Supreme Court of Illinois

Scarlett et al

V8.

Gorham et al

71641 Gy






Supreme Gomt of the State of Finais,
THIRD GRAND DIVISION.

APRIL TERNM, A. D. 1862.
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IRA GORHAM ‘dnd ‘
GEORGE W. D. HAWKINS. )

Brief of Points, Authorities and Argument for Appellants.

1st. The decree in this case does not contain a sufficient state-
ment of facts or evidence to base itself upon, or to warrant the
decree ; and the record fails to show any evidence to warrant such
a decree.

This court will not presume that any other proof was made
than what appears in the record.—11 Il p. 361 ; 12 I, p. 288,

2d. The decree is nothing more than an ordinary decree for
the foreclosure of a mortgage, and is not in consonance with the
pleadings aud proofs in the case here shown of record.

@ The original bill of complaint, filed Oct. 15th, 1857, by the
complainants vs. Stephenson alone, prays to set aside a convey-
-ance made by Gorham, one of the complainants to said Stephen-
son, of certain lands in Kaneville, Kane County, on the ground
of frand, or fraudulent representations, on the part of Stephen-
son, in obtaining such deed ; and that the title to said lands may
become again vested in the complainants.

There never was any service of a summons on Stephenson on
this bill, or in the: case entitled Ira Gorham and Geo. W. D. Haw-
kins ys, James K. Stephenson—Vide Record, page 50.

In December, 1839, one of the complainauts (Gorham) filed
what purports to be a supplemental bill of complainant vs, Ste_
“phenson, William and Mary Scarlett, Thomas Newlan and others,
certain judgment creditors of Stephenson, alleging fraud and
fraudulent representations on the part of Stephenson to obtain
the deel of saill Kaneville lands, and praying that said judg-
ments he reversed amd cease to be a lien on said Jands, and all



sales and deeds of said lands made by the sheriff be set aside,
and the deed from Gorham to Stephenson be cancelled, and Ste-
phenson re-convey, or said creditors of Stephenson be directed to
pay complainant’s demand of $600,

6. The decree is not in accordance with the prayer of either
bill, and is not consistent with the case stated in either bill.

¢. Mary E. Scarlett is not a creditor.

8d. The evidence taken in the case, and here shown of record,
does not entitle the complainants to decree, even against Stephen-
son ; for there is no fraud on the part of Stephenson proven.

a. The supplemental bill even rebuts the presumption of fraud
on the part of Stephenson, and, from its very allegations, ought
to prevent complainant from obtaining a decree.

For, in said bill [Record, page 15-16], it is expressly stated
that Stephenson stated to Gorham and Hawkins, the complain-
ants, that he got h's title from C. W, Lee, of Aurora; and, by
going to him, they could be fully advised as to the nature of the
title, and what it was worth: and complainant Gorham then ad-
vised Hawkins to go and see Lee, and learn from him about it ;
and that Hawkins went to see Lee, aud found it all right, and so
told Gorham ; and Gorham, believiog Hawkins, and placing full
confidence in Hawkms statements,—not Stephenson’s,— consented
to make the deed, &e.

Showing clearly that Gorham did not rely upon Stephenson’s
statements, but relied only, and made the deed only, upon Haw-
kins' statements.

No combination is shown or pretended between Hawkins and
Stephenson. The testimony of Stephenson [Record, p. 71-78]
establishes the fact that there was no fraud on the part of Ste-
phenson He testifies that he made no representations to Hawk-
ing or Gorham relative to the title or value of the land, but re-
ferred them to Lee to learn all about it; and that if; alter seeing
Lee, they desired to trade, to come to his house at Aurora, and he
would trade, &e.: that Hawkins came to his house at Aurora
next day, and traded.

C. W.ILee’s testimony simply shows the fact that Stephenson
had no title to the land, (Stephenson’s testimony, and Lee's, in
this particular, clash somewhat; both being complainant’s wit-
nesses ) and that his, Lee's title, was not gooil, and the Wisconsin



land not worth much. Lee also testifies that Hawkins never
came to see him about the Wisconsin land.

So then, as against the defendant, Stephenson alone, the com-
plainants under the allegations of the bill of complaint, and the
proofs,"would not be entitled to a decree.

4th. But Mary E. Scarlett is a dons fide purchaser without no-
tice, and entitled to protection, even if Stephenson had obtained
his dced by fraud.

A bona fide purchase, for a valuable consideration and without
notice, either from a fraudulent grantor or grantee, shall be pro-
tected. He takes the estate discharged of the fraud that pre-

viously injected the title.
11 111, p. 322,

A purchaser would never be safe if made responsible for the
fairness of every preceding sale of the estate, whether notified of
the fraud or not.

It is sufficient for the purposes of equity that he comes into
Court free of fraud himself, and from the knowledge of, and at-
tempt to, profit by the fraud of others.

Prevo vs. Walters et al., 4 Scam., p. 39.

See the sworn answers of William and Mary E. Scarlett, vecord
pages 53, 59, 62 and 65, stating how they purchased, and the
consideration they paid for the land in controversy, and that they
purchased without notice, dec.

Mary E. Scarlett purchased of Thomas Newlan, and Newlan
obtained title through a sheriff’s deed of the said lands, made
after the expiration of the time of redemption, on a sale made
May 1st, 1858, upon a judgment obtained against Stephenson in
Kane Circuit Court March 9th, 1857, by Abraham Moore, who
sued for the use of Julius C, Burnham for the sum of $2.40, and
also upon a judgment obtained against Stephenson in favor of
same parties on May 29th, 1857, for $1,000 debt, and $266.64
damages and costs; which sale of said lands wes made to one
Anor Richardson; and said Richardson’s ceriificate of purchase
was sold and assigned by him to Newlau, and Newlan received
the sheriffs deed.—Vide averments of supplemental bill, Record,
p- 22, and Newlan’s sworn answer, Record, pp. 65, 67.

bidorh )
Newlan obtained judgment vs. Stephenson, Sept, 14th, 1857,
in Aurora Court of Common Pleas, for $40060; and the said



land in controversy was sold on an execution on said judgment,
on the 1st day of January, 1858, to said Newlan.— Vide aver-
ments of supplemental bill, Record, p. 22, and Newlan’s answer,
Record, pp. 65, 67.

Gorham conveyed the legal title to the lands in controversy
to Stephenson by warranty deed Sept. 12, 1857.—Record, pp:
46-49.

The two judgments aforesaid, in favor of Moore for the use of
Burnham vs. Stephenson, attached to, and became, a lien on the
land in controversy as soon as the legal title became vested in
Stephenson ; and the sale afterwards to Anor Richardson on said
judgments vested in him a valid title, and the assignment of his
certificate to Newlan; and the sheriff’s deed, subsequently ob-
tained thereon, vested in Newlan a valid title ; and the convey
ance by Newlan to Mary E. Scarlett, being bona fide, and for a
valuable consideration, vested in her a valid title.

«. Anor Richardson was a third party [not a creditor] who
purchased for a valuable consideration—to wit, the amount of
said judgments—without notice, and was in all respects a bona
fide purchaser; and the title of Newlan and Secarlett, through

him, must be protected.

0. Newlan was also a bonafide purchaser on the sale on his
own judgment, made Jan. 1st, 1858 ; which judgment was ob-
tained, and became a lien, Sept. 14th, 1857,

The satisfaction of his execution by the sale of the land dis-
charged the lien of his judgment of record; aud he therefore
paid a quid pro quo, and is a purchaser for a valuable considera-
tion,

5th. The doctrine of lis pendeus does not apply to Scarlett ;
for the commencement of a suit in chancery is constructive notice
of the pendency of such suit only against persons who aequire
an interest in, or title to, the subject of litigation under the de-
fendants, or some of them pendente lite.— Stuyvesant vs, Hall,
2 Barb,, ¢ch. p 151

a. Stephenson was the only defendant to the suit pending
when Scarlett bought,

Again, in Roberts vs, Jackson [1 Wend, p. 478], it is held,
« Where a judgment was entered after the filing of a bill in chan-
cery, and there was no proof of the service of subpwena, or of
actual notice to the plaintifty in the execation previous to the



entry of the judgment, a sale under the judgment was held valid
notwithstanding the Zs pendius, and the title of a subsequent
purchase was adjudged good, although he had full notice of the
snit:” which is, without doubt, the law.

The title of Mus. Scarlett, derived through Newlan and Rich-
ardson, must be held good, although the suit between Gorham
and Stephenson was pending at the time she purchased of New
lan.

6th. The purported supplemental bill is irregularly and im-
properly filed.

@. The record shows no leave of the court to file any such bill.

b. The bill purports to be by one only of the complainants,
and against almost entirely new defendants, and making, in a
measure, a new state of facts.

In fact, it is a nondescript.

7th. The decree is in favor of both Gorham and Hawkins as
complainants, and against Stephenson and several other defen-
dants having different rights, and states that the Court did then
and there find and fix the amount due from Hawkins [one of the
complainants] to Gorham [another of the complainants] for the
purchase-price of said land, and that claim vs. Hawkins ought to
be a just lien on said land, &c.; and that the defendants have
ninety days to pay the debt thus due from one of the complain.
ants to the other, or the land be sold, &e, : which is all there is
of the decree.

The decree is a nondescript.

For these and other reasons, the appellants pray that the said
decree be reversed.

CHAS. WHEATON,
of Counsel for Appellants.
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Supreme Conet of the State of IMinois,
‘THIRD GRAND DIVISION.

APRIL: TERM, A. D, 1882,

WILLIAM SCARLETT, ]

MARY. E. SCARLETT,
THOMAS NEWLAN,
JAMLSK STLPHENSON et al. }Ap eal from Kane County
Appellan‘rs é;rcmt Court.
V8.

IRA GORHAM, and "
GEORGE W. D. HAWKINS, |

Brief of Points, " Authorities and Argument for Appellants.

1st. The decree in this case does not contain a sufficient state-
ment of facts or evidence to base itself upon, or to warrant the
decree ; and the record fails to show any evidence to warrantsuch
a decree.

This court will not presume that any other proof was made
than what appears in the record.—11 Ill, p. 861 ; 12 Ill, p. 283,

2d. The decree is nothing more than an ordinary decree for
the foreclosure of a mortgage, and is not in consonance with the
pleadings and proofs in the case here shown of record.

@, The original bill of complaint, filed Oct. 15th, 1857, by the
complainants vs. Stephenson alone, prays to set aside a convey-
ance made by Gorham, one of the complainants to said Stephen-
son, of certain lands in Kaneville, Kane County, on the greund
of fraud, or frandulent representations, on the part of Stephen-
son, in obtaining such deed ; and that the title to said lands may
become again vested in the complainants.

There never:was any service of a summons on Stephenson on

* this bill, or in the case entitled Ira Gorham and Geo. W, D. Haw-
kins vs. James K, Stephenson—Vide Record, page 50.

In December, 1839, one of the complainants (Gorham) filed
what purports to be a supplemental bill of complainant vs, Ste,
phenson, William and Mary Scarlett, Thomas Newlan and others,
certain judgment crelitors of Stephenson, alleging fiand and
fraudulent representations on the part of Stephenson to obtain

the deel of sail Kaneville lands, and praying that said judg-

ments be rerersed und cease to be a lien on said lands, and all



sales and deeds of said lands made by the sheriff be set aside,
and the deed from Gorham to Stephenson be cancelled, and Ste-

_ phenson re-convey, or said creditors of Stephenson be directed to
_pay complainant’s demand of $600.

b. The decree is not in accordance with the prayer of either
bill, and is not consistent with the case stated in either bill.

¢. Mary E. Scarlett is not a creditor.

8d. The evidence taken in the case, and here shown of record,
does not entitle the complainants to decree, even against Stephen-
son ; for there is no fraud on the part of Stephenson proven.

. The supplemental bill even rebuts the presumption of fraud
on the part of Stephenson, and, from its very allegations, ought
to prevent complainant from obtaining a decree.

For, in said bill [Record, page 15-16], it is expressly stated
that Stephenson stated to Gorham and Hawkins, the complain-
ants, that he got h's title from C. W. Lee, of Aurora; and, by
going to him, they could be fully advised as to the nature of the
title, and what it was worth : and complainant Gorham then ad-
vised Hawkins to go and see Lee, and learn from him about it ;
and that Hawkins went to see Lee, and found it all right, and so
told Gorham ; and Gorham, believing Hawkins, and placing fall
confidence in Hawking’ statements,—not Stephenson’s,—consented
to make the deed, &e.

Showing clearly that Gorham did not rely upon Stephenson’s
statements, but relied only, and made the deed only, upon Haw-
kins’ statements.

No combination is shown or pretended between Hawkins and
Stephenson. The testimony of Stephenson [Record, p. 71-78]
establishes the fact that there was no fraud on the part of Ste-
phenson. e testifies that he made no representations to Hawk-
ins or Gorham relative to the title or value of the land, but re-
ferred them to Lee to learn all about it; and that if, after seeing
Lee, they desired to trade, to tome to his house at Aurora, and he
would trade, &c.: that Hawkins came to his house at Aurora
next day, and traded.

C. W. Lee’s testimony simply shows the fact that Stephenson
had no title to the land, (Stephenson’s testimony, and Lee's, in
this particular, clash somewhat; both being complainant’s wit-
nesses ) and that his, Lee's title, was not good, and the Wisconsin



land in controversy was sold on an execution on said judgment,
on the 1st day of January, 1858, to said Newlan.— Vide aver-
ments of supplemental bill, Record, p. 22, and Newlan’s answer,
Record, pp. 65, 67.

Gorham conveyed the legal title to the lands in controversy
to Stephenson by warranty deed Sept. 12, 1857.—Record, pp-
46-49.

The two judgments aforesaid, in favor of Moore for the use of
Burnham vs. Stephenson, attached to, and became, a lien on the
land in controversy as soon as the legal title became vested in
Stephenson ; and the sale afterwards to Anor Richardson on said
judgments vested in him a valid title, and the assignment of his
certificate to Newlan; and the sheriff’s deed, subsequently ob-
tained thereon, vested in Newlan a valid title; and the convey-
ance by Newlan to Mary E. Scarlett, being bona fide, and for a
valuable consideration, vested in her a valid title.

«. Anor Richardson was a third party [not a creditor] who
purchased for a valuable consideration—to wit, the amount of
said judgments—without notice, and was in all respects a bona
fide purchaser; and the title of Newlan and Scarlett, through
him, must be protected. ;

. Newlan was also a bona-fide purchaser on the sale on his
own judgment, made Jan. 1st, 1858 ; which judgment was ob-
tained, and became a lien, Sept. 14th, 1857,

The satisfaction of his execution by the sale of the land dis-
charged the lien of his judgment of record; and he therefore
paid a quid pro guo, and is a purchaser for a valuable considera-
tion.

5th. The doctrine of s pendeus does not apply to Scarlett ;
for the commencement of a suit in chancery is constructive notice
of the pendency of such suit only against persons who acquire
an interest in, or title to, the subject of litigation under the de-
fendants, or some of them pendente lite.— Stuyvesant vs. Hall,
2 Barb,, ch, p 151

a. Stephenson was the only defendant to the suit pending
when Scarlett bought.

Again, in Roberts ve, Jackson [1 Wend, p. 478], it is held,
« Where a judgment was entered after the filing of a bill in chan®
cery, and there was no proof of the service of subpcena, or of
actual notice to the plaintiffy in the execation previous to the




entry of the judgment, a sale under the judgment was held valid
notwithstanding the lis pendius, and the title of a subsequent
purchase was adjudged good, although he had full notice of the
suit:” which is, without doubt, the law.

The title of Mrs. Scarlett, derived through Newlan and Rich-
ardson, must be held good, although the suit between Gorham
and Stephenson was pending at the time she purchased of New
lan.

6th. The purported supplemental bill is irregularly and im-
properly filed.

@. The record shows no leave of the court to file any such bill.

b. The bill purports to be by one only of the complainants,
and against almost entirely new defendants, and making, in a
measure, a new state of facts,

In fact, it is a nondescript.

7th, The decree is in favor of both Gorham and Hawkins as
complainants, and against Stephenson and .several other defen-
dants having different rights, and states that the Court did then
and there find and fix the amount due from Iawkins [one of the
complainants] to Gorham [another of the complainants] for the
purchase-price of said land, and that claim vs. Hawkins ought to
be a just lien on said land, &ec.; and that the defendants have
ninety days to pay the debt thus due from one of the complain-
ants to the other, or the land be sold, &e. : which is all there is
of the decree.

The decree is a nondescript.

For these and other reasons, the appellants pray that the said
decree be reversed.

CHAS. WHEATON,
of Counsel for Appellants.



o Oonuwamward‘ [
Om,mm gmwﬁqﬁcx F il

(66166 6 16L6136(" : ;g
_ ROL {1626 UII(] OpJIEL. TGUAONR [JI6 aEB:qu Drardh %«q e m!&
L6 (66166 12 9 BNy’ i

Of 6 (60L66"

N3 L0 LG OFfiCL O (16 [N PG 20J’ a6’ 1 IAJIIGH 12 9] LjI6LE B

mmeph ke o bk ope (epp gpE qie oNT onG of &6 combjum.

6 U __E jl6) on Aunq s’ o' - o pprag ewm (JOIeUqamz L6

Dsten BIREIC :_: Of, =uIj Taug’ ¢ I ppai aSE Iy ms&gg Eﬂwa o

br:._&:t:\_ {0 GonjIumy [anogpen of e aoaw_ﬁnnﬁaw ,,ﬁf aﬂ@

G Fe16 uog #nq g (56 SWOMTE (G Foi IS EL ‘

(UiRgR PEAING. quIeLeng Litppa V(] 2pspea ppue ppe OoE.n qiq 3«3

combynmmge’ apq wRsap hlémcvou YU 26LGLU] OF[IGL ([GIoH-
LI LHS (66166 12 1D {AOL Of pogp 10&:2: VI [Eapivz gz
199 168’ 1p 12 1 somgsahy .

IIGURILG o UGM 2006 Of (UG’

aui 9GiEy B{0z; STEISIA BeA qelEBYENE s0q WYRINE W W

: . voape pri brborga o pe pk one ook of ipe combpuune

JP5 LEGOL _ 2[00 1A 1O [GHAG Of PG GOLE £O H[6 ik 2AG[T PIY

broberjk upsqr
prpr 1pe r:;vc:aa czzv_ﬁ:_aﬁd ?: 12 :._.as.:_aaw sy I

" i e x o B e

un(. peehpemzon mrz benqiug up :5 DTG 2P6 vn..%ﬁaa Of, /61
= A X ULtz o’ minzp P6 Pefy :_5__. n_ﬂto:cﬁ h:u N & PELIAGGE

ot T T LA L Lo

m_:ﬂf.._:ﬂtTSE.ozﬂacaE %m ?5 W
Lanapsas mu= Gilogtay Sooq speponly pe paq E_M-otn , OL T

HOLATEPREI T, £pe (v DeSqee’, $Uq e e opN 2i Qa B
eLLh of, ¢s lnqBorsng @ auje NUSL L6 .M,"Zm_a:ﬁ@m




Supene: Gomt of the Stute of Pinnis,
THIRD GRAND DIVISION.

" APRTI. TERN, A. ID. 1862.

WILLIAM SCARLETT,

MARY E.SCARLETT,

THOMAS NEWLAN,’

JAMES K. ST]LPHENSON etal. | Appeal from Kane County
; Appellants % Circuit Court.

V8&n
IRA GORHAM, and
GEORGE W. D, HAWKINS, |

Brief of Points, Authorities and Argument for Appellants.

1st. The decree-in this case does not contain a sufficient state-
ment of facts or evidence to base itself upon, or to warrant the
decree ; and the record fails to show any evidence to warrantsuch
a decree.

This court will not presume that any other proof was made
than what appears in the record.—11 Il1, p. 361 ; 12 IlL, p. 283,

2d. The decree is nothing more than an ouhnal y decree for
the foreclosure of a mortgage, and is not in consonance with the
pleadings and proofs in the case here shown of record.

a, The original bill of complaint, filed Oct. 15th, 1857, by the
complainants vs. Stephenson alone, prays to set aside a convey-
ance made by Gorham, one of the complainants to said Stephen-
son, of certain lands in Kaneville, Kane County, on the ground
of fraud, or fraudulent representations, on the part of Stephen-
- son, in obtaining such deed ; and that the title to said lands may
become again vested in the complainants.

There never was any service of a summons on Stephenson on
this bill, or in the ecase entitled Ira Gorham and Geo. W. D. Haw-
kins vs. James K. Stephenson—Vide Record, page 50.

“In December, 1859, one of the complainants (Gorham) filed
what purports to be a supplemental bill of complainant vs, Ste_
phenson, William an:l Mary Searlett, Thomas Newlan anl others,
certain judgment creditors of Stephenson, alleging frand and
fraudulent representations on the part of Stephenson to obtain
the deel of saiill Kaneville lands, and praying that said jude-
ments be reversed and cease to be a lien on said lands, and all



sales and deeds of said lands made by the sheriff be set aside,
and the deed from Gorham to Stephenson be cancelled, and Ste-
phenson re-convey, or said creditors of Stephenson be directed to
pay complainant’s demand of $600,

6. The decree is not in accordance with the prayer of either
bill, and is not consistent with the case stated in either bill.

¢. Mary E. Scarlett is not a creditor.

3d. The evidence taken in the case, and here shown of record,
does not entitle the complainants to decree, even against Stephen-
son ; for there is no fraud on the part of Stephenson proven.

a. The supplemental bill even rebuts the presumption of fraud
on the part of Stephenson, and, from its very allegations, ought
to prevent complainant from obtaining a decree.

For, in said bill [Record, page 15-16], it is expressly stated
that Stephenson stated to Gorham and Hawkins, the complain-
ants, that he got h's title from C. W. Lee, of Aurora; and, by
going to him, they could be fully advised as to the nature of the
title, and what it was worth : and complainant Gorham then ad-
vised Hawkins to go and see Lee, and learn from him about it ;
and that Hawkins went to see Lee, and found it all right, and so
told Gorham ; and Gorham, believing Hawkins, and placing full
confidence in Hawkins’ statements,—not Stephenson’s,—consented
to make the deed, &e,

Showing clearly that Gorham did not rely ﬁpon Stephenson’s
statements, but relied only, and made the deed only, upon Haw-
kins’' statements.

No combination is shown or pretended between Hawkins and
Stephenson.. The testimony of Stephenson [Record, p. 71-78]
establishes the fact that there was no fraud on the part of Ste-
phenson. e testifies that he made no representations to Hawk-
ins or Gorham relative to the title or value of the land, but re-
ferred them to Lee to learn all about it ; and that if, after seeing
Lee, they desired to trade, to come to his house at Aurora, and he
would trade, &e.: that Hawkins came to his house at Aurora
next day, and traded.

C. W. Lee’s testimony simply shows the fact that ‘Stephenson
had no title to the land, (Stephenson’s testimony, and Lee's, in
this particular, clash somewhat; both being complainant’s wit-
nesses ) and that his, Lee's title, was not good, and the Wisconsin



land not worth much. Lee also testifies that Hawkins never
came to see him about the Wisconsin land.

So then, as against the defendant, Stephenson alone, the com-
plainants under the allegations of the bill of complaint, and the
proofs, would not be entitled to a decree.

4th. But Mary E. Scarlett is a bonz fide purchaser without no-
tice, and entitled to protection, even if Stephenson had obtained
his deed by frand.

A bona fide purchase, for a valuable consideration and without
notice, either from a fraudulent grantor or grantee, shall be pro-
tected. He takes the estate discharged of the fraud that pre-
viously inject:d the title.
11 111, p. 322.

A purchaser would never be safe if made responsible for the
fairness of every preceding sale of the estate, whether notified of
the frand or not. '

It is sufficient for the purposes of equity that he comes into -
Court free of fraud himself, and from the knowledge of, and at-

tempt to, profit by the fraud of others. _
Prevo vs. Walters et al., 4 Scam,, p. 39.

See the sworn answers of William and Mary E. Scarlett, vecord:

_pages 53, 59, 62 and 65, stating how they purchased, and the

consideration they paid for the land in controversy, and that they
purchased without notice, dze.

Mary E. Scarlett purchased of Thomas Newlan, and Newlan
obtained title through a sheriff’s deed of the said lands, made
after the expiration of the time of redemption, on a sale made
May 1st, 1858, upon a judgment obtained against Stephcnson in
Kane Cireuit Court Mavch 9th, 1857, by Abraham Moore, who
sued for the use of Julius C. Burnham for the snm of $2.40, and
also upon a judgment obtained against Stephenson in favor of
same parties on May 99th, 1857, for $1,000 debt, and $266.64
damages and costs; which sale of said lands was made to one
Anor Richardson; and said Richardson’s certificate of purchase
was sold and assigned by him to Newlan, and Newlan received
the sheriff’s deed—Vide averments of supplemental bill, Record,
p- 22, and N ewlan’s sworn answer, Record, pp. 65, 67.

Stephenson, Sept. 14th, 1857

Newlan obtained judgment vs.
in Anrora Court of Common Pleas, for $49060; and the said



land in controversy was sold on an execution on said judgment,
on the 1st day of January, 1858, to said Newlan.— Vide aver-
ments of supplemental bill, Record, p. 22, and Newlar’s answer,
Record, pp. 65, 67.

Gorham conveyed the legal title to the lands in controversy
to Stephenson by warranty deed Sept. 12, 1857.—Record, pp-
46-49.

The two judgments aforesaid, in favor of Moore for the use of
Burnham vs. Stephenson, attached to, and became, a lien on the
land in controversy as soon as the legal title became vested in
Stephenson ; and the sale afterwards to Anor Richardson on said
judgments vested in him a valid title, and the assignment of his
certificate to Newlan; and the sheriff’s deed, subsequently ob-
tained thereon, vested in Newlan a valid title ; and the convey-
ance by Newlan to Mary E. Scarlett, being bona fide, and for a
valuable consideration, vested in her a valid title.

«. Anor Richardson was a third party [not a creditor] who
purchased for a valuable consideration—to wit, the amount of
said judgments—without notice, and was in all respects a bona
fide purchaser; and the title of Newlan and Scarlett, through

him, must be protected.

. Newlan was also a bona-fide purchaser on the sale on his
own judgment, made Jan. 1st, 1858 ; which judgment was ob-
tained, and became a lien, Sept. 14th, 1857,

The satisfaction of his execution by the sale of the land dis-
charged the lien of his judgment of record; and he therefore
paid a guid pro quo, and is a purchaser for a valuable considera-
tion.

5th., The doctrine of Zs pendeus does not apply to Scarlett ;
for the commencement of a suit in chancery is constructive notice
of the pendency of such suit only against persons who acquire
an interest in, or title to, the subject of litigation under the de-
fendants, or some of them pendente lite.— Stuyvesant vs. Hall,
2 Barb,, ch. p 151.

a. Stephenson was the only defendant to the suit pending
when Scarlett bought.

Again, in Roberts vs. Jackson [1 Wend, p. 478, it is held,
« Where a judgment was entered after the filing of a bill in chan’
cery, and there was no proof of the service of subpaena, or of
actual notice to the plaintiffs in the execation previous to the



entry of the judgment, a sale under the judgment was held valid
notwithstanding the lis pendius, and the title of a subsequent
purchase was adjudged good, although he had full notice of the
suit:” which is, without doubt, the law.

The title of Mrs. Scarlett, derived through Newlan and Rich-
ardson, must be held good, although the suit between Gorham
and Stephenson was pending at the time she purchased of New
lan.

6th. The purported supplemental bill is irregularly and im-
propetly filed.

. The record shows no leave of the court to file any such bill.

5. The bill purports to be by one only of the complainants,
and against almost entirely new defendants, and making, in a
measure, a new state of facts.

In fact, it is a nondescript.

7th, The decree is in favor of both Gorham and Hawkins as
complainants, and against Stephenson and sever al other defen-
dants having different rights, and states that the Court did then
and there find and fix the amount due from Hawkins [one of the
complmnanfs] to Gorham [another of the complainants] for the
purchase-price of said land, and that claim vs. Hawkins ought to
be a just lien on said land, &e.; and that the defendants have
ninety days to pay the debt thus due from one of the complain.
.ants to the other, or the land be sold, &e. : which is all there is
of the decree.

The decree is a nondescript.

For these and other reasons, the appellants pray that the said
decree be reversed. :

CHAS. WHEATON,
of Counsel for Appellants.
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ABSTRACT OF RECORD.

Original Bill of Complaint filed October 15th, 1857, alleges
that on the 15th day of May, 1855, Ira (torham (one of the com-
plainants,) was the owner in fee of the Jands mentioned and de-
scribed in the bond thereunto attached, marked A. That on
said day said Gorham sold said premises to George W. D. Hawk-
ins, (the other complainant,) according to the terms and condi-
tions of said bond. That on the 15th day of May, 1857, Haw-
kios had paid eight hundred dollars and interest on said purchase,
leaving still due to Gorham six hundred dollars. That on the
11th day of September, 1857, one James K. Stephenson came to
Hawkins, and represented that he had 160 acres of land in Wis-
consin, to which he had a good and perfect title, free and clear of
incumbrance, which e was desirous to trade with Hawkins for
the property mentioned in said bond, marked A.

The property marked A was, and is, a tavern stand in the vil-
lage of Kaneville, in Kane County, Illinois. That his, Stevenson’s,
Wisconsin land was very valuable, and worth $12.50 per acre.

That Hawkins, relying upon these statements, concluded to
trade if he could get Gorham’s consent, by securing Gorham for
the purchase money still due on bond A ; and that said Gorham
agreed to give Stephenson a good warranty deed of said proper-
ty in bond A described, and take a lien on said Wisconsin land,
That the parties agreed to trade the land in bond 4, mentioned,
for the land in Wisconsin, mentioned in schedule B, Gorham to
give Stephenson a deed for the land in schedule 4, and Stephen-
Son to give a deed with full covenants of warranty to Gorham
of the lands in schedule B, mentioned. That Stephenson after-
wards gave a deed signed by him and wife, of said Wisconsin
lands, to Hawkins, as grantee therein; which deed the com-
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plainants supposed to be a good warranty deed ; and Hawkins
then and there conveyed said Wisconsin lands to Gorham, and
took back from Gorham a bond therefor, and Gorham then gave
Stephenson a good warranty deed of the land in schedule A, de-
seribed.

That the complainants subsequently found out that said deed
was a special warranty deed.

That said Stephenson, at the time of making said deed, had no
title to Wisconsin lands, and knowing the same, conveyed said
lands to Hawkins to cheat and defraud the complainants out of
the land in schedule A, mentioned.

That Stephenson is insolvent and destitute of means. That
Stephenson is trying to sell the land in schedule A, mentioned.

Calls for Stephenson’s answer not under oath.

Prays that the deed of the lands in schedule A, described,
may be set aside and declared null and void, and the title to said
lands may become again vested in complainants, the same as
though no such deed had been made; prays for an injunction
against Stephenson, his agents, dzc., to prevent his selling or in-
cumbering said lands ; that such injunction may be made perpet-
ual, and for such other relief, &e. Bill signed by Gorham &
Hawkins, with Parks as solicitor. Affidavit of Hawkins in usual
form to bill and order of injunction.

Schedule “A”: A bond from Ira Gorham to George W. D-
Hawkins, dated May 15th, 1855, in penal sum of $5,000, condi-
tioned to convey all Gorham’s title and interest in the following
lands, being a part of section 26, in township 39 north, range 6
east of third P. M., and bounded as follows, to wit: North by
centre of State road and lands owned by H. Remington, east by
lands owned by H. Remington and James Lewis, Jr, south by
lands owned by Samuel McNair and J. S. Roberts, and west by
J. S. Roberts and school house lot in the village of Kaneville,
Kane county, Illinois, on the payment by Hawkins of $1400,
at different times.

Schedule B, Wisconsin land, describes the following parcel of
land situate in the county of Iowa and state of Wisconsin, to wit :
The east half of the north-west quarter of section two, in town 4

north of range 1 east; also west half of north-west of section 15,
town 6 north, range 3 east. -

Purported supplemental bill in the name of Ira Gorham alone,
alleges that on the 15th of October, 1857, Gorman with Haw-
lkins, as complainants, filed their bill of complaint against Ste-

phenson in Kane County Circuit Court, which suit is still pend-
ing in said Court ; that since filing said bill, Hawkins has left this
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State and gone to California; that since filing said bill few if any
steps have been taken in said suit; that on the 15th day of May,
A. D. 1855, Gorham, the complainant, was the legal owner of the
Kaneville premises heretofore described, and on the said day he
sold them to Hawkins for $1,400 according to the tenor and ef-
fect of a bond to said bill attached marked A ; that Hawkins had

‘paid on the 15th of May, 1857, on the purchase price of said land,

$800 with interest, leaving due to Gorham $600; that on or
about the 11th day of September, 1857, James K. Stephenson
(one of the defendants) called on Hawkins to trade and exchange
160 acres of land in Wisconsin, which Stephenson represented he
had a good title to, and which he represented was worth $12 50
per acre, (as complainant is informed and believed) for the Kane- -
ville property sold to Hawkins by complainant; that Hawkins
told Stephenson the title to said lands was in complainant, and
Hawkins and Stephenson then went to complainant Gorham, and
upon the statement of Stephenson that he had a good title to the
premises and that they were worth $2,000, and said Hawkins be-
ing desirous to trade, and upon said Stephenson stating that he
got his title from C. W. Lee of Aurora, Kane County, Illinois,
and that by calling on him they could be fully advised as to the
nature of his title and what it was worth, as Lee had been the
owner of the land, the complainant Gorham then advised Haw-
kins to go and see said Lee and ascertain from him whether or
not said Stephenson had a good title, and what it was worth.

That the next day Hawkins went to Aurora and saw Lee, as he
informed complainant, who believed him and placed full confi-
dence in his atatements, and had made full inquiries of Lee as to
the nature of Stephenson’s title and the value, and found that
Stephenson had a good and perfect title thereto, and that it was
worth $2000.

That upon this statement and said Hawkins' desire to trade,
the complainant Gorham consented to the trade'and to convey
to said Stephenson the Kaneville property, and Stephenson was
to convey to Gorham by a good and sufficient warranty deed the
Wisconsin land, and Gorham was to give Hawkins a bond to
convey to him the Wisconsin land on his paying to Gorham $600.

And believing that Stephenson had a good title, he, Gorham,
made and executed to Stephenson a warranty deed of the Kane-
ville lands, which deed is attached to Bill and marked exhibit
“B‘”

And thereupon Stephenson did 7¢ad to said Hawkins a deed
made and executed by him and his wife, dated September 11th,
1857, which complainant supposed was a warranty deed, it being
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so headed, a copy of which deed is attached to Bill and marked
Exhibit “C.”

And Hawkins and his wife made and executed thereupon to
Gorham a warranty deed of said Wisconsin land, and Gorham
made and executed to Hawkins a bond to convey said land to

Hawkins on his paying him the sum mentioned in the bond,
sald bond and deed marked Exhibits “D” and “1”

That said Stephenson immediately took possession of said
Kaneville land, and on the 16th day of September sold and con-
veyed said land to one Samuel Stone. Copy of deed marked
Exhibit “F. :

Afterwards Stone became insolvent and conveyed to Asahel
Newton, and Newton conveyed and quitclaimed the land to com-
plainant October 12th, 1859. Copy of the last deed marked Ex-
hibit “G.”

That Stephenson is insolvent, and judgments against him in
Kane County Circuit Court.

That Hawkins is insolvent and gone to California.

That Stephenson had no title to the Wisconsin land, and the
land was and is worthless, and Stephenson knew it.

That the following judgments, according to the records of Kane
County Circuit Comt were obtained against said Stephenson, to
wit : .

Orsamus D. Day, by cognovit, Feb. 7, 1857, recovered judgment
for $750 damages and $5 65 costs. Unsatisfied.

Francis G. Adams. March 9th. 1857, recovered judgment against
Stephenson for $179 20 damages and $7 75 costs. Not satis-
fied.

That Abraham Moore, who sues for the use of Julms C. Burn-
ham recovered in said Court, March 9th, 1857, a judgment
against Stephenson for $2 40 costs on demurrer, “hlch was satis-
fied by sale of said Kaneville land to one Anor Richardson on
the first day of May, 1858, and on the 29th day of May, 1857,
said Moore, who sued for the use of said Burnham, obtained judg-
ment in said Court for the sum of $1,000 debt and $266 64 dam-
ages and $13 10 costs against said Stephenson, which was satis-
fied as to damages and costs by sale of the said Kaneville land
to Anor Ru.h'udsou on the 1st day of May, 1858.

On the 1st day of January, 1858, the Kaneville land was sold
to Thomas Newlan for $490 60 on an execution and Fee Bill is-
- sued out of Aurora Court of Common Pleas in favor of Thomas

l\’e\\]an and against said Stephenson, on a judgment obtained

\eptomb(\ 14th, 1857, in said Court in favor of said Newlan.
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That William Scarlett or Mary Scarlett, his wife, claim to be
the owner of said Kaneville land, and that he or she has put in
possession of'said land and appurtenances on rent Daniel Garnett
and Minson Garnett.

That what title the Scarletts have was got from the said New-
lan, and Newlan’s title was derived through the aforesaid sales of
the land. That Stephenson intended to cheat and defraud Gorham
and Hawkins in said trade.

That premises at time of trade were worth $1,600 to $1,800,
but now not worth more than $900.

Makes said Stephenson and William Scarlett and Mary Scar-
lett, Daniel Garnett, Minson Garnett, Thomas Newlan, Julius C.
Burnham, Anor Richardson et als. defendants to said Bill.

Calls for Stephenson’s answer not under oath.

Calls for Newlan’s, William Scarlett’s and Mary Scarlett’s an-
swers under oath, and the answers of the other defendants.

Prays that all of said judgments which are or have been liens
on said Kaneville land be reversed and taken off said land and cease
to be alien thereon, and the sales made of said land on said judg-
ments be set aside, and all deeds made by the Sheriff of Kane
County on such sales be set aside and for naught-held, and all
title and interest acquired by virtue of such sales be discharged
and set aside, and the deed from complainant to Stephenson be
cancelled or set aside, and Stephenson be ordered to re-convey
the said land to complainant free and clear from liens and incum-
brances, or the creditors of said Stephenson be directed to pay
complainant’s demand of $600, and such other relief, &e.

Bill signed by Ira Gorham and Mayborn as solicitor.

Affidavit of Gorham to trath of bill, in usual form..

Exhibit “C,” special warranty deed from Stephenson and wife

] to Hawkins of Wisconsin land, dated September 11th, 1857.

Exhibit “E,” bond from Ira Gorham to Hawkins to convey
Wisconsin land, dated September 12th, 1857.

Exhibit “G,” quit-claim deed from Asahel Newton to Gorham
of Kaneville land, dated October 12th, 1859.

Exhibit “D,” warranty deed from Hawkins and wife to Gor-
ham of Wisconsin land, dated September 12th, 1857.

Exhibit “F,” deed from Stephenson and wife to Samuel Stone
of the Kaneville land, dated September 16th, 1857.

Exhibit “B,” warranty deed from Ira Gorham and wife to James
K. Stephenson, conveying the Kaneville land, dated September
12th, 1857.

Summons vs. Stephenson, dated October 15th, 1857, served
on N. J, Smith as attorney of Stephenson, Stephenson not found
in county.
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Summons dated December 20th, 1859, vs, Stephenson, W illiam
Scarlett, Thomas Newlan et als.

Service of summons on the said defendants Day, Stephenson, -
Scarlett, Burnham, Newlan, Richardson, Russ, Daniel Garnett
and Minson Garnett.

Exhibit “A.” attached to William Scarlett’s answer, being spe-
cial warranty deed from Thomas Newlan and wife to Mary E.
Scarlett of the Kaneville land, dated September 7th, 1859.

Answer of William Scarlett, filed April 6th, A. D. 1860.

The defendant saving and reserving to himself all benefit and
advantage of exception to insufficiencies of the bill for answer
says : That Mary E. Scarlett, wife of defendant, is the owner of
and has the title to the Kaneville land in bill of complaint men-
tioned, that she acquired the title to said lands on the 7th day of
September, 1859, from Thomas Newlan by deed from said New-
lan, dated the said 7th day of September, 1859, conveying said
premises to said Mary K. Scarlett, her heirs and assigns forever,
a copy of which deed is attached to answer marked “A ;" that
said Mary E. Szarlett is a good and bona fide purchaser of said
lands, and purchased of said Newlan in good farth and for valu-
able consideration ; thatshe, in consideration of the said sale and
conveyance of said Newlan to her, sold and conveyed by deed
to Newlan the following lands, situate in Aurora, Kane County,
Illinois, to wit : Lockwood’s sub-division of Block 14 in Stephen-
son’s Extended Addition to Aurora, excepting and reserving lots
10, 19 and 20 in said bleck, and reserving the small wooden
building now on Block 4, which last lands were valued by the
parties at the time of sale at $1,800, and the lands sold and con-
| veyed by Newlan to her were valued at the time of said sale at
| $1,500, and the sum of $275 was to be paid and was paid by
| Newlan to herin money to make up the difference ; that Newlan
| stated at the time of said sale and conveyance to her that his ti-
tle to said Kaneville lands was good and there were no liens or
claims against said lands, and she relied on such statements of
Newlan and purchased said lands in good faith, supposing and
believing the title of Newlan to be good to said lands.

Denies any notice or knowledge, at the time of said sale and
conveyance from Newlan to Mary E. Scarlett of said Kaneville
lands, on the part of said Mary E.Scarlett or William Scarlett,
of any claim or interest, legal or equitable, of the said complain-
ant or any other person in and to said lands; denies all unlawful
combination, &e, Signed by William Scarlett.

Answer sworn to in usual form by William Scarlett,

Exhibit A attached to Mary E. Scarlett’s answer, being deed
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from Newlan and wife to Mary E. Scarlett of the Kaneville Iands,
dated September 7th, 1859.

Answer of Mary K. Scarlett filed July 3d, 1860, being precise-
ly the same as the answer of William Scarlett above set forth,
alleging the same facts in answer, and denying all notice or knowl-
edge of complainant’s claim to said land at the time of the said
sale and conveyance of Newlan to her, and denies that the com-
plainant has any claim or interest in or to the said Kanevills lands,
and denies combination, &e.  The answer signed by Mary E Scar-
lett and sworn to by Mary I8 Scarlett in the usual form.

Answer of Thomas Newlan, filed March 31st, 1860.

The defendant, saving and reserving all benefits of exception,
&c, for answer, says : That he has no knowledge, information or
belief relative to the negotiations, bargains and trades between
the said complainaut and Hawkins and Stephenson, or in what
mannsr Stephenson obtained title to the lands in bill of complaint
described, except from the bill ; that on or about September 1.4th,
1857, he, the defendant, recovered a judgment against Stephenson
in Aurora Court of Common Pleas for the amount charged in the
bill of complaint, and afterwards he directed the Sherift' to levy
upon and sell the said property as the property of Stephenson,
which sale took place at the time mentioned in the bill, and the
defendant received a certificate of sale therefor from the Sherift
which he still holds; that said judgment was obtained on a note
given to defendant by Stephenson ; that afterwards and after the
sale of said premises to said Anor Richardson as charged in the bill,
he, the defendant, purchased the certificate of sale held by
said Richardson, and took an assignment of the same, and after-
wards, after the expiration of the time of redemption, to wit:
'on the 6th day of September, 1859, the defendant obtained a
! Sherift’s deed of said Jands, and the same was duly recorded in
the Recorder’s office of said county, and afterwards, and before
the filing of the said supplemental bill herein, he sold and con-
veyed said premises to Mary E. Scarlett ; denies all combination
dze. Signed by Thomas Newlan and sworn to by Newlan in the
usual form.

General replication of complainants Gorham and Hawkins to
the answers of Newlan and the Scarletts, filed February 3d, 1862,

Deposition of James K. Stephenson, who swears :

That he went to trade with Hawkins, and showed him a deed
for some land in Wisconsin, which he told him he would trade
with him if they could agree; that he told Hawkine he had
never seen the land, but that he could see his deed was from 1
C. Lee, of Aurora; that he wanted $1,600 for the land, wlicl

v
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was the consideration mentioned in the deed ; that he didn’t want
to say anything further about the land, being a party in the con-
cern ; that Hawkins might go and see Lee, and if he wanted to
trade, to come to his house in Aurora ; Hawkins came down the
next day and traded the tavern stand for the land ; thinks he
saw Gorham before he saw Hawkins, and Gorham seemed willing
to have the trade made if his claim could be secured ; traded
about the 12th of September, 1857, with Hawkins, and gave him
the land in Wisconsin for the tavern stand in Kaneville, and
called the land worth in the trade $1,600 ; description in exhib-
it Cisright; had a quit-claim deed from Lee, and no other title ;
did not deliver up the deed to Lee; the deed was acknowledged
before Parker, Justice of the Peace, but never recorded ; got the
title to the tavern stand from Gorham, and the deed was record-
ed ; supposed at the time that Lee’s title to the 160 acres was
good, but it has proved not good; knew that Lee had nothing
but a tax title.

Don't think that he told Hawkins he had a good title to the
land, but he knows he showed him his deed and referred him to
Lee to get posted.

Deposition of L. C.Lee, who swears:

That he held a tax deed in 1857 of lands described in exhibit
C attached to bill of complaint ; thatin September, 1857, he made
a quit-claim deed of said land to Stephenson to be perfected by
acknowledging; the deed was left with Parker, justice of the
peace, not to be acknowledged until Stephenson procured a re-
lease of a mortgage on ahouse and lot in Aurora; failing to do
8o, the deed was returned, but Stephenson was to have the right
to take the deed to consummate the trade. The deed was never
acknowledged or recorded. Stephenson returned the deed ; he,
Lee, has sold the land since ; didn’t regard his title good at that
time ; the land would sell for from fifty cents to $1 25 per acre
if title was good ; says that Hawkins never came to see him
about the title to or value of said land. Decree filed and entered
March 11th, 1862, for complainants, Ira Gorham and George W,
D. Hawkins against James K. Stephenson, Thomas Newlan, Mary
E. Scarlett, John Russ, Anor Richardson, William Scarlett, Fran-
cis Granger Adams, Daniel Garnett, Minson Garnett; Julius C.
Burnham and Orsamus D.ay—provides: “That the Court
having heard read the bill and amended bill in this case, and the
answers of the said defendants Newlan and Mary E.Scarlett, and
the replications thereto, and after having heard read, and seeing
the oral and written proofs, evidence and admissions of the re-
spective parties made in the case on the trial thereof, and argu.
ments of the counsel, and being fully advised in the premises, the
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said Court did then and there find and fix the amount due from
the said George W. D. Hawkins to the said Ira Gorham, on the
purchase price of the said land, situated in the town of Kaneville,
in the said county of Kane and State of Illinois, and described in
said bills and hereinafter described at $774 ; that the said com-

plaint should and ought to have the first lien on the said premises
for that sum of money, or against the said defendants and their
grantees and assigns ; that said Hawkins was owing said Gorham

on the purchase price of the said premises the sum of $774, and
that his claim against said Hawkins be decreed to be a lien upon
said lands the same as if it had been secured by a good, sufficient
mortgage, bearing date on the day of the sale of the same to
Hawkins, to wit: May 15th, 1855 ; that defendants have 90 days
from date of decree to pay said sum of $774 to said Gorham;
that if the same is not paid in said 90 days, then P. R. Wright,
Esq, Master in Chancery, shall proceed to advertise and sell said
lands in Kaneville (describing them) for the purpose of making
the aforesaid sum of money and interest thereon, and the costs and
expenses of said sale, and that he be clothed with full power to
do so, and on the sale of said lands shall execute and deliver, asin
other cases of sale made by foreclosure in this Court, certificates
of purchase to the purchaser, and file one in Recorder’s office of
Kane county ; and if said lands be notredeemed by the said de-
fendants as required by law on foreclosure of mortgages, then
said Master in Chancery, or his successor, to execute and deliver
to the holder of said certificate of purchase good and sufficient
deed of conveyance; that if the same are not redeemed, and de-
fendants or their heirs, executors,-&ec, refuse to surrender the
possession of said premises on demand of the person entitled to
possession, then on such person making affidavit of that fact, and
filing the same with the clerk of said court, the said clerk shall
at once issue out of said court a writ of possession directed to
Sheriff of Kane county, directing him to put out of possession of
said premises all persons.

Defendants made a motion for a new trial and motion denied ;
defendants except. i

Appeal prayed and allowed March 12th, 1862,

Appeal Bond to be filed in twenty days, in penal sum of $500.

March 29th A.D. 1862, Appeal Bond filed by William and
Mary E. Scarlettin penal sum of $500 with Jehial H. Montgom-

ery as surety, and approved; signatures and seals; Clerks cer
tificate and seal.

ERRORS ASSIGNED.

1st. That the Bill of complaint filed in said cause and pur-



};f;,ﬁf porting to be a supplemental Bill, is and was irregularly and im-
' " properly filed in said cause ; the same not being a supplemental
| Bill, but in fact and substance a new and original Bill iu favor of
{only one of the complainants and against different parties, and
| making a different and new cause of action.
" 2d. That the Circuit Court erred in giving judgment and de-
| cree for said complainants and against the defendants in said cause,
3d. That the Circuit Court erred in rendering the said de-
cree against the defendants. ,
| 4th. Thatthe Circuit Court erred in refusing to grant the
| defendants a new trial on their motion therefor.
| 5th, That the said decree rendered in said cause was and is
'} contrary to the pleadings and proofs in said cause, and against
93 | the law, and should be reversed.
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A BSTHRACT OF RECOEVEE

Original Bill of Complaint filed October 15th, 1857, alleges
that on the 15th day of May, 1855, Ira (orham (one of the com-
plainants,) was the owner in fee of the lands mentioned and de-
seribed in the bond thersunto attached, marked A. That on

- | said day said Gorham sold said premises to George W. D. Hawk-

ins, (the other complainant,) according to the terms and condi-
tions of said bond. That on the 15th day of May, 1857, Haw-
kios had paid eight hundred dollars and interest on said purchase,
leaving still due to Gorham six hundred dollars. That on the
11th day of September, 1857, one James I{. Stephenson came to
Hawkins, and represented that he had 160 acres of land in Wis-
consin, to which he had a good and perfect title, free and clear of
incumbrance, which he was desirous to trade with Hawkins for

| the property mentioned in said bond, marked A,

The property marked A was, and is, a tavern stand in the vil-

 lage of Kaneville, in Kane County, Illinois. That his, Stevenson’s,

Wisconsin land was very valuable, and worth $12.50 per acre.
That Hawkins, relying upon these statements, concluded to
trade if he could get Gorham’s consent, by sceuring Gorham for
the purchase money still due on bond A ; and that said Gorham
agreed to give Stephenson a good warranty deed of said projer-
ty in bond A described, and take a lien on said Wisconsin land,
That the parties agreed to trade the land in bond A, mentioned
for the land in Wisconsin, mentioned in schedule B, Gorham to
give Stephenson a deed for the land in schedule A, and Stephen-
Son to give a deed with full covenants of warranty to Gorham
of the lands in schedule B, mentioned. That Stephenson after-
wards gave a deed signed by him and wife, of said Wisconsin

lands, to Ilawkins, as grantee therein; which deed the com-
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plainants supposed to be a good warranty deed ; and Hawkins
then and there conveyed said Wisconsin lands to Gorham, and
took back from Gorham a bond therefor, and Gorham then gave
Stephenson a good warranty deed of the land in schedule A, de-
scribed.

That the complainants subsequently found out that said deed
was a special warranty deed.

That said Stephenson, at the time of making said deed, had no
title to Wisconsin lands, and knowing the same, conveyed said
lands to Hawkins to cheat and defraud the complainants out of
the land in schedule A, mentioned.

That Stephenson is insolvent and destitute of means. That
Stephenson is trying to sell the land in schedule A, mentioned.

Calls for Stephenson’s answer not under oath.

Prays that the deed of the lands in schedule A, described,
may be set aside and declared null and void, and the title to said
lands may become again vested in complainants, the same as
though no such deed had been made; prays for an injunction
against Stephenson, his agents, dc., to prevent his selling or in-
cumbering said lands ; that such injunction may be made perpet-
ual, and for such other relief, &c. Bill signed by Gorham &
Hawkins, with Parks as solicitor. Affidavit of Hawkins in usual
form to bill and order of injunction.

. Schedule “A”: A bond from Ira Gorham to George W. D-
Hawkins, dated May 15th, 1855, in penal sum of $5,000, condi-
tioned to convey all ‘Gorham’s title and interest in the following
lands, being a part of section 26, in township 39 north, range 6
east of third P. M., and bounded as follows, to wit: North by
centre of State road and lands owned by II. Remington, east by
lands owned by H. Remington and James Lewis, Jr, south by
lands owned by Samuel McNair and J. S. Roberts, and west by
J. 8. Roberts and school house lot in the village of Kaneville,
Kane county, Illinois, on the payment by Iawkins of $1400,
at different times.

Schedule B, Wisconsin land, deseribes the following parcel of
land sitnate in the county of Iowa and state of Wisconsin, to wit :
The east half of the north-west quarter of section two, in town 4
north of range 1 east; also west half of north-west of section 15,
town 6 north, range 3 east.

Purported supplemental bill in the name of Ira Gorham alone,
alleges that on the 15th of October, 1857, Gorman with IHaw-

j kins, as complainants, filed their bill of complaint against Ste-
! phenson in Kane County Circuit Court, which suit is still pend-

ing in said Court ; that since filing said bill, Hlawkins has left this
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State and gone to California; that since filing said bill few if any

'steps have been taken in said suit; that on the 15th day of May,

A. D. 1855, Gorham, the complainant, was the legal owner of the
Kaneville premises heretofore described, and on the said day he
sold them to Hawkins for $1,400 according to the tenor and ef-
fect of a bond to said bill attached marked A ; that Hawkins had
paid on the 15th of May, 1857, on the purchase price of said land,
$800 with interest, leaving due to Gorham $600; that on or
about the 11th day of September, 1857, James K. Stephenson
(one of the defendants) called on Hawkins to trade and exchange
160 acres of land in Wisconsin, which Stephenson represented he
had a good title to, and which he represented was worth $12 50
per acre, (as complainant is informed and believed) for the Kane-
ville property sold to Hawkins by complainant; that Hawkins
told Stephenson the title to said lands was in complainant, and
Hawkins and Stephenson then went to complainant Gorham, and
upon the statement of Stephenson that he had a good title to the
premises and that they were worth $2,000, and said Hawkins be-
ing desirous to trade, and upon said Stephenson stating that he
got his title from C, W. Lee of Aurora, Kane County, Illinois,
and that by calling on him they could be fully advised as to the
nature of his title and what it was worth, as Lee had been the
owner of the land, the complainant Gorham then advised Haw-
kins to go and see said Lee and ascertain from him whether or
not said Stephenson had a good title, and what it was worth.

That the next day Hawkins went to Aurora and saw Lee, as he
informed complainant, who believed him and placed full confi-
dence in his atatements, and had made full inquiries of Lee as to
the nature of Stephenson’s title and the value, and found that
Stephenson had a good and perfect title thereto, and that it was
worth $2000.

That upon this statement and said Hawkins' desire to trade,
the complainant Gorham consented to the trade and to convey
to said Stephenson the Kaneville property, and Stephenson was
to convey to Gorham by a good and sufficient warranty deed the
Wisconsin land, and Gorham was to give Hawkins a bond to
convey to him the Wisconsin land on his paying to Gorham $600.

And believing that Stephenson had a good title, he, Gorham,
made and executed to Stephenson a warranty deed of the Kane-
ville lands, which deed is attached to Bill and marked exhibit
“B.”

And thereupon Stephenson did 7¢ad to said Hawkins a deed
made and executed by him and his wife, dated September 11th,
1857, which complainant supposed was a warranty deed, it being
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so headed, a copy of which deed is attached to Bill and marked
Exhibit “C.

And Hawkins and his wife made and executed thereupon to
Gorham a warranty deed of said Wisconsin land, and Gorham
made and executed to Hawkins a bond to convey said land to

Hawkins on his paying him the sum mentioned in the bond,
said bond and deed marked Exhibits “D” and “B.

That said Stephenson immediately took possession of said
Kaneville land, and on the 16th day of September sold and con-
veyed said land to one Samuel Stone. Copy of deed marked
Exhibit “F.”

Afterwards Stone became insolvent and conveyed to Asahel
Newton, and Newton conveyed and quitclaimed the land to com-
plainant October 12th, 1859. Copy of the last deed marked Ex-
hibit “G.”

That Stephenson is insolvent, and judgments against him in
Kane County Circuit Court.

That Hawlkins is insolvent and gone to California.

That Stephenson had no title to the Wisconsin land, and the
land was and is worthless, and Stephenson knew it.

That the following judgmeuts, according to the records of Kane
County Circuit Court, were obtained against said Stephenson, to
wit ©

Orsamus D. Day, by cognovit, Feb. 7, 1857, recovered judgment
for $750 damages and $5 65 costs. Unsatisfied.

Francis G. Adams. March 9th. 1857, recovered judgment against
Stephenson for $179 20 damages and $7 75 costs. Not satis-
fied.

That Abraham Moore, who sues for the use of Julius C. Burn-

' ham, recovered in said Cour t, March 9th, 1857, a judgment
' against Stephenson for $2 40 costs on demurrer, which was satis-
\ ﬁed by sale of said Kaneville land to one An01 Richardson on
the first day of May, 1858, and on the 29th day of May, 1857,

' said Moore, who sued for the use of said Burnham, obtained judg-
ment in said Court for the sum of $1,000 debt and $266 64 dam-
ages and $13 10 costs against said Stephenson, which was satis-
| fied as to damages and costs by sale of the said Kaneville land

| .
| to Anor Richardson on the 1st day of May, 1858,

On the 1st day of January, 1858, the Kaneville land was sold
to Thomas Newlan for $490 60 on an execution and Fee Bill is-
sued out of Aurora Court of Common Pleas in favor of Thomas
Newlan and against said Stephenson, on a judgment obtained
Septembe: 14th, 1857, in said Court in fayor of said Newlan,
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That William Scarlett or Mary Searlett, his wife, claim to be
the owner of said Kaneville land, and that he or she has put in
possession of said land and appurtenances on rent Daniel Garnett
and Minson Garnett. .

That what title the Scarletts have was got from the said New-
lan, and Newlan’s title was derived through the aforesaid sales of
the land. "That Stephenson intended to cheat and defraud Gorham
and Hawkins in said trade.

That premises at time of trade were worth $1,600 to $1,800
but now not worth more than $900.

Makes said Stephenson and William Scarlett and Mary Scar-
lett, Daniel Garnett, Minson Garnett, Thomas Newlan, Julius C.
Burnham, Anor Richardson et als. defendants to said Bill.

Calls for Stephenson’s answer not under oath,

Calls for Newlan’s, William Scarlett’s and Mary Scarlett's an-
swers under oath, and the answers of the other defendants.

Prays that all of said judgments which are or have been liens
on said Kaneville land be reversed and taken off said land and cease
to be alien thereon, and the sales made of said land on said judg-
ments be set aside, and all deeds made by the Sheriff of Kane
County on such sales be set aside and for naught held, and all
title and interest acquired by virtue of such sales be discharged
and set aside, and the deed from complainant to Stephenson be
cancelled or set aside, and Stephenson be ordered to re-convey
the said land to complainant free and clear from liens and incum-
brances, or the creditors of said Stephenson be directed to pay
complainant’s demand of $600, and such other relief, &e.

Bill signed by Ira Gorham and Mayborn as solicitor.

Affidavit of Gorham to truth of bill, in usual form.

Exhibit “C,” special warranty deed from Stephenson and wife

2

| to Hawkins of Wisconsin land, dated September 11th, 1857.

Exhibit “E,” bond from Ira Gorham to Hawkins to convey
Wisconsin land dated September 12th, 1857.

Exhibit “G,” quit-claim deed from Asahel Newton to (101hf1m
of Kaneville land, dated October 12th, 1859.

Tixhibit “D,” warranty deed from Hawkins and wife to Gor-
ham of Wisconsin land, dated September 12th, 1857.

Exhibit “F,” deed from Stephenson and wife to Samuel Stone
of the Kaneville land, dated September 16th, 1857.

Exhibit “B,” warranty deed from Ira Gorham and wife to James
K. Stephenson conveying the Kaneville land, dated September
12th, 1857

Summons vs. Stephenson, dated October 15th, 1857, served
on N. J. Smith as attorney of Stephenson, Stephenson not found
in county.
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Summons dated December 20th, 1859, v, Stephenson, William -
Scarlett, Thomas Newlan et als. i

Service of summons on the said defendants Day, Stephenson,
Scarlett, Burnham, Newlan, Richardson, Russ, Daniel Garnett
and Minson Garnett.

Exhibit “A,” attached to William Scarlett’s answer, being spe-

4| cial warranty deed from Thomas Newlan and wife to Mary E.
5| Scarlett of the Kaneville land, dated September 7th, 1859.

Answer of William Scarlett, filed April 6th, A. D. 1860.

The defendant saving and reserving to himself all benefit and
advantage of exception to insufficiencies of the bill for answer
says : That Mary E. Scarlett, wife of defendant, is the owner of
and has the title to the Kaneville land in. bill of complaint men-
tioned, that she acquired the title to said lands on the 7th day of
September, 1859, from Thomas Newlan by deed from said New-
lan, dated the said 7th day of September, 1859, conveying said
premises to said Mary B. Scarlett, her heirs and assigns forever,
a copy of which deed is attached to answer marked “A ;" that
said Mary E. Szarlett is a good and bona fide purchaser of said
lands, and purchased of said Newlan in good faith and for valu-
able consideration ; thatshe, in consideration of the said sale and
conveyance of said Newlan to her, sold and conveyed by deed
to Newlan the following lands, situate in Aurora, Kane County,
Nlinois, to wit : Lockwood’s sub-division of Block 14 in Stephen-
son’s lixtended Addition to Aurora, excepting and reserving lots
10, 19 and 20 in said bleck, and reserving the small wooden
building now on Block 4, which last lands were valued by the
parties at the time of sale at $1,800, and the lands sold and con-
| veyed by Newlan to her were valued at the time of said sale at
1 $1,500, and the sum of $275 was to be paid and was paid by
' Newlan to herin ‘money to make up the difference ; that Newlan
stated at the time of said sale and conveyance to her that his ti-
tle to suid Kaneville lands was good and there were no liens or
claims against said lands, and she relied on such statements of
Newlan and purchased said lands in good faith, supposing and
believing the title of Newlan to be good to said lands.

Denies any notice or knowledge, at the time of said sale and
conveyance from Newlan to Mary E. Scarlett of said Kaneville
lands, on the part of said Mary E.Scarlett or William Scarlett,
of any claim or interest, legal or equitable, of the said complain-
ant or any other person in and to said lands; denies all unlawful
combination, &e, Signed by Wilham Scarlett.

Answer sworn to in usual form by William Searlett.

Exhibit A attached to Mary E. Scarletts answer, being deed
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from Newlan and wife to Mary E. Scarlett of the Kaneville lands,
dated September 7th, 1859,

Answer of Mary I, Scarlett filed July 3d, 1860, being precise-
ly the same as the answer of William Scarlett above set forth,
alleging the same facts in answer, and denying all notice or knowl-
edge of complainant’s claim to said land at the time of the said
sale and conveyance cf Newlan to her, and denies that the com-
plainant has any claim or interest in or to the said Kanevills lands,
and denies combination, &e. The answer signed by Mary 1. Scar-
lett and sworn to by Mary I Scarlett in the usual form.

Answer of Thomas Newlan, filed March 31st, 1860.

The defendant, saving and reserving all benefits of exception,
&c, for answer, says : That he has no knowledge, information or
belief relative to the negotiations, bargains and trades between
the said complainant and Hawkins and Stephenson, or in what
maunsr Stephenson obtained title to the lands in bill of complaint

described, except from the bill ; that on or about September 14th,
1857, he, the defendant, recovered a judgment against Stephenson
in Aurora Court of Common Pleas for the amount charged in the
bill of complaint, and afterwards he directed the Sherift to levy
upon and sell the said property as the property of Stephenson,
which sale took place at the time mentioned in the bill, and the
defendant received a certificate of sale therefor from the Sheriff
which he still holds; that said judgment was obtained on a note
given to defendant by Stephenson ; that afterwards and after the
sale of said premises to said Anor Richardson as charged in the bill,
he, the defendant, purchased the certificate of sale held by
said Richardson, and took an assignment of the same, and after-
wards, after the expiration of the time of redemption, to wit:
‘on the 6th day of September, 1859, the defendant obtained a
' Sheriff’s deed of said Jands, and the same was duly recorded in
ithe Recorder’s office of said county, and afterwards, and before
| the filing of the said supplemental bill herein, he sold and con-
veyed said premises to Mary E. Scarlett ; denies all combination
&c. Signed by Thomas Newlan and sworn to by Newlan in the
| usual form.

| General replication of complainants Gorham and Iawkins to
' the answers of Newlan and the Scarletts, filed February 3d, 1862.

Deposition of James K. Stephenson, who swears :

That he went to trade with Hawkins, and showed him a deed
for some land in Wisconsin, which he told him he would trade
with him if they could agree; that he told Iawkins he had
never seen the land, but that he could see his deed was from I..
C. Lee, of Aurora; that he wanted $1,600 for the land, which
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was the consideration mentioned in the deed ; that he didn’t want
to say anything further about the land, being a party in the con-
cern ; that Hawkins might go and see Lee, and if he wanted to
trade, to come to his house in Aurora ; Hawkins came down the
next day and traded the tavern stand for the land ; thinks he
saw Gorham before he saw Hawkins, and Gorham seemed willing
to have the trade made if his claim could be secured ; traded
about the 12th of September, 1857, with Hawkins, and gave him
the land in Wisconsin for the tavern stand in Kaneville, and
called the land worth in the trade $1,600 ; description in exhib-
it Cisright; had a quit-claim deed from Lee, and no other title ;
did not deliver up the deed to Lee; the deed was acknowledged
before Parker, Justice of the Peace, but never recorded; got the
title to the tavern stand from Gorham, and the deed was record-
ed ; supposed at the time that Lee’s title to the 160 acres was
good, but it has proved not good; knew that Lee had nothing
but a tax title.

Don’t think that he told Hawkins he had a good title to the
land, but he knows he showed him his deed and referred him to
Lee to get posted.

Deposition of L. C.Lee, who swears :

That he held a tax deed in 1857 of lands described in exhibit
C attached to bill of complaint ; thatin September, 1857, he made
a quit-claim deed of said land to Stephenson to be perfected by
acknowledging; the deed was left with Parker, justice of the
peace, not to be acknowledged until Stephenson procured a re-
lease of a mortgage on ahouse and lot in Aurora; failing to do
80, the deed was returned, but Stephenson was to have the right
to take the deed to consummate the trade. The deed was never
acknowledged or recorded. Stephenson returned the deed ; he,
Lee, has sold the land since ; didn’t regard his title good at that
time ; the land would sell for from fifty cents to $1 25 per acre
if title was good ; says that Hawkins never came to see him
about the title to or value of said land. Decree filed and entered
March 11th, 1862, for complainants, Ira Gorham and George W.
D. Hawkins against James K. Stephenson, Thomas Newlan, Mary
E. Scarlett, John Russ, Anor Richardson, William Scarlett, Fran-
cis Granger Adams, Daniel Garnett, Minson Garnett, Julius C.
Burnham and Orsamus D.Day—provides: “That the Court
having heard read the bill and amended bill in this case, and the
answers of the said defendants Newlan and Mary E.Scarlett, and
the replications thereto, and after having heard read, and seeing
the oral and written proofs, evidence and admissions of the re-
spective parties made in the case on the trial thereof, and argu.
ments of the counsel, and being fully advised in the premises, the
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said Court did then and there find and fix the amount due from
the said George W. D. Hawkins to the said Ira Gorham, on the
purchase price of the said land, situated in the town of Kaneville,
in the said county of Kane and State of Illinois, and desecribed in
said bills and hereinafter described at 8774 ; that the said com-
plaint should and ought to have the first lien on the said premises
for that sum of money, or against the snid defendants and their
grantees and assigns ; that said Hawkins was owing said (Gorham
on the purchase price of the said premises the sum of §774, and
that his claim against said Hawkins be decreed to be a lien upon
said lands the same as if it had been secured by a good, sufficient
mortgage, bearing date on the day of the sale of the same to
Hawkins, to wit : May 15th, 1855 ; that defendants have 90 days
from date of decree to pay said sum of $774 to said Gorham ;
that if the same is not paid in said 90 days, then P. R. ‘Wright,
Esq, Master in Chancery, shall proceed to advertise and sell said
lands in Kaneville (describing them) for the purpose of making
the aforesaid sum of money and interest thereon, and the costs and
expenses of said sale, and that he be clothed with full power to
do so, and on the sale of said lands shall execute and deliver, asin
other cases of sale made by foreclosure in this Court, certificates
of purchase to the purchaser, and file one in Recorder’s office of
Kane county ; and if said lands be not redeemed by the said de-
fendants as required by law on foreclosure of mortgages, then
said Master in Chancery, or his successor, to execute and deliver
to the holder of said certificate of purchase good and sufficient
deed of conveyance; that if the same are not redeemed, and de-
fendants or their heirs, executors, &c, refuse to surrender the
possession of said premises on demand of the person entitled to
possession, then on such person making affidavit of that fact, and
filing the same with the clerk of said court, the said clerk shall
ab once issué out of said court a writ of possessiori directed to
Sheriff of Kane county, directing him to put out of possession of
said premises all persons.

Defendants made a motion for a new trial and motion denied ;
defendants except.

Appeal prayed and allowed March 12th, 1862,

Appeal Bond to be filed in twenty days, in penal sum of §500,

March 29th A.D. 1862, Appeal Bond filed by William and
Mary E. Scarlettin penal sum of $500 with Jehial II Montgom-
ery as surety, and approved ; signatures and seals; Clerk’s cer-
tificate and seal.

ERRORS ASSIGNED.

1st. That the Bill of complaint filed in said cause and put-



ljif{?’h‘ _Olf, porting to be a supplemental Bill, is and was irregularly and im-
R properly filed in said cavse ; the same not being a supplemental
- Bill, but in fact and substance a new and original Bill in favor of
~only one of the complainants and against different parties, and
| making a different and new cause of action.
2d. That the Circuit Court erred in giving judgment and de-
cree for said complainants and against the defendants in said cause,
3d. That the Circuit Court erred in rendering the said de-
cree against the defendants.
4th. That the Circuit Court erred in refusing to grant the
defendants a new trial on their motion therefor.
| 5th, That the said decree rendered in said cause was and is
| contrary to the pleadings and proofs in said cause, and against
93 | the law, and should be reversed.
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SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS,

THIRD GRAIND DIVISTON.

APRIL. TERM, 1862, AT OTTAWA.

WILLIAM SCARLET et al.
ApPPEAL FROM KANE.

v8.
IRA GORHAM

. The first error assigned is that what purports to be a supplemental bill, was
improperly filed, &ec.

(1) By refereuce to the record, page 11, it will be seen that the copy of a pa-
per there set out and extending, with certain exhibits, to page 49 of the Record,
does not appear by the record to have ever been filed in said cause as u supple-
mental bill or anything else. If therc was a supplemental bill, the record does
not inform this Court what it was, and therefore this Court cannot determine
whether it was improvidently and irregularly filed, or.even filed ut all. The

papers are only copied into the record.
21 IIl. 81.

(2) No objection or exception to the filing of said Bill (if filed) was made by
defts. in the Court below, but their answers toit were regularly filed and a full
hearing had without objection. They cannot make such objection here for the
first time.

25 Il 392.
23 1ll. 385,
22 11 127.

: II.

The second error assigned is that the Court erred in rendering the decree, &c.

No evidence whatever is preserved in the record, by bill of exceptions, but the
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decree expressly states that proofs were had, both oral and by deposition. This
Court cannot determine whether the decree was proper or not.

23 111, 90.
22 Ill. 415.
and numerous other cases.

IIT.

The third error assigned is the same in substance as the 2d, and the same an.

swer applies.
IV.

The 4th error assigned is that the Court erred in overruling the motion for a
new trial.

As nothing appears in the records except the pleadings and order of Court,
and there is nothing in them to entitle the defendants to their new trial, this

Court must presume that the Court below did not err in overruling the motion.

23 IlL. 90.
22 TIl. 415.

V&
The 5th error assigned is comprehended in the +th, and the same answer ap-
plies.
In fact, the Record in this case is so very imperfect that we are not able to
come to any conclusion whatever as to what sort of a case was made below.

[1] The Record does not purport to set out the pleadings properly.

[2] It sets out no evidence whatever, for it only states that the depositions of

Stephenson and Lee were filed in the Clerk’s office.
So that this Court isleft entirely in the dark, and still is asked to say that

the Court velow erred, and to reverse the cause therefor,
We think the case must be affirmed.

GLOVER, COOK & CAMPRBELIL,
For Appellees.
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SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS,

TEIRD GRAND DIVISIOIN.

APRIL. TERM, 1862, AT OTTAWA.

WILLIAM SCARLET et al.

s, ( APPEAL FROM KANE.
IRA GORHAM

L
The first error assigned is that what purports to be a supplementul bill, was
improperly filed, &c.

(1)--By reference to the record, page 11, it will be seen that the copy of a pa-
per there set out and extending, with certain exhibits, to.page 49 of the Record,
does not: appear by the record to have ever been filed in said cause as u supple-
mental bill or anything else. Lf there was a supplemental bill, the record does
not inform this Court what it was, and therefore this Court cannot determine
whether it was improvidently and irregularly filed, or even filed ut all.  The

papers aie only copied into the record.
21 IIl. 31.

(2) No objection or exception to the filing of said Bill (if filed) was made by
defts. in the Court below, but their answers toit were regularly filed and a full
hearing had without objection. They cannot make such objection here for the
first time.

| 1
e ‘E_‘. Kok e 3 % vk

‘25 Il 392.

23 Ill. 385,

22 1. 127.
I

The sacond error assigned is that the Court erred in renlering the decree, &e.

Na avidence whatever is preserved in the record, by bill of exceptions, but the
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decree expressly states that proofs were had, both oral and by deposition. This
Court cannot determine whether the decree was proper or not.

23 I1I, 90.
22 T11. 415,
and numerous other cases.

III.

The third error assigned is the same in substance as the 2d, and the same an.
swer applies,

IV.

The 4th error assigned is that the Court erred in overruling the motion for a
new trial.

As nothing appears in the records except the pleadings and order of Court,
and there is nothing in them to entitle the defendants to their new trial, this
Court must presume that the Court below did not err in overruling the motion.

23 11 90.
22 TI1. 415.

V.
The 5th error assigned is comprehended in the 4th, and the same answer ap-

plies.

In fact, the Record in this case is so very imperfect that we are not able to
-come to any conclusion wiritever as to what sort of a case was made beloyw.

[1] The Record does not purport to set out the pleadings properly.

[2] It sets out no evidence whatever, for it only states that the depositions of

-Stephenson and Lee were filed in the Clerk’s office.
So that shis Court is left eatively in the dark, and still is asked to say that

the Court below erred, and to reverse the cause therefor,

We think the case must be affirmed.

GLOVER, COOK & CAMPRBELIL,
For Appellecs.
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SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS,

TEHIRD GRAND DIVISION.

APRIL TERM, 1862, AT OTTAWA.

WILLIAM SCARLET et al.

8. APPEAL FROM KANE.
IRA GORHAM

L
The first error assigned is that what purports to be a supplemental bill, was
improperly filed, &c.

(1) By reference to the record, page 11, it will be seen that the copy of a pa-
per there set out and extending, with certain exhibits, to page 49 of the Record,
does not appear by the record to have ever been filed in said cause as a supple:
mental bill or anything else. If there was a supplemental bill, the record does
not inform this Court what it was, and therefore this Court cannot determine
whether it was improvidently and irregularly filed, or even filed at all. The

papers are only copied into the record.
21 IIl. 31.

(2) No objectidn or exception to the filing of said Bill (if filed) was made by
defts. in the Court below, but their answers toit were regularly filed and a full
hearing had without objection. They cannot make such objection here for the
first time. : ' ' )

25 Il 392.

28 Ill. 385,
22 111 127.

1L

The second error assigned is that the Court erred in rendering the decree, &e.

No evidence whatever is preserved in the record, by bill of exceptions, but the
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decree expressly states that proofs were had, both oral and by deposition. This
Court cannot determine whether the decree was proper or not.

23 111, 90.
22 Tll. 415.

and numerous other cases.

IIT.
The third error assigned is the same in substance as the 2d, and the same an.
swer applies.
Iv.
The 4th error assigned is that the Court erred in overruling the motion for a
new trial,
As nothing appears in the records except the pleadings and order of Court,

and there is nothing in them to entitle the defendants to their new trial, this
Court must presume that the Court below did not err in overruling the motion.
23 Ill. 90.
22 T11. 415.
V.
The 5th error assigned is comprehended in the £th, and the same answer ap-
plies.
In fact, the Record in this case is so very imperfect that we are not able to
come to any conclusion whatever as to what sort of a case was made below.

[1] The Record does not purpdrt to set out the pleadings properly.

[2] It sets out no evidence whatever, for it only states that the depositions of

Stephenson and Lee were filed in the Glerk’s office.
So that shis Court is left entirely in the dark, and still is asked to say that

the Court below erred, and to reverse the cause therefor,
We think the case must be aflivmed.

GLOVER, COOK & CAMPRBELL,
For Appellees.
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SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS,

TEIIRD GRAND DIVISION.

APRIL TERM, 1862, AT OTTAWA.

WILLIAM SCARLET et al.

s, L APPEAL FROM KANE.
IRA GORHAM

L
The first error assigned is that what purports to be a aupplemental bill, was
improperly filed, &c.

(1) By reference to the record, page 11, it will be seen that the copy of u pa-
per there set out and extending, with certain exhibits, to page 49 of the Record,
.does not appear by the record to have ever been filed in said cause as u supple-
mental bill or anything else. If there was a supplemental bill, the record does
not inform this Court what it was, and therefore this Court cannot determine
whether it was improvidently and irregularly filed, or even filed ut all.  The

_papers are only copied into the record.
21 Il 31.

(2) No objection or exception to the filing of said Bill (if filed) was made by
defts. in the Court below, but their answers toit were regularly filed and a full
hearing had .without objection. They cannot make such objection here for the

first time. ¢ | N

25 Il 392.
.28 1II. 385,
22 11 127.

II.

'The second error assigned is that the Court erred in rendering the decree, &e.

No evidence whatever is preserved in the record, by bill of exceptions, but the



2

decree expressly states that proofs were had, both oral and by deposition. This
Court cannot determine whether the decree was proper or not.

23 111, 90.
22 TIIl. 415.
and numerous other cases.

III.
The third error assigned is the same in substance as the 2d, and the same an.
swer applies,
IV.

The 4th error assigned is that the Court erred in overruling the motion for a
new trial,

As nothing appears in the records except the pleadings and order of Court,
and there is nothing in them to entitle the defendants to their new trial, this

Court must presume that the Court below did not err in overruling the motion.

23 Il 90.
22 TI1. 415.

A\
The 5th error assigned is comprehended in the +th, and the same answer ap-
plies.

In fact, the Record in this case is 8o very imperfect that we are not able to
come to any conclusion whatever as to what sort of a case was made below.

[1] The Record does not purport to set out the pleadings properly.

[2] It sets out no evidence whatever, for it only states that the depositions of

Stephenson and Lee were filed in the Clerk’s office.
So that vhis Court is lefs entirely in the dark, and still is asked to say that

the Court uelow erred, and to reverse the cause theretor,

We think the case must be affirmed.

GLOVER, COOK & CAMPBELL,
For Appellecs.



227y

. 2o
'5 4 //é;f‘yvg
%@éw S

o/%‘@ Wi §.056 v

b2 Sapd)
i,



: %‘@ma/é /@// /
St /@ /WM’

W /%W@/z/@/imw

Y

Wﬁ (W/Zo /ZAA)
‘ at a I éﬂ/wf
rm/
/é ey

ALt

%W/éﬁ/mw% ﬁ/m%/m vz,

j i, Bl il
Loeentecee) Xoloisy. SSoir %

/%Ww %m

% a/ Mcmo/w/wé /ZZI/ %wzr

V%ﬁ A e m//ﬁ 7/@&/; g

/7’“416/

N



f I [ I l

raz aupioeo ' ) '*W
\radin Handts ; Zrovele
W%W@/W%) St %/@M@Q/Zif
/

7245 4
L A

Orale b crrriosi
M%@W@W

Lir cicri

3
:

oo
M T T

V/b/%/{ﬁjﬁb 7% O p/%ﬂ/(MM G His-

, %/ y I alire %M-é%w . /Z{/W Lr2e T tperer
| G et
Voicd e fo Lok i LA,
i/&(//(/ %I %’/V%rfy-ﬂ/e/c / ZAA% ,/m/w/ e Q//{/Zpﬂ‘%é@

| ; /g — Y & a . /
Azt Ly ﬁé&%é/cﬂf P CAV .’ZM//I Zzer A
I 3 i 7 > / 2

I o B o ( 2 / g
| QL Ll / 2 4/6/-%0//%%«}, o &ch/fO (Ftr ,;6/) ,ﬂ%-xf«wjﬂ
| ﬂ 7

/

Ny
< //Lzz‘y" P /{7’(’//8-{'{/(""7,«)
/

7 . - ,ﬂ J “r o P _/
v Set 4,“/4%",(/ éf” U’"’-’/ 2N
" y N

] . V4 / & / ; / p y ]
LA~ ;7 v o gl AL ,;‘///?bé(/ Coricnnls )



T

%?% 7 /z)’@M Mm > aerle s Fin)
f@ckic/joﬂﬁ%u/ j///l)L : W
2 V. ralero

ot Tl L SR

%Qaé%Z%Z%%Z?%

% il A W

zm/ Gof %/% pralis

W@/ i fu z%@;ﬁ%%
Rudf’

/ ZWL/W%M
/ém/m@ 20

mmfé z/

S for
”f% WW %/;W/

/ / / Aol H ™ /4&%/4

%%m
%M%
/W//WW %ﬂw/ﬂ@d/ ?a/ /,&‘u

A4 Wﬁ%/ém/ 2
[z 2

a/m/é M/WZ *UM i B m/

AL / //w EFZZ

%'//1/%&% @Mﬁ@/w ﬁ//kw/////z

| vz A 7/m WWZW/WJ cv SHbbrrarete X

| ‘itz %M/y W&l/ 120 SPrEels / / /-/ / Cer
/ Z

.i
»
i )
I



5/2 /m/ Wﬁw
| Méﬁm

W%
| @%mﬁm/

7%@/% ' 4

/

j;/ %Ww/ 2 /W
%’%7 z/w/ué/%/ W e

Wﬂém) /»//.,ZW

/
o)
M%@M/Mw J%M% il -

ae 4 W % RIS v v Wf//

'IZ/W W%%, V7244 WW‘ZD/ /W;a/

Ve lrincd Ao Cotