility ? A. I  think there are a great many 
things possible; you would like to have me say just what 
you want.

Q. No ; I  want you to answer my question. I ask you 
if you are willing to say that there is not a possibility of 
mistake with respect to the impression that Mr. Cook 
went with you out of the office ? A. I  consider I am 
under oath, and I  am very careful what I say, and that 

30 is the reason I  answer you as I do.
Q. Can you answer any differently ? A. I can say that 

Mr. Cook and myself went out of the office together, that 
is a ll; now, you want me to say something else, and you 
keep asking me other questions.

Q. Didn’t Mr. Cook walk across to the mill, before he 
went out of the door ? A. Not that I  recollect.

Q. After the contract was signed, didn’t he walk across 
to the mill? A. We walked half way across to the mill, 
and then walked out of the door.

40 Q. I  mean, didn’t he go out to the mill, out of the way
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of the door, before he went out of the door ? A. I  think 
j not.

Q. Do you remember? A. I do not.
Q. What fact or circumstance is there, by means of 

which your recollection is fixed, with respect to the going 
out of the office with Mr. Cook ? A. Because I was in a 
hurry to get home, and I  urged upon him to go, and he 
was ready, and we went out together.

Q. Did Mr. Cook»talk to Mr. Beatty after he went out 
of the mill, that day, after the contract was signed ? A. 10 
I did not see him.

-Q. But you say you walked with Mr. Cook from the 
office to the mill. Now, I ask you if he did not talk with 
Mr. Beatty outside of the office, after the contract was 
signed ? A. I don’t recollect seeing him.

Q. Would you be willing to say, as a fact, that he did 
not? A. No, sir; because I  started on and Mr. Cook 
started after me.

Q. Mr. Oakey has sworn that he did have a coñversa- 
ion—and Mr. J. L. Oakey, also—that he did have a con- 20 
versation with Mr. Cook in relation to the mortgages left 
^  jhe Westbyer property. They say, upon their oath, 
that that conversation took place with Mr. Cook after 
y°n eft the office, and after the contract was signed—do 
you say that is not true ? A. I  tell you I  don’t remem-

ma  ̂ r̂UG ’ am as^ nS y °u if you say it is
ue. A. I haven t seen anything to confirm me in

L°P1“ ?“  that ii; is true. Now, some of Mr. Oakey—
jg 6 ° y RT.—If Mr. Clark puts a question to you it 30
iuLUl ? Uty t0 answer ? es or no> if y°u can ; if you are m doubt, say so.

Q_ (Question read.) Do you say that it is not true? 
i say—

The COTTBT Tí  „ i
othe 11 y° U Xnow’ y011 can say one way or

A- I do not know.

when y°Ur recollectio11 any better to-day th an it was
it is in Were examined in this case before ? A. I think 

some respects, because my memory has been re- 40
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freshed somewhat, and I  have had more time to reflect 
upon it and study it as to the facts.

Q. You say Mr. Davis Oakey handed Mr. Cook the $20 
in the office—or $25, I don’t know which—do you say 
that Mr. Cook put that in his pocket in the office? A. I
don’t know.

Q. Do you know whether he laid the money down in 
the office, or put it in his pocket ? A. No, sir.

Q. You saw it banded to him ? A. Yes, sir.
10 Q. You don’t know whether Mr. Cook left the office 

without the money, and Mr. Davis Oakey afterwards 
called to him and paid it to him? A. I know lie did not 
pay it to him in that way, in my presence.

Q. What is your recollection to-day, with respect to j 
the persons present in the office— any different from what 
it was the day you were here before? A. I answered 
that question after refreshing my memory, if that is what 
you want to get; I think I said in my first examination 
that there was one of the boys present, and I could not 

20 tell which; since that time I  have thought over the mat-
ter, and I  am satisfied that before tile thing was con- ; 
eluded both of them were there.

By the COURT.—That is what you say to-day? A- 
That is what I  say to-day; my impression is, that be ore 
we got it signed that both were there, and werea 
over.

JH&^divcct • i •
Q. You were just going to answer the counsel why t 

fact was fastened on your mind, and he interrupt» yj>a 
30 by asking you another question. Can you tell now 

the fact that Mr. ‘Cook left with you was fastene on y 
mind? A. That was not it. i,

Q. Oh, yes; about the alteration of the agreê   ̂
can you state now what you wanted to state t en • ^
What fastened it upon my mind then was, I was ^  
that an alteration there would alter or vitia e ^  
tract, from the fact that it was erased, and i wo ^  
a little to think that there had been an ê aSUeĉ ject, 
brought up everything fresh in my mind; * gffQre 

40 also, talking to Mr. Oakey, what one of the D y
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to-day that they said that it was in order to clear that 
and get an attorney to draw up the paper—that the con-
tract was not worth the paper it was written on, and 
Davis said, especially when no money is paid on it ; and 
then the $25 or $20 was paid over on i t ; but, as with one 
mind, they said, both said, that it was good enough for 
them.

Q. Who were both ? A. Mr. Cook and Mr. Oakey.
Q. How long, a b o u t ,  w as  i t ,  a f te r  th e  c o n tra c t  Was 

signed and read o v e r b y  th e  p a r t ie s ,  b e fo re  y o u  le f t  th e  10 
office ? A. It w as a  v e ry  few  m in u te s  a f te r  ; p r o b a b ly  10 
or 15.

Q. Was there any opportunity, during that interval, 
after the finishing of the contract and the time you left, 
for the conversation sworn to by John Oakey to have oc-
curred in there betwreen Mr. Oakey and Mr. Cook ? A. 
Was there time ?

Q. Without you hearing it ? A. Oh, no ; not without 
my hearing it.

Q. Mr. Cook was staying with you ? A. Yes, sir. 20
Q. He was staying with you, and your anxiety was to 

get home ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And that is what impressed that fact upon your 

mind, about his going with you ? A. Yes, s ir ; I con-
sidered the trade virtually made on Saturday, and car-
ried out on Monday.

Further cross:
Q. You are a brother-in-law of Mr. Cook’s ? A. Yes, 

sir.
Q. Do you remember where your horse was tied—wras 30 

not the horse tied up at the wagon house? A. I  think it 
was.

Q. And you did not both go after the horse ? A. I 
don t know about that.

Q. You got in at the wagon house ? A. Yes, sir.
Q- You don’t know where Mr. Cook got in ? A. I 

don t recollect where he got in.
Q- That’s all.

COMPLAINANT RESTS.
40
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D  A VIS O A K E Y , bemg recalled in tlie part of the 
Defendant, in rebuttal, testified further, as follows: 

Direct examination, b j  Mr. Clark :
Q. Mr. Beatty states that he had a conversation with 

you some time in August, on Sunday morning, between 8 
and 9 o’clock—is that so ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And he says, as to that conversation, that he thinks 
it was the first time you came home; that you talked to 
him about the property; that you stated that you thought 

10 there was going to be trouble, and Cook would not be 
able to take the property—would not be able to arrange 
to do so, because of so much mortgage on the Maryland 
property? A. I  think I said that.

Q. Your attention was called to this question, as to 
whether or not you had not said, at that time, that you 
hadn’t been ready until now to make the exchange, and 
that Mr. Cook has got to do something. Has anything 
occurred, by which your recollection has been refreshed, 
or that your opinion is altered, in respect to that conver- 

20 sation ? A. No, sir; my opinion is not altered; I never 
said any such thing, because it would have been untrue.

Q. You mean that you never said that your father was 
not ready? A. No, sir.

Cross-examination, by Mr. Lindabury:
Q. Was your father’s deed executed then? A. I dont 

know.

JO H N  L. O A K E Y , being recalled, on rebuttal, on the 
part of the Defendant, tessified further, as follows:

30 Direct examination, by Mr. Clark :
Q. Your attention was called to the conversation which 

Mr. Cook says he had with you about the 12th of Sep-
tember last, in relation to the Yan Duesen letter, when 
you were on the witness stand before—in which conver-
sation you said, you can do as you please, and Mr. Cook 
can do as he pleases, and you said then that you did not 
hear Mr. Cook say that Mr. Van Duesen would be on in 
a few days? A. I  said I  did not hear anything about 
that.

40 Q. He said, in a previous examination, that he won
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fall back on the original agreement—you clear your place, 
and he his? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Mr. Cook now says that lie also told you, in that 
conversation, that he received a letter from Mr. Yan Due- 
sen, and he says he read you the letter ?

Mr. LINDABURY.—No ; he did not say that.
Q. That he showed you the letter from Yan Duesen, 

telling you, in fact, that Mr. Yan Duesen would be on in 
a short time and he would arrange it. When was the first 
you heard of it? A. That he had received a letter from 10 
Mr. Yan Duesen ?

Q. Yes. A. I never heard the first word; he never 
said to me that he had received a letter from Yan Duesen, 
or that he would be ready in ten days, so help me God.

Cross-examination, by Mr. Lindabury:
Q. Has your recollection improved any since you were 

on the stand before ? A. I  don’t know; you can try it.
Q. Has your nervousness improved? A. Yes, sir; a 

little bit.
Q. Did Mr. Cook say anything about Mr. Yan Duesen ? 20 

A. Not that I know of; I asked him about Mr. Yan 
Duesen, and he said he had not heard from Yan Duesen;
I understood him to say that.

Q. Are you sure? A. That is the way I understood 
him; I walked from the house there to know something 
about it, and met him right in front of the mill door, and I 
understood him to say that he hadn’t heard from his man 
yet; and then this conversation occurred ; and then he 
said something or other about turning back to the orig-
inal agreement, and I turned on my heels with “yon can 80 
do as yon please, and I  will do as I please” .

Q* Yon said you were greatly hurried, and did not 
hear very much of what he said ? A. He said that; I 
remember that he said that.

REST ALL.

40



Between

ED M U N D  B. COOK ,
Complainant,

and

JO H N  L. O A K E Y ,

20 Defendant.

On Bill, Etc.

To the Honorable Theodore Runyon, Chancellor o f thè State 
o f  New Jersey:

Humbly complaining, showeth unto your Honor, your 
orator, Edmund B. Cook, of the Township of Hillsbor- 
ough, in the County of Somerset, and State of New Jer-
sey, that on the seventh day of May, eighteen hundred 
and eighty-three, your orator, being seized, or well en-
titled, in fee simple, of and to a certain farm or tract of 

30 land, with the appurtenances, situate, lying and being in 
the County of Somerset and State of Maryland, called 
“ Westover”, fully and particularly described in the plat 
and certificate made and signed by Levin P. Bowland, 
Surveyor, November 22, 1873, excepting therefrom the 
small parcel containing about four acres, which lies on 
the North side of the County road to Raccoon Point, two 
acres conveyed to James Jones, and four acres adjoining, 
contracted to be conveyed to and now in the possession 
of John Turpin, which two last named parcels are in or 

40 near to the angle formed by the fifth and sixth courses of
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the said plot. The balance of said plot, after deducting 
said exceptions, containing six hundred and ninety-eight 
acres of land, more or less, subject, however, to a certain 
right of way across the same, and one John L. Oakey, of 
the village of Blackwell’s Mills, in the County of Somer-
set and State of New Jersey, on the day aforesaid, as 
your orator believes, being entitled in fee simple of and 
to a certain mill property, with the appurtenances, known
as the Blackwell’s Mills property, situate in the County
and State last aforesaid and shortly described as follows : 
Situate in Hillsborough and Franklin Townships, 
hounded on the east by lands of Abraham S. Yander- 
veer, on the south by public road and lands of C. H. 
Broach and others, on the wTest by lands of John L. 
Oakey, and on the north by lands of F. Y. L. Yoorhees 
and Abraham G. YaiidervCer, containing about fourteen 
acres of land, being part of the premises conveyed to 
John L. Oakey by Augustus Yan Zandt and wife by deed 
dated January 13, 1884, and your orator and the said 
John L. Oakey being on the day aforesaid desirous to ex- 20 
change said properties above described, the one for the 
other, upon the terms hereinafter mentioned, did, on said 
day, enter into and sign and seal a memorandum of 
agreement réspecting the said sale and exchange in the 
words and to the purport and effect following, that is to 
say:

“ B l a c k w e l l ’s  M i l l s , May 7,1883.
“This article is to certify that John L. Oakey, of the 

County of Somerset and State of New Jersey, and Ed-
mund B. Cook, of the County of Somerset and State of;30 
Maryland, have this day exchanged properties, the ex-
change to be as follows: The said John L. Oakey to take 
the property in Maryland, now occupied by Edmund B. 
Cook, and the said Edmund B. Cook to take the property 
known as Blackwell’s Mills, now occupied by the said 
John L. Oakey, each party agreeing to furnish good 
titles satisfactory to both parties. Said John L. Oakey 
agreeing to give said Cook five thousand dollars, also to 
gather the wheat crop now in the ground, thresh and de-
liver one-half to shipping station, not further than depot 40
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at Weston, Cook furnishing hags for his part, without ex-
pense to said Cook for delivering at said station.

