FINAL .DECREE.

This cause coming on to be heard in the presence of
Henry C. Pitney of counsel with the complainants, and
Augustus W. Cutler of counsel with the defendants upon
the pleadings and proofs, and the Chancellor having duly
considered the same and being of the opinion that the
complainants are entitled to the relief prayed for in their
bill of complaint, and it appearing that the defendants,
Washington Stickle and Sarah Ann his wife, on the Four-
teenth day of October, eighteen hundred and sixty-nine,
received from the makers of the two promissory notes men-
tionod in said bill the sum of seventy-seven dollars, being
the interest for one year on said promissory notes, which
sum of seventy-seven dollars amounts with interest on this
day to the sum of one hundred dollars and twenty-seven
cents.

And it further appearing by the report of Charles E.
Pierson, the receiver heretofore appointed herein, that he
has collected and has now in his hands the whole of the
principal and interest due on said promissory notes, less
the amount so paid to said Stickle and wife, amounting in
the aggregate to the sum of twelve hundred and eighty-four
dollars and fifty cents.

It is therefore on this ninth day of February eighteen
hundred and seventy-four, by Theodore Runyon Esquire,
Chancellor of the State of New Jersey, ordered, adjudged
and decreed that the said Charles E. Pierson, receiver, do
pay to the complainants the said sum of twelve hundred and
eighty four dollars and fifty cents (less five per cent, of the
amount thereof to be retained by him in full for his fees
and commissions as receiver) which sum so to be by him to
them paid shall be by them applied and credited towards
the payment of their claims and demands against the firm
of Stiers & Ryerson, as mentioned and described in the
pleading herein-.

And it is further ordered, adjudged and decreed that the
said Washington Stickle and Sarah Ann his wife do pay to
said complainants the said sum of one hundred dollars and
twenty-seven cents to be by the complainants applied in
like manner towards the payment of their said claim and
that the said Washington Stickle and Sarah Ann his wife,
do also pay to said complainants their costs in this suit to
be taxed.

THEODORE RUNYON, G

A true copy,

H. S. Little, CI'k.
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Betw een Peter T. B. Van Doren and Bi Beli
William P. C. Van Dore n, il for elief

Compl’ts, and Injunction.
and Ujjifd Aug. 30,
W as hington ~ Stickle, et ux. et ah.,
Def’d'ts.

Pitney & Youngbl oo d. Sohrs.
Filed August 30, 1870.

To the Honorable Abraham 0. Zabrislde, Chancellor of the
State of Ncio Jersey :

Humbly complaining, your orators, Peter T. B.-Van Doren
and William P. C. Van Doren, of the village of Washington,
in the county of Warren and State of New Jersey, show unto
your Honor :

1. That your orators are now, and for live years and more
past have been, partners, engaged in the business of dealing
in lumber, at Washington aforesaid, under the style and firm
name of Van Doren & Son.

20

2. That in the year eighteen hundred and sixty-eight, Sam-

uel Ge. Stiers and Ambrose F. Ryerson were partners in busi-
ness, at Boonton, in the county of Morris, under the style and
firm name of Stiers & Ryerson, and were as such partners
engaged in the business of dealing in lumber, and as builders.

3. That in the said year the said firm of Stiers & Ryerson
became indebted to your orators in a large sum of money for
lumber sold and delivered, and money lent and advanced by
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your orators to the said Stiers & Ryerson, and that said in-
debtedness amounted on the fourteenth day of October, in the
year eighteen hundred and sixty-eight, to about four thousand
and five hundred dollars, and consisted of a promissory note
dated the third day of April, eighteen hundred and sixty-
eight, at three months, for five hundred and .five dollars, an-
other promissory note dated the seventh day of August, eigh-
teen hundred and sixty-eight, at two months, for one thousand
dollars, both payable to your orators, and another promissory
jO note dated the first day of September, eighteen hundred and
sixty-eight, at one month, for three hundred and twenty-five
dollars and eighty-three cents, payable, to B. 0. Osborn or
order, and by him indorsed and transferred to your orators,
and an open book account for lumber sold and delivered,
amounting to about four thousand dollars, upon which certain
payments and credits were afterwards made and given, so that
the balance' remaining due to your orators on the thirteenth
day of July, eighteen hundred and sixty-nine, was the sum of
sixteen hundred and eighty-one dollars and sixty-two cents.

4. That on the said fourteenth day of October the said
Stiers & Everson sold out all their visible partnership property,
consisting of a lumber yard and shed and buildings, planing
mill, lumber and stock on hand, situate at Boonton aforesaid,
to one John J. Van Ness, and that in settling the considera-
tion for said purchase the same was paid for by said Van Ness
to the said Btiers & Ryerson as follows, to wit: the said John
J. Van Ness gave to the said Samuel (. Btiers, at the request
of the said Stiers & Ryerson, two certain promissory notes in
the words and figures and to the'effect as follows, viz.:

30
$500. Boonto n, N. J., Oct. 14, 1868.

Two years after date, for value received, we, or either of us,
promise to pay to the order of Sarah Ann Stiers, five hundred
dollars, without defaulcation or discount, with interest from

date. John J. Van Ness,
James H. Hop leb ,
r U. 8. ) Hartman Van Ness
< stamp >
I 20 cts. )

40



$600. Boonton, Bl J., Oct. 14, 1868.

Four years after date, for value received, we, or either of us,
promise to pay to Sarah Ann Stiers, six hundred dollars, with-
out defalcation or discount, with interest from date.

John J. Van Ness,
James "H Hople r,
Hartm’an Van Ness.

That the said John J. Van Ness signed said notes as prin-
cipal, and the said James H. Hopler and Hartman Van Ness
signed the same as sureties for the said John J. Van Ness,
and the said Sarah Ann Stiers therein named was the wife of
the said Samuel Gr. Stiers.

5. That in further payment of said consideration for such
partnership asset!, and at the like request of said firm of
Stiers & Ryerson, the said Van Ness gave his promissory note
to the order of the said Ambrose F. liyerson, for the sum of
seven hundred dollars, and the said Ambrose F. Ryerson very 2n
shortly afterwards endorsed and transferred the same to his
wife, without, as your orators believe, any consideration for
such transfer.

6. That of the lumber sold by your orators to the said
Stiers & Ryerson, prior to the fourteenth day of October,
eighteen hundred and sixty-eight, an amount supposed to be
equal in value to twenty-eight hundred and thirty-nine dollars
and fifty-six cents, or thereabouts, was on hand in the lumber
yard of said Stiers & Ryerson, on said fourteenth day of
October, eighteen hundred and sixty-eight, and by arrange- 30
ment between the said Van Ness and Stiers & Ryerson, the
said Van Ness and one Jaques assumed the payment of the
same and settled with your orators therefor, and the amount
was afterwards credited to the said Stiers & Ryerson by your
orators, leaving a balance due your orators, from the said Stiers
& Ryerson, of upwards of sixteen hundred dollars.

7. That besides the two amounts of eleven hundred and
seven hundred dollars, so secured by the promissory notes of
the said John J. Van Ness, as stated in the fourth and fifth
paragraphs hereof, the said Stiers & Ryerson had no effects or 40



assets available to pay and liquidate the amount so due from
them to your orator, and the transfer of said sums to their
several wives as above stated, left the said Stiers & Ryersoiy
as partners and also as individuals, entirely without means to
pay your orators, and insolvent; and the two promissory notes
in the said fourth paragraph mentioned were so made payable
to the said Sarah Ann Stiers without any consideration by her
paid therefor, and for the express purpose of placing the
amount thereof beyond the reach of your orators as creditors

10 of the said Stiers & Ryerson, and to hinder and prevent your
orators from collecting the amount of the said debt, or any
part thereof, from the proceeds of the sale of said partnership
effects, or in any other manner whatever.

8. That afterwards, on or about the day
of eighteen hundred and sixty-nine, the said
Samuel Or. Stiers died intestate, and letters of administration
were duly granted on the twenty-sixth day of February, eigh-
teen hundred and sixty-nine, by Joseph W. Ballentine, Surro-
gate of the said county of Morris, to the said Sarah Ann Stiers,

20 his widow.

9. That oil the fifth day of March, eighteen hundred and
sixty-nine, the said Sarah Ann Stiers filed in the office of said
Surrogate an inventory of the estate of the said Samuel G.
Stiers, deceased, a copy of which is hereto annexed, marked
Exhibit A.

10. That afterwards, on the day of
+eighteen hundred and said Sarah Ann Stiers in-
termarried with one Washington Stickle.

Hi That on the twenty-second day of July, eighteen hun-

SOdredand sixty-nine, your orators made a claim, under oath,
against the estate of the said Samuel G. Stiers, deceased, and
served the same upon the said Sarah A. Stiers, a copy of which
is hereto annexed, marked Exhibit B.

12. That afterwards, on the fifteenth day of June, eighteen
hundred and seventy, the said Sarah Ann Stiers filed two
accounts in the said Surrogate's office of said county of Morris,
copies of which are hereto annexed and marked Exhibits G and
D respectively, by which#t appears that the estate of Samuel
G. Stiers 1is entirely insolvent, and that your orators have

40 received no part of their said debt therefrom.
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13. That in the month of March, eighteen hundred and

sixty-nine, jour orators commenced an action in the Circuit
Court of the county of Morris against the said Ambrose F.
Byerson, as survivor of the said Samuel G. Stiers, to recover
the amount so due as aforesaid to your orators from the said
Stiers & Byerson, and such proceedings were had therein that
afterwards, on the seventeenth day of May, eighteen hundred
and sixty-nine, your orators recovered, against the said Am-
brose F. Byerson as such survivor, a judgment for the sum of
sixteen hundred and sixty-nine dollars and sixty-one cents of
damages, and forty-three dollars and fifty-five cents of costs, as
in and by the record of said judgments reference being thereto
had will more fully appear.

11. That on the twenty-sixth day of May, eighteen hundred
and sixty-nine, your orators sued out of said Circuit Court an
execution or writ of fieri facias de bonis et terris, upon said
judgment against the goods and lands of the said Ambrose F.
Byerson, which having been duly recorded in the office of the
Clerk of said Court, was on the twenty-seventh day of May,

10

eighteen hundred and sixty-nine, duly delivered to James W. 20

Briant, then and still being Sheriff of the said county of
Morris, in which county the -said Ambrose F. Byerson then
resided and still resides, to be executed according to law, and
was by him afterwards, at the term of October, eighteen hun-
dred and sixty-nine, of said Court, duly returned by said
Sheriff as follows :

“ Oct. 5, 1869.—1 return this writ to Court wholly unsatis-
fied, not being able to find any property whereon to levy to

make the money or any part thereof.
James W. Briant, Sheriff”

As in and by the said execution or a certified copy thereof,
reference being thereunto had, jvill more fully appear.

15. That the said Sarah A. Stickle now has the said two
promissory notes mentioned in the fourth paragraph hereof in
her possession, and under her control, and claims to own the
same, but your orators show that such claim is wholly without
foundation, and that the same are in equity assets of the said

30
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firm of Stiers & .person in her hands, and should be applied
towards paying the debts of said partnership.

16. That the whole amount of said indebtedness is still due
to your orators, no part thereof ever having been paid to them,
and that they have applied to the said Sarah Ann Stickle and
requested her to transfer to your orators the said promissory
notes so given to her, as aforesaid, by the said John J. Van
Ness, so that your «orators may receive payment of the same
as they severally mature, and Apply the same towards the pay-

10 ment of your orators’ said indebtedness,, but the said Sarah
Ann refuses, so to do.

Your orators, therefore, pray the aid of this Honorable
Court in the premises, and that the said Sarah Ami Stiers,
now Sarah Ann Stickle, and the said Washington Stickle and
the said Ambrose F. Ryerson, may answer all and singular the
premises, but not under oath, an answer under oath being
waived, and that the two promissory notes set forth in the
fourth paragraph hereof may be declared and decreed to be
assets of the said partnership of Stiers & Ryerson, and that

20 the making of the same to the said Sarah Ann in the manner
hereinbefore set forth was and is fraudulent and void as against
your orators as creditors of said firm, and that your orators as
creditors of said firm are entitled to have the same transferred
to them to be collected by your orators and applied towards
the payment of your orators’ said debt, and to that end that a
receiver or receivers may be appointed by this Honorable
Court, to take, receive and hold said promissory notes and col-
lect the same as they mature, and that said Sarah Ann Stickle
may be ordered and decreed by this Court to indorse and de-

30 liver said two promissory notes to said receiver or receivers, and:
that in the meantime that the said Sarah Ann Stickle, and her
said husband Washington Stickle, and each of them, may be
restrained by the order and injunction of this Court from
indorsing, transferring, negotiating or collecting said two
promissory notes, or either of them, and that your orators may
have such further and other relief in the premises as may be
agreeable to equity and good conscience.

May it please your Honor, the premises considered, to grant
unta vour orators not only the State’s writ of injunction issued

40 out of and under the seal of this Honorable Court, to be directed



to the said Sarah Ann Stickle and Washington Stickle,
restraining them and each of them from indorsing, transfer-
ring, negotiating or collecting said two promissory notes, or
either of them, so given by the said John J. Van Ness and his
sureties to the said Sarah Ann Stickle by her former name of
Sarah Ann Stiers, and particularly described in the fourth
paragraph of this bill of complaint, but also the State’s writ
of subpoena, to be directed to'the Said Washington Stickle, and
Sarah Ann Stickle, in her individual capacity and as adminis-
tratrix of Samuel G. Stiers, deceased, and the said Ambrose 10
F. Ryerson, therein and thereby commanding them and each
ot,them, on a certain day and under a certain penalty therein
to be specified, to be and appear before your Honor in this
Honorable Court, then and there to answer, but not under
oath, all and singular the premises contained in this your ora-
tors’ bill of complaint, and to stand to and abide by such order
and decree in the premises as shall seem meet and agreeable
to equity and good conscience.
And your orators as in duty bound will ever pray, Ac.

Pitn ey A Younghblood, 20
Jas; C. Youngblood, Sol's, of Compft.
of Counsel.
EXHIBIT R.
#505. Boonton, April 3, 1868.

Thi e months after date, we promise to pay to the order of
Yan Doren A Son, five hundred and five dolls, at the Na-
tional Iron Bank,/at Morristown, without defalcation or dis- 30

count, for value received. Signed,
A. G. Stie rs A Ryer son .
i three }
< 10 cent >
( stamps )
#1,000. Boonton, August 7, 1868.

Two months after date, we promise to pay to the order of
Van Boren A Son, at the National Iron Bank, at Morristown, 40
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one thousand dollars without defalcation or discount, for value
received. Signed, Stie rs & Ryerson.

$325 83-100. ¢ Boo nto n, N. J., Sept, 1, 1868.
One month after date, we promise to pay to B. C. Osborn,
10 agt. or order, three hundred and twenty-five 83-100 dollars, at
the National Iron Bank, at Morristown, without defalcation
or discount, for value received.

SSj__ 1 Signed, Stiers & Ryerson
ftwo 10 ] (Ind.) B. C. Osbor n, agf.
j & 15¢
[ stamps J

Stiers & Ryerso n.
To Van Doren & Son, Dr.

20 1868.

Julv 24. To 7546 ft, hem. 18.00 $ 134 &5
a "% 4000 ft. do. 18.00,2503x416 72. 00
ic: tt- 4000 ft, do. 20.00, 5002x316 80 00
Ny a -9624 ft. spruce, 21.00 202 10
a < 3000 ft. spruce floor; 3.00 90 00
a 2024 ft. w. p. plk. 43.00 87 03
a I 1017 . panel inch 6 61 02
i U 1 long pole ladder, 3 00
o 1. 6 poles (short), 50c, g 00
30 | U 4831 ft. wide panel, 58.00, 280 00
u i 11035 ft. common pine, 35.00, 386 22
#  ®Wa 2116 ft. 1 1-2 panel 4 1-2, 90 72
it a 5020 ft, panel, incli, 6.00, 301 20
1791 32

July 25. To 16083 ft, hem. 18.00, 289.50

a a 2000 ft, panel, 1 1-4, 44.00, 88.00

it a 2500 ft. spruce plk, 21.00, 52.50

0 1 a 3885 ft, hem., 18.00 69.93
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« 31 P 18525 ft. heifi,, 18.00 333.45
Aug. 6 u 24000 ft. hem., 18.00 432.00
Aug. 8. To 2132 ft. w. p. siding, 3 1-2

7 1-2 inch, 74.62

G “ 1487 ft. do. 3 1-2 6 inch, 48.33

U “ 1000 ft. spruce floor, 3.00 300.00

u u 2010 ft. w. p. floor, 38.00 76.38

iC “ 4407 ft. hem. floor, 2.80 123.40

Stamp on note
Aug. 13. To 5000 ft. spruce bds., 21.00 105.00

u “ 3760 ft. hem., 18.00 67.68

_“ 94 “ 10 1in. w. p. shingles, 8 1-2 85.00

1 v 10 m. hem. do., 8 80,00
STATEMENT.

1st, Principal due on note dated April 3d,
1868, at three months, $505.00
Protest fees, &c. on said note, 2.07

Int. thereon from July 6, ’68, to July 13, ’69,

2d, Principal on note dated Aug. 7, 1868,

at two months, 1,000.00
Protest fees, &c., 2.07
--------- L

Int. thereon from Oct. 10,68, toJuly 13. ’69.

3d, Principal due on note dated Sept. 1,
1868, at one month, 325.83

Protest fees, &c., 2.07

Int. thereon from Oct. 3,’68, to July 13, J69,
Al . V! 1

4th, Bill of lumber, July 24, 1868,

Int. from Oct. 24, 1868, to July 13, 1869,

1265 38

622 7310
155

337 68

20

507 07
36 18

_ 1002 07 30

53 20

1791 32
90 2240
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5th, Bills of lumber, July 25, 31/and Aug. ¢, 1868,
*Int. thereon from Nov. 6, 1868, to July 13, 1869,

6 th, Bill of lumber, August s, 1868,
Int. from Nov. s, 1868, to July 13, 1869,
Stamp on note,

7th, Bills of lumber, August 13, 18, 24, 1868,
Int. thereon from Nov. 24,1868, to July 13,1869,

10

1868.

Or. ' ’ /"

July 22. By cash)

Int. from July 22, 1868, to July
13, 1869,

Aug. 7, By note due Oct. 10, 1868,

Int. from Oct. 10,. 1868, to July
13, 1869,

Oct. 29. By note of Then. Ringleib, dated

20

30

Oct. 29, 1868, at 5 mos., int. from
date,

Int. from Oct. 29, 1868, to July
13,1869,

By note of Van Ness & Jaques,
dated Oct. 29, 1868,

Int. from Oct. 29, 1868, to Julv
13, 1869, m

p
Balance due July 13, 1869.

$300.00

20.48

1000.00

53.09

116.40

1 877

2839.56

140.23

1265 38
60 77

622 73
. 29 65

1 55

337 68
1503

6157 05

4475 43

1681 62
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IN CHANCERY- OF NEW. JERSEY.

Betw een Peter T. B. Van Doren and
William P. C. Yan Doren ,
Compl’ts,
and
Sarah Ann Stickle and Washingto n
Stickle and Ambrose F. Rve rson ,
Def'd’ts.

Filed Nov. 25, 1870. 20

Phe answer of Sarah Ann Stickle, wife of Washington
Stickle, and Washington Stickle, two of the defendants to the
bill of complaint'of Peter T. B. Yan Doren and William P.
C. Yan Doren, complainants.

These defendants now and at all times hereafter saving
and reserving to themselves all manner of benefit and advam
tage of exception to the many errors and insufficiencies in the
complainants said bill of complaint contained, for answer there-
unto, or unto so much and such part thereof as these defend- 30
ants are advised are material for them to make answer unto
they answer and say, that Samuel G. Stiers departed this life
on or about the twenty-sixth day of January, in the year of
our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sixty-nine, and that
afterwards, to wit, on the twenty-sixth day of February, in
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sixty-
nine, letters of administrationywere duly granted to the said
Sarah Ann Stiers, widow of the said -Samuel G. Stiers, by'
Joseph W . Ballentine, Esq., Surrogate of the county of Mor-
ris, and that she took upon herself the burthen of the admin- 40
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istration of the estate of the said Samuel G. Stiers, and that
afterwards, to wit, on the tenth day of June, in the year of
our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy, the said
Sarah Ann Stiers intermarried with the said Washington
Stickle, the said defendant.

And these defendants further answering say, that they are
ignorant of the partnership existing between the said com-
plainants as is set forth and alleged in the said bill of com-
plaint.

10 And these defendants further answering, deny that the said
Samuel G. Stiers and Ambrose F. Ryerson entered into part-
nership, as is alleged and set forth in the said bill of com-
plaint, on the third day of April, in the year of our Lord one
thousand eight hundred and sixty-eight, but that the said
Samuel G. Stiers and Ambrose F. Ryerson entered into co-
partnership afterwards and subsequent to said date.

And these defendants further answering, say, that the prom-
issory note set forth and referred to in the said bill, bearing
date on the third day of April, in the year of our Lord one

20 thousand eight hundred and sixty-eight, for five hundred and
five dollars, and alleged to be signed by A. G. Stiers & Ryer-
son> was given for lumber sold by Van Doren& Son to Samuel
G. Stiers and son, and was afterwards paid by Stiers & Ryer-
son, after they entered into partnership, by the giving of and
the payment of a promissory note by the said Stiers & Ryer-
son, and dated the fifteenth day of July, in the year of our
Lord one thousand eight hundred and sixty-eight, for the sum
of five hundred and eleven dollars and fifty-nine cents, and
payable to the order of Van Doren & Son, at the National

30 Iron Bank, in thirty days after the date thereof, the amount
of which last mentioned note was the principal sum of the
first named note, with the protest fees, expenses and discount
added thereto, to which last mentioned promissory note so
paid as aforesaid by the said Stiers & Ryerson when it becaine
due, and now in the possession of these defendants, these de-
fendants pray leave to refer if it become necessary so to do.

And these defendants further answering say, that after the
said Stiers & Ryerson entered into co-partnership, the said
complainants were very anxious to sell their lumber, and on

40 the twenty-fourth day of July, in the year of our Lord one



13

thousand eight hundred and sixty-eight, the said complain-
ants shipped by boat a bill of lumber amounting to one thou-
sand seven hundred and ninety-one dollars and thirty-two
cents, as by the original bill with letter of advice accompany-
ing the same, now in the possession of these defendants, they
pray to refer if it be necessary so to do.

And these defendants further answering say, that the said
Stiers & Ryerson paid upon and on account of said consign-
ment of lumber, the sum of three hundred dollars, a receipt
for which, signed by the said Van Doren & Son, and now in 10
the possession of these defendants, they pray leave to refer.

And these defendants further answering say, that the said
complainants, on the twenty-seventh day of July, in the year
last-aforesaid, consigned to the said Stiers & Ryerson another
bill of lumber, amounting to the sum of four hundred and
ninety-nine dollars and twenty-three cents, as by the original
bill with letter of advice accompanying the same, now in the
possession of these defendants, they pray leave to refer it, if it
be necessary so to do.

And these defendants further answering say, that on the 20
first and eighth days of August, in the year last aforesaid, the
said complainants consigned to the said Stiers & Ryerson an-
other bill of lumber, amounting to one thousand three hun-
dred and eighty-eight dollars and eighteen cents, as by the
original bill with letter of advice accompanying the same, of
the date of the tenth of August, of the year last aforesaid,
now in the possession of these defendants, they pray leave to
refer if it be necessary so to do.

And these defendants further answering say, that on the
eighth, thirteenth and twenty-fourth days of August, in the 30
year last aforesaid, the said complainants shipped other bill
of lumber to the said Stiers & Ryerson, amounting on the
aggregate to the sum of nine hundred and sixty dollars and
forty-one cents, as by the original bill with letters of advice
accompanying the same, now in the possession of these de-
fendants, they pray leave to refer to if it be necessary so to do.

And these defendants further answering say, that the two
bills of lumber of the thirteenth and twenty-fourth day of
August, amounted in the aggregate to the sum of three hun-
dred and thirty-seven dollars and sixty-eight cents, and these 4o
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defendants charge that the same was paid by the promissory
note of Stiers & Ryerson, dated the first day of September,
in the year last aforesaid, and payable to B. 0. Osborn, agent,
or ordeV, in thirty days, for three hundred and twenty-five dol-
lars and eighty-three cents, and that the said note should be
credited upon the said bill of lumber.

‘And these defendants further answering say, that after the
delivery of the several bills of lumber as aforesaid, and prior
to the bill of the thirteenth and twenty-fourth days of August,

10 to wit, on the seventh day of August in the year last afore-
said, the said Stiers & Ryerson gave to the said complainants
their two promissory notes, one note being the same note par-
ticularly set forth and described in the complainants’ bill of
complaint, being a note of one thousand dollars and payable
in two months after date to the complainants, or order, and
the other note being a note of the same date given by Stiers
& Ryerson, and payable at the National Iron Bank to the
complainants, or order, in three months from the date thereof,
for two thousand and four dollars and twenty cents, which

20 note was duly stamped and delivered to the complainants, and
to which note now in the possession of these defendants and
cancelled, these defendants pray leave to refer if it become
necessary so to do.

And these defendants further answering say, that the said
complainant, after the delivery of the last consignment of
lumber of the twenty-fourth day of August, made up an
account current with the said Stiers & Ryerson, and upon
which they charged the said Stiers & Ryerson with the several
bills of lumber hereinbefore particularly set forth, and credited

30 the said Stiers & Ryerson with the cash payment of three
hundred dollars, and also with the two notes aforesaid, one of
one thousand dollars, and one of two thousand dollars and
four dollars, to which account current in the hand writing of
the said complainants and now in the possession of your ora-
tors, these defendants pray leave to refer.

And these defendants further answering say, that afterwards,
on the fourteenth day of October, in the year last aforesaid,
the said Stiers & Ryerson being about to dissolve partnership/
were negotiating for the sale of the stock, lumber, good will*

40 &ec., of the partnership effects to Van Ness & Jaques, and of
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negotiation the said complainants were advised, for on the
twentieth day of October of the same year, a letter, of which
the following is a true copy, was addressed by the said com-
plainants to the said Samuel Stiers :

D’r Sir m—Make it appear that Van Ness owns the lumber
to keep things still. Yours,
Destroy this letter. Van Doren & Son.

And that afterwards, to wit, on the twenty-ninth day ofio

October of the same year, the said Stiers & Ryerson being
anxious to pay off and discharge any indebtedness that they
might owe to the said complainants, indorsed and delivered to
the said complainants, a promissory note made by one Theo-
dore Ringlieb, dated the twEnty-ninth day of October, in the
year last aforesaid, for the sum of one hundred and sixteen
dollars and forty cents, with interest from date, and payable in
five-months to the order of Stiers & Ryerson, and which said
note was received by the said complainants in part payment of

the money due them from the said Stiers & Ryerson, and the 20

said note was duly paid and the amount of the same with the
interest thereon was credited by the said complainants upon
the indebtedness of the said Stiers & Ryerson.

And these defendants further answering say, that before the
maturity of the two thousand and four dollars and twenty
cent note so as aforesaid given by the said Stiers & Ryerson
to the said complainants, the said Stiers & Ryerson sold out
their lumber, material, business, &c., to the said Van Ness &
Jaques, and the said complainants were willing to take Van
Ness & Jaques’ note in payment of any balance that might
be due from Stiers & Ryerson to the said complainants, and in
accordance with such willingness the said complainants did
receive a note of Van Ness & Jaques, dated the twenty-ninth
day of October, in the year last aforesaid, for two thousand
eight hundred and thirty-nioe dollars and fifty-six cents, with
interest, and which amount was credited by Stiers & Ryerson
upon the indebtedness of the said Van Ness & Jaques, and
was by the said complainants credited upon the account of
Stiers & Ryerson as aforesaid.

And these defendants charge, that the said sum of two 40
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thousand eight hundred and thirty-nine dollars and fiftyxis-
cents was the balance that was then and there, to wit, on the
said twenty-eighth day of October, found to be due to the said
complainants, from the said Stiers & Eyerson, upon a settle-
ment of their accounts, and that the said note of Van Ness &
Jaques was received by the said complainants in full settle-
ment of all claims and monies due and owing from the said
firm of Stiers & Eyerson to the said complainants, and that
the said complainants were to return to the said Stiers &
10 Eyerson the two notes so as aforesaid given by Stiers & Eyer-
son to the complainants, one for one thousand dollars and one
for two thousand and four dollars and twenty cents, and that
the said complainants, in accordance with such arrangement,
did take up the said promissory note of two thousand and
four dollars and twenty cents from the bank and deliver the
same to the said Stiers & Eyerson cancelled, as by reference to
the said note and the several indorsements thereon, now in
possession of these defendants will more fully and at large ap-
pear, and to which note and the several indorsements thereon,
20 these defendants pray leave to refer.

And these defendants further answering say, that they are
strangers to any proceedings had by the said complainants
against Ambrose F. Eyerson, a survivor of the firm of Stiers
& Eyerson, and are ignorant of any judgment entered up of
record against the said Eyerson, or of any execution issued on
such judgment, but.these defendants insist that if such pro-
ceedings have been had as is stated in the complainants bill,
the said complainants have no right to enforce the same claim
against these defendants or attempt to collect the same indebt-

30 edness (even though there existed any indebtedness) from these
defendants, and insist that the remedy, if any, must be against
the said survivor.

And these defendants further answering say, that the said
complainants did present a claim against the estate of Samuel
G. Stiers to Sarah Ann -Stiers, the administratrix of the said
estate, being a claim against Stiers & Eyerson, and that the
same was reported by the administratrix to the Orphans
Court, together with its other that were presented to the de-
fendant or administratrix, and that proceedings were there-

40 upon had as in case of insolvency, and exception to the amount
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of the said administrator was taken by the said complainants
inasmuch as she had not charged herself with the said prom-
issory note so as aforesaid given her by the said John J. Van
Ness, but the said court dismissed the said exception because
that the remedy of the said complainants were against the
said survivor, Ambrose F. Ryerson, and not against the ad-
ministratrix, to which proceedings and claim of the said
Orphans’ Court, these defendants pray leave to refer if it be
necessary so to do.

And these defendants further answering say, that they admit 10
that John J. Van Ness, together with James H. Hopler and
Hartman Van Ness, did give to the said Sarah Ann Stiers the
two promissory notes of the date, tenor and effect as is stated
jn the complainants’ bill, but these defendants deny that the
said notes were without consideration paid by the said Sarah
Ann Stiers, but on the contrary that they were for a valuable
consideration paid therefor by the said Sarah Ann Stiers, and
these defendants further deny that the said notes were given
for the express purpose of placing the amount thereof beyond
the reach of the said complainants as creditors of Stiers &-20
Ryerson, or to hinder or prevent the said complainants from
collecting the amount of their said debt, or any part thereof,
from the proceeds of the sale of the said partnership effects,
but insist and charge the fact to be that the said sum of eleven
hundred dollars was but a part and portion of the money that
was due and owing to the said Sarah Ann Stiers from the said
firm of Stiers & Ryerson, and that the same amount of eleven
hundred dollars was but a part payment of the money due the
said Sarah Ann Stiers.

And these defendants further answering say, that the saidso
Sarah Ann Stiers received from her mother and her mother’s
estate the sum of six hundred dollars or thereabouts, which
money she lent and advanced to her husband Samuel Gt. Stiers,
who used the same in the purchase of a farm in the county of
Morris, to wit, at Beavertown, her said husband agreeing to
repay her and pay her interest upon the same, and that after-
ward she advanced to her husband other monies which she
earned by her needle and other means ; that upon an account-
ing had by her with her husband on or about the
day of May, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hun- 40
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dred and sixty-seven, the same being the time when she, to-
gether with her husband, conveyed the said farm to Joseph
Mitchell, it was ascertained that the said Samuel G. Stiers, her
husband, was indebted to her in the sum of fifteen hundred’
dollars, and agreed to give her, the said Sarah Ann Stiers, the
said sum of fifteen hundred dollars, as soon as the property
was conveyed and the purchase money received, and that after-
wards the said Samuel G. Stiers, her husband, was anxious to
go into the lumber and building business, at Boonton, and an
opportunity offering for him to buy out the said John J. Van
Ness, who was then in that business, she was persuaded by
her husband to allow him to retain the said sum of fifteen
hundred dollars and use it in the payment of his purchase of
John Van Ness, her husband promising to make it secure to
her and to allow her interest therefor, and that in accordance,
with such arrangement and reposing the utmost confidence in
her husband she allowed him to retain and use the same, and
the same was used and retained in the said business until the
sale so as aforesaid was made by Stiers & Ryerson to the said

20 Van Ness, when the defendant, Sarah Ann Stiers, was anxious

30

40

that the whole amount so due to her as aforesaid, should be
paid or secured to her, and the same would have been secured
to her had not the complainants insisted that the whole of
their claim should be first paid, and the defendant still having
full confidence in her husband, and being informed by him and
by the said Ambrose F. Ryerson that the said payment of two
thousand eight hundred and thirty-nine dollars and fifty-six
cents would pay off the whole indebtedness to the said com-
plainants, this defendant was induced to accept the said notes
amounting to eleven hundred dollars instead of notes covering
the whole amount of indebtedness, and consented that the said
complainant should be first paid and satisfied out of the said
sale so as aforesaid made by the said Stiers & Ryerson to the
said Van Ness.

And these defendants further answering say, that the said
Sarah Ann Stiers was married to the said Samuel G. Stiers
on the day of in the year of our Lord
one thousand eight hundred and and continued
to live with him as his wife until his death as aforesaid.

And these defendants deny all unlawful combinations and
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confederacy in said bill charged, without that that any other
matter or thing material for these -defendants to make answer
unto, and not herein and hereby well and sufficiently answered,
confessed or avoided, traversed or denied, is true to the know-
ledge or belief of these defendants.

All which matters and things these defendants are ready
to aver, maintain and prove as this Honorable Court shall
direct, and pray that a decree may be made requiring the said
complainants to deliver up the said promissory note of one
thousand dollars so as aforesaid given by the said 'Stiers & 10
Ryerson to the said complainants, and also the said note of
three hundred and twenty-five dollars and eighty-three cents,
made by the said Stiers & Ryerson to the said B. K. Osborn,
agent, to be cancelled, and a further decree be made allowing
and permitting the said Sarah Ann Stickle to hold and collect
and receive the remains due upon the said two promissory
notes so as aforesaid given" by the said John J. Van Hess to
the said Sarah Ann Stiers, and that the said notes and the
money shall be decreed to be the property and effects of the
said Sarah Ann Stickle, and that the said notes were given to 20
her for a valuable consideration and for money actually due
and owing from the said Samuel Gr. Stiers to her, and that
they are a valid security in her hands, and not fraudulent and
void as against the said complainants, or any other persons ;
and further, that a decree may be made that the said com-
plainants are not entitled to any relief, and that the firm of
Stiers & Ryerson Were not indebted to the said complainants
at the time of the filing of said bill, and if it should be ascer-
tained that the firm of Stiers & Ryerson were indebted, that
the complainants are without remedy against these defend-30
ants, but that their remedy is against the said Ambrose F.
Ryerson as surviving member of said firm, and that by reason
of the said proceedings against the said Ambrose F. Ryerson
the said complainants are not entitled to any relief as against
the said defendants ) and further, that the injunction issurd
by this Honorable Court, against these defendants, preventing
and restraining them from collecting or negotiating the said
promissory notes so as aforesaid given by the said John J.
Van Ness to the said Sarah Ann Stiers, may be dissolved, and
the order appointing a receiver may be vacated, and that the 40
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receiver already appointed by this Court shall -be ordered and
directed to deliver to the said Sarah Ann Stickle the said two
promissory notes so as aforesaid given to her by the said John
J. Van Ness, and by the said Sarah Ann Stickle delivered to
and indorsed over to the said receiver in accordance with the
order of this Court, and further pray that they may be hence
dismissed with their reasonable costs and charges in their be-

half most wrongfully sustained.
AUG. W. CUTLER,
10 Sol. and of Counsel with Def’ts.

NEW JERSEY, )
m Morris County, ss. j
Washington Stickle and Sarah Ann Stickle, being duly
sworn according to law, depose to say that the facts and alle-
gations in the within answer set forth and contained, so far as
they relate to the acts and deeds of these deponents, are true,
and so far as they relate to the acts and deeds of other per-
sons they believe them to be true.

20 WASHINGTON STICKLE.
her
SARAH ANN X STICKLE,
mark.

Sworn and subscribed before |
me, November 25, 1870. j

Fred. A. De Mott,
M C. C.

A true copy,
13 Gummere . Cleik.
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IN CHANCERY OF NEW JERSEY.

Between Peter T. B. Van Doren and\
William P. C. Van Dor en ,
Compl’ts, On Bill, dc.

and Depositions.
Washington Stickle, ef ux.

Def’ts.

Examination of witnesses in the above stated cause, taken 20
before Samuel S. Halsey, one of the Masters of the Court of
Chancery of New dJersey, at his office in Morristown, pursuant
to notice, on Tuesday, the eleventh day of April, A. D., eigh-
teen hundred and seventy-one, in the presence of Henry C.
Pitney, Sol’r for.and of counsel with complainants, Augustus
W. Cutler, Sol'r for and of counsel with Washington Stickle
and wife, and Michael L. O’Keefe, of counsel with and Sol'r
for defendant Ryerson, at ten o’clock' in the forenoon of said
day. SAMUEL S. HALSEY,

Master in Chancery of New dJersey.

George R. Moore, a witness, called and sworn on the part
of complainants, deposes and says :

I reside at Changewater, Hunterdon county, New Jersey;
I am acquainted with Sarah Ann Stickle, one of the defend-
ants ; she is a sister of mine. Her first husband’s name was
Samuel G. Stiers ; can’t tell where they lived. My father’s
name was John G. Moore, and my mother’s name was Jane ;
her maiden name was Rodenbach. My father and mother 40
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used to live in Sussex oOounty ; my father died in Sussex.
After my father’s death my mother moved back into Hunter-
don where she was born and brought up ; her father was born
and brought up in Hunterdon county, in Lebanon township,
near Clarksville ; my mother had ten children, nine survived
her ; there were either eight or nine living at her death ; their
names are Elizabeth Hoffman, wife of Herbert Hoffman, Sarah
Ann Stiers, now Sarah Ann Stickle, wife of Washington
Stickle, myself, George R. Moore, Catharine Pence, wife of
10Jacob Pence, Jane Creger, wdfe of Andrew Creger, Hannah
Martinus, wife of Frederick Martinus, John Moore, Margaret
Castner, wife of John Castner, Keziah Beavers, wife of Ebe-
nezer F. Beavers ; Mary Linaberry died before my mother did.
My mother owned real estate in her lifetime ; I can’t tell how
much ; there was a house and lot of several acres and a wood
lot ; she sold it in her lifetime ; several years before she died,
likely ten or twelve years ; can’t tell how much she got for it ;
she had no other property besides this, except some household
goods and two or three cows ; she was not, to my knowledge,
20 possessed of any other goods or property besides the real estate
I have spoken of and the household goods and cows above
mentioned ; I can’t tell what property she was possessed of at
the time of her death. I lived at Sussex at the time, and
they sent for me to come down and get my share of it ; I
went down ; my mother did not leave a will ; the understand-
ing was that the property was to be equally divided among the
children ; it appears to me I got about fifty-five or fifty-six
dollars in cash, as near as I can recollect ; I went to E. S.
Beavers’ to get my share (my brother-in-law) ; the other
BOchildren were there ; Mrs. Sarah Ann Stiers was there ; and
the amoiint paid to each was about fifty-five dollars ; that
was the understanding ; no letters of administration were
taken out upon my mother’s estate ; we settled it up among
ourselves ; my brothers-in-law, Pence and Beavers, attended'
to dividing up the estate ; I think there was beside the fifty-
five dollars some bedding and household goods divided among
the girls ; I paid no attention to this ; this consisted .of one
bed and plenty of bed clothing and her wearing apparel ; she
was not keeping house at the time she died ; to my knowledge
40 she had no considerable amount of household furniture ; I did
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not pay Mrs. Stiers any money, to knowledge ; so far as I
know, my mother never had any property except what was
there divided among her children ; this money- that was
divided there was the proceeds of the sale of her house and
lot and wood lot.

Q. Did you ever hear any pretense in the family that your
sister, Sarah Ann Stiers, got six hundred or eleven hundred dol-
lars, or any such sum of money from her mother’s estate ?

Objected to. 10
A. 1 never did.

Cross-examined by Mr. Cutler.

I used to live at Lafayette, in Sussex county ; I left Sussex
county four years ago; I went to Lafayette in the Fall of 1831
and moved out of the village in 1860 ; went to Freedon, about
four miles this side of Newton ; I went from there to Wash-,
ingtonville ; then to the Pond; then to Newton ; then to 90
Middleville, and thence to Hunterdon ; I think I was about
two years at Freedon before I went, to Lafayette ; my father
died in the Spring of 1831, in Sussex county ; he left no
property to my knowledge; he died in Green township, Sussex
county, on a farm belonging to Wm. Coates near Springdale;
my mother moved down to a place called Little Brook, in
Lebanon township, Hunterdon county, the same spring ; I
can’t tell how long she lived there ; I visited her about once a
year; after sister Hannah got married my mother went to live
with her, still in Hunterdon county ; my mother continued to
live in Hunterdon until she died ; she died about seven years
ago ; my mother rented her real estate for some time after she
left 1t; 1t was not well taken care of and she sold 1t; my
mother got her real estate from her father ; he gave it to her
before his death ; I believe my mother received a little some-
thing from her father’s estate besides this property I can’t
say how much ; her father died several years after the death
of my father ; I don’t think she got over $100 or $200 of her
father’s estate besides the land ; my mother was at Beavers’
at the time she died ; there was a statement made by Beavers 40
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and Pence at the time of the division of this money ; the
money was brought from Chester by Mrs. Martinus) I do not
know who had the money in Chester ; I expect this money
had been lent out in Chester ; I could not tell whether I signed
a receipt the day this division was made or not; I have never
visited Mrs. Stiers since she has lived in the county of Morris ;
1 am on friendly terms with her ; she was there at the time
of the division of this money.

I have been at Mrs. Stiers’ house, I think, three times since

10 her marriage, while she lived in Warren county.

My father and mother moved out of Sussex into Hunterdon
a few days before my father died ; he stayed behind to settle
up some business a few days and was taken sick and died.

Re-direct.

My understanding was that the money my mother left was
equally divided among her children ; when Mrs. Stiers was
. first married she lived in Warren county «and then moved down

into Morris.
GEO. R. MOORE.

Sworn and subscribed this
[t day of April, A. D.
1871, before me.
Samuel S. Halsey,

M. C. C

William P. C. Van Doren, a witness, called and sworn on
the part of complainant, deposes and says :

30 : . ;
I am one of the complainants in this cause ; the other com-

plainant is my father, and one of the firm of Van Doren &
Son ; I am acquainted with the firm of Stiers & Ryerson, of
Boonton ; knew Stiers better than Ryerson ; my business was
always done with Stiers ; I never knew Ryerson till after the
transactions with our firm ; Stiers’ name was Samuel G.
Stiers and Ryerson’s name was Ambrose F.
Van Doren & Son sold lumber to Stiers & Ryerson.
Exhibit E shown witness, being note dated April 3, 1868,
40 at three months, for $505 ; witness says the signature to this
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note 1s in the hand writing of Samuel Gr. Stiers ; when that
note came due a new note was given for it ; the new note was *
for #511.59-100. The new note was signed by Stiers & Ryer-
son, and when that new note came due it was paid by our check.

Exhibit F shown witness, he says that is the check that
paid the note ; tl* check is indorsed by Stiers & Ryerson*
Myv father drew that check and handed it to Stiers ; I think
it was at our office in Washington, Warren county. I learned
from Stiers that there was quite a time about the check after-
wards. The note was passing through the Hackettstown 10
bank for collection ; we do our business at the Phillipsburg*
bank ; the note was payable at the Iron Bank, Morristown ;
the note had been returned from the Morristown bank and was
at the Hackettstown bank on its way to Phillipsburg ; Mr.
Stiers had the cashier, Mr. Roe, go to the bank and get it
for him. This check was money lent by us to Stiers & Ryer-
son to take up the note, to save it from protest and dishonor.
We kept the note of $505 and never gave it up to Stiers &
Ryerson. The $511.59-100 note was never returned to us by
Stiers & Ryerson. The $505 note was never paid except by 20
the giving of the $511.59-100 note which we paid by check.

Exhibit Gr shown witness, being note of $1,000, dated
August 7, 1868, That note is in my hand writing, signed by
Stiers with the firm name of Stiers & Ryerson ; this note lias
never been paid by them.

Exhibit H shown witness, note dated September 1, 1868,
for $325.83-100. Witness says that note was given for
freight, to B. C. Osborn, agent of Stewart’s freight line, and
by him indorsed over to us. That was never paid by Stiers &
Ryerson. This signature to this note is in the hand writing *
of Stiers.

Note of $2,004 being called for by complainants’ counsel
was produced by Mr. Cutler, dated August 7th, 1868, at three
months, marked Exhibit I. Witness says this note was paid
by a check of ours, date November 12,1868, of $2,004.20-100.
The note was paid at the Phillipsburg bank, being recalled
from Morristown by Mr. Roe, the cashier of that bank. I
have not the check with me here this morning; I was not
aware it was wanted. I have the stub of the check with the
original memorandum, made at the time ; the number of the 40
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check is 41. The memorandum is as follows : “ No. 41, date
Nov. 12, 1868, took up Stiers & Ryerson note, Morristown
bank $2,004.20-100, sent Lewis Roe’s order by mail.”

The money I paid this note was the money of Van Doren
& Son. I don’t know exactly how the note came into the
hands of Stiers.

The debt represented by the note was not paid by them nor
considered cancelled by the note.

Q. Was any pretense ever made, to your knowledge, by Mr.

10 Stiers or Mr. Ryerson, that that note was ever paid by Stiers
& Ryerson, or either of them ?

A. Not that I know of.

Q. The claim put in to the estate of Samuel Gf Stiers and
annexed to the bill in this case, is that a correct statement of
your account against Stiers & Ryerson P

A. Yes sir.

The counsel for defendant admits that the lumber, charged
on Exhibit B, annexed to the bill of complaint is substantially
20 correct.

Q. Exhibit B shows a credit for a note of $2,839.56-100,
made by Van Ness & Jaques. How does that note come to
be there ?

A. Stiers & Ryerson sent word that they could dispose of
the lumber they had on hand to Van Ness & Jaques. They
wanted to pay us and they gave us this note of Van Ness &
Jaques as far as it would reach. This was just the amount
of the inventory of the lumber Stiers & Ryerson turned over

30 to Van Ness & Jaques, with the interest added.

Q. Did you accept that in full of what they owed you ?

A. No sir.

Q. Was the sum of $2,839.56-1,00 the balance of what they
owed you ?

A. No sir.

Q. Did you agree, in consideration of the receipt of the
$2,839.56-100 note, to give up and return to Stiers & Ryerson
the other notes you held against them ?

A. No sir.

40
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Counsel for complainants requests counsel for defendants to
produce the account current referred to on page 7 of Mrs.
Stickles’ answer, which was produced. This paper marked
Exhibit K, on part of complainants, witness says that state-
ment is right.

Q. If you add to the lumber account in Exhibit B the sum
of [5.10-100 for expenses to Boonton, and check of $511.19-
100, will the accounts as you make them on the table here
correspond ? !

A. They will.

Q. And the note of $2,000 and $1,000 have never been
paid ?

A. No.

We sued Kyerson after Stiers’ death as surviving partner of
Stiers & Everson, and recovered judgment on this same ac-
count. We never realized anything on our execution ; as far

10

as I know he is insolvent.

Cross-Examined by Mr. Cutler. 20

We do not keep a letter book. -

Paper shown witness which I have marked Exhibit No. 1
on part of defendants. Witness says, that is in my hand
writing.

Paper shown witness which I have marked Exhibit No. 2
on part of defendants. Witness says, this paper is in my hand
writing. .

Paper writing shown witness which 1 have marked Exhibit
No. 3 on part of defendants. Witness says, this paper is inso
my hand writing.

Paper shown witness which I have marked Exhibit No. 4
on part of defendants. He says this paper is in my hand
writing.

Paper shown witness which I have marked Exhibit No. 5.
He says, the first part of this paper is in my hand writing and
the four last lines are in my father’s hand writing.

Paper shown witness which I have marked Exhibit No. 0
on part of defendants. He says, this is in my hand writing

Paper shown witness which I have marked Exhibit No. 7 40
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on part of defendants. He says, this, also, is in my hand
writing.

Paper writing shown witness which I have marked Exhibit
No. 8 on part of defendants. He says, this is in my father’s
hand writing.

Paper shown witness which I have marked Exhibit No 9
on part of defendants. He says, this paper is in my father’s
hand writing.

Paper shown witness which I have marked Exhibit No. 10

10 on part of defendants. He says, this is in my hand writing.

Paper shown witness which I have marked Exhibit No. 11
on part of defendants. He says, this is in my hand writing.

I was at Boonton at the time the note of Yan Ness &
Jaques for $21,839.56-100 was given.

Examination adjourned to 2 1-2 o’clock P. M.

Tuesday Afternoon.— Examination continued pursuant

20 to adjournment.

Cross-Examination continued.

I have the check dated November 12, 1868, at home;

Q. How long were you at Boonton at the time this note of
$2,839.56-100 was given,- and with whom did you stay P

A. If T recollect aright, I came down there in the morning
train and took an account of the lumber that was there.
Counted it and went to Montville and stayed all night with

30 Mr. Stiers, about a mile from Boonton. The next morning I
took the note from Yan Ness & Jaques. I think, but I am
not certain, we went out to Parsippany to see the man who
kept I's books. I think I returned home the same day, hut I
am not certain.

I got the Theodore Ringleib note from Samuel Stiers ;
Stiers went to the nail mill or rolling mill and got it, while I
was at the hotel ; I am not certain that that was the same
day I got the Jaques note ; I don’t recollect whether I ob-
tained it on that same trip, or whether he, Stiers, sent it to

40 me ; I can’t say whether he had it when lie returned from the



29

rolling mill; I don’t think he ever sent me any other notes
than those which have been mentioned. I did not, to my
knowledge, have a note of Andrew Decker’s. 1 did not, to
my knowledge, have a note of Joseph Hellers’. I did not, to
my knowledge, have any notes from Stiers & Everson, other
than I have spoken of.

Q. Was there any statement of the indebtedness of Htiers
& Eyerson to Van Doren & Son, at the time you obtained the
Jaques note ?

A. No more than those had already; no new statement was 10
made up that day, to my knowledge. Stiers & Eyerson did
not require any receipt for that note ; they wanted it placed
to their credit. If there was any receipt given I don’t recol-
lect of it.

Q. For what purpose did you go to Boonton at that time ?

A. They were in trouble, and had an opportunity to dis-
pose of their lumber, and wanted me to come down and help
them along with this thing, wanting to pay us for fear their
other creditors might bother them. They owed some in New-
ark and Eockaway, but wanted us to have GUs. 20

I don’t recollect when the next time was that I went to
Boonton to see Stiers & Eyerson.

Q. Did you go to Boonton after that time before the death

of Stiers ?
A. T don’t recollect.

I can’t say that I saw Samuel G Stiers after I got that
$2,839.56-100 note; I can’t say thatI did not; I don’t recol-
lect about that. I think I was at Mrs. Stiers’ once ; can’t
say whether it was before or after her husband’s death.

I don’t recollect whether I was at Mrs. Stiers’ after Mr. 30
Stiers’ death, or not. , .

Q. At the time you obtained the Van Ness & Jaques note,
why did you not obtain some acknowledgement of the balance
due from Stiers & Eyerson ?

A. There was two notes in the bank at that time. We
could not do anything with those because they were not due
at that time. And there was no final settlement.

The notes in banks were the $1,C00 note and the .‘52,000”Ii
note.

Q. The one thousand dollar note came due October 10, 40
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1868, as appears by the Exhibit. You do not refer to that
note then ?

A. It was under protest, that note, at that time.

Q. If then you refer to the $1,000 and the $2,000 notes,
and they added to the $2,839.56-100, Van Doren & Son would
have been indebted to Stiers & Eyerson, would they not ?

A. T don’t see that they would.

There never was any agreement at any time by which Stiers
& Eyerson were to sell these goods on commission. In Octo-

10 her, 1868, we did not suppose Stiers & Eyerson to own any-
thing outside of what they sold to Yan Ness & Jaques.

Q. Explain how Exhibit I, being note of $2,004.20-100,
came into the possession of Stiers & Eyerson ?

A. T can’t explain that. The cancellation of this note looks
like a bank cancellation ; I can’t say whether it is or not.

Q The $325.83-100 note, given to Osborn, agent, how
came that note into your possession ?

A. We took it from Mr. Stewart, the owner of the note.
We were in no way responsible for its payment.

20
Ee-direct Examination by Mr. Pitney..

The note of $505 was given to my brother, April 21, 1868,
and dated back to April 3, 1868. It was dated back because
the lumber was shipped in March and the note was dated the
day the lumber got there ; there was some delay on the road.
As I understood afterwards, Stiers’ son had sold out to Eyer-
son before the lumber reached the yard. The firm was then
changed from Stiers & Son to Stiers & Eyerson. His son’s

30 name in the firm was John E. Stiers.

I was here at the Court House during the trial of the cause
of Yan Boren & Son against Eyerson, surviving partner of
Stiers & Eyerson, in May, 1869. The question as to Eyer-
son’s liability on the $505 note was litigated in that suit.
Evidence was adduced on the subject on each side. Eyerson
was there in court, and John E. Stiers was sworn as a witness.

The advertisement, Exhibit No.  was drawn to help Stiers
& Eyerson. Mr. Stiers came up to see us at Washington,
saying that the opposition lumber yard, Mr. Tompkins, assisted

40 by Theodore Baldwin, had been circulating a report that the
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lumber-belonged to Yan Doren & Son. People were afraid to
buy and settle for the same on account of our coming on with
lien. He wanted me to get him up an advertisement, which
I did, and sent it to him. This advertisement was not on our
account in any way whatever | it was just a kindness towards
him.

The receipt for #300, produced here, is the same #300 I
credited the firm of Stiers & Ryerson on account.

Q. By Exhibit K it would appear that in October, 1868,
Stiers & Ryerson owed you #1,234.45-100, beside the note of
#2,000, and the note of #1,000 and the freight note. To
what was the #2,839.56-100 note to be applied ?

A. It was to be applied, I suppose, to the account as it is
here, and the balance on the notes. That is the way we did
it. After giving them all credits, the amount due us from
them was less than #2,000.

Q. Would or would not that circumstance account for the
#2,000 note coming back into their hands ?

A. Tt would.

Q. After you had taken the Yan Hess & Jaques note of20
#2,839.56-100 had you a right to hold all the other notes,
viz.: the #2,000 note, the #1,000 note, the #500 note and the
#325.83-100 note ?

A. Ho sir.

In Exhibit K they are charged with the check of #511.19-
100. This is the check which has been offered in evidence.
We had all these notes discounted, and the #2,000 note was
running in the bank at the time I got the Jaques note, and the
#1,000 note was protested and unsettled.

0 I 30
becond Cross-Examination by Mr. Cutler.

Q. In your statement, Exhibit K, showing the amount of
indebtedness #4,534.95-100, does that include all the indebt-
edness of Stiers & Ryerson P

A. T suppose so ; it was the bill rendered. It does not in-
clude the freight note ; I did not have that note then.

Paper marked by me Exhibit Ho. 12, offered in evidence by
counsel for defendants, witness says, this is the claim pre-
sented by me to the administrator of Samuel Gt Stiers. 40
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w to WILLIAM R C>-VAN” BOREN.
Sworn xand'Subscribed this™iKe$ 1<11)i(
\lili day of April, A, D. y potad &
1,371, before w e . $ 11 h» (1 Jopff gife .'/n,,.,.! vn* '
hfcdggiioil sniOf SAMIJR, B Halley, rr ~ S Ip

annexed, to the bill are to be, used in this .cause as if here again
Neexhibited.f .jwy iUum 6os ;>.A

Counsel for complainants offers in evidenceijudgment roll
Van Boren & Son. ys* liyeison,:;survivor .pf-$tiprs. & %Ryerson,
in Morris.Circuit Court, recovery May, 17, 1869, which 1 have
marked Exhibit T on pgrt;..of,.<omplainants,”

Also certified, copy of execution and Sheriff's return, thereon,
which I have marked Exhibit M on part of complainants.

Also;a certified; icopy of billof particulars annexed .to the
declaration belonging to, Exhibit L, which I have marked Ex-
hibit N on part of complainants * p.,H g|9YAY

n % AMpRL, S. Hal/EYA,
"oFnr  f ! il hti“u JM¥G.IT 1 r i
Examih&'tion'jacijb afternoon at 2 1-2
o’clock.'

Wednesday After noon, April 12, 1871, at 2 1-2 o’clock
P. M. Examination continued.

Aacob Pence* a \\dtnes|” called,$nfl tsyprq, on the|;parf bf

* complainants, deposes, and says.,; .. f .»$* * 1nl M
30 A

I reside in Warren county, in Washington township.; I am

a son-in-law of Mrs. Jane Moore ; my wife is"a sister of Geo.
Moore/and also of'Sarah Ann 'Stickle,' formerly Sarah Ann
Stiers; my wife has a sister, a Mrs. Beavers, and a sister, Mrs.
Martimis, and a sister, Mrs. Creager. My wife’s mother was

a widow when she died, and she died at the house of Mrs.
Beavers ; I was acquainted with my wife’s mother in her life
time she lived around amongst her children but made her
40 principal home with Mrs. Beavers ; kept her bed there ; she
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formerly in her lifetime owned a lot of land of five or six acres
which I think she sold for $500 or $600. She held the note
for it for a long time before she died, and I think she got the
money before she died. During her widowhood I think she
had no other property besides this land except some household
goods ; I suppose she had a cow and some household goods,
amounting in value in all to about $200 ; she made no will ;
no administration was taken out; we divided the property
among ourselves ; during her lifetime she received a small
legacy from her father amounting to a small sum. The whole
amount her father died possessed of was $300 or $400 ; he
died leaving four children and she got her share of that $300
or $400; her father deeded to her this lot in his lifetime; this
was before I was married. At the death of my mother-in-law
her estate was equally divided among her children, it was
done at Mr. Beavers'; the children were all present; the
money she left was divided equally among the eight children ;
I think each one received in money between fifty and sixty
dollars ; Mrs. Beavers and I divided it; of the household
goods, the bed was sold and the clothing was divided among
the children ; the bed brought about $35 or $45, and that
money was put in with the rest and divided. Besides the
property I have mentioned. I never knew of Mrs. Moore's, my
mother-in-law, having any other; Mr. Moore, my wife’s father,
died a great many years ago ; I never heard of his leaving any

property.

Cross-Examined.

20

Mrs. Moore’s father did not live with her at the time of hisgQ

death; he filed at Clinton township, near High Bridge, at the
house of one Terenbery; he made his home with her after her
husband’s death while she kept house, until she sold her prop-
erty ; he then came and lived with me a year or two and from
my place he went to Mr. Terenbery’s aud died there ; I could
not say how long he lived with his daughter ; I should think
ten or twelve years.

I think there was administration granted upon his estate.

His administrator was Abraham Banghart. He left a paper

stating how he wanted his property left, but I don’t think it 40
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was executed as a will ; Mrs. Moore had a wood lot besides
tile lot I have spoken ;/ it lay near the house lot ; I had for-
gotten this when I spoke of the other ; the wood was not all
cut off, that I know of, in her lifetime ; I think the wood was
not sold in her lifetime ; Mr. John Waters bought the house
and lot of her ; the old lady has been dead six or seven years ;
her father has been dead, I think, about twenty-live years ; I
don't know who bought the wood lot.

With regard to the wood lot, Mrs. Moore got her lire wood
from it and may have owned it, but I don’t know whether she
did or not ; Mrs. Moore and her sister lived near it and both

of them got their lire wood from it.

Ile-direct.

Q. Did you ever hear or know of Mrs. Stieis getting any
more money from her mother than her other brothers and sis-

ters got ?

Objected to.

A. T did not.
JACOB PENCE

Sworn and subscribed this)
1%h day of April, A. D. %
1871, before me. )

Samue 1 S. Halsey,
M. C. C

v’ g I — — N\

Janies C. Youngblood, a witness, called and sworn on part
of complainants, deposes and says :

I attended at the Court House in the Orphans’ Court, of
Morris county, last Summer, in the matter of the trial of the
exceptions of Yan Doren & Son, filed to the account of Sarah
Ann Stiers, Administratrix of Samuel G. Stiers, deceased, u

Mrs. Stiers was examined under the statute in that case,

under oath. She was asked as to these notes in controversy



iii this suit. She was asked why she did not charge herself
with them in the account. She said she did not take them
into account because they were her property. The notes mwere
given in payment of the share of Samuel G. Stiers in the
property of Stiers & Everson, sold to John J. Yan Hess.
She, stated that she got the money from her mother, hut it
afterwards turned out she meant from her mother’s estate.
Her statement in substance was, she got $1,100 about six
months after, her mother’s death ; that her mother had a farm
which she.sold and this money was a part ofit; that the farm
was sold before her mother’s death, and the matter was set-
tled up among themselves, the heirs, six girls and two boys,
and that George Moore paid her this $1,100, at her sister’s,
Mrs. Beaver’s, in Hunterdon county.

She said her mother left no will, and that her brother
George settled the matter up for them. 'She 'said after she
got her money of George Moore she let her husband have it a
year or two after she got it j before that she kept it in the
house, and he had it until this sale of Stiers & Ilyerson to
John J. Yan Ness. She further stated that she did not take
any note or bond for it from her husband, but had an account
of it in a memorandum book which her husband put there
when he got the money. I took notes of her examination, and
I have those notes here. I think she said hermother’s prop-

erty was divided equally among the heirs.,
Cross-Examined.

This evidence of mine is most of it from recollection. That
relating to the money, the amount of it and the source from
which it came, the keeping of it in the house by her, the lend-
ing of it by her to her husband, and her reasons for not charg-
ing herself with it, aré from my memory entirely, because I
recollected that very distinctly. I recollect this without my
notes, and I think if the questions had been asked me I should
have recollected all of it without my notes. I have read my
notes to-day before I was sworn. Witness says he has no ob-
jections to counsel for defendants having a copy of his notes
of evidence, and to the original notes of evidence being intro-

duced in evidence.

10
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40



f Re-direct..

The case was adjourned after Mrs. Stiers’ examination for
two weeks, from August 22 to Sept. 5, and I believe in the
meantime the bill in this cause was tiled and the injunction
obtained. I did not attend on the fifth of September and
don’t know what took place.

JAMES C. YOUNGBLOOD.

Swof'iii and. subscribed this
10 12*A day of April, A. D,
1871, before me. .y

Samuel S. Halsey,

Henry C. Pitney, a .witness, called and sworn on the part of

complainants, deposes and says :

J was present in the Court House in Morristown” on the 22d
20day of August, 1870, before the Morris, Orphan’s Court, on
the tnal of the exceptions filed by the complainants herein to
the account of Sarah Ann Stiers, afterwards Stickle, the de-
fendant herein, as administratrix of Samuel G. Stiers, deceased.
Mrs. Stiers was examined as accountant under the statute by
mp? and questioned as tp why she was not charged with the
two promissory notes set forth in the bill of complaint in this
cause. The two notes were produced on her examination and
I took copies of them which were used in drawing the bill of
complaint. Mrs. Stiers’ answers to my questions were substan-
;pOfially as stated by Mr. Youngblood in his evidence just given.
My recollection of her answers corresponds with Mr. Young-
blood s evidence; 1 took notes of her examination, but not so
full as Mr. Youngblood. Upon looking at them I don’t know
but they are almost as full as Mr. Youngblood’s. Counsel can
look at them if he has a mind to ; I hold them in my hands.
I recollect that she said that each one of her brothers and sis-
ters got the same amount from her mother’s estate that she
did, and I find a brief note to that effect in substance in my
notes of evidence. After Mrs. Stiers was examined the ex-

40 eeptants asked and procured an adjournment for two weeks, till
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the fifth of September. The Court intimated '1?}'1;%[ tillely had
not jurisdiction to grant the relief vve,soughtex » fore the
fifth of September the bill in this cause was filed and theiu-
junction procured. On the fifth of-September, the. parties met
and Jacob Pence, G-eprge Moore, Andrew Creager and Ebene-
zer S. Beavers, all except George Moore being brothers-in-law
of Mrs, Stiers, were sworn as witnesses. The Court then de-
cided that they had no jurisdiction, and made a decree which

will be exhibited herein, and|p immediately served the. injunc-

tion in this cause on Mrs. Stfers. " ?7 v : 10
G" PITNEY/
Sworn and subscribed this i \
12th day of April, A. D. > k
1871, before me. )

Samue 1 S. Halsey,
Im

Counsel for complainants offers in evidence a deed from Am -
brose F.”Ryerson and Samuel G . Stiers toi Jbhii if"*Van'Hess,.,
which I have marked Exhibit O bh part of complainants. 20

Also decree and proceedings in the Orphans’ Court marked
by me Exhibit P bb part oP bbmplainants.

Mr. Cutler offers Mr. Youngblood’s notes, and also Mr.
Pitney’s notes of Mrs. Stiers examinatioh, in the Orphans’
Courtf testifiedlabout hv them." Mr. Pitne” agreed ,fo furnish

to said Cutler copies Of said |ribte& to‘be used in place of
originals.I""b so Imn mow n‘u- [ |

Friday Mor ning , April 14,1871 *—Examination continued
before Edmund 1> Halsey, Master in Chancery, by consent, in
presence qf Henry C, Pitney, of counsel for complainants, and
Augustus W . Cutler, of counsel for defendants.

The complainants not having a witness ready* the defendy

ants proceed with their testimony as follows :, Mfj YOS

Mary Pool, a witness’, called and sworn on part of defend-
ants, deposes and says : . e Voo f

>

40



38

< I aiU the. wife ptVJeremiah D. Pool, and reside at Hacketts-
town, Warren county, N. J. .1 have lived there twenty-five
or? thirty ?years«hil am .the; daughter! of Mrs. Stickle,. the de-
feudant.”1 7/ofd : :wviifiet ~4 -lenow adf baa wo*
v 1 remember? when my grandmother (my mother’s mother)
died ;/it was in 18614, I think; my mother was at my house
just before her mother’s death; she had been to see her mother
alfhat time, she told me;; she was there three days, I think,
Of with me, as near as.I can recollect; she went from my house
10 to her house at Beavertown ; slie showed me a hundred dollar
bill she had, and said she had two hundred dollars. [Declara-
tions of her mother objected to.] She had some other bills in
her hand which she was showing ; I did not take particular
notice ; she had some silver money but I could not say how
much ;* she counted the money, hut I was, busy with my work
and did net pay particular notice of it.

dy sLm Gi1V«ouil " MAHv poor:..

Sworn and subscribed before
me%thzs 14tk day ofApril,
m 187E.1 wv- lggg 11Sf

Edmund D. Hals ey,
-iIHOMH 1 f °‘Master'in Chancery of New dJersey.

Amanda B. Barmore, a witness, called and sworn on- part
of defendants, deposes and-says :** jj

I am the wife of William Barmore, and live at Montville,

1 in this county ; I have lived there, or in that neighborhood,
between sixteen and eighteen years ; I am a daughter of Sang
30uel G Stiers ; i1 know my father said he got money from my
mother. [Objected to as irrelevant and as declarations of a
third party.] He did not say how much, but he said got
.money from my mother to pay the interest on the farm we
lived on ; I don’t know exactly when this was, but it must
have been as much as six or eight years ago * I think it was
as long ago as that, or longer;; he did not mention the amount;
%e said it was her money but did not say where she got it from.

~ [All declarations of Mr. Stiers objected to by Mr. Pitney.]
401 saw my mother give my father money at different times ; I
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could not say how, often, but it was a great many times, a
number of times ; I hannot recalll the amdurits, because dnever
jiaid any particular attention to i t if| ;gtflfioo norte'// j : W r

I was ndt present and do not know that my mother sold-a
cow and gave the money to my father ; I know he told tue
she did sell the cow f I could not say for how much, or what
she did with thé money ; I don’t think I heard him say what
she did with the money ; I suppose it was mother’s cow. ;

T recollect the time when mv mother gOt: these two notés of
Tan Ness and others, referred to in -this case.:-m 4m diiw 10

Q. State what yolii- father said abolit these notes* and whyOi
they were given ?

IObjected,to as generally incoiupgtent,,] .. a-A-A hpaA

A. lie told me they were given to mother forluioney he had
had of lief at difttuTnt times, and yet mother Svasa-1 satisfied
with the notes ; I was atiliMtyfllé WKM-hc toM fé iMs -p13
stood on the tow path and he stood on the boat ; he did not
say wherein she was dissatisfied” except that she did not think
they were enough for what he had had in alkjl dithiuh,-tliis
conversation was in October in the same year my father sold”

out his lumber yard. .;shaaM al
----- V- -+ ~.r;AATAN]A B. BARMOHE.

Sworn and subscribed before
me, this 14i” day of April,

Edmund D. Halsky, vrh
Master in Chancery of New Jersey.

Walter K. Stiers, a witness, called and sworn on part of;,
defendants, déposés and says : " / u

I am twenty-six years of ago) I don’t stop anjwheéefé in
particular j 1 am sometimes at Moritville and sométihiés sat
Rockaway Valley Y I aih a séli of Bamiiél G. Stiérs / IHived
with my father when lie lived at' Beaveftown and sold his
property there ; Mr. Mitchell bought the latin f I Was botile
when the deeds were executed j X/was present at a coayeria” 4Q
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lion between MY father and mother about signing the deed
[Objected to as irrelevant and incompetent.] He came in the
back room and said if she would come in and sign the deed lie
would give her the fifteen hundred dollars which was to be
paid on the place that day. [All declarations-of Mr. Stiers
or Mrs. Stiers objected to by Mr. Pitney.] She asked him
where she was going to get her share, and he said he would
give her the fifteen hundred dollars for her share.
I saw her give him two hundred dollars once ; that was all
101 ever saw her give him ; we were living at Beavertown then ;
it was paper money ; I reinember when my grandmother died;
I think it was after her death when I saw this two hundred
dollars paid ; It was somewhere about that time ; I do not
know where my mother got that money.

Cross-Examined by Mr. Pitney.

My father got five thousand dollars for the farm he sold to
Mitchell; T do not know exactly how much it was mortgaged

~ for ; I do not know whether the fifteen hundred dollars was
hot all he got above the mortgages; I did not pay much
attention to it as to how much he got, for I thought it was
none of my business ; my mother used to make butter and
sell; she used to sell a great many eggs ; she did not sell any
poultry or milk ; she used to collect the money for the butter

and eggs.
WALTER STIERS.

Sworn and subscribed before
Qn  me, this 14th day of April,
dU 1871.
Edmund D. IJalsev,
Master in Chancery of New Jersey.

Elizabeth Jane DeHart, a witness, called and sworn on part
of defendants, deposes and says :

I reside at Powerville, Morris county, and have lived there
40 two years; prior to that I lived at Beavertown two years;



41

prior to that I lived at Pompton Plains where I lived seven or

ciglit years ; I am a daughter of Samuel G. Stiers. til ho 10j/i0'
I was present when my father jgave my mbth” hhe notes in ?

controversy in this suit ; they were <given<at my (lather’s

house in Boontonj| I do not know as there was any one pres- .

ent except my mother and myself when he gave them to her. v
Q; State what your father said ?

*

Objected to.

A. He said when he gave them to her that it was lier »
money, that the notes were hers and that she could take them
and do with them as, she pleased) I don’t remember my
mother saying anything ; she took the notes | he did not"say
then why the notes were hers j he took me home the same
evening and told me then why he ga.ve her the notes, and that
it was for money borrowed.

I dont know as I ever saw my mother give my father any

money.
ELIZABETH J. DEHART. ~

Sworn and subscribed before
me, this 14tli day of April,

'"Edmund D. Halsey,
Master in Chancery of New dersey.

Examination adjourned until Friday morning at ten o’clock1
April 21, 1871.

" fr m~l 30
Saturday Morning , Sept, 30, 1871.— Examination of

witnesses continued at the office of Samuel S. Halsey, by con-
sent, in presence of H. C. Pitney and A. W. Cutler.

Sarah A. Stickle, a witness, called and sworn on the part of
the defendants, deposes and says-:

I am fifty-two years old ; I am the wife of Washington
Stickle, and live in Rockawav Valley, Boonton township,
Morris county ; I was married to Washington Stickle on the 4o
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first day of June, 1870 ; I was then the widow of Samuel G.
Stiers ; Samuel G Stiers died either three or four years ago
in January of next year j I think it was in January, 1869 ;
my father’s name was John Moore ; my mother’s name before
marriage was Jane Rbodenbach ; her father’s name was John
Rhodenbach ; he used to live in Hunterdon, and he died
there ; my mother received property through her father ; the
property she received was land and money- too ; I could not
tell exactly when my mother died, it was within a few years ;

10 during the latter part of her life she sold her property and
lived with her children ; I do not know to whom she*sold her
property ; I have heard but have forgotten.

My mother drove on the weaving business during the latter
part of her life ; I received money from my mother ; the first
I ever remember of getting was when w6 lived at Port Mur-
ray ; my husband bought a piece of land and built a house
and then got sick ; the people wanted the money for thfllum-
*her and mother let us have, I think, two hundred and fifteen
dollars ; my mother brought the money to our house herself;

201 think it was in 1840 ; we took the money and my husband
paid for the lumber for the house with it; a short time before
she died I got two hundred dollars more from my mother ;
she was at my sister’s, Mrs. Beavers, when she let me have
this money ; Mrs. Beavers then lived in Hunterdon county,
below German Valley ; one of my sons, William, drove me
down there at the time ; I don’t recollect that we stopped
anywhere on our way back, except we took dinner at Mrs.
Pool’s, at Hackettstown ; I showed this money to Mrs. Pool,;
she and I counted it over on the table ; that money I lent to

30 my husband, Mr. Stiers : I was living at that time at Beaver-
town, was farming ; since then I have received of my mother
three hundred dollars while I was at my son’s house, John
Stiers ; my husband was gone away, and I think, was at
Chattanooga.

I came up from Beavertown, and I told John I should like
to go up to my mother’s and get some money, if he would lend
me a little money, and he lent me five dollars ; I went alone
on the cars up to my mother, who was then at my sister’s,
Mrs. Beavers, and when I came back I stopped at John Stiers

40 and he counted the money ; he and his wife both saw it ;I
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met my husband have that money to pay on the place at Bea-
vertown ; I received money from my mother’s estate after her
death ; I received between fifty and sixty dollars, I think ;
after I came to Boonton I let my husband have this money
and he gave me these notes.

I had a memorandum book in which all these moneys were
set down, but after my husband gave me these notes I don’t
know what became of the book, I did not save it; I have
hunted for that book and have made diligent search for it, but
cannot find it  we burnt up a great many old books and papers
and it may have been destroyed in this way. These memo-
randa in this book were in my husband’s hand writing.

I joined in the deed with my husband in the sale of the
farm at Beavertown ; I think it was sold to a man named
Mitchell.

It was not ascertained at the time the farm was sold the
amount of money my husband owed me p I hesitated about
signing that deed * my husband came in the room where I was
and told me to go in the room and sign the deed; Mr. Benj.
Roome was in there ; I asked him if I went and signed that
deed where I should look for my'money ; he said the man who
bought the place was to pay $1,500 on the place the day he
took the deed and I should have that money ; I signed the
deed under that agreement ; Walter Stiers was present*and
heard it, and I said to him at the time, “ Now you see this is
a bargain I signed this deed in the presence of Mr. Roome ;
I did not sign it right away ; Mr. Roome asked“me when I
came in, twice, why I did not put my name to the deed ; I
told him, “ Mr. Roome, if I put my name to this paper~and
sign off, where wdll I get my pay,” and he answered mejthat
“ 1 guess your husband will always keep you I told him I
did not doubt that, but that life was uncertain, and then I
signed the deed ; my husband did not give me a cent at that
time ; he then went into the sash and blind business, and
carpentering ; the excuse he gave for not giving the money to
me was that 1 did not want it right away and he was going to
Boonton and would put it in the firm where he was going ;
nothing was said about my having security, but he said he
would pay me interest.

20

30

My husband had had other money of me ; the proceeds 0f40
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sale of butter, and I had sewed a great deal, I had a sewing
machine and worked on government work ; at one time I lent
him a hundred dollars; different times I have lent him money
that I did not keep any account of; when he gave me the
notes he reckoned up that all the money he owed me amounted
to about fifteen hundred dollars, hut he only gave me these
notes for eleven hundred dollars to cover what money I had
got from my mother and lent him ; at the time these notes
were given I had the memorandum hook ; this amount of fif-

10 teen hundred dollars was ascertained by his reckoning it off of
the book ; the reason he did not give me the notes for*$1,500
was, he said he couldn’t then but he would give me the rest in
money some other time; he never paid me this balance at any
other time ; the estate owes me that balance yet.

I have passed these notes over to the receiver in this case.

I was sworn as a witness in the court here once in some pro-
ceedings growing out of this estate in the Orphans’ Court; I
had never been in court before and had never been sworn be-
fore.

90 Q. Was you very much excited at that time ?

Objected to as h ading.

A. Yes sir ; I think I was.

Cross-Examined by Mr. Pitney.

I think I swore to the truth in the Orphans’ Court; I would
not like to swear to anything else.

Q. You were not so excited but what you knew enough to

30 tell the truth, were you ?

A. I was a good deal excited, so that I could not remember
what I had said exactly. I don’t remember now what I said
then, but I remember what I said now.

Q. Do you recollect of saying, in the Orphans’ Court, in
August, 1870, that you got $1,100 from .your mother’s estate
after she died ?

A. No; I don’t recollect what I said then. I did get
$1,100 of my mother’s estate, but not after she died.

Q. Did you swear to this : My brother George paid me the

40 money, $1,100, at my sister’s in Hunterdon county ?
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A. T don’t think I said my brother paid it, but I said I had
got it from the estate of my mother.

Q. Did you swear to this: I got the money from my mother
about six years ago last February, about $1,100 ?

A. T don’t think I said any time ; I think I said I had got
it but did not fix any time.

Q. Did you swear to this : I let him, meaning your htis-
band, have the money after my mother died a year or two ; I
had it in the house until I let my husband have it; got the
money some six months after my mother died. There were 10
six girls and two boys of us ; mother did not leave any will;
I did not sign any deed or papers ; we settled among ourselves ;
the farm was sold before mother died ; George Moore settled
it up for us ?

A. T could not say whether I did or not.

Q. Did you swear there that each one of your brothers and
sisters got $1,100 also ?

A. No sir ; I did not swear to that ; I have no recollection
of that at all.

I did not swear that each of my brothers and sisters got as
much as I did. I swore that I got $1,100 from my mother
at different times. That is true ; I have just told Mr. Cutler
when I got the $1,100.

Q. Please to tell us when and where you got the eleven
hundred dollars P

A. The first I got was $215, when we lived at Port Murray,
in Warren county, in 1840. At another time 1 got s200 ; I
could not tell exactly when this was ; this must have been
fourteen or fifteen years ago ; my son William went with me
to get it. 30

Another time I went and got $300. At this time I went to
John Stiers and borrowed $5 to pay my way up to my mother’s ;
and once she gave me and all the rest of the children ten dol-
lars apiece in silver ; that is all I received, I believe, except
what I got after she died, which was between fifty and sixty
dollars.

My husband, when at Chattanooga, was working at the
carpenter’s trade ; I could not say how long he wbrked at
Chattanooga ; my husband, when he went away I could not
tell how ‘long he was gone; may be a year, may be not so”"®
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much ; he did not send me any money while at Chattanooga ;
*we had the farm and were making our own living.

I don’t know how it happened that I did not have any
money and was obliged to borrow $5 of John Stiers the time
I borrowed it ; I did not just have it with me.

I could not tell how long it was after I got the -money oi
my mother that my husband came home.

Q. What put it into your head to go to your mother for
money just at that time P Why did you not go a month

10 sooner or a month later P

A. T think it was just about the time I bought my sewing
machine and I wanted some money ; I paid $65 for my sew-
ing machine ; I did not pay for the sewing machine out of
this money I got of my mother j the man did not conn,
around at the time, and I worked and earned it,

Q. What other reason was there for your going for the
money at that time, besides the purchase of the sewing ma-
chine ?

A. Not any that I know of. I don’t remember what made

20 me think that my mother had any money.

Q. How long was that before your mother died ?

A. T could not say ; I don’t recollect. She was living at
the time at Mrs. Beavers’, my sister.

It was right away after the war that my husband was down
at Chattanooga ; I don’t recollect whether it was a short time
before my mother died or not j I will not be positive that mj
husband was at Chattanooga at the time, he may have been
at the oil works ; I could not tell when he was out at the oil
works ; it was when we first lived at Beavertown ;' Mrs. Bea-

3o vers lived at the lower end of German Valley, in Hunterdon
county, when the $300 was paid.

My mother was between sixty and seventy years old when
she died ; there were two children older than me, one died ;
my mother may have been eighty years old when she died ; I
don’t think she was as old as that ; that was the last time I
ever saw her alive, the time she paid me the $300 ; she was
quite smart then ; that was the last time I ever saw her alive ,
William went with me to get the $200 ; I went on the cars
alone to get the $300.

40 I didn’t know she had this money before I started j she
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always had it though ; I did not ask her for it, she gave it to
rae; I went to get some money to pay for my sewing machine ;»
not to ask her for any more ; I did not ask her how she came
to give me more | I supposed she had given the rest as much.
I could not tell what was said between us when she gave me
the money ; she had been giving them all some, she said, and
she had been saving that for me ; she did not say how much
she had given the others ; she was in her bedroom in Mrs.
Beaver's house when she gave me this ; no one was present
when she gave it to me ; she kept the money in her trunk ;10
she did not say how long she had had it ) she said she had lent
Mr. Martinus, my sister’s husband, $3,000 to pay on a farm ;
this farm laid not far from Chester ; she did not say he had
paid it back ; the money was in the place when Martinus was
killed ; I don’t know whether she ever got the $3,000 back
from Martinus or not, I never inquired ; this $300 was not a
part of the $3,000 she lent to Mr. Martinus ; I do not know
where she got the $300 from ; the $300 she paid me was in
bills of different denominations, some fives and some tens.
, Q If she had $3,000 inMr. Martinus’ farm why did not 20

the children get more than $50 or $60 apiece after she died ?

A. She divided the property amongst = before she died as
she had it.

I could not tell whether.I ever got any of the Martinus
money ; if I did not some of the rest did..

I don’t know how much /;money she had besides this Mar-
.tinus money ) she had a little place in the Valley, and ten
acres of woodland ; she had- sold these places before I got the
$300 ; it must have been twenty years ago when she sold it ;
I could not say whether the wood lot belonged to mother and 30
her sister ; mother always called it her wood lot; I could not
say what she got for the house and lot, I never heard ; she
had quite a place, several fields and barns.

Q. Please tell us how you went in the cars to get this $300 P

A. T got in the cars at Boonton and went to Washington,
in Warren county, and from there I went on foot; I don’t
know how far, it was quite a little walk from the depot; I
think I got to Washington about (3) three o’clock, maybe it
was later ; I think I got to Mrs. Beavers’ just after dusk,
they were taking tea ) it was more than one or more than five 40
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miles, not so far as ten miles ; don’t know how far it was ; I
found mother there and Mrs. Beavers and her children ; I
stayed there over night and left the next morning, and then
came up to my sister’s and she took me down to Hackettstown
to the cars ; my sister’s name was Mrs, Pence; she lived about
two or three miles from Washington, I said Hackettstown, I
meant Washington J1 went right home from there : I did not
show my money to Mrs. Pence or any of them, nor tell them ;
when I got home I found my boys that lived home there ; I
10 kept the money till I let my husband have it ; I could not say
how long T kept it.
I don’t remember how I came to let my husband have it;
I always let him have money when he asked for it; he may
have wanted it to pay interest or something another ; he said
he would pay it back again, but I guess it is all gone ; I kept
an account of it; I kept this money in my bureau ; this was
before we bought the farm at Beavertown ; I could not say
yes, it was when we lived at Beavertown.
My mother was at Mrs. Beavers’ when I got the other
20s200 ; the $215 she brought to our house at Port Murray, to
help pay for the house.
This was in 1840.
I can’t tell how long before the $300 was got that the #200
was got; Mrs. Beavers was living at the same place when I
got the 8200 as when I got the $)300 ; when I got the sz200
I went with my son ; I went through Chester, took dinner at
Morristown, and it was night when we got there, school was
out; we stayed over Sunday; left here on Saturday and
started to come back right away after breakfast Monday morn-
ing ; we went to Hackettstown and got our dinner, and then
30 went on home around that way ; did not get home till after
dark ; at the time I got that s200 my husband was at home ;
I could not say whether he was at home or not. he was gone
almost all the time ; I did not go expecting to get this money,
I went to visit my mother ; I did not ask my mother for it at
this time ; she did not say where she got this mony ; I did
not ask her anything about it; she did not tell me how long
she had had it in the house ; she did not say why she gave it
to me ; no one was by when she gave it; I slept with her,
40 and she gave it to me when I got up.
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Q. What conversation occurred at the time of giving this
money, or shortly before or shortly after ¢ State all the con-
versation that took place between you and your mother with
regard to the s200 now being inquired into ?

A. All that I remember, she handed the money to me and
said, there, that is for you, and I took it and we went out of
the room in a short time ; that was all, I think, that was said
about it.

I lent that money to my husband ; I don’t recollect how
long I had it before I lent it to him. 10

When I lived at Beavertown I had six cows, and I made a
great deal of butter, and I made a good deal on my sewing
machine ; I used to go to Paterson with my bntter and after
I sold it and got all the things I would want, I would fetch
fifty or sixty dollars home with me, and when he wanted
money I lent it to him ; we raised a great many onions from
the seed and in time of the war sold them for a big price, and
I saved all I could to try to pay for the place ; my mother
gave me a cow and I sold it and got the money for it, seventy-
five dollars ; my mother gave me this cow when I first gotzo
married and I did not take it from home till I went to house
keeping ; this is not the one I sold, but I sold one in place of
it; I can’t exactly tell how old my oldest child is ; about 34
or 35, don’t think he is quite as old as that; I think I was
married in 1837, am not positive ; I guess now I have been
married longer than that; I did not sell anything off the farm
except what I raised myself, butter and eggs, and onions ; my
husband gave me that privilege ; I sold no grain.

Q. Did you have $1,500 against your husband down on
that book ?

A. That is what he always told me ; he kept the book ; I
have seen it on the book myself; I mean to say he kept an
account of all the money I let him have, and I saw this on the
book.

Q. How much did you see on the book ?

A. When I lent him money I saw him put it on the book ;
I did not see it added up ; he said that is what he owed me.

Q. Was the $215 that was put in the Port Murray house
included in the $1,500 ?

A. T think it was ; this $215 was down on the book amono- 40
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the rest, and we had this book when we lived at Port Murray.
It was in one of his little pocket day books ; the book was
kept in the desk where he kept his papers and things ; it was
an old day book he did not use any more ; I had the keys and
could get it if I needed it; it was an old book that he had
carried in his pocket; it was a small book with a leather cover,
pretty much such a cover as a bank pass book, and about as
thick ; about ¢ 1-2 inches by 4 inches in size.

Q. When you was examined under oath in the court room
you had two lawyers on your side P

A. Yes ; 1 think I told them then that I had had such a
book.

Q. Did you swear in the Orphans’ Court that you had that
book at home and would produce it ?

A. No sir; I told them I had it at home and would look
for it.

Examination adjourned to 3 o’clock P. M.

Saturday Afternoon, 3 o’clock P. M.

Cross-Examination of Mrs. Stickle continued by Mr. Pitney.

I had the interest on these notes paid me one year; Mr.
Van Ness paid me ; he paid me last October, 1870 ; his part-
ner, Mr. Woodruff, handed me the money ; that was before
anything had been done on the notes and before my examina-
tion in the Orphans’ Court; Mr. Woodruff paid me whatever
the interest amounted to for one year ; he put down on each
note the interest, what it amounted to ; I had the notes then;
the interest had been due some time and he saw me then, and
he called on me and paid it; I called on him a number of
times for it; the interest had been due some time before he
paid it, but he dated it back to when the interest became due,
and wrote on the back of the notes the time he paid it; I
don’t remember how long this was before I handed the notes
to Mr. Cutler ; it was two or three months.

Q. You recollect that these indorsements for interest, were

40 not on these notes when you had them in the Court House ?
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A. Yes, they were ; the interest was indorsed when the
notes were at thé Court House ; 1 did not give my mother
any receipt for the monies she paid me, she did not ask for
any ; this three hundred dollars, when I let him have it he
told me he owed interest to Mr. Wm, Mains, and he went to
him to pay it but did not pay it , 1 don’t know what he did
with the money.

Q. Do you know what your husband did with any of the
money your husband got from you, and if so, tell us ?

A. He told me he was going to Mains’ to pay him, and he 10
wanted more money than he had, and he wanted me to let him
have what money I had to pay him, and I did so.
vQ. How much did you let him have at that time ?

A. lie told me so at different times, and I let him have
whatever he asked me for ; whatever I had.

Q. Do you know of any other use that he wanted to put
money to ?

A. Not that I know of.

Q. Do you know of any other use that he did put money to
that he got of you ? ™

A. T know he bought a horse of Mr. Crane once with money
he got of me ; he said he wanted it for that. I could not tell
what he gave for the horse ; I think I let him have over $100.

.Q. How much did you let him have at any one time to pay
Mr. Mains for interest ?..

A. T know one day that he was going over there I let him
have a couple of hundred dollars ; he said he was going over
to Mains’ and wanted it ; I suppose he paid that money to
Mains, I don’t know, I did not go with him ; I suppose about
two hundred dollars is the most I ever let my husband have at so
any one time ; the first he got was $215, that he got all of ;
mother fetched it to our house, that he got all of.

Q. How many times did you let him have money to pay
Mains ?

A. T could not tell, a number of times, whenever he wanted
it; it is a long time ago and I disremember it; Mr. Mains
never came to our house for interes*.

Re-direct Examination bv Mr. Cutler.
40
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No interest was paid to me on these notes after these pro-
ceedings in Chancery were commenced against me.

When we moved to Belvidere we had the cow my mother
gave me, and we could not keep a cow ; my husband told me
if T would let him sell her he would give me another one
when we got where we coukl keep one ; my husband sold the
first cow to his brother and kept the money ; this was’two
years after we kept house ; he sold that cow and he got the
money ; when we got to Beavertown we raised some young

JPcows and he gave me one of them, and this is the one I sold
for the $75; I let him have the money for it; the onions
were raised by me I raised forty bushel for three years hand

running. yfioqoiq ted siaw 'fodi her
SARAH X STICKLE
. mark, -

Sworn and subscribed th
30th day of September,
D. 1871, before me. A

Samue 1 8.' Halsey,

M C. C
20

By consent of counsel I da certify that counsel for com-
plainants in asking witness as to testimony given by her on
previous trial, before Orphans’ Court, had before him his notes
of such evidence taken on such trial, and such questions were
framed from them.

Samuel S. Halsey,
M. C. C.

September 30, 1871.

30

Examination of witnesses taken in the above stated case
before Samuel S. Halsey, one of the Masters in the Court of
Chancery, at his office in Morristown, on Monday, the eighth
day of January, at ten o’clock (in the forenoon of said day, in
the year eighteen hundred and seventy-two, in the presence of
Henry C. Pitney, of counsel with complainants, and Augustus
W. Cutler, Solicitor and of counsel with defendants, pursuant
to notice, which is hereto appended.

SAMUEL S. HALSEY,
40. Master in Chancery of (New Jersev.
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James C. Youngblood, a witness, called and sworn on part
of complainants, deposes and says :

Paper shown witness. He says, these are my notes of evi-
dence of Mrs. Stickles’ testimony given in the Orphans’ Court,
in August 1870.

This paper I have marked Exhibit P in this cause.

Q. What question had been put to Mrs. Stiers when she
answered that she got the money from her mother about six
years ago P 10

A. She had previously stated that two notes referred to had
not been taken into account ,by her as administratrix of her
husband, Stiers, because they were her property ; and she was
then asked how they were her property, or why she called them
her property, and she stated that she got the money for which
they had been given from her mother.'

Q. Did she at any time upon her examination, with regard
to the consideration of thsoe two promissory notes, state or
pretend that she had got money from her mother more than
once ? - 20

Question objected to pnless it appears from the papers wit-,
ness holds in his hands.

A. She did not; on the contrary she stated she got it at
one time.
Cross-Examined by Mr. Cutler.

This paper, Exhibit P, does not contain every word she
said. It contains the substance of her testimony, and every
thing, except what appears here, I state from memory. 30

JAMES C. YOUNGBLOOD. (

Sworn and subscribed this Y
8th day of January, A. D. V
1872, before me. )

Samuel S. Halsey,

m.C, C IliB

William P. C. Van Doren, a witness, called and sworn on
the part of complainants, deposes and says ; 40"
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I have now with me the check of two thousand and four
dollars and twenty cents, dated November 12, 1868, which I
did not have with me on my previous examination in this
cause.

Check produced and marked by me Exhibit Q on the part
of complainants in this cause. Witness says :

This check was given to take up Stiers & Eyerson’s note of
this amount, being Exhibit I, marked in this cause, for two
thousand and four dollars and twenty cents, note dated August
7, 1868 ; this check was charged to us by Phillipsburg bank.

All evidence in reference to this check objected to by Mr.
Cutler.

Witness says : I either sent this note to Stiers & Eyerson,
or they got it from us.

I have my bank book here on which this check is charged.

This book offered in evidence and marked by me Exhibit E
on part of complainants.

Witness says : This transaction occurred after I got the
note for $2,900.

WILLIAM P. C. VAN DOEEN.

Sworn and subscribed this
8th day of January, A. D.
1872, before me.
Samuel B. Halsey,
* M. C. C.

Henry C. Pitney, a witness, called arid sworn on the part of

complainants, deposes and says ’

Paper now produced is a correct copy of my notes of Mrs.
Stiers’ examination under oath as an accountant in the
Orphans’ Courts on the twenty-second day of August, 1870,
previously referred, to ; this paper I have marked Exhibit S
on part of complainants. Witness says : I have the original
notes in my hands and counsel can compare them if he wishes,
A few questions had been put to Mrs. Stiers and answered by

40 her before I commenced writing. And between the words
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“ my property” and.the words “ I got the money from my
mother,” she had stated that she had been asked and stated
“ that she got the money for money lent to her husband by
her,” and then was asked where she got the money to lend her
husband, and then she proceeded to tell as the notes show ,
she at no time on the examination spoke of receiving any
pther money from her mother except the eleven hundred dol-
lars I on the fifth of September when Mr. Pence, Mr. Moore
and Mr. Beavers were exainiried before the Court, Mrs. Stiers
was present, and those persons all stated in substance what Mr. 10
Pence and Mr. Moore swore to here in this catise, viz.: that
neither Mrs. Stiers nor any of her brothers or sisters got more
from their mother’s estate than the fifty or sixty dollars testi-

fied to in this case.
Cross-Examined by Mr. Cutler.

This copy is a true transcript of all that I took down in
writing of Mrs. Stiers* testimony. It does not contain all the
examination, but is as full notes as I could take of a rapid
examination. *

H. C. PITNEY. 20

Sworn and subscribed this
8th day of January, A. D.
1872, before me.

Samuel S. Halsey,
M. C. C.

Examination of witnesses adjourned, by consent, to Monday
morning, January 15th, at ten o’clock A. M. I have marked6
the notice of this examination Exhibit T on the part of com- :
plainants in this case. 1

Monday Mor ning , January 15, 1872.— Examination con-
tinued pursuant to adjournment in presence of H. C. Pitney,
of counsel with complainants, and Augustus W. Cutler, of
counsel with defendants. ;s

40
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F John.R. Stiers,.a witness, called and sworn on the part of
defendants, deposes arid says:. - v

"vI Uve at Boonton ; I am a son of Samuel Gt Stiers ; at one
timé I was in business with him ; I can’t tell exactly when I
quit business ivith niy father ; when I went out of business
Ambrose Ryerson-went in I was a partner of my father’s,
and sold out to Ryerson ; during the time‘l was in business
with my father I borrowed money of my mother ; I borrowed
jq 8300 for the purpose of paying a note, a firm note given by
' mniy fathey amj me to Willidm King, of Newark ; he was a
sash and blind maker ; that money was riot repaid by the firm
While I was in itf the way riiy mother was to bb paid that
note, my father arid Ryerson were to assume all debts when I
went out, and this was one of those debts. 1 A

Cross-Examined by Mr. Pitney,

X don’t know that I can tell exactly what year this was in,

that I borrowed this money ; it was three or four years ago,

2 Qit might be five, I can’t tell exactly ; I can’t tell exactly how
long this was before I sold out to Ryerson, it was some time
before that ; I can’t tell exactly how long we were in business
together before I sold to Ryerson ; I think it was, about a year
and a half, as near as I can recollect; I don’t think it was
quite as long as that, about that.

I went into business with my father immediately after he
left Beavertown and went to Boonton to live ; my father, I
think, sold his property in Beavertown just before he came to
Boonton ; I think he sold it to a man named Mitchell; I am

3 Qnot acquainted with the man at all; I could not tell how many
acres there are in the farm sold.

I don’t recollect how long father and Ryerson were in busi-
ness before they sold out to Van Ness ; I could not tell how
long after grandmother Moore’s death it was that father sold
dht to Mitchell) T am thirty-six years old.

- I don’t know where mother got this #300 she lent me q she
paid the money to me ; it was in cash, bills.

I have been married eighteen years, and have lived all that
time in Boonton and Montville ; my father was not by when

4 Qmy mother let me have this $300 ; the money was handed inb



in my house ; I did not give my mother any note for it ; ’I
lived in the same house with my mother at that time, and
kept house separately ; I don’t recollect what time of the day
it was ; it was in my part of the house the money was paid |
I could not say what kind of money it was, I don’t recollect;
it was in hills; I don’t recollect why I did not give my mother
a note ; she did not ask me for it, nor for a receipt; I think I
did not put it down anywheres.

I used this money to pay a note for the firm ; I think the

next day, or within a day or two, I am not certain about that;1o

I went to Newark, to William King’s shop, to pay this note ;
I went down in the train, in the morning train ; the Boonton

train started pretty early in the morning ;) we came by way of..

Denville. hfafi itoiif 1 sirft jm*

This money was handed me before, I am not certain as to
the time when it was handed me ; it might have been two or
three days before, I don’t recollect: I did not show the money
to father before I went away ; I told my father I was going to
pay the note ; I did not have any curiosity to know where my
mother got this money.

X don’t recollect how long I had been in partnership with my
father when I got this money ; I did not know beforehand that
I was going to get this money from my m otherI did not know
beforehand that she had it; she handed it to me in my housef I
could not tell where my father was when my mother handed me
this money; might have been at home, don’t think he was away
from home ; did not tell my father that mother had handed
me this money ; he did not tell me that she would hand it to
me ; I had no conversation with him about it; nothing was
said to my mother about paying it back.

The money borrowed was just $30Q.'

Re-direct by Mr. Cutler.

I have not got the note now ; I think it was left there with
the firm ; the note was not past due when I paidit; I think
I paid it at maturity, but don’t recollect; I did not have
charge of the financial part of the firm altogether ; I did that
part of the business some of the time; my father knew the
note was paid.

40



Q. And he knew kow yon gbtajned the mpeyig $3y'stk«
i*tej ®albe. 2 um

Objected to as leading.

A. I don't know whether he-did or not ; I don’t recollect
that. ' *mi Mmi ¢t ; 1

The note I paidVas more.'than 1*300, 1 think it w m about
[800. 1 filial

Q. How came your mother to lend you the $300 P

V? A. I asked her to lend it to me ; I spoke: to Her about it

before the day on which she lent it to me ; 1 did not know for
certain that she had it, I asked her about it,

Second Cross-Examinatjon by Mr. Pitney.

This' note was due Mr, William King, the sash and blind
maker, at Newark, near the Morris & Essex railroad depot,
and was for about, I think, #800 ; I am not positive about
the amount; 1 paid it all at once, the whole note/' ¢ '

20 The rest of the mopey over and above what I borrowed from
+- mv mother, was monev we had on hand, belonging to the firm*
JOHN R. STIERS.

Jworn and subscribed this
P 15thdayofdJamary,A.D.
1872, before we. A

(] felhd “amuki , S.sHalsey,B
apl-to* mm& m SR A = hox; €

go x Counsel for defendants here announced to the Master that his
Atl(;stimor.ly was closed; *1I / ‘boih ﬂ’%ﬁw hlg sntxoz‘{

Counsel for complainants announces to defendants* counsel

*

that a Mrs. Beavers is present who says she is subpoenaed by
(“efendants”™as.a, witness. r., bl ¢p

Counsel for defendants announces that he was first aware of
that fact by information by counsel for complainants, ’

Hannah Martinus, a witness, called and sworn on tlie part
- 400f com | Iftih~ts~deposed and says *



1 tun fifty-two years old ; have been a widow twelve years;
my husband’s name was Frederic Martinus ; my husband in
his life time borrowed money of my mother; he borrowed
$500, no more than that; my mother’s name was Jane Moore;
she had a; note to show for that; I could not say how long he
had this money, probably fifteen years ; I think the money
waspaid back eight years ago, shortly after mother’s death ;
it was paid four years after ray husband’s death ; I db hot
recollect how long after my husband’s death my mother died *
myhusbandi died twelve years agon fwitfi ot ed b-Au* I VA 1.0
s My mother: spent her time during the last fifteen or twenty
years of her life living around amongst her children ; she was
not engaged in any business ; she always worked ; she sewed
for her children when she went around and Sometimes for other
folks-; Beavers had some of my mother’s money, and Creager
(GSnd | *eFrCiijage.s)(ha-d some ; that money was, p*id 1uvaftei*
mother’s death ; 1 suppose, the money I owed her and the
money Creagef owed dJier was all put together and divided, !
expect.; I.don’t know how,much (Jreager owed her | he might -
have paid this money to her before ; I think it likely Beavers’ 20
inoo*"s”irate~fether’s death, don’t know about Crea-

ger’s. ! *ui

My mother got this money she loaned me from the sale of
her house and lot, and that she got from her father.

I don’t know where she got the money she loaned Beavers ;
my mother took in weaving before she sold her house and lot.

My mother always had some money on hand, hut I don’t
know how large a sum ; she had a lame hand during the last
years of her life ; it did not hinder her from sewing ; she was Q|
eighty-two years old when she died ; I could not tell how long
ago it was she sold her house and lot; about twenty-six or
fiverity-setefi years ago; could not- say f she sold it to John
WatefS;:3vA'r' ht !

Q. Did you ever hear of her having two hundred or three
hundred dollars about the house ?

Objected to as irrelevant.

_A. No, I don’t know that I did. g*
@ Have you any reason to believe that she had any such ,
sum of money »bout her during the last years of her lire ¢ " §m
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;;a; I d(Wt knéw ; 1 could not say anything about it. r
Q. Did you Wer hear of her having as much as three thou-

sand dollars loaned o1it?# '

Objected to.
A~ A. T don’t know about any more than I have told about.
Q. Question repeated. _ AN yn v, M
A, I never heard of it-, > tV' o, L,
fpU once in a. while made ine a present of money in her life
time’j a little. I could not tell how much ; she had her home
at our house when we first began keeping house ; she would
give pie. as much as five dollars at a time ; I could not fell
how often ,she gave me these monies, I never charged my mmd
with it ; I don’t suppose, she gave me fifty dollars altogether
ip her lifetime ; she never paid me any hoard, nor to any of
2@her children ; she always worked »for her children, and ga\e
them, little presents, of money while she lived with them ; T
did not keep house after my husband died, and she did not
live with me. vyr-e y-v-a | |gll)f
. Q. ;These little presents of money she gave you were given
while she was living with you P Sgl -j-m &
A. Certainly, while she lived with us.
She did not make these presents of money to: me after iny

husband died. t c
tj. Did youAver hear of her making any division of .her
~property before she died,? ABB

A. She divided some of her property, yes sir ; her house-
hold goods, bedding and things she had ; the things' she
divided before she died were taken away. <m r®i [ 2

1 don’t recollect how long before she died this division took
pWhe ; it inust have been three years;

I got in that division some bed clothes ; I did not get any”
thing else ; my share was worth twenty dollars, perhaps ;
cai*titM lid# ithuch. ;' ~ ? 1

My other sister# got as much, if not more, in value than 1
(& ' I can’t say how much ; they kept house and I did not.



- 6A

I don’t know that my mother ever made any division, of
money in her lifetime ; I never got any.
* The
tbg.san®. s 1 |4 | A" jo”tiie: goods niy mother divided'
were new; she never kept house after she sold her house. ;T
The way she came to have these new tilings was, she pieced
and bought bed quilts and spreads.

Cross-Examined bv Mr. Cutler. -

Hoi "'t aaMiovm ntn Mod* vonA " w IM m

I don’t know whether Mrs. Stickle'was there when these
crppds were divided or not ; I guess mother sent them to her ;
X suppose she. sent her thé same she did thé rest, Xcould hot
say ; 4she did all of thern,knd I suppose she did her ; I do riot
know for certain that she did send any to Mrs. Stickle.

My mother was a very industrious woman, and when she
lived around among her children she worked for them,Mn my
opinion, more than sufficient to pay hér board.

She always had money bylher which she got for interest ; 1
paid her interest every year after her husband’s death. ,J'

* My mother received money from her father’s estate ; I guess
he divided it hiniself before he died 'ff don’t know how much
it was, 1 never heard her say. . ;3 \ly

This house and lot her father deeded to my mother before
he died.

. Redirect Examrnation by Mr. Pitney sAsm

v Q. Was not what her father gave her in his lifetime this
house and lot and a wood lot ? fydb dd* oioded 30
A, Yes* andI don’t know whether he gave her anything
moreor pot. - b«de m 1 UsS %a * &dags Mod-
Q. Did you see Mrs. $-tjers shake her, head at you a little
while ago ajdt boib ode yioioo «noi v/«m K o» - I
A. Yes, she shook her head while T was being examined as
a witness. 1 ; gl.uliolo omoa riofeivih fgUt m im I -
.eiidfol) ' diTuw -gw rher ini : Mo «aid} *
HANNAH X MARTIN US..
I tftfmf m tWJlxi Jot! 1i jiOfiiH én 3u”® radio ( %
h:h LIfei &?wa icfssf -tm ThifiO T : 40
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Sivorn and subscribed this ) tmmd
15tkday of January, A. D. > «lei&om

s vawi1llmwfoa rnllou«yM
»atom t/n askoo6”"b"iibiin*«> tm eo «wineil ;nob I

yed to & &df ufoii ianM.Msh- Ola ; ia-bab
] Htof bw\& bifdioii
"TMtMU bill sltiw Sbil'f Xi%6 LKiiW WOIXii 3'0iil yb J

Catharine Pence, a witness, called and-swonron the part of
complainants, deposes and says :
xXa ¥e ”AMza M T
I am fifty-nine years old ; am the daughter of Mrs, Jane
Moore ; my mother has been dead jeightyears next'month ;
she had som6 m'6ney to divide after she died ; I did not hnow
who had it at the time of her death ; there were mn'e shares

to be divided, seven girls and twod)oys..;.v*. K Vf>nooe8
My mother got her money from the sale of her house and
lot. | m h tir »A* «saw ewoo Trut*«a 2h.

There was some little property she got from her father's
estate after he died ; can’t say how much§ her father’s prop-
2 Cferty after he died, was divided among four persons ; I-do not
know of any other source from which she could get money,
exceptirom her fatherjs: estate and the money from the sale of
wood lot and house and lot; she never gave me any money
during her lifetime. , Vi
I never heard of her having thiee ithousand dolla”c” afiy
such sum of money.
I never heard of her -making any division of her money in
her lifetime. JjJ «q
I never knew or heard of her having, towards the last of her
g@dife, any such sum as three hundred dollars by herf what
money she had was out at interest; she might of had it, I *
never heard of it.

; Cross-Examined by Mr. Cutler.

My mother was a very industrious woman and continued so
till her death ;, up to the time of the sale of her house, and
during the life of her husband* she was a weaver ; I was mar-'
ried in 1831 ; father died the year after, I

.Those,constituting my mother’s family at ithe time she sold



the house were ray youngest sister, #p«:"9ayeiipAjaa(is”os|1i
mother. AL ife*

My mother, so far as I know,.always had rnoridy abottt hfer;
I don’t know, of my own knowledge, of monies my mother
had at interest; she had what she got from the sale of her
house and lot.

I do not know what my mother did with the money she
retyed;ff0mvweavtu.g»iii hoiiao a *a1iL£dto*d

" fa* &% sego’Nai/
Ke-direct by Mr. Pitney. 1Q

'!She made her liviug by weaving. r
I"don’t know that I ever heard of her laying up any;money

3

by weaving.

Second Cross-Examination By Mi\ Cutler.

My mother kept cows when she lived on that place.
; A | AA y s A L B
Second He-direct by .Mr. Pitney.

L i - o Lvrix < IfIQf Tdiointi RSbiiih v w 9d a*fiM v.¢
mShe generally kept two cbws at a time: ' f

her
» KR g ¥ ?mom *ft OATHARmE X PEtfC'ET7
veuofii xm sm &7#g yayen :iof bn# eaist"k.bn” foi boow

Sworn and subscribed this i
11Sthdaifof January, A. D. > §m
. 18.72, before me. ) ,vw3M lo uiM do#*

(sivenom ted 'to Samuel'S. Halse®, 7 to

M. C. C. ywWtiliw]

. |t-.1s admitted that Mrs. Pence is the wife of Jacob lienee, 3Q
previously sworn in this cause. ;' }*>o0< mw fm

Keziah Beavers, a witnessdJ called and Sworn on"the part bf
complainants, deposes and says :

il-um thé daughter of Mrs* Jane Moore, wife of Ebenezer
Sherwood Beavers ; my husband owed my mother at the time
she died ; I can’t tell liow much ; it was in the neighborhood
ofionerhundred dollars, ; it might have been a little more, 1 Q
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can’t say ; I think it was paid in when the heirs met aud
divided the property ; my husband had this money several
years ; my mother sold the wood lot before I was married , I
don’t know where the money my husband borrowed of my
mother came from ; I think Mr. Oreager owed my mother
something, can’t say how much ; could not say whether it was
more than what she let my' husband had or not.

I think Creager’s money was paid in before mother’s death ;
It was not all paid at once ; could not say when it was paid ;

10don’t know how much money mother had by her when she
died ; she had some gold and; silver money but I cannot say
how much ; the silver and gold money went into my mother’s
estate after her death.

Q. Did not your husband have the Creager money in his
hands at the time of the division or settlement of your mother’s
estate P

A. T don’t know ; Mr. Oreager is now insane at spells.

I don’t know that I ever knew of my mother’s ever having
such a sum of money as three thousand dollars ; I never heard

20 of her having such a sum about her ; she made her home at
our house for the last ten or twelve years, and died there ; I
have known her to have had fifty dollars about her at a time ;
never knew her to have had large sums about her ; after her
death her money remained in her cupboard till Mr. Pence and
Mr. Beavers met there to settle her affairs ; I got between
fifty and sixty dollars in money for my share after mother’s
death ; she gave me money in her lifetime ; I recollect of her
giving me ten dollars at one time and five dollars several times.

Cross-Examined by Mr. Cutler.
80 ”»
I was mairied in 1849 ; I went away from home when I

was nine years old, and I lived with an uncle; I lived with my
mother up to the time she sold the house andlot; my mother
continued to weave up to the time she sold the house andlot
but not afterwards ; she was a very industrious woman up to
the time of her death, always at work ; she did not pay board
to us ; she earned her board and more too, we ought to have
paid her ; she was not in the habit of borrowing money from
40 her children ;. I don’t know that I ever knew her when she
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was without money ; I don’t know that, my husband ever
borrowed money of her more than oncel; I cant tellwhen
that was ; I don’t know when Creager borrowed or when paid.

Re-direct by Mr. Pitney.

I never knew or heard of mother’s having as much as one
or two hundred dollars about her at a time ; I never knew
of her dividing her irionev in her life time. H u .

i*§1 . KEZIAH BEVES$. 10
Sworn and subscribed this

15th day of January, A.
Lf. 1872, before me,

Samuel S. Halsey,
M. p. C.

Jrcob Pence, a witness, called and sworn on the part
of complainants, deposes, says :

I understood that Mrs. Moore’s wood lot was sold to one
Isaac Hoffman, and the house and lot to John Waters,
am under the impression that giter my mother-in-law’s death,
the money that Creager had owed her was there to be divided.
I am of the opinion it was in Sherwood Beaver’s hands,
whether it was put in that da\ or afterwards I don’t know.

JACOB PENCE.

Sworn and subscribed this )
15lli day of January, >
1872, before me, )
Samuel S. Halsey,

M. C. C. 30






Louis C. Vogt, Steam Book and Job Printer, Morristown, N.J.

Between
Pete r T. B. VanDor en,
et AL.,
Complainants. .
P On Bill. &.
and

W ashington Stickle, et

UX, ET AL.
Defendants.

10
THE CHANCELLOR:

The complainants are creditors of the late firm of Stiers
& Ryerson, which was composed of Samuel G. Stiers and
Ambrose F. Ryerson, who, in 1868, were lumber dealers in
Boonton, in the County of Morris, and in that year became
indebted to the complainants, on partnership account, to a
very considerable amount. On the 14th of October, 1868,
they sold all their partnership property to John J. Yan-
Ness, who, with one Jaques, assumed the payment of the 20
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sum of $2,839 56 to the complainants, for the price of so
much of the lumber then remaining on hand, as had been
purchased by Stiers & Emerson, of the complainants. Af-
ter crediting this amount, there still remained due the
complainants, from Stiers & Ryerson, a balance of more
than $1,600.

YanNess gave to Stiers & Ryerson, on account of the
purchase money; two promissory notes of the above date,
payable respectively at two and four years alter date, with
interest, to the order of Sarah Stiers, (wife of Samuel G.
Stiers,) one for $500, and the other for $600.

These notes, which were made by YanNess, with James

H. Hopler and Hartman YanNess, as sureties? were deliv-

ered to Mrs. Stiers by her nusband. In 1869, the latter
died, and letters of administration of his estate were issued
to his widow. On the 22nd of July, in that year, the com-
plainants made a claim, under oath, against his estate, of
the amount due them from Stiers & Ryerson. On the 15th
of June previous, the administratrix tiled accounts in the
Orphans’ Court of Morris county, by which it appeared that
the estate was entirely insolvent.

In May, 1869, the complainants recovered judgment on
their claim, in the Morris Circuit Court, against Ryerson,
as surviving member of the firm, for $1,669 as damages,
and $43 55 costs; and on the 26th day of the same month,
caused to be issued thereon a writ of fierifacias de bonis et
terris, which was returned in October following by the
Sheriff of the county of Morris, wholly unsatisfied for want
of property whereon to levy.

The administratrix of Stiers refusing to charge herself
with the two notes delivered to her by her husband', as
above mentioned”“the complainants made an effort in the
Orphan’s Court, by means of exceptions to her account, to
compel her to do so, or to account for the amount thereof
as part of the estate of the decedent, but the court disal-
lowed the exceptions tor want of jurisdiction, without pre-
judice however, to the right of the exceptants to pursue
their remedy in any other court.

Having failed in this attempt, the complainants filed their
bill in this court against her, in her individual capacity
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and as administratrix, and her present husband, Washings
ton Stickle, and Ryerson.

The bill prays that the notes may be declared and de-
creed to be assets of the partnership of Stiers & Ryerson,
and that the making thereof to her was fraudulent and void
as against the complainants as creditors of the firm, and
that the complainants are entitled to have the notes trans-
ferred to them, to be collected and applied towards pay-
ment of their debt. It also prays for the appointment of a
receiver and for an injunction. An injunction was granted
and a receiver appointed.

The defendants answered. @ The answer of Stickle- and
wife sets up a claim on the part of the latter to the notes
on the ground that they were given to her by her late hus-
band, on account of a debt due from him to her for money
lent by her to him, to the amount of about $1,500. It also
claims that by the assumption of YanNess and Jaques to
pay the sum of $2,839 56 above mentioned, to the complain-
ants, the entire debt of Stiers & Ryerson to them was paid
off. There can be no question, however, that the amount
claimed by the complainants to be due to them from the
late firm of Stiers & Ryerson, is actually and fairly clue.

The evidence of the alleged debt on which Mrs. Stickle’s
claim to the notes in controversy is based, so far from be-
ing satisfactory, is the very reverse. Her statements in re-
gard to it, and her account of it, by no means establishes
it. She alleges that she obtained about half of the amount
she claims to have loaned her husband, from her mother
in three gifts ; from the testimony of her brother and sisters,
it seems evident that her mother was not possessed of the
means to make these gifts. ,

Her statement, made on oath in the examination before
the Orphan’s Court, as to how and where she got the mo-
ney, is wholly at variance with, and casts discredit on her
testimony and answer in this cause, on that subject. Be-
fore that court, she testified that she got the money from
her mother’s estate, six years ago the preceding February
(that examination took place in August, 1870,) and loaned
it to her husband when she got it; that some of it he used
when he went to the oil regions, and some on the Beaver-
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'town property, a farm he purchased in April, 1860, from
William Mains. She said she thought he took $300, to the
oil regions. She testified that it was after he bought the
property of Mains, she let him have the money ; she could
not tell how long after, two or three years ; that it was six
years ago, a year or two after her mother died ; that she
had it in the house until she let her husband have it; that
she got the money six months after her mother’s death,
and that her brother George paid her the money, $1,100, at
the house of her sister, Mrs. Beavers, ia Hunterdon county.

In her answer she says she received from her mother
and her mother’s estate, the sum of $610, or thereabouts,
which she lent to her husband, who used it in the purchase
of'the Beavertown property, and afterwards she advanced
to her husband other money she had earned by her needle
and other means.

In her testimony in this suit, she says he got $215 of the
money from her mother, in 1840, and that it was used by
her husband in paying for the lumber for a house he had
built on property he then owned at Port Murray, in War-
ren County ; that a short time before her mother died, (her
mother died about 1864,) she got $200 more from her mo-
ther, “fourteen or fifteen years ago,” (about 1857,) and lent
that to her husband ; that she was then living on the farm
at Beavertown, and since that, she had received $300 from
her mother ; when ghe received this last money, her hus-
band was gone away, either to Chattanooga or the oil re-
gions, and that he went to Chattanooga after the war ; that
her husband had other money from her—the proceeds of
IS sa” -1 hutter and onions raised on her husband’s farm,
and the price of a cow belonging to her, sold by him, and
the avails of tier labor in sewing.

Her brother, George Moore, testified that he never paid
her as she swears, $1,100, for her share of her mother’s es-
tate, but only about $55, which was. as it clearly appears,
idl that her share amounted to. Nor had she, as she ad-
mits, any voucher for the money she so claims to have lent
her husband, or for any part of it, except a memorandum
kept by him, as she says, in a small book, which she calls
a poohet day-book, and this she says, has been lost, so that
she cannot produce it.
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I deem it unnecessary to pursue the consideration of her
testimony further. It is enough to say that the alleged
loan to her husband is not proved. She Cannot lawfully
hold these notes to her individual use. The debt they rep-
resent and secure is part of the partnership assets.

The complainants have with diligence, pursued their re-
medy, and have exhausted it. Stiers’ estate is utterly in-
solvent.  They are entitled to the benefit of these notes,
and the security upon them.

There will be a decree that Mrs. Stickle and her husband
assign the notes to the receiver, and that she pay to the
latter the interest received by her upon them; the pro-
ceeds of the notes, with the interest, to be applied towards
payment of the complainants’ debt. Thecomplainants are
entitled to costs.



In Chancery of New dJersey.

Between
Peter T. B. YanDoren, and

William P. C. YanDoren,

Complainants.
- and
Washington Stic kle , et
ux,
Defendants.
10 MORRIS ORPHANS' COURT.

May Term, 1870.

At an Orphans’ Court held at the Court House, at Mor-
ristown, in and for the County of Morris, on Monday, the
fifth day of September, A.D. eighteen hundred and seventy.

Present, Hon. V. Dal rimpl e, President Judge.

“ “ David W. Dellicker,
“ “ James H. Fancher,

20 Esquire Judges.
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In the matter of the account of Sarah A. Stiers, Adminis-
tratrix of Samuel G. Stiers, deceased. Estate Decreed
Insolvent.

The said Sarah A. Stiers, Administratrix of Samuel G.
Stiers; deceased, having presented to this Court, a report
of the claims and demands exhibited against the said
estate within the time heretofore limited by the Surrogate,
and an account of the moneys, goods, chattels, rights and
credits of said deceased; and it appearing by affidavits

that due notice to the creditors to exhibit their claims, and j

of the making of said report have been given by the said
Administratrix, pursuant to the order of the Surrogate and
the statute ; and it further appearing that the said claims,
and demands, and account have been excepted to, and the
same have been adjusted by this Court; and it further ap-
pearing by the said report and account that the assets,
real and personal, are insufficient to pay the debts. It is
therefore, on this fifth day of September, A. D., eighteen
hundred and seventy, adjudged and decreed that the estate
of Samuel G. Stiers, deceased, is insolvent.
A true copy from the minutes.
Jos. W. Ballentine, Surrogate.

q

20
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MORRIS ORPHANS’ COURT.

May Term. 1870.

At an Orphans’ Court held at the Court House at Mor-
ristown, in and for tjie County of Morris, on Monday, the
fifth day of September, A. D. eighteen hundred and seventy.

Present, Hon. Y. Dalrimple, President Judge.

“ “ David W. Dellicker,
“ ‘f James H. Eancher,
Esquire Judges.

In the matter of the account of Sarah A. Stiers, Adminis-
tratrix of Samuel G. Stiers, deceased. Settlement Or
Insolvent Estate.

The Surrogate having audited and stated the account of
Sarah A. Stiers, Administratrix of Samuel Stiers deceased,
and placed the same on the files of his office twenty days
previous to this time, and the settlement of the account ap-
pearing to have been noticed according to law, due proof
of which having been made and filed with the Surrogate ;
and being now reported for settlement, and exceptions to
the said,account having been filed by and on behalf of
Peter B. Yan Doren and William P. C. Yan Doren, credi-
tors of said estate, and said exceptions now coming on be-
fore the Court to be heard in the presence of said Admin-
istratrix and said creditors and their respective counsel,
and the said Administratrix and witnesses having been
examined, orally, before the Court; and it appearing that
the principal matter of said exceptions sustained by the
evidence, is the failure of said Administratrix to charge
herself with two promissory notes, to-wit : One dated Oc-
tober 14th, 1868, for five hundred dollars, payable two
years after date to the order of Sarah Ann Stiers, made by
John J. Vanness, James H. Hopler and Hartman Yanness.
The other dated October 14th, 1868, for six hundred dol-
lars, payable four years after date to the order of said
Sarah Ann Stiers, and made by the same parties, which the
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said exceptants alledge were really the property of said de-
ceased, and should be accounted for as assets by said Ad-
ministratrix ; aud the Court having heard and considered
the same, and being of opinion, that they have no jurisdic-
tion to adjudicate upon and determine the said subject
matter of said particular exce'ptions; it is ordered that
said exceptions be disallowed for want of such jurisdiction
ou the part of this Court, without prejudice to the except-
ants to pursue their remedy in any,other Court; and it
further appearing that the Administratrix hath not had
sufficient assets in her hands of said intestate, as it appears
by said account, to pay preferred debts and allowances, by
the sum of one dollar and forty-seven cents, the Court
postpone the decree of allowance of the said account until
the next term of the Court.
A true copy from the minutes.
Jos. W. Ballentine,
Clerk of the Orphans' Court.

State of New dJersey,

Morris County,:; :

I, Joseph W. Ballentine, Surrogate of said County,
hereby certify that the annexed are true copies of the de-
cree made by the Orphans’ Court of the County of Morris
declaring the estate of Samuel G. Stiers, deceased, insol-
vent ; also the decree of saijl Court on the final account of
the Administratrix of said estate.

In witness whereof I have

f surrogate’s hereunto set my hand and
]
5 gent [ SEAL OF THE seal of office this twelfth
w.srey § dOUNTY OF -

STAMP, j MORRIS, day of April, A. D. eigh-
canc’d.J [ NEW JERSEY. J teen hundred and seventy-
one.
Jos. W. Ballentine, Surrogate.
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do
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In Chancery of Hew dJersey.

Between

et als,

A
Peter T. B. VanPoren, J
I
\

A

Complainants. .
and} 0iy/,V™S |v-

Washington Stickle,et 1

ux, et als/
Defendants. /

EXHIBIT S.

Copy of H. C. Pitney’s notes of Mrs. Stiers’ examination
in Orphans’ Court.

My property. I got the money from my mother about
six years ago in February. I got $1,100 from hek My
mother’s name was Jane Moore, lived lower part; of Hun-
terdon County. She had farm and sold it. I loaned the
money to my husband. He paid some on the Beavertown
property and some housed when he went to the oil region.
He took $300 to oil regions. I took no note or bond from
my husband when I let him have,the money. I had an ac-
count that he had got the money, in a small book, memoran-
dum book; he wrote it in. I guess I can find the book. This

Ug was when I let him have the money. It was after he bought
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the Beavertown property that I let him have the mqney, 2
or 3 .years after. Can’t tell where he got the money to pay
on Beavertown property; he paid $1,000, when he bought
the property. I let him have the money after my mother
died. I had it in the house some time. I got the money
six,months after mother died. @ Jane Moore, lived lower
end of German Valley. There were six girls, 2 boys— s
children. "

My mother's name was Moore,  Mother left no will.—
Each brother got as much as L 1 signed no paper. Farm
was sold in mother’s life time. My brother did the busi-
ness. George Moore lives at Changewater. Ebeuezer .
Beavers, mv mother-in-law also attended to the business,
lives in Hunterdon County. dJohn Moore lives in Virginia.
Jane Cregar lives in Hunterdon. Catherine Pence’ wife of
Jacob Pence, Hannah Martinis, Elizabeth Hull, all live
iu Hunterdon County. Except the book account had noth-
ing until I got the notes. I knew husband was in debt
when lie sold out, to VanNess. !

When he sold to Mitchell, I stopped the sale of place un-
til he promised me the money. George Moore paid me the
money, $1,100, at jurs. Beaver’s, in Hunterdon County.

My father’s name was John Moore, in Sussex County.—
Mother’s name Jane llosenback. She inherited the farm
from her father in Hunterdon County.

EXHIBIT “p;”

T 7 M s_ f%L J M.;,
Youngblood’s notes of Mrs. Stickle’s examination

I did'nt take into account the two notes because they
were my property; got the money from m§ mother,about
MNix years ago last February ; about $1,100 ; mother’s name
Jane Moore ; she lived in the;lower part of Hunterdon
Cqunty : she had a farm and sold after my father died. 1
loaned the money to my husband when I got it ; some he
used when he went to the oil regions and. some on the
Beavertown property; think he took $300 to the oil re-
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gions ; did’nt take a note or boud tVori my husband when
I let him have the money; I had a little account that he
had got the money in a memorandum hook : he wrote it in
the book when I let him have the money. It was attei he
bo’t the property of Mr. Mains that I let him have the
money ; can’t tell how long after; 2 or 3 years; can t tell
how much he paid on the Beavertown property ; he had
some money and paid it; he was a carpenter on the canal,
think it is 6 years ago that 1 let him have the money ; I
let him have the money after my mother died a year or
two—I had it in the house until I let my husband have it;
got the money some six months after my mother died ; my
mother lived lower end of German Valley ; ¢ girls and 2
boys ; my maiden name was Moore ; mother didn t leave
any will; T did not sign any deed or papers, we settled
among ourselves; farm sold before mother died ; George
Moore settled it up for us ; lie lives at Changewater, War-
ren Co.

Ebenezer Beavers also had—

He lives in Hunterdon Co.; my other brother was (John
Moore ; he lives in Virginia ; I don’t know where my sisters
live; one married Mr. Crigar; Jane Crigar; she lives in
Hunterdon.

Catherine Pence, wife of Jacob
Hannah Martenas and Elizabeth Hull; they all live in
Hunterdon Co.; I only took from my husband the book
account until I got the notes ; 1 believe my husband was
in 'debt when he sold out to VanNess; he promised to let
me have it when he sold the farm to Mitchell; I stopped
the sale until he promised to give me the money ; he did’ nt
pay me any money on wliatl loaned him until I got the
notes; I had the Looks in my hands ; lie did’nt go to the
coal regions right away after I let him have the money ;—
most of my brothers and sisters had their money ; my bro-
ther George paid me. the money, $1,100, at my sister’'s—
Mrs. Beavers—in Huhterdon Co.; I don’t know exactly
where he lives now. My father’s name was John Moore;
he lived and died in Sussex Co.; mother’s maiden name
Jane Rosenbach ; she inherited farm from her father p
Hunterdon Co.
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I have collected $20 from Mr. Cooper and $1.75 from
Mr. Hill; collected from Cooper since I filed my account.

Hall-

Van Doren, the lumberman, collected 2 bills.

EXHIBIT “H.”
On the part of the Complainants: 10
$325.83. Boonton, N. J., Sept. 1st, 1868.,

One month after date we promise to pay to B. C. Os-
born, agt., or order, Three Hundred and Twenty-five 83-100
Dollars, at the National Iron Bank, at Morristown, with-
out defalcation or discount; for value received.

F e — *  (Signed).
25 cent Stiers .& Kyerson.
stamp.
U.S.lot. (Endorsed) B. C. Osborn,
Rev. Agt. J. Stewart. 20
EXHIBIT “I1.”

On the part of the Defendants

$2,004 20-100. - Boonton, Aug. 7,1868.

Three months after date we promise to pay to the order so
of Van Doren & Son, at the Nat. Iron Bank of Morristown,
Two Thousand anil Four 20-100 Dolls., without defalcation
or disc’t, for val. rec’d.

(Signed)
$1.05 Stiers &Ryerson.
Int. Rev.

Stamp. (Endorsed)
i Van Doren & SOn.
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EXHIBIT “ G.
On part of the Complainants :

$1,000, Dolls. Boonton, Aug. 7, 1868.
Two months after date we promise to pay to the order
of Van Doreu & Son at the,Nat. Iron. Bank of Morristown,
One Thousand Dolls., without defalcation or disc’t for val
10 rec’d.
. (Signed)
50 cent Stiers & Ryerson.
. Stamp

*

(Endorsed) Van Doren & Son.

EXHIBIT “E.”
20  On the part of the Complainants :

$505 00-100. Boonton, April 3, 1868.

Three months after date we promise to pay to the order
of Van Doren & Son, Five Hundred and Five Dolls, at the
National Bank at Morristown, without defalcation or disc’t,
for val. rec’d.

(Signed)
*30cents,* S. G. Stiers & Rierson.
II. S, Tut. End 4
ndor
30« Stamps. * ( orsed) Van Doren &Son.

EXHIBIT “Q.”
On the part of the Complainants :
$2,004 20-100. Phillipsburg National Bank.  No. 41.

40 Phillipsburg, N. J., November 12,1868.
Pay Lewis C. Reese, Cash’r, or order, Two Thousand
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and Four 20-100 Dollars, to take up Stires & Ryerson note
at Morristown Bank, (Iron Bank) due 7-10 Nov.

f2centU. S. | (Signed)
*Int. Stamp.*l Van Doren & Son.

EXHIBIT “F.
On the part of the Complainants :

Phillipsburg National Bank. No, 42.
Phillipspurg, N. J., August 18,1874.
Pay iStires & Ryerson, or order, Five Hundred &

Eleven loo Dollars.

----- 7------*  (Signed)

| 2cent | Van Doren & Son.
|Int. Rev. |

| Stamp. | (Endorsed)

% t Stires & Ryerson.



New dJersey Court of Errors and Appeals.

Between
W ashington Stickle , and
Sarah Ann, his wife ,

Appellants, Petition
and a
Peter T. B. YanDoren, Appeal.
and William P. C.
YanDoren,
Appellees.

To the Honorable the Court of Errors and Appeals, in the
last resort in all cases.

The humble petition of Washington Stickle and Sarah
Ann Stickle, his wife, the appellants in the above stated
cause, respectfully showeth that your petitioners find
themselves aggrieved by a final decree made in the Court
of Chancery by the Honorable Theodore Bnnyon, Esq.,
Chancellor of the State of New Jersey, on the 9th day of
February, in the year one thousand eight hundred and se-
venty-four, in a certain cause in said Court of Chancery,
wherein the above appellees were complainants, and the

30 above named appellants, (your petitioners,) were defen-



dants, in this respect, to-wit: that the said decree orders,
adjudges and decrees that Charles E. Pierson, the Receiver
do pay to the complainants the sum of twelve hundred and
eighty-five dollars and fifty cents, (less four per cent, of the
amount thereof to be retained by him in full for his fees
and commissions as Receiver,) which sum so to be by him
to them paid shall be by them applied towards the pay-
ment of their claims and demands against the firm of Stiles
& Ryerson, as mentioned and described in the pleadings
10 therein. And that the said Washington Stickle and Sarah
Ann, his wife, do pay to the said complainants the said
sum of one hundred dollars and twenty-seven cents, to be
by the said complainants in like manner applied toward
the payment of the said claim ; and that the said Washing-
ton Stickle and Sarah Ann, his wife, do pay to the said
complainants their costs to be taxed ; and your petitioners
therefore pray that the said decree of the said Chancellor
may be, in the particulars aforesaid, reversed, set aside and
for nothing holden, and that your petitioners may have
20 such relief in the premises as to this Honorable Court shall
.seem meet.
Dated June 2nd, 1874. AUG. W. CUTLER,

A true Copy, Sol and Counsel. for Appellants.
Henry C. Kels ey, Clerk.