“John L. Oakey is to have the manure in both places, 
E. B. Cook to have the cord wood now cut on the 
premises.

“JOHN L. OAKEY, [l .s.] 
“ED. B. COOK, [l . s.]

“ Signed, sealed and delivered in presence of Lewis T. 
Howell” .

10 As by the said memorandum of agreement, now in the 
possession of your orator, and ready to be produced and 
proved at such time and in such manner as your Honor 
shall direct, and to which, for greater certainty, your 
orator begs leave to refer your Honor.

And your orator further shows that the said John L. 
Oakey paid to him the sum of twenty or twenty-five dol-
lars (which of said sums your orator does not now dis-
tinctly recall), as part of the said sum of five thousand 
dollars mentioned in said agreement at the time of the 

20 signing thereof as aforesaid.
And your orator further shows that, on or about the 

twenty-fifth day of May, eighteen hundred and eighty 
three, in pursuance of said agreement, the said John . 
Oakey took full possession of your orator’s said farm in 
Maryland, and has ever since remained, and still is in fu 
possession of the same, and from thence has receive > 
and is still receiving, the rents, issues and profits thereo.

And your orator further shows that, on said last men 
tioned day, he (your orator), together with his wife, made, 

30 executed and acknowledged, in due form of law, a g°ô , 
valid and suflficient deed of conveyance to the said(Jo  ̂
L. Oakey, his heirs, assigns forever, of and for all an̂  
singular the said farm and premises of six liundre 
ninety-eight acres of land, subject to said right of waJ> 
Maryland, aforesaid, described in said agreement as 
property in Maryland, now occupied bŷ  Edmun 
Cook” , that said deed of conveyance contains the ns^ 
covenants of seizing, right to convey, quiet enjoy men a 
warranty; that on or about the twenty-eighth ay  ̂

40 aforesaid your orator tendered said deed to the sai
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-5 r “be rea<i-T ^ A e -

s i f t S t t  in accordance- therewift ^that s«d  Oak-

S r a o ^ ^ ^ - a t o r  might have im 
mediate p o t i o n  of his (Oakey) said property^0¥ 
as Blackwell’s Mills aforesaid; that your orator then, or 
very soon after, took and received full possessron of sard 10 
Blackwell’s Mills property and ha ever renrarn^

t hS ^ n “ ; ^ k ° L  said d e e d . y o u r  
orator, and, after retaining the same four or five days re 
turned it to your orator, and said to your orator then 
and there, he was not ready to exchange the papers, but
would do so as soon as lie could. . ,  T , t

And your Orator farther shows that the sard John L. 
Oakey has neglected and refused to pay to your o 
the balance of the said sum of five thousand dollars men-20 
tioned in said agreement, or any part thereo , an 
liver a deed for his said property known as ac 
Mills, as aforesaid, as by said agreement he was required
so to do. , , ,-i

And your orator further shows that on the seventeenth
day of October, eighteen hundred and eighty iree,
again tendered his said deed of conveyance to e sa
JohnL. Oakey and demanded of said Oakey that he shou 
then and there perform his said part of the said agree- 
ment, and that he, the said Oakey, then and t ere re 
fused to accept said deed and to perform his part o sai
agreement. ' *  ̂  ̂ <

And your orator further shows that he has always
been ready, willing and anxious to perform his par o 
the said agreement, and on being paid the said _ 
thousand dollars and the delivery of a good and su cien 
deed of conveyance from the said Blackwell s Mills prop 
erty, to convey his said farm in Maryland to the sai 
JohnL. Oakey and his heirs, and to do and perform 
whatever else mav be required of him by the said agree
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ment; and jour orator hoped that the said JohnL. Oak-
ey would have performed the said agreement on his part 
as in practice and equity he ought to have done.

All which actings and doings of the said Defendant are 
contrary to equity and good conscience and tend to the 
manifest wrong, injury and oppression of your orator in 
the premises.

But so it is, may it please your Honor, that the said 
John L. Oakey, under one pretense and another, has al- 

10 ways neglected and refused, and still neglects and abso-
lutely refuses to specifically perform his said agreement 
at this, as your orator charges, and insists he is able to 
do so if he shall think proper.

In tender consideration whereof and forasmuch as your 
orator is without adequate remedy in the premises, at and 
by the strict rules of the common law, and can only ob-
tain relief in this Honorable Court where matters of this 
nature are properly cognizable and relievable; to the end, 
therefore, that the said John L. Oakey may, without oath, 

20 to the best and utmost of his knowledge, remembrance, 
information and belief, full, true and perfect answer make 
to all and singular the matters aforesaid, and that as fully 
and particularly as if the same were here repeated and 
be distinctly interrogated thereto ; and that the said John 
L. Oakey may be compelled by the decree of this Hon-
orable Court specifically to perform the said agreement 
with your orator and to pay to him the balance of the said 
suni of five thousand dollars mentioned in said agree-
ment as aforesaid, and to execute and deliver to your 

30 otfator a good, sufficient and satisfactory deed of convey-
ance of and for all and singular the said property known 
as Blackwell’s Mills property, with the appurtenances, 
with a good and satisfactory title thereto, your orator 
being willing and hereby offering specifically to perform 
the said agreement on his part, and on being paid the 
balance of the said five thousand dollars, and on receiv-
ing a good,, sufficient and satisfactory deed of con-
veyance of and for all and singular the said property 
known as the Blackwell’s Mills property, with the appu1'" 

40tenances, with a good and satisfactory title thereto, to
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deliver to said John L. Oakey liis said good, sufficient 
and satisfactory deed of conveyance of and for his said 
farm in Maryland, known as “ Westover” , with a good and 
satisfactory title thereto, and that your orator may have 
such further or other relief in the premises as the nature 
of the case may require and as shall be agreeable to 
equity and good conscience.

May it please your Honor, the premises considered, to 
grant unto your orator the State s writ of subpoena issuing 
out of and under the seal of this Honorable Court, to be 10 
directed to the said John L. Oakey, commanding him, by 
a certain day, and under a certain penalty therein to be 
expressed, to be and appear before your Honor in this 
Honorable Court, then and there to answer all and 
singular the said premises and to stand to, abide by and 
perform such order and decree therein as to your Honor 
shall seem meet and shall be agreeable to equity and 
good conscience.

And your orator, as in duty bound, will ever pray, etc.
BABTINE & 0  BIGGS, 20

Solicitors for Complainant.
J. D. BABTINE,

Of Counsel with Complainant.

St a t e  o f  N e w  J e r s e y , >
COUNTY OF SOMERSET. )

Edmund B. Cook, of full age, being duly sworn, 
upon his oath saith, that the foregoing bill of complaint, in 
which deponent is the Complainant, has been read to him, 
that he knows the contents thereof, and that the same is 30 
true of his own knowledge, except as to the matters there-
in stated to be on his information or belief, and as to 
those matters he believes them to be true.

EDMUND B. COOK.
Sworn and subscribed before me, Oct. 18, 1883.

E. YAN SYCKLE, Jr .,
M. C. C.

40



Between
ED M U N D  B. COOK,

Complainant, 
and j Amendment.

JO H N  L. O A K E Y , \
2q  Defendant. !• .

The Complainant hereby amends the stating part of 
his bill by inserting after the words “Levin P. Bowland, 
Surveyor, November 22, 1873” , the following, which runs 
as follows, v iz :

Beginning at a stone set up at the north end of the 
mill dam of Mr. Tule’s mill, and is designated on the plot 
as the letter A; thence running north 57 east 6J perches 
to a large pine, a bounder of a tract of land called Bev- 

30 erly; thence with said tract and with a ditch north 5 
west 118J perches to post at the end of said ditch; 
thence north 5 west 128£ perches to a locust post; thence 
south 87 degrees 15 minutes west 99 perches to a post, 
thence north 68 west perches to the County road lead-
ing from Princess Anne to Back Creek Bridge; thence 
by and with said County road the 8 following courses, 
viz: South 11 deg. 30 min. east 38 perches; thence south 
23 east 16 perches ; thence south 14 deg. east 14 perches, 
thence south 10 deg. 30 min. west 52 perches; thence 

40 south 8 deg. east 19 perches; thence south 13 deg. 3
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Lin. east 32 p erch es; thence south 7 deg east 24 perches 
thence south 3 deg. 30 min. east 56 perches to the nort 

I side of the private road leading up to the Westover d well- 
I ing house; then*e by and with the north side of said pri* 
rate road the following courses, v iz : South 62 deg. 30 mm. 
west8perches; thence south 58 deg. 30 mm. west 17 perch- 

[ es; thence south 59 deg. west 55 perches; thence south 27 
deg. 45 min. west 37 2-5 perches to a marked cedar tree; 
thence south 79 deg. 30 min. west 60 perches to a marked 
cedar tree; thence south 86 deg. 30 min. westl8f perc les o 
a stone set up on the north side of said private road, it be-
ing the first bounder of that part of said tract called 

| Westover, sold by Messrs. Cooks to Mr. M ills, thence 
with said Mills’s line north 2 deg. 30 min. west 76 perch-
es to a ditch; thence with said ditch north 2 deg. 30 mm. 
west 50f perches;' thence north 2 deg. 30 min. west 59| 
perches to a post at the woods ; thence north 2 deg. 30 
min. west 212f perches to a post set up on the outline 

I of said W estover; thence with the outline of said 
tract north 66 deg. 45 min. west 73f perches to a 20 

I locust post; thence south 32 deg. 30 min. West 20| percli- 
I es to a locust post on the north side of the County road 
I leading to R accoon  Point; thence south Of pole to said 
I County road; thence with said road north 84 deg. 15 min.
I west 44 perches to a private road ; thence with said road 

south6 deg. east 56f perches to an iron ore bounder;
I thence south 2 deg. west 69^ perches to a white gum 
I stump; thence south 1 deg. 30 min. east 2£ perches to a 

ditch; thence south 27 deg. 30 min. west 16 perches to a 
I fence; thence w ith  said fence south 25 deg. west 1130 
I perches; thence south 20 deg. east 4£ p erch es ; thence 
I south 24 deg. west 6 perches; thence south 17 deg. west 
I 8 perches; thence south 44 deg. west 12 1-2 perches,
I thence south 45 deg. west 14 perches; thence south 40 
I deg. 30 min. west 8 perches; thence south 17 deg. 30 min. 

west 10 perches; thence south 51 deg. west 31 perches, 
thence south 19 deg. 30 min. east 19 perches; thence 
south 24 deg. east 12 perches; thence south 3 deg. east 
6 perches; thence south 4 deg. west 4 perches to the mid-
dle of a branch; thence down the middle of said branch 40
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south 50 deg. west 78 perches; then south 64 deg. west 
8 perches to the mouth of a gap at Back Creek; thence 
up by and with Back Creek and bounded thereby to the 
mill dam of Mr. Tule; thence with said miU dam to the 
beginning, and containing 708 acres of land, more or less.

And the Complainant further amends the stating part 
of his said bill by inserting after the words “by deed 
dated January 13, 1874” , the following:

And being described by metes and bounds as follows, 
10 viz : The first tract is situate in Hillsborough, and is the 

one upon which the dwelling house, three tenant houses 
and the mill are upon, and is bounded as follows, to wit: 
Beginning at a corner of F. V. L. Yoorhees’s land on the 
west bank of the Millstone Biver; thence along his land 
south eighty-nine and one-half degrees west twenty-one 
chains and fifty-six links; (2) thence south twelve and one- 
half degrees west two chains and forty-two links to lands 
formerly belonging to Jacob Wilson; (3) thence by said 
lands of C. H. Broach south eighty-one degrees east 

20 twenty-one chains and seventeen links to the road; (4) 
thence north seventy-seven and one-half degrees east one 
chain to the river bank; (5) thence south forty-five and 
three-quarter degrees east across the river four chains 
and sixty-eight links to a large ash tree on the east bank 
of the river; (6) thence north nine degrees east two chains 
and twelve links to the middle of the road; (7) thence 
north twenty-two and one-half degrees west four chains 
and sixty-five links to a birch tree on the bank of the 
river; '8) thence across the river north fifty-two and one- 

30 half degrees west two chains and ninety-three links to 
the place of beginning, containing (including the river) 
eleven acres, more or less.

The second lot lies in Franklin Township, and joins the 
first, and begins at birch tree on the east bank of the 
Millstone River, a line of the first tract; thence (1) along 
the same south twenty-two and one-half degrees east four 
chains and sixty-five links to the middle of the road lead-
ing from the mill to canal; (2) thence along the middle of 
said road north eighty-five and a quarter degrees east 

40 thirteen chains to the west line of the Delaware and
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Raritan Canal; (3) thence along said line north thirteen 
degrees west three chains and eighty-one links; (4) thence 
north twenty-five and one-half degrees west two chains 
and fifty links to a stone corner of Abram S. Vander- 
veer’s meadow; (5) thence with his land north seventy- 
one and one-half degrees west thirteen chains and fifteen 
links to the east bank of the river; (6) thence up the 
river its several courses to the place of beginning, con-
taining eleven acres and seventy-three hundredths of an 
acre, more or less, excepting thereout of the two lots 10 
above described so much thereof as the said John L. 
Oakey has conveyed away, .and leaving about fourteen 
acres, as above stated.

And the Complainant further-amends his said, bill by 
inserting in the charging part thereof immediately pfer 
ceding the words “ all Which? actings and doings’’, etc., the 
following: But so it is, may it please your Honor, that 
the said John Ii. Oakey, under one pretense or another, 
has always neglected and refused, and still neglects and 
absolutely refuses to specifically perform his said, agree- 
ment, although, as your orator charges and insists, he is 
able to do so if he shall think proper.

B ARTINE & GRIGGS,
Solicitors for Complainant*

J. D. BARLINE,
0 f Counsel with Gdmplamaht,

30

40



Between
ED M U N D  B. COOK,

Complainant,
and

20 JO H N  L.OAKEY,
Defendant.

The answer o f  John L. Oalcey, the Defendant, to the bill of 
complaint o f  the Complainant:

The said Defendant, for answer unto the bill of the 
Complainant, or unto so much and such parts thereof as 
he deems it advisable for him to make answer unto, an-
swers and says that, so far as he knows and believes, he, 

30 the Complainant, was seized of that certain tract of Ian 
in Maryland, described in the original and amended 1 
of complaint, on the seventh day of May, A. D. 1883, an 
he, the Defendant, was also on the said seventh day o 
May seized of all the lands and premises described in the 
amendment to the Complainant’s bill of complaint, 
this Defendant admits that at that time there was some 
conversation in relation to a trade or exchange betwee 
himself and the Complainant, the Defendant being 
ing to exchange not the lands and premises describe w 

40 the bill of complaint, but only a certain portion thereo,

On Bill, Etc.
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being the mill property and about fourteen acres of land 
surrounding the same, and particularly designated and 
described as follows, viz :

“All that certain tract or parcel of land and premises, 
hereinafter particularly described, situate, lying and being 
in Townships of Hillsborough and Franklin, in the County 
of Somerset and State of New Jersey, £on which lauds 
are erected a dwelling house, two tenement houses, sev-
eral outhouses, a flour and feed mill, said premises being 
known as Blackwell’s Mills property’. 10

“Beginning at a stone monument standing on the west 
bank of the Millstone Biver (about feet from
the water edge of said river) and agreed upon by party of 
the first part and F. Y. L. Voorhees as being in line be-
tween said party of the first part and Mrs. F. Y. L. Yoor-
hees’s lands; thence with said Yoorhees’s line of lands 
according to the magaetic meridian, as surveyed by Gar- 
retson Hageman June 2d, 1883, north eighty-nine and a 
half degrees west seven chains and thirty-nine links to a 
stone intended to be set in said Yoorhees’s hue of lands; 20 
thence with other lands of party of first part south one- 
half degree east four chains and seventy-four links to a 
stone set and agreed upon by G. H. Broach, at his most 
northwest corner; thence with said Broach’s line of lands 
south eighty degrees east six chains and thirty-five links 
to an ash tree standing on west side of public road lead-
ing from Millstone to Griggstown; thence diagonally 
across said road and the Millstone Biver south sixty- 
three and a quarter degrees east five chains and fifty-one 
Hks to a large ash tree standing on east bank of Mill- 30 
stone River (the former being lands in the Hillsborough 
Township, and hereinafter described being lands in 
Franklin Township); thence along line of lands of George 
Howard north six and a half degrees east two chains and 
six links, more or less, to middle of road (in cross way) 
leading from Blackwell’s Mills to Middlebush road; 
thence in the centre of said road north eighty-six and a 
quarter degrees east five chains and seven links, more or 
less, to corner of Abraham S. Yanderveer’s meadow 
lands; thence with said Yanderveer’s line of lands, first, 40
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north one-ha1 f degree east ¡eight chains and eighty links, 
moré or less, to a stone; thence conf inning with his line 
of lands, second, north seventy and a half degrees west 
seven chains and ninety links, more or less, to the centre 
of the Millstone River; thence up the centre of said river 
the several courses and distances thereof to a point in 
the centre of said river, opposite to where the first course 
being reversed (south eighty-nine and a half degrees east) 
from the beginning point would strike the centre of said 

10 river; thence from said point north eighty-nine and a 
half degrees west one chain and fifty links, more or less, 
to the place of beginning, containing thirteen acres and 
forty-five hundredths of an acre, be the same more or 
less, the same being part of the said lands and premises 
conveyed to party of the first part by warranty deed of 
Augustus Van Zandt and Mary S., his wife, as will more 
fully appear by record in the Clerk’s Office of the County 
of Somerset, in Book R. No. 4 of Deeds, page 103, etc., 
and also a strip of land lying between the line made by 

20 running from the ash tree standing on west side of pub-
lic road and the ash tree standing on the. east bank of 
the Millstone River above referred to, in lands herein 
conveyed, and the lands conveyed to party of the first 
part by A. Yan Zandt and wife, being part of the said 
lands and premises conveyed to party of the first part 
by , as will
more fully appear by record in above-referred to Clerk s 
Office, in Book of Deeds, pages >ê -'
and. also all the waters of a certain spring-run or stream 

30 of water situate on the lands of John L. Oakey, adjoin-
ing the lot above described and conveyed, located forty 
feet, more or less, from a point in second course of land 
above conveyed (running from lands of Mrs. F. V» b- 
Yoorhees to G. H. Broach’s northwest corner), and being 
about two chains and thirty-eight links on said course 
from the line of Mrs. F. Y. L. Yoorhees’s line of lands, 
to be led and conveyed therefrom through and along a 
drain or pipe to the lot above described and conveyed 
for use in the houses, barns and buildings thereon erect- 

40 ed, or to be erected, together with free ingress, regress
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and egress to and for the said party of the second part, 
h is  h e i r s  and assigns, and his and their workmen and 
servants, with horses, carts and carriages, at all con-
venient times and seasons, through the land of the said 
John L. Oakey, his heirs and assigns, to and from the said 
spring-run or stream of water, from the nearest point of 
the lands hereby conveyed to the said Edmund B. Cook 
to said spring and along said drain and pipe for the 
amending, cleaning and repairing the same, with liberty i 
and privileges for that purpose to dig and open the soil of 
said drain; to have and to hold the same free and clear 
from all diminution or alteration thereof on the 
part of the said John L. Oakey, his heirs and assigns,
‘said spring to be kept securely covered by the said pai ty 
of the second part, his heirs and assigns .

And the said Complainant, representing himself as the 
owner of the lands in Maryland, particularly described 
in the amended bill of complaint, they, the Complain-
ant and Defendant, bargained and agreed to make an ex- . 
change and entered into a memorandum of agreement, 20 
but, as this Defendant insists, not the agreement as set 
forth in the bill of complaint.

That the agreement, to which the Complainant and this 
Defendant subscribed their names, had no scrolls or seals 
attached to the signatures, nor was there anything in 
the agreement which this Defendant signed by which he 
agreed or contemplated to bind himself under seal, and 
if there are seals or scrolls attached to such signatures 
how, as represented by the agreement, said to be copied 
in the bill of complaint, such scrolls or seals have been 30 
placed there since the same was executed, without the 
knowledge or consent of this Defendant; that at the time 
of the execution of the agreement, and after the, same, it 
was mutually agreed that it should be placed in the hands 
of one Lewis T. Howell and held by him, 9,nd if the same 
is now in the custody of the Complainant it was so placed 
without the knowledge or consent of this Defendant.

And this Defendant says that the said Complainant 
represented himself not only as the owner of the prop- s 
ertv real estate in Maryland, but that the same was not 10
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encumbered by any liens which would embarrass or pre-
vent the exchange ; that he could give a good title to the 
Defendant therefor; that something being said about 
mortgages being upon the lands of the Complainant in 
Maryland, this Defendant requested the Complainant to 
state the amount thereof, and at first the Complainant 
hesitated about stating, whereupon this Defendant insist-
ed upon knowing, he being at this time at Blackwell’s 
Mills, and having no means of ascertaining the situation 

10 of the title to the Maryland property; and the Complain-
ant then said the mortgages amounted to thirteen or 
fourteen thousand dollars, but he could arrange that by 
reason of one of the mortages being held by his sister, 
amounting to ten thousand dollars, and he could change, 
and get his sister to take a mortgage on the Blackwell’s 
Mills property, which this Defendant was about to ex-
change to him, the Complainant, and by such means in-
duced the Defendant to consider the advantages to be 
derived by the exchange, among other things, the taking 

20 of the possession thereof forthwith ; that this Defendant 
also, by means thereof, was induced to consider the pro-
priety of giving up the possession of his, the Defendant’s, 
property agreed to be exchanged, so that the Complain-
ant could at once enter into and enjoy the same in an-
ticipation of the completion of the contract about to be 
entered into; that, finally, after considerable conversa-
tion between the Complainant and this Defendant, they 
consented to exchange upon the basis that each property 
was to be considered as free and clear of all encum- 

30 brances,' then the Defendant to pay the Complainant the 
sum of five thousand dollars, upon receiving a good and 
satisfactory title, to this Defendant, for the said real 
estate'- of the Complainant in Maryland, as aforesaid; 
and having so agreed, it was suggested that some mem-
orandum of agreement be made thereof, and thereupon a 
writing was drawn, the substance of which this Defend-
ant lias stated, and signed by the respective parties.

And this Defendant admits that, at the time of the 
signing of such paper, some remark being made about 

40 paying something as a deposit on the agreement, there-
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upon this Defendant asking whether it was necessary, 
being told it was best, at once paid twenty dollars.

That this transaction took place at Blackwell’s Mills, on 
the premises of this Defendant, in the County of Somer-
set, New Jersey, and all the Defendant knew about the 
title of the property of the Complainant in Maryland 
was what the Complainant told him*

That, confiding and trusting to the statements of the 
said Complainant, with reference to the title to the said 
Maryland property, his ability to give this Defendant a 1C 
good and satisfactory title to this Defendant therefor, he 
was induced to enter into an agreement for an exchange.

And the Defendant admits that, subsequently, this De-
fendant entered into the possession of the Maryland 
property, and the Complainant took possession of a cer-
tain portion of the Blackwell’s Mills property, under an 
agreement as to what part he, the Complainant, should 
take the possession of, but this Defendant never sur- . 
rendered the possession of the whole of the property he 
agreed to exchange, but only the mill and the dwelling 20 
house occupied by the Complainant.

And this Defendant, in taking possession of the Mary-
land property, did so upon the agreement that he should 
receive the benefit of the oats and corn crops, which were 
then sown and planted, and gather the wheat crops, and 
deliver the one-half to the Complainant, all of which was 
done; that the Complainant should take the possession 
of the Blackwell’s Mills property, being a mill property, 
on the Millstone River, about two miles below Millstone, 
located in good grain-raising settlement, being a good 30 
property for the carrying on of the milling business, and 
a dwelling house, being the mansion house formerly be- 
longing to the Blackwell estate, the property being valu-
able because of its eligible location, both for business 
and its desirability as a residence, and he, the -Complain-
ant, was to enjoy the benefits and advantages to be de-
rived by carrying on the milling business, and living in 
said mansion house; that this change of possession took 
place on or about the day of May, A. D. 1883.

but this Defendant denies that the said Complainant 10
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ever tendered him a good, valid and Sufficient deed or 
title for said farm and premises—the Maryland property- 
on .the twenty-fifth day of May, A:. D. 1883, or any other 
day, or that the Complainant then, or any time since, 
could tender and deliver good and sufficient conveyance 
or title 'for the said Maryland property; that the said 
Maryland real estate, on the seventh day of May, A. D. 
1883, was encumbered with mortgages as follows, viz: By 
a mortgage bearing date August 19th, 1871, made by Ed- 

10 mund B. Cook and Sarah D. Cook, his wife, ánd Harry 
Cook, to Mrs. Prudence Tomlinson, Of Trenton, New Jer-
sey, to secure the sum of ten thousand dollars; with in-
terest payable semi-annually, duly acknowledged and re-

corded  August 19th, 1871, in the office of the Clerk of the 
County of Somerset, in Liber L. W. No. 13, folios 100 
and 101. Also by a mortgage dated October 2d, 1871, 
from Edmund B. Cook and Sarah D: Cook, his wife, and 

- Harry . Cook, .tb.Jessie N. ¡Cook, to secure the sum of five 
: thousand- dollars,, with interest payable semi-annually, 

90 duly Acknowledged and recorded October 19th, 1871, in 
the office of the Clerk of the said County of Somerset, in 
Maryland, in Liber L. W. No, 13 of Mortgages, folios 
135, 136 and 137. Also by a mortgage from Edmund S. 
Cook and wife to Sarah A. Newtoti, to secure the sum of 
two thousand dollars, dated October 10th, 1881, duly ac-
knowledged and recorded December 28th, 1881, in Liber 
BvbF, L. No. 4, folios 323, etc., for the Comity of Somer-
set, Maryland, aforesaid, as by reference to the* Said rec-
ords of the County of Somerset, in the State of Mary- 

30 land, will more fully appear, and to which, for greater 
certainty, your orator begs leave to refer, if it be neces-
sary so to do-. That one of such mortgages has been as-
signed* as appears by the said record of Somerset County, 
by assignment, dated July 1, 1872, to Joseph B. Van 
Duesen, being the mortgage of five thousand dollars, 
that all of such mortgages were then, and ever since 
have béen, and are now, or were at the time óf the filmg 
of the bill of complaint, liens upon and encumbrances 
against said property; that the Complainant knew of the 

40 same, although at the timé of the procuring of the signa
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ture of this Defendant to the agreement as aforesaid, he 
did not inform this Defendant thereof ; by means thereo 
this Defendant was deceived ; that the Complainant mis-
represented the mortgage ,indebtedness .to this Defend-
ant saying that it was only thirteen or fourteen thousand 
dollars, also saying that lie could easily manage and ar-
range to rid the property of these mortgages, and  ̂there 
would be no difficulty in carrying out the contract just as 
the parties to it originally intended ; that it could b© 
done in a short time, and that the Defendant would e 
perfectly safe in giving the Complainant possession of 
the premises agreed to be conveyed to the Complainant, 
and he, the Defendant, could take the possession of the 
Maryland property, and within a véry short time the 
titles would be exchanged, and the fulfillment of the con-
tracts completed ; that the whole thing would be accom-
plished by the first of June next following ; by reason of 
such representations this Défendent was persuaded and  ̂
induced to believe that the Complainant had means 
whereby he could take up and release the said Maryland 20 
property of the said mortgages, and that there would be 
no embarrassment in carrying out the contract ; and con 
sequently this Defendant was likewise induced to sur-
render possession of a certain portion of the premises to 
the Complainant and take possession of the Maryland 
property; that such change in possession was made on or 
about the day of > as
aforesaid ; that immediately after taking possession of 
said Maryland property by this Defendant and thé Com-
plainant taking possession of a portion of tiré property 30 
of the Defendant as aforesaid, the. Complainant com-
menced making divers excuses in order to dèfer the com-
pletion of the agreement, among other things saying to 
this Defendant that the Complainant was not able to ar-
range the mortgages on the Maryland property as he at 
first had intended, so that the exchange of titles could 
take place at once, because the person holding the sec-
ond mortgage of five thousand dollars, viz : one Joseph 
b., Van Duesen, of Philadelphia, was absent, and it 
could not be arranged without seeing him, and subse-p)
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quently that said Van Duesen had .gone to a watering 
place, and while he was absent no arrangement could be 
made because his Yan Duesen papers were in Phila-
delphia, and he, Yan Duesen, would not trouble himself 
so as to make any change in the said mortgage until his 
return, and thus this Defendant was continually put off 
from time to time and the completion of the contract de-
ferred, much against the wish of this Defendant, but 
solely at the solicitation and request of the Complain- 

10 ant, the Defendant being induced to believe, by the state" 
ments of the Complainant, that there would be no diffi-
culty in carrying out the agreement upon the return to 
Philadelphia of the said Yan Duesen.

And this Defendant says that, although the possession 
of the Maryland property was given to him, yet he did 
not personally go and occupy it, but sent his two sons, 
young men, he, the Defendant, remaining in possession of 
a certain portion of the premises agreed to be exchanged, 
and occupying it with his family, such as were at home; 

20 that subsequently to the taking possession of said Mary-
land property by the sons of this Defendant, the Defend-
ant was informed that the Maryland property was encum-
bered, by way of mortgages, for seventeen thousand dol-
lars, instead of thirteen or fourteen thousand dollars, and
that such mortgage claims equalled the value of the said 
property, so that he, the Complainant, • had no equity 
whatever in said Maryland property, being encumbered 
for all it was worth; that the Defendant was dissatisfied, 
and in fear of trouble, and at once told Complainant he, 

30 the Defendant, had been deceived, and solicited him, the 
Complainant, to tell this Defendant in what manner he, 
the Complainant, was going to arrange the mortgages 
thereon, this Defendant not desiring to be obliged to as-
sume any sueh encumbrances, and being advised and be-
lieving that such mortgages, if the money was demanded, 
wrould take the property, and so telling the Complainant, 
that the Complainant then asked this Defendant to ex 
change titles and assume the mortgages upon the Mary 
land property, and allow the Complainant to make a firs 

40 mortgage upon the mill property in New Jersey for en
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thousand dollars to some other person, and he, the De-
fendant, take a second mortgage upon the same premises for 
the sum of five thousand dollars, and thereby enable the 
Complainant to carry, out the exchange, thus mortgaging 
the said mill property for fifteen thousand dollars, the 
Complainant, at that time, stating to the Defendant that 
he, the Complainant, wanted to improve the appearances 
of the mill, by painting it, before said Yan Duesen should 
come, so that it would make a good appearance, and 
thereby .enable him to procure a larger loan upon said 10 
property than otherwise; this Defendant thereupon per-
emptorily declined to entertain any such proposition, and 
insisted upon the Complainant making some arrange-
ment which was reasonable, if he, the Complainant, 
wished or intended to carry out the exchange, to which 
the Complainant made no favorable response; that con-
tinually, after that, the Defendant saw .the Complainant, 
and told him if he intended to carry out the exchange he 
must make his arrangements and do it, as he, the Defend-
ant, was getting uneasy, that the Maryland property was 20 
mortgaged for all it was worth, there was no equity 
therein for the Complainant or this Defendant, if he ac-
cepted a deed subject to all those mortgages; to all of 
which the Complainant replied, saying that the persons 
holding such mortgages were his relatives and friends, 
and he, the Complainant, could and would arrange it, 
and thus the Defendant was continually put off-—'the carry-
ing out of the exchange of titles postponed; that these 
continual delays and postponements carried the ex-
change along until toward the Fall of 1883, when ar- 30 
rangements must necessarily be made to farm the place 
for the ensuing year; that the sons of this Defendant, 
who were upon the said Maryland property, became dis-
satisfied by reason of the delay and uncertainty of pro-
curing a title to this Defendant, and or about the 
day of , of said year, one of the Defendant’s
sons came on from Maryland, and he and this Defendant 
waited upon the Complainant, and then and there this 
Defendant made a formal tender of the deed for the said 
Blackwell’s Mills premises to the Complianant, and the 40
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Defendant, also, at tlie time aforesaid, tendered himself 
ready and willing to carry out the exchange, this Defend-
ant then telling the Complainant that he, the Defendant, 
then had the money with him to carry out to completion 
the said agreement of exchange ; that on this occasion 
also, the Defendant, or his son, told the Complainant that 
the time was rapidly advancing when the farm in Mary-
land would require a vast amount of labor in plowing 
and sowing of wheat, and they, on behalf of the Defend-

ió  ant, wanted to know -what they could rely upon;.that 
thereupon the said Complainant pretended that it was 
the first that the Defendant had tendered himself as 
ready to carry out the exchange, but gave no encourage-
ment as to when the exchange would be carried out, only 
deferring by repeating the old story about arranging the 
mortgages with hisT relatives and friends ; that the De-
fendant thereupon told the Complainant that if he, the 
Complainant, made his arrangements so that the ex-
change could be carried out by the first of September it 

20 would be all right, if not, the delay would no longer be 
tolerated, and that they, the Defendant and his son, 
would understand that he, the Complainant, could not, 
or would not, carry out the same; that no satisfactory 
assurance was given that the exchange would be earned 
out by the Complainant, and the parties separated.

That, accordingly, this Defendant waited until the 
nineteenth of September following, when, receiving no 
information from the Complainant, other than hereinbe 
fore stated, he caused a written notice to be given the 

30 Complainant; of which the following is a copy:
“Bla ck wel l ’s Mil l s , N. J., Sept. 19, 83.

“  To E. B. Cook, Esq. ,
“Dear  Sir  : The contract of exchange requires eac 

of us to furnish a good title, satisfactory to each 
“ Your farm is mortgaged for about $17,000, and J 

mutual agreement between us, you were to remove 
$17,000 of mortgages, except the $8,000, which was to re-
main, and I  was to leave the $3,000 on my mill- 
possession of your farm and gave you possession o



Amend tlie answer by adding to line 28, p. 311, as fol-
lows : Immediately after the signing of such agreement 
by the Complainant and this Defendant, the Defendant 
suggested that he had a large amount of money due him, 
which he might not be able to raise conveniently, 
and if the Complainant would consent to leave ten 
thousand dollars on the Westover property in Mary-
land, instead of eight thousand dollars; thereby, this 
Defendant, upon the making of such exchange, woujld 
only have to pay three thousand dollars in money, in-
stead of five thousand dollars, to the Complainant; and 
the said Complainant acquiesced in such proposition— 
said it would be all right; and this Defendant 
supposed that the sum of three thousand dollars, in 
money, would be all the money he would be obliged to 
raise, the mortgages being arranged, as this Defendant 
thus understood i t ; and that he would have eight 
thousand dollars upon the mill property at Blackwell’s 
Mills, and the Complainant ten thousand dollars on the 
Maryland property.
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Complainant for the use, occupation and enjoyment of 
the premises of th is  Defendant by the Complainant.

And this Defendant denies that the Complainant has 
ever been ready, or at any time tendered to this Defend-
ant, any title for the said Maryland property, in accord-
ance with the terms of their agreement, or their mutual 
agreement, as aforesaid; that if the Complainant had 
ever intimated that he wanted this Defendant to take up 
and satisfy the mortgages on the property of this De-
fendant it would have been done, but no such demand or 10 
claim was ever pretended or made, but, on the contrary, 
the said Complainant requested that the mortgages on 
the mill property should remain, and by their mutual 
agreement, under the original contract, they were to re-
main, and therefore this Defendant never removed the
same.

That the said Complainant still occupies the premises 
of this Defendant as aforesaid, in divers ways treating 
this Defendant in the most indecent and unreasonable 
manner, resorting to the most petty annoyances, evident- 20 
lv with the view to exasperate this Defendant, but this 
Defendant has sought his redress through the remedies 
provided by law, to recover the possession thereof, and 
awaits the results of such proceedings.
. And this Defendant charges that the Complainant is 
incapable of carrying out the contract; that he has no 
means, money or property from which money can be pro- 
uced within himself, and the object and purpose of 
eepmg such possession is with a view to injure and 

damage this Defendant and make all that he, the Com -30
P ant, can before being obliged to give up the posses-
sion thereof.

tin i^s ^ e ên^aL1̂  denies all and unlawful combina- 
witha t ^nfederaCy wlierewith he is by said bill charged,

? . a ’̂ ^*at any other matter or thing in said
or ainaid s sa^  kill complaint contained material 
sod n ,S!ar̂ /or ^is ^defendant to make answer unto 
confes« 6rein and herol)y weU uud sufficiently answered, 
Inowlnd °r ? 0Wed’ traverse(* or denied as true, to the 

8 m* elief of this Defendant; all which matters 40
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and things this Defendant is ready to aver, maintain and 
prove, as this Honorable Court shall direct, and humbly 
prays to be hence dismissed with his reasonable cost and 
charges in this behalf most wrongfully sustained.

ALYAH A. CLARK, 
Solicitor and of Counsel with Defendant,

m

<20 ■

30

40



CONCLUSIONS;
« m r 10

This bill is for the specific performance of a contract 
for the exchange of lands. The Complainant, Cook, 
owned a tract of land in Maryland; the Defendant, Oak-
ey, a mill prone^ty in New Jersey. In the Spring of the 
year 1883, O^mCompany with a trusted neighbor, vis-
ited Ĉ Owith the view of examining his farm; spent two 
days with him visiting the neighborhood and carefully 
inspecting the premises. They had a »^conversati^^ 
about an exchange. In a few days, C.^visited Orin^20 
New Jersey, spent two days, at least, in the vicinity, 
and, on May 7th, 1883, they entered into an agreement to 
exchange. I copy the agreement, namely:

Bl ac kwe l l ’s Mill s , May 7th, 1883.
This article is to certify that John L. Oakey, of the 

County of Somerset and State of New Jersey, and Ed-
mund B. Cook, of the County of Somerset and State of 
Maryland, have this day exchanged properties, the ex-
change to be as follows: the said John L. Oakey to take 
the property in Maryland, now occupied by Edmund B. 30 
Cook, and the said Edmund B. Cook to take the property 
known as. Blackwell’s Mills, now occupied by said John 
L. Oakey, each party agreeing to furnish good titles satis-
factory to both parties.

Said John L. Oakey agreeing to give said Cook five 
thousand dollars, also to gather the wheat crop now in 
the ground, thrash and deliver one-half to shipping sta-
tion, not farther than depot at Westover, Cook furnish-
ing bags for his part, without expense to said Cook, for 
delivering at said station. 10
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John L. Oakey is to have the manure on both places,
E. B. Cook to have the cord wood now cut on the prem-
ises.

JOHN L. OAKEY. [l .s.] 
ED. B. COOK. [L.s.J 

Signed, sealed and delivered in presence of
LE W IS T. HOWELL.

Both premises were heavily mortgaged; C.̂ s with $17,- 
000, cf^s^$8,000. Yery soon after the execution of the 

10 agreement, as well, perhaps, as before, the disposition of 
the mortgages became a subject of conversation, al-
though it is not clear'with what precisé intentbut I 
think with the design of enabling each party to transfer 
the liabilities from their respective properties, as held 
before the exchange, to the properties, as held after the 
exchange. The fact that these interviews took place, and 
the uncertainty of them, as to intent and results, should 
be kept in mind; not that the agreement was thereby 
altered or modified, or any new rights created, but that 

20 they assist in coming to an understanding of the subse-
quent action of the parties. As the - agreement was 
signed May 7th, Oinvent to Maryland May 9th, and was 
there until the 12th, on the farm with C^AVhile he was 
there Ctfxiecided that he would make sale of his personal 
property on May 23d. One of O^sions attended that 
sale ; the next day, or the seconcT day; after the sale, Cm 
left Maryland with his family, and surrendered the pos-
session of the farm to the son of O^cáme to New Jer-
sey, and by O^wa/s put in possession of the mill prop- 

30 erty May 28th, 1883. Thus, within three weeks after the 
execution of the agreement, the parties thereto had ex-
changed full and complete possession of the premises re-
ferred to in the agreement. O^b^ his som commenced 
at once the cultivation of the farm, and O/ym person, the 
running of the mill, a very large amount of work being 
done thereon by each. '

The crops named in the agreement,, as being cm the
farm, were all gathered and sold by Oé^xhe gross market
value was over $4,000. Cook received one-half of the 

40 proceeds of the wheat, according to the terms of the
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agreement. The wheat, less expenses, amounted to $1,- 
663.22; the corn, $730.52 ; the clover seed, $434.47; the 
hay, $342.59; the oats, $50.39; the rye, $80.33, and other 
products,>$100. These values are thus presented to show 
that ' Of raid a large amount of work, and that to 
have done it he must have been in good faith, and must 
have intended to proceed with the contract on his part.
Cl̂ lon his part, did a large amount of work towards the 
actual improvement and increase of the value of the mill 
premises, which would seem to establish equally good 10 
faith on his part.

There being no time named in the contract for the ex-
change of titles, C^savs it was understood that this was 
to be effected about June the first; Gfsa^s he did not ex-
actly so understand it, but that it was to be done as soon 
as it could be so arranged. Evidently, then, time wa|, 
not of the essence of the contract. According to O^s / 
understanding, there was to be a mutual accommodation; 
Ciliad a deed prepared and executed by himself and 
wife for his farm to Ofoe?ore he left Maryland, anebupon 20 
his arrival in New, Jersey he showed it to (3̂  In the 
month of June OHml his mill property surveyed. He 
then had a deed prepared, but did not have it executed 
until August the 8th; C?living all the time on the mill 
property and Of^ving on the adjoining premises, they 
saw each other, and met frequently; that, be-
tween June 1st and August 8th, the day when he ex-
ecuted his deed, he had several interviews with C6 (about 
fixing up the titles; he says they saw each other almost 
every day, and that on one of these occasions he said to 30 
C(li> I was ready and prepared at any time, and he said 
he wanted to fix up. his property (the mill) a little,-and 
would like to paint it, and wanted a man by the name of 
Van Dusen to come out and look at it, and he would' like 
to get a loan of about $1,500 on the mill, and said if he 
could get it at one place it would make a less per cent., 
and gave that as a reason fdr a little delay; and before I 
went down—I went down on the 16th or 17th of June—
I went to Maryland, and before that we had a conversa-
tion, and he wished me to pay off that, the last mortgage 40
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that was down there, and I thought that at that time I 
would do i t ; so I went prepared to, do it when I went 
down”; but he, Oi^Tml not pay off the last mortgage; lie 
says, “ I  took legal advice about it” ; 'Orcomplains that c /  
concealed from him the existence of this last mortgage. 
It is important to remember that he learned of it from him 
before J une the 16th, and promised to discharge it. It is 
urged that in this there , was fraud , on the part of Clfr 
but it does not appear that Qiwaxtempted- to get rid 

10 of the contract, on that account, until long afterwards. 
Evidently, if he intended to rescind, he should have de-
cided: so to do immediately. The reasonableness of the 
law on this subject commends itself to every one. ’• 

Bigelow on Fraud, 184.
Laurence v. Dale, 3 Johns. C. 23. J-'

■ While Off̂ wks on the farm in Maryland, CAvent there; 
they met3 and o J ^ y s  they had no talk about the mort-
gages, but did talk about gathering the crops; Owrnys
C.íéame to him about the 1st of August and asked him 

20 to pay the interest on one of the encumbrances, and that 
he told him he “ would never pay another cent until the 
papers were fixed” . This is the first intimation of any 
special haste or desire for passing the title thakappears 
in the, case. It is doubtful, however, if Mr. Oms1correct 
as to the time, for it was some days after the 1st of 
August before he had his deed prepared and executed; 
and there is no evidence of any special haste or desire 
upon the part of either party, after O f mid his deed 
prepared and executed, until the 29th day of August, 

30 when O.HÉohk steps looking to the complete exchange oi 
. titles.

p¿rajson John returned from Maryland, on a visit to his 
father, and on August 29th he and his father called on Cit 
In his testimony, John says: “ We asked Mr. Cook if he 
was ready to fix this matter up; he said he was not, he 
hadn’t seen his man from Philadelphia yet, or the man 
hadn’t seen this place, I forget which were just his wor s, 
and my father said, ‘Mr. Cook, it is time this is fixed up, 
would like to get this fixed up now as soon as possible, 

40 have the money and papers here with me’; and he oo
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the money out and showed it to him” . He showed him 
$3,000 and the deed. CP^aid: “ This is the first time you 
have been ready, is it not” ? O f& d : “ You know, Mr. 
Cook, that is not so, I  have been ready all Summer at 
any time”. The son says: “He (Oi^said his man had 
been off to a watering place, and he had not been able 
to see him. I  said : ‘Mr. Cook, if you want to see that 
man it is not but a two hours’ ride to the watering 
place to see him; this matter must be fixed up ; I  want 
you to understand I  am not going to put $700 in in 10 
Winter grain and truck unless I  know who is going to 
have title’. He said he would write; that is all the sat-
isfaction we got. I  told him if he would fix this matter 
up by September, by the time I  went home, it would be 

and if not, it would be all wrong”. Cfsays that
id his son were there, and that they said they would 

like to have it fixed up, but says, also, that they hadn’t 
their searches, but would have them in a few days, but 
demes that the manner was at ail positive, and says that 
Waiver tendered him a deed. He denies that John said 20 
1 must beafixed before he returned to Maryland.

 ̂After the interview, O Tnd OMiSt at the mill again 
about September la th ; O A %  he went to Cfand talked 
Jo him about fixing up this arrangement of ours ; I  had 
een ready, and wanted to know v/hether he had heard 

yet from Mr. Van Duesen. He said he hadn’t seen him 
yet. I told him I was tired of this; and then he said 
something about his sister being there, or something, I  
did not get that very clear, all what he said; but I  was a

and 1 Said’ now you can do v/bat y °u please, 30 
ana l  will do what I  please after this. He said he had

*1 Tn i° ^  T aii ^ uesen and had received no reply; 
of -f ** was same °ld story, and I  was tired

1 • He says he asked him if he had made his arrange-
Wii«1 Tan ■̂ uesen> “ because the last conversation 

s that he had written to Mr. Van Duesen, and he ex-

C & i S M g  Wm” S k  dan  after th!s> Sepfam- 
™  Wth. «  a letter to C.f^hich I  copy:

T° &  £■ Oook, E sq..
Sie . The contract of exchange reqnires each 40
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of us to' furnish a good title;1 satisfactory to each of ns. 
Your farm is mortgaged for;about-í$l%10ÓO,j Uhd'by :tlie 

' mutual agreement between us you' were tOremôve tlie 
$17,000 of mortgages, except tiré $8,000','which wàè to re-
main, arid I  was to leave the $8,000 on my mill. I tóok 
possession of your farm1 and ' gavé you possession of my 
mill, believing that you could, you would perform," ami 
you have hot. I  consider the exchange at an end.'

“ You may put in the Winter grain on the farm at once, 
10 and éñ thé 1st day of January next' I will require of you 

the possession of my mill and give you full possession of 
the farm. The time I have fixed so.that you can work 
off your grain and I  can dispose of my crops and stock 
Without injury.’ My sons, as y oh know, are working the 
farm On Shares,’ and they decline'to’go to the expense of 
putting in the Winter grain, the mortgages being unpaid, 
and a foreclosure Of which would sweép awaÿ the crops. 
Therefore, in consequence of the hon-fulfillment of your 
promises, they' have failed to make preparations for seed- 

20 ing the Winter gfainj^ ' '  ̂ ■
To this letter, C #by his Counsel, two days after, Sept. 

- 21st, replied. .After acknowledging thé rèceipt of O.Wlet- 
tér h ó says : “The mutual agreement, spoken of in your let-
ter ,:he says, ûevër was made. By the Written contract each 
property is to be' clear,' áiid you aré to1 pay him $5,000. 

j He is ready at any time yóu are to comply with its terms. 
Whenever you are ready to pay $5,000, and remove your 
mortgage, he will remove the mortgage on your place .
‘ .Cook says that he prépared a deed' of ‘coriteyancáfor 

30 his farm' from himself to sliowéd it to 0., and
tendered himself ready to carry Out the contract imme-
diately after the contract ‘ was executed, and 0.A«aid he 
was not ready, * Again, October l7thi, lie Banded his deed 
to Dr. Dibble and sent him and another to O fw  tender 
the deed to O ^ T h ey  went’ and made kinown to O.un® 
object of their visit,’ telling him that they had a deed to 
tender to him; and asking him if he wished to look at l , 
when he told them it was too late, he didn’t wishfto talk 
about it. Two days after this the Complainant filed his

40 bill.
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The testimony discloses tlie fact that while the agree-
ment bound each party. to*give to the other a “good and 
''satisfactory” deed of conveyance, after . the execution of 
the agreement they' had several interviews respecting 
the disposition of the mortgages. I  think it matters not 
to what precise end the interviews tended ; certainly, 
they shotted mutual indulgence. Ëaph §eeipod willing to 
try,and help, or accommodate the other. These things 
are sustained by the allegation of the answer and . by th,e 
testimony of both parties. Indeed, I  can discover; noth-10 
ing but the mortgages on the one side or the other that 
at all hindered the exchange of titles, as well as of pos-
session. The greater delay was occasioned by the great-
er difficulty which Ctfdencountered in providing, for the 
mortgages on his farm. This.difi^cult^^as.occasioned.by 
the absence of à perspn^l friend,. on whom  ̂he^relie^ fbr 
aid, which fact was made known to 0,^4/âd was fully un-
derstood by him - , (i - e i -■ .> '■. ¿y.

The hill alleges that C (̂was ready and willing, Qctobçrï 
, 17th, to qarry out the contract, and so declared hirnself, 20 
when Ornici “ it was too late” . • The bill also alleges that 
Crastill ready apd willing to complete the contract.

Thé answer sayp that ready and anxious to com-
plete the contract Sept. 19th, when he undertook to re-
scind it, because he was satisfied that Or was unable to 
complete it on his part. , j  t ;

Omul his spn called pu CÆugust 29th, and . said he 
was ready and wanted Óq o  be ready .before the son re - 
turned to Maryland. O ̂ called again about. Sept. 13 th,. 
and expressed his anxiety to hayé the, contract parried 30 
out. Sept. 18th he gave notice of his recisiop of tffa cpn- . 
baci “  Sept. ‘2Îst C.*sCounsel wroteto o A  offered to 
perform the contract. . , u .. ; '
. Oct. 17th C ifedered his deed to Oi^aml declared his 
readiness to complete the contract, when Ol>said .‘ ‘it was 
too late”. On the 19 th of October CMfled his bill.

After a very careful consideration of the able , argu-
ments of Counsel on both sides, and a patient review of 
tbe facts, as detailed in the testimony, I  am impressed ( 
with the conviction "tliat this contract ought to be en- 40
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forcej, unless it appears that ClAs himself shown to b, 
seriously at fault.

It should be remembered' that both parties are vendors 
and both purchasers. It'should also be remembered that 
each has surrendered possession of the property which 
he sold, and taken possession of the property purchased. 
Under the agreement above set forth, nothing remains to 
be done except the exchange of the conveyance of title. 

The first ground of resistance to this bill is the alleged 
10 inability of Cirto complete the contract. It is said that, 

although he sets out a contract which requires each to 
give to the other a title good and satisfactory, and then 
alleges a tender and present readiness, yet the fact is, as 
is shown in the câ se, that there are $17,000 worth of en-
cumbrance$ on C^Tiarm. It is urged that this fact is a 
complete answer to the demands of Ĉ Pand must certain-
ty defeat his suit. The reason urged is, that the contract 
requires a good and satisfactory title, which, it is claimed, 
is impossible with the mortgages named resting on the 

20 land; since, as is also claimed, Cimannot remove them. 
The Well-settled doctrine, that equity will not compel 
a purchaser to take a doubtful title, is relied on, citing 

Yreeland v. Blauvelfc, 8 C. J3. Ga483. 
Cornell v. Andrews, 8 Stew.^7.
Dobbs v. Narcross, S O. E. On327.

I  think it will be observed that in each of these cases 
the defect which supported the defense was a flaw in the 
Complainant’s own title; a flaw which antedated his 
own title, and over which he had no control, and was not 

30 an encumbrance created by himself, and which he could 
remove or discharge by any action of his own, as could 
be done in this case by the non-payment of the mort-
gages.

But the Defendant meets this resort and cites authori-
ties showing that a mortgage uncanceled of record is a 
good objection.

jl Dung v. Oollyer, 4 Stew. 444.
This case, however, scarcely seems to be fully in point, 

since, although the mortgage which was uncanceled of 
40 record had evidently been paid, and the taxes which were
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unpaid at the time were not named as a eavise of resist-
ance when the tender was made ; the defense, conse-
quently, failing on both grounds. The general, principle 
announced in this case none will dispute.-. The general 
doctrine, that a clouded or encumbered title WJU rmt he « 
forced upon a purchaser, is admitted in its broadest; sebpe ; 
but the insistment is that it has no application AtiJ this
particular ease,. ;dû;iü 0ii* .vJl!

C/urges that the rights and dbligations.; betwedn him 
and Ottfee mutual and dependent, and that ;it was. and 1 
is enough for him to tender his deed and offer Id? ¡fulfill 
hiacovenants when OiÆiSuld do so also. . That iff >this 
respect the obligations of the parties are dependents and 
cannot he questioned ; I  think every case in which] the 
subject has been discussed goes upon thi^rincipie:.; ?But 
the material inquiry is, how far can support himself 
Under all the circumstances of the case? — Wbafc&r^i the 
letter and spirit of the agreement ? That each will, con-
vey by a good and satisfactory title, is the letter, .that 
each will remove the encumbrances at the time of ;th® 20 
conveyance, and not before, is plainly the spirit. From 
the commencement of their negotiations until the 13tli of 
September there does not seem to have transpired a 
single thing between them that did not imply this. In-
deed, 04-febst evidently, so understood his own obliga-
tions, for at no time did he remove the mortgages from 
the mill property*, and when he tendered his deed, and 
the $3,000 the mill property was encumbered to the ex-
tent of $8,000. And what is more, whether; .Of/wbder- 
stood that the mortgage was to remain or to be discharged 30 
by him. it appears that some time before he made his 
tender he endeavored to negotiate the transfer thereof to 
the Maryland farm. * y-'W B

It will not be out of place, in this connection, to con-
sider the condition of the title at the time the agreement 
was executed. So far as has been developed, - each ; had 
the title to his premises in fee simple, unencumbered by 
any prior lien, and unaffected by any prior or SUperior 
claim or interest, at the date of the conveyance under 
which he held ; but each had encumbered ..his. title, by 40

m
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mortgages, the existence of which was a serious impedi-
ment to a complete and speedy exchange from the very 
inception of the negotiations. Perhaps there was noth-
ing else whatever in the path* to an exchange of convey- 

* ances on the day that the agrrement was delivered,, 
unless it was that Oirma not have the $5,000 which he 
agreed to pay. But so certain were they of a mutual ac-
commodation that they made their ageeement as though 
no mortgage beclouded either property, and in a few days 

10 surrendered the absolute and unqualified possession, 
each to the other; each beginning and carrying forward 
extensive Operations incident to the particular avocation 
in which he thus became engaged, as though every 
thought or conception in connection with their agreement 
had been realized. To effect this, and to advance their 
mutual interests, as they were then regarded, CjJsold all 
his stock and farming utensils in Maryland, and Orgave 
up a valuable milling business which he had been con-
ducting for years. I repeat, that all this was done before 

20 the deeds were tendered and in the face of the fact tliat 
both titles were heavily encumbered.

These considerations are of great importance in de-
termining how far Ctfean be protected by the principle 
that in the case of dependent covenants neither party is 
obliged to perform until the other does.

These considerations are also of great importance in 
determining to what extent time should be allowed to 
protect OriTom fulfilling his obligations.

Equity regards the situation and circumstances in 
30 which parties mutually and voluntarily place themselves. 

In this case each encouraged the other in the steps taken 
from time to time until thereby their rights and interests 
were very materially changed. Each saw and understood 
the situation and embarrassment of the other from the 
first. It is true, OiH-mys that he did not understand the 
extent of the encumbrances on C. s farm, but he also says 
that the mortgages had nothing to do with the trade. 
However, he soon was fully apprised of the mortgages, 
and made no objections on that score until he sought to 

40 avoid the completion of the contract. His failure, to
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stand at once on that objection would seem to close his 
mouth now, as I have before stated. However, it should 
be noted that if this put the case in a serious light as to the 
Complainant, before it can prevail against him that he in 
any sense misled the Defendant, the allegation must be 
clearly proved. Thfe burden is on Defendant ()Park v. 
Johnson, 4 Allen 259), which requirement I  think he has 
not met. Cm ys, if he told him anything with respect to 
the amount of mortgages, he told him the truth; aipd 
this would be most reasonable indeed, since it would 10 
have a tendency to enhance the value of his property in 
the estimation of the purchaser, for the purchaser to 
know that business men were willing to take it as a se-
curity for their money to so large an amount.

But I have said the embarrassments of the parties 
were mutual, and that each seemed desirous to aid the 
other at his efforts towards relief. To effect this relief 
time was essential; not so much a fixed time, when, at all 
hazards, the contract must be performed or rescinded, 
hut the duration of time, so that the purposes, intentions, 20 
or desires of the parties might be accomplished, and 
thus the contract performed.^ Hence, it is seen that OiM 
said to Optiat he had a good many uncollected accounts 
on his hooks which he might be delayed in collecting, 
and that he might desire to leave,$10,000.on the mill 
rather than $8,000, to which O^says Cd11 replied “ all 
right”.

This and many other similar circumstances show that 
they waited upon each other from the first, until, at least, 
the 29th day of August, when O^tendered a deed and 30 
$3,000, but made no provision whatever for the other $2,- 
000, which he was to pay, either in securing it by mort-
gage or otherwise. After the exchange of possession not 
a single step was taken by either towards complying with 
the contract, which, in the least, increased his embarrass-
ments, or, in the slightest degree, altered or affected the 
rights of either. Otfprepared his deed within a few. clays 
after the contract was signed, and exhibited it to (D^with-
in a few days after he took possession of the mill, but 
took no other decisive steps until in October, in the 40
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meantime, however, negotiating, as Oflrknew, for such 
loans as would enable him to make the title which he had 
sold “good and satisfactory” .

At the time of the execution of the contract and of the 
exchange of possession, CcAvas uncertain as to the exact 
boundaries of the land which he had agreed to con-
vey; these he ascertained by actual survey, in the 
month of June, soon after which his deed was pre-
pared, but which was not executed until in August. As 

10 has been seen, OoJw)k no decisive steps until the 29th of 
August, when, besides the tendering Imjleed and offer-
ing the $3,000, his son John warned Cfi4hat he must be 
ready before he (the son) returned to Maryland. The 
next decisive or emphatic step taken by Oĉ was three 
weeks later, Sept. 19th, when he wrote the letter to C# 
which is above copied, in which he said he considered 
the contract at an end.

After what has been said, I  need scarcely observe that 
during all the time, until August 29, OHvafs in the same 

20 plight as large mortgage covered liis mill property.
Nor had he removed this encumbrance Aug. 29th, when 
he attempted to hasten affairs by a partial tender, nor 
yet Sept. 19th, when he declared the contract rescinded.

Hence, it is very plain that, when the contract was 
signed, the parties were not ready to complete the ex-
change. It is equally plain that, from that time until 
Sept. 19th, they w'ere waiting on each other, neither being 
ready in the sense contemplated, not by the terms of the 
written agreement, but by the terms of the parol under- 

30 standing that each was to accord to the other time to 
provide a way to discharge the mortgages, and so to be-
come enabled to perform the written contract. Ai . 
therefore, when CVcohceived that Cirought to be rea y, 
considering the length of time which had elapsed, e 
tendered a deed, wholly overlooking liis own mortgage, 
and wholly neglecting to make any provision for the , 
000 of the purchase money, and three weeks subsequen 
ly declared that he regarded himself as free from a 0 
ligations. I  say Mr. OMmhself took no steps in the ma 

40 ter until Aug. 29th, nearly four months after the execu
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tion of the agreement, showing that, as he understood it, 
it was duration of time, rather than any special limitation 
of it, that each gave to the other. This left the premises 
of each and the title thereto precisely as in the begin-
ning. I cannot find that one was a whit more responsi-
ble!^ the situation than the other. The dependence 
was mutual, and, therefore, I find that the rights and obli-
gations were mutual, and that nothing had occurred to 
create a forfeiture or warrant a recision. w ,

But how did the attempted withdrawal of O^Mfect the 1° 
rights of the parties? Ofti^luntarily stepped out. 
Having taken that step, he had no rights, under the con-
tract, which he could enforce affirmatively. He could 
bring no suit in equity.

But Ciw^s not in such a straight. It does not always 
happen that a contract can be annulled at the instance of , 
either party so as to deprive the other of every right un-
der it. I think Oivwals not justified in attempting to re-
scind wdien he did; of which more hereafter. This being 
so, Cflaully enjoyed all the legal and equitable rights 20 
which he had before. Indeed, the positive refusals of 
to proceed gave C.lmn additional right. It gave him the 
unquestioned right to institute proceedings at once to 
compel specific performance ; he need no longer make a 
tender; the action of OG'̂ rencLered that superfluous. ,

Maxwell v. Pittenger, 2 Green. Ck L56, 165.
Gray v. Smith, 2 N. York 60, 65.
Huster v. Daniel, 4 Hare 420, 433.
Pry on Spec. Perf., s£§. 619.

And having the right to bring his suit at once, what is 30 
required of him in its inception and progress ? Nothing 
more than that he shall declare himself ready and will-
ing to perform on his part. This seems most inevitably 
to result from the positive refusal of the Defendant to 
proceed. Why should anything more than readiness and 
willingness be required from the one party after the 
other has withdrawn from the negotiation ?

3 I&m. Eq t̂. 1,407.
Huffman v. Hummer, 2 C. E. Gp.263, 266. 
Hepburn v. Dunlap, 1 Wheat. 179. 40
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Selleck v. Tallman, 37 N. J. 108.
Fry on Spec. Perf., 619.
Stevenson v. Maxwell, 2 N. Y. 408, 418.
Bruce v. Tillson, 25 N. Y. 194, 197, 202.

Ready and willing to do wliat ? Clearly ready and 
willing to convey to OF&^good and satisfactory” title to 
the Maryland farm upon Oiys'conveying to him a “good 
and satisfactory” title for the mill premises. It does not 
mean that Oa°was not only willing but was ready with the 

10 mortgages discharged at the time of filing his bill. In 
cases like this the law does not require that.

And this brings rtie to the application of the principle 
invoked by C.<pthat in case of dependent covenants, 
neither party is bound to perform until the other does. 
The reasonableness of this rule appears in almost every 
transaction of the business world. Farmers, merchants, 
bankers, and all other dealers, act on the principle in-
volved every day. Neither parts with his wares or money 
until he gets an equivalent according to the terms of the 

20 contract, whether the contract be made at the instant, or 
days or months antecedently.

Stevenson v. Maxwell, 2 N. J. 408, 414.
Irvin v. Gregory, 13 Gray 215, 218.
Bank of Columbia v. Hagner, 26 N. J. 455.

But it is claimed, on behalf of the Defendant, that 
the mortgages still exist against the Ci)*s farm, and 
that fact is a bar. I  cannot understand that any 
such consequence necessarily follows. The Defend-
ant, having refused to go on with his contract, I think 

30 the law permitted C0°to file his bill without a tender on 
his part, which, being so, it would seem to follow that all 
he need do is to allege himself ready and willing, as has 
been done in this case. And this has been shown to be 
the law. Nor does there seem to be a doubt but that, in 
every such case, if the Complainant can make title, ac-
cording to the requirements of the contract at the time 
of the decree, the Court will aid him.

Watts v. Waddle, Peters 389, 396, 399,402. 
Hepburn v. Auld, 5 Cranch 262.
Hepburn v. Dunlap, 1 Wheat. 179.40
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Langford v. Pitt, 2 Fees 630.
Nortwick v. Butler, 10/\liSs292, 315.
Coffin v. Cooper, 14fV&s205.
Seymor v. Delany, 3 Cow. 415, 519.
Pierce v. Nichols, 1 Paige 244.
Dutch Ch. 2 Mott. 7 Paige 78.
Baldwin v. Salter, 8 Paige 473.
Jenkins v. Fahy, J3_N. J. 355.
Stevenson v. Maxwell, 2 N. J. 408.

The Defendant also insists that the Court will not 10 
undertake to compel specific performance of this contract 
because of the uncertainty of its terms'. Counsel admits 
it is certain as to subject matter, but urges that its “ stipu-
lations” are uncertain. He says that the phrase, “ a good 
title, satisfactory to both parties” , is uncertain. It seems 
to me that there is no uncertainty in the word good, and 
that, in reason, it cannot be qualified by what follows, so 
as to render it possible for either party to impose or to 
attempt to impose anything less than a good title on the 
other. Counsel brings into his service the fact that the 20 
word “clear” appears to have been written in the agree-
ment and then erased, and the word good written above.
He insists that this shows that the parties did not intend 
to convey their respective titles free from all encum-
brances, and, this being so, that the Court cannot com-
pel the Defendant to convey free from such encumbrances.
It seems to me that the reasoning is unsound, because it 
is based on the theory that the word “ clear” is one of the 
terms of the agreement, when, in fact, it was stricken out 
and repudiated, and, also, because the word “good” com- 30 
prehends all that the word “ clear” does. Any other word 
°r phrase used by the parties during the negotiations 
for the agreement, and rejected by them, might as well 
be invoked in aid of an affirmation or negation.

Again, it is insisted that the contract was incomplete, 
something remaining yet to be done, and therefore can-
not be enforced, citing

Potts v. Whitehead, 5 C. E. Grv55, 8 C. E,jGfL512. 
McKibben v. Brown, 1 McCartd3, McCf 498.

Tbe rule is quite universal, but I  am unable to find the 40



evidence upon which to rest its application in this case. 
The written contract does not show that the parties in-
tended to make other or additional terms. Nor, from its 
date to Aug. 29th, does the evidence disclose anything 
which, to my mind, looks as though the parties ever in-
tended to add another term or provision to the contract.
I speak with reference to the time of making the con-
tract. I mean to sav that when the written contract 
wTas signed, it was complete. There is an abundance of 

10 proof to show that the parties were willing to give time 
to each other to make arrangements respecting the mort-
gages, but that any amounts to additional time, beyond 
what the law might adjudge as reasonable. It only im-
plied a willingness to extend the time to carry out a bar-
gain already completed. It in no sense signified that 
anything was unfinished.

But it remains to be considered whether or not the 
Complainant is chargeable with laches. I believe there 
is no pretense that he wTas, up to August 29. In '¿very 

20 such case* I  think a good deal depends on the conduct of / 
the party who sets up this as a defense. To my mind OĈ j 
did not first place himself in a position to be so exacting 
of Cz/̂ HIVIien he made-his tender he should have removed 
the mortgages from his mill, and also tendered the $5,- 
000, or, if there had been an arrangement by which the 
written agreement was so far modified that, say, $3,000 
was to be paid in cash, he certainly should have made 
some provision for the security of the other $2,000. This 
he did not do. There was no agreement or understanding , 

30 that C^should trust him for that without security. 
does not, it is true, so pretend, but says there was an un-
derstanding that he should leave $10,000 on his premises,

. instead of $8,000. And, taking this to have been an ef-
fectual modification of the contract, O.^uul not, at any 
time, provide for it. This fact forbids that Oi'feiiWd ¿e" 
clare that C/is'in laches. I  have looked at Q^snghfe 
from every conceivable position, and have been unable 
to discover any fact or circumstance that excuses or ob-
viates this default—a default only because of the po- 

40 sition which he now assumes, not otherwise.
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Tue last fact noticed would seem to render any further
allusion to the alleged modification of the written con-
tract as to the manner of pay'ng the $5,000 unnecessary; 
but Counsel for O.^re^ed so much on this branch of the 
case that I regard it as my duty to express my views 
more fully after no little attention thereto. The fact that 
this did not appear in the auswer, as first filed, has great 
weight with me. I am quite free to say that I do not un-
derstand how a fact so conspicuous and so important 
should either be forgotten or overlooked. I  am equally1 
free to say that this consideration induces me to believe 
that it never had the real prominence in the negotiations 
between the parties which is now claimed for it. And all 
this can be said without at all impeaching the statements 
of Owfiiis son, as will be seen, I think. An amendment 
was allowed, after the testimony was all in, against which 
the Counsel of Complainant protested. In this amend-
ment such alleged change or modification of the contract
was set forth.' . V iV- 1 • .

But, looking at the proof, I  think the allegation fails 20 
the Defendant. I cannot come to the conclusion that 
the parties said or did anything on this head that was 
mutually bind”ng. T a k i n g  the statement of the Defend-
ant, in its broadest sense, it does not amount to a bind-
ing change in the terms o fth e  contract; and for the 
reason, so palpable, that Oi'-'hirfiself was not bound. He 
could pay or not, as he chose.

But supposing that Orstood by the contract in all its 
integrity, and that when he made the tender he did his 
work completely, and that nothing whatever can î be 30 
charged against him, still, I  do not conclude that C.Qwas 
in default in not being prepared to comply on his part 
August 29, nor yet within the uncertain period nanmd by 
John, nor yet on the loth of September, when Of'called 
on C ând asked him if he had seen Yan Duesen. Indeed,
I think it does not anywhere appear that OPatlempted 
to fix any certain time within which the contract was to 
he earned to completion. But taking it for granted that 
the demand of John, on Aug. 29th, was a warning that 
the work must all be done within a reasonable time, still, 10



I tliink O: was too liasty in withdrawing from his obliga-
tions. I can find no case which goes so far as his con-
tention carries him, where one of the parties to a con-
tract, which does not make time of the essence, attempts 
to make time essential, has been considered by the 
courts.

Crawford v. Loodgopd^^^jT^ Ch. Diyl 153.
Green v. L e v i n R e j j )  Ch. Div. 589.
"Wells v. Maxwell, 32 Beav. 408, affirmed on 

10 appeal 11, W. R. 842.
Perkin v. Sharold, 16 Beav. 59.
McMury v. Spicer(3/L7R)Eqjf. 527.
Wood v. Nacher, 5 Hare 158,163.
Webb v. Hughes,<19^r5)Eq. 281.
Waterman on Sped. Perf. s83k 465.

I will now direct attention to one phase of this case 
which has commanded the most serious consideration. 
Although I have alluded to it from the beginning, it de-
serves more special mention. I refer to the discussion 

20 which naturally arises in the mind as to the equitable stand-
ing that Cflmas in this court with the proof so full and 
clear that all the mortgages are still resting on his prop-
erty in Maryland. When this fact first appeared in the 
case I  was impressed wath the conviction that it was a 
very strong bar to progress, and was not surprised 
to find the result attained in Hinkly v. Smith,-eta*, 1N- 
J. 21. However, upon reflection, it seems quite clear 
that this case is distinguishable from the one in hand, in 
three important particulars; first, in this there was an 

30 agreement to exchange and not a mere sale for a money 
consideration of premises, both heavily encumbered by 
mortgages; and, second, that in this, from the time that 
the agreement was signed until August 29, there were 
several interviews between the parties with respect to 
some arrangement about the mortgages between them 
which should prove satisfactory to both; and, third, the 
Defendant in this case had not removed the mortgage in-
cumbrance from his mill at the time he attempted to re-
scind the contract. These considerations place this case 

40 on a totally different footing. Not that the Court will



attempt to compel 0 W0 accept a title at all encumbered, 
but that it will, under the circumstances of this case, re-
quire him to accept an unencumbered title if the Com-
plainant tenders such title at the time of and in accord-
ance with the decree of the Court.

Hence, when I have in mind the facts that both parties 
are vendors and both purchasers, and that they ex-
changed actual possession of the lands, the title to which 
they agreed, in writing, should also be exchanged, and 
that several hundred dollars Wgrth of grain which 10
(Slanted, the proceeds of which O. still holds, and that 
Cilias made improvements on the mill property to the 
value of, at least $500, and that the conduct of each war-
ranted the other in the belief that there was no pressing 
necessity for haste, and that neither put himself in an at- 
titude to be very exacting of the other, I  cannot but con-
clude that the Court ought to direct the specific perform-
ance of the contract.

The Defendant sought to amend his answer so that he 
might show a parol variation of his contract. The pro- 20 
posed amendment was allowed upon the ground that the 
parties, as it was insisted, had proceeded upon the basis of 
such alteration, and that such alteration had abrogated 
the original written agreement.

The proof does not satisfy that there was any such 
alteration in any of the terms of the contract. But sup-
posing the alleged alteration to have been established, 
the fact of its existence would not destroy the original 
contract; but the contract, with the modification, would 
stand, and could be enforced, not indeed, it may be, at 30 
the instance of the Complainant, but upon the demand 
of the Defendant.

Parkv. Johnson, 4 Allen 259.
I will advise a decree in accordance with the foregoing 

views. In such decree I  will name a time when, and 
place wkerê  the parties shall meet to exchange their 
deeds of conveyance and to pay and receive the consid-
eration money named; and as the parties live near to 
each other I  will make the place in the office of the mill, 
now occupied by the Complainant, and the time the thirv 40
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tietli day after service of a copy of the decree upon the 
Defendant, unless that day be Sunday, in which event, 
then the day before, at the hour of twelve, noon.
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Between \  .
EDMUND B. COOK,

Complainant, ( On Bill, Etc. 
and I Decree.

JOHN L. O A K E T , \ 20
Defendant. I

The above stated cause, having been referred to his 
Honor, John T. Bird, one of the-Vice Chancellors, to 
hear the same for the Chancellor, etc., and the same hav-
ing been heard upon oral proof, and the pleadings hav-
ing been read, and the arguments of Counsel considered, 
and it satisfactorily appearing to the Court that, by vir-
tue of an agreement, in writing, duly made ana entered 30 
into between Edmund B. Cook, the Complainant, and 
JohnL. Oakey, the Defendant, on the seventh day of 
May, in the year eighteen hundred and eighty-three, the 
said Defendant agreed to purchase of the said Complain-
ant a certain farm or tract, of land, in the said bill of 
complaint mentioned and described, as “situate, lying, and 
being in the County of Somerset, in the State of Mary-
land, called Westover, fully and particularly described in 
the plot and certificate made and signed by Levin P . , 
Howland, Surveyor, November 22, 1873, which runs as 40
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follows, viz : Beginning at a stone set up at the north end 
of the mill dam of Mr. Tull’s mill, and is designated on 
the plot at the letter A.; thence running N. 57 E. 61 
perches to a large pine, a bounder of a tract of land 
called Beverly; thence with said tract and with a ditch N. 
5 W. 118f perches to post at the end of said ditch; thence
N. 5 W. 128£ perches to a locust post; thence 8. 87 deg. 
15 min. W. 99 perches to a post; thence K  68 W. 7$ 
perches to the County road leading from Princess Anne 

10to Black Creek Bridge; thence by and with said County 
road the following courses, viz: S. 11 deg. 30 min. E. 38 
perches, thence S. 23 E. 16 perches ; thence S. 14 deg. 
E. 14 perches; thence S. 10 deg. 30 min. W. 52 perches; 
thence S. 8 deg. E. 19 perches ; thence S. 13 deg. 30 min. 
E. 32 perches;. thence S. 7 deg. E. 24 perches; thence S. 
3 deg. 30 min. E. 56 perches to the north side of the pri-
vate road leading tip to the Westover dwelling house; 
thence by and with the north side of said private road 
the 6 following courses, viz: S. 62 deg. 30 min. W. 8 

20 perches; thence S. 58 deg. 30 min. W. 17 perches; thence 
S; 59 deg. W. 55 perches; thence S. 27 deg. 45 min. W. 
37 2-5 perches to a marked cedar tree; thence S. 79 deg. 
30 min. W. 60 perches to a marked cedar tree; thence S. 
86 deg. 30 min. W. 18f perches to a stone set up on the 
north side of said private road, it being the first bounder 
of that part of said tract called Westover, sold by 
Messrs. Cooks to Mrs. Mills; thence with said Mills’s 
line N. 2 deg. 30 min. W. 76 perches to a ditch; thence with 
said ditch N. 2 deg. 30 min. W. 50f perches; thence N. 2 

30 deg. 30 min. W. 59£ perches to post at the woods; thence
N. 2 deg. 30 min. W . 212f perches to a post set up on the 
outline of said Westover; thence with the outline of said 
tract N. 66 deg. 45. min. W. 73 3-4 perches to locust post; 
thence S. 32 deg. 30 min. W. 20  ̂perches to a locust post 
on the north side of the County road leading to Raccoon 
Point; thence S. Of' pole to said County road; thence 
with said road N. 84 degrees 15 min. W. 44 perches to a 
private road ; thence with said road S. 6 E. 56 1-4 perch, 
es to an iron ore bounder; thence S. 2 deg. W. 69£ perch- 

40 es to a white gum stump; thence S. 1 deg. 30 min. E. 2£
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perches to a ditch; thence S. 27 deg. 30 rain. W. 16 perch-
es to a fence; thence with said fence S. 25 deg. W. 11 
perches; thence S. 20 deg. E. 4£ perches; thence S^24 
degrees W. 6 perches; thence S. 17 deg. W. 8 perches; 
thence S. 44 W. 12£ perches; thence S. 45 W. 14 perches ; 
thence S. 40 deg. 30 min. W. 8 perches; thenceS. 17 deg.
30 min. W. 10 perches; thence ¡S. 51 deg. W. 31 perches; 
thence 8. 19 deg. 30 min. E. 19 perches; thence S. 24 E.
12 perches; thence S. 3 E. 6 perches; thence S. 4. W. 4 
perches to the middle of a branch; thence down the mid- 10 
die of said branch S. 50 deg. W. 78 perches; thence S.
64 W. 8 perches to the mouth of a gut at Back Creek ; 
thence up and with Back Creek and bounded thereby to 
the mill dam of Mr. Tull; thence with said mill dam to the 
beginning, and containing 708 acres of land, more or less ; 
excepting therefrom the small parcel containing about 
four acres, which lies on the north side of the°County 
road to Raccoon Point; two acres conveyed to James 
Jones and four acres adjoining, contracted to be con-
veyed to and now in the possession of John Tutpen ; 20 
which two last-named parcels are in or near the angle 
ormed by the fifth and sixth courses of the said p lot; 

the balance of said plot, after deducting said exceptions, 
containing six hundred and ninety-eight acres of land’ 
more or less”, and, as a consideration therefor* agreed to 
pay to the Complainant the sum of five thousand dollars 
( 5,000) within a reasonable time, and also to convey to 
him within a like reasonable time, by a good and suffi-
cient title, free from encumbrances, all that certain mill 
property, with the appurtenances, known as the Black-30 
well s Mills property, situate in the County of Somerset 
and State of New Jersey, in the said amended bill men- 
°ned and described as follows, to wit; “ Situatein Hills- 
orougli and Franklin Townships, bounded on the east 
y ands of Abraham S. Vanderveer, on the south by the 

Public road and land of C. H. Broach and others, on the 
west by lands of John L. Oakey, and on the north by 
an s of F. V. L. Voorhees and Abraham S. Vanderveer, 
con araing about fourteen acres of land, being part of the 
premises conveyed to John L. Oakey by Augustus Van40
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Zamlt and wife, by deed dated January 13,1871, and being 
described by metes and bounds as follows, .viz: The first 
tract is situate in Hillsborough., and is the one upon which 
the dwelling house, three tenement houses and the mill 
is upon,: and is bounded as follows,, to wit: Beginning at 
a corner of F. V. L. Yoorbees’s land, on the west bank 
of the Millstone River; thence along his land south 
eightv-nine and a half degrees west twenty-one chains and 
fifty-six links ; (2)- thence south twelve and one-half de- 

lO grees west two chains and forty-two links to lands form-
erly belonging to Jacob Wilson ; (3) thence by said lands 
of C. H. Broach south eighty-one. degrees east twenty- 
one chains and seventeen links to the road; (4) thence 
north seventy-seven and a half degrees east one chain to 
the river; bank; (5) thence south fifty-five and three- 
quarter: degrees east, across the river, four chains and 
sixty-eight links to a large ash tree on the east bank of 
the river; ((>)• thence north nine degrees east two chains 
and twelve' links to the middle of the road; (7) tlience 

20 north twenty-two and one-half degrees west four 
chains and sixty-five links to a birch tree on the bank of 
the riven; (8) thence across the river north fifty-two and a 
half degrees west two chains and ninety-three links to 
the place of beginning, containing (including the river)
eleven acres, mqre or less.

The second lot lies,in Franklin Township, and joins the 
first, and begins at birch tree on the east hank of the 
Millstone River, a line of the first tract; thence (1) aloDg 

' the same south twenty-two and a half degrees east four 
30 chains and sixty-five links to the middle of the road lead-

ing from the mill to canal ; . (2) thence, along the middle 
of said road north eighty-five and a quarter degrees east 

. thirteen chains to the west line of the Delaware and 
Raritan Canal; (3) thence along said line north thirteende- 
grees west three chains and eighty-one links; (4) thence 
north twenty-five and, one-half degrees west two chains 
and fifty links to a stone corner of Abm. S. Yanderveers 
meadow; (5) thence with his land north seventy-one an 

( a half degrees west thirteen chains and fifteen links o
40 the east bank of the river ; (6) thence up the river i



several courses to the place ot beginning, containing 
eleven acres and seventy-three hundredths of on acre 
more or less, excepting thereout of the two lots above 
described so much thereof as the said John L. 0  7
^co n veyed  away, and leaving about fourteen acres, as 
above stated”; and that each of the said Partl^ ere^ y 
agreed to deliver to the other the possession of their re-
spective premises above described, within a reasonable 
tame thereafter; and that the said Complainant, within a 
reasonable time, was and still is ready and willing in 
things, to comply with the stipulations of the said arti-
cles of agreement on his part, and that on tte twenty- 
third day <4 Mw, A. D. eighteen hundred and eighty- 
three, he delivered up the possession of the said Mary-
land farm to the said Defendant, and he formally tendered 

. himself ready to perform what remained of said agree- 
ment to be performed on his part, on _ 1 ^  °
October, in the year eighteen hundred and* &ig y  ̂ re©> 
and lias prayed the order or decree of this Court direct- 
ing the Defendant to comply with and fulfill the same, m  20 
all things, on his part; and, the Court, being o opinion 
that the Complainant is entitled to the specific per orm 
anee of the said article of agreement on the par o 
Defendant, as in his bill he has prayed, .

It is, therefore, on this seventeenth day of March, in 
the year eighteen hundred and eighty-five, on motion o 
Messrs. Bartine & Griggs, Solicitors of the said Com-
plainant, ordered, adjudged and decreed that t e sai 
sfrticles of agreement be in all things specifica y per 
formed by the said Complainant and Defendant, respec 30 
ively, and that the said Complainant and Defendant meet 
in the office of the mill, now occupied by the Comp ain 
ant, at Blackwell’s Mills, in the County of Somerset, in 
this State, on the thirtieth day, after service of a copy 
of this decree upon this Defendant, unless that day e 
Sunday, in which event, then, the day before, at the our 
of twelve o’clock, noon, at which time and place the 
Complainant shall deliver to the Defendant his deed, 
conveying a good title, free from encumbrance, tô  t e 
farm in the State of Marvland, first above described, 40
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and at the same place, and concurrently therewith’ the 
said Defendant shall deliver to the Complainant his deed 
conveying a good title, free from encumbrance, to the 
Blackwells Mills property, above described, together 
with the full and complete possession thereof, and shall 
concurrently therewith pay to the Complainant the sum 
of five, thousand dollars ($5,000), together with interest 
thereon, at the rate of six per cent, per annum, from the 
seventeenth day of October, eighteen hundred and eighty- 

10 three, together with the costs of this suit, to be taxed.
And it is further ordered that the Complainant have 

leave to apply to this Court, at any time hereafter in this 
cause, for such additional relief as he may be entitled to, 
in order to secure the more full and complete perform-
ance of the said contract, and to have added to this de-
cree and made a part hereof such further and other order, 
or orders, as the equities of the case may require; and 
to that end all. further equity and direction in the prem-
ises is reserved.

20 Respectfully advised,
THEODORE RUNYON,

C.
JOHN T. BIRD,

V.C.

30

40



Between
EDMUND B. COOK\

Complainant,
and

JOHN L. O A K K T ,
Defendant.

On Bill, Etc.
Appeal.

r 20

The Defendant hereby appeals from the final decree, 
made in the above stated cause, on the seventeenth day 
of March, A. D. eighteen hundred and eighty-five, and 
from the whole, and every part thereof, as declares that
“the (all the decree)--------- ----------------------Court
of Errors and Appeals, in the last resort in all causes.

ALYAH A. CLARK, \
Solicitor of Defendant. ^0

Dated May 20,1885.

I conceive there is good cause for appeal in the above 
stated cause.

ALYAH A. CLARK;
Of Counsel with Defendant.



Between

10

ED M U N D  B. COOK,,
Complainant,

and

JO H N  L. O A K E Y ,
Defendant.

On Bill. 
Petition.

To the Honorable, the Court of Errors and Appeals, in 
the last resort in all causes.
The humble petition of John L. Oakey, the appellant 

in the above stated cause, respectfully shows that jour 
petitioner finds himself aggrieved by a final decree made 
in the Court of Chancery by his Honor, Tin odore Run-
yon, Chancellor of New Jersey, bearing date the seven- 

20 teenth day of March, in the year eighteen hundred and 
eighty-five, wherein Edmund B. Cook was Complainant, 
and the said John L. Oakey was Defendant, in  this re-
spect, to w it: that the said decree adjudges that “ the
---------  ---------” (all the decree).

And your petitioner humbly appeals from that part of 
the decree of the Chancellor which decrees as aforesaid, 
upon the ground that the same is erroneous, fo r  that the 
said decree should have been in favor of the D efendant, 
relieving and releasing him from the specific perform - 

30ance of the said article , of agreement and discharging 
him from any and all obligation of any character or de-
scription to the Complainant, for, by reason or on ac-
count hereof, as well as the costs thereon.

Your petitioner, therefore, prays that the said decree 
of said Chancellor may be, in the particulars aforesaid, 
reversed, set aside and for nothing holden. And that 
your petitioner may have such relief in the premises as 
to this Honorable Court shall seem meet.

ALYAH A. CLARK, 
Solicitor and of Counsel with Defendant.40



JOHN. L O A K E Y ,

Appellant,
and

EDMUND B. COO It,

Respondent.

On Bill, &c., 
on Appeal.

The answer of the above named respondent to the pe-
tition of appeal of the above-named appellant:
This respondent, not acknowledging all or any of the 

matters which, in the said petition of appeal, are con-
tained to be true, for answer thereto, nevertheless, says 
and admits that a decree was on the seventeenth day of 
March, last past, made and entered in the Court of 
Chancery, in the cause for that purpose mentioned in the 
said petition, as is therein stated; but, as to the sub-
stance and form thereof, this respondent prays to refer 
t ereto when the same shall be produced. And this re-
spondent is advised, and believes, that the said decree is 
agreeable to equity, and he prays that the same may be 
a rmed, with costs to be adjudged to this respondent.

J. D. BARTINE,
Solicitor and of Counsel with Respondent.
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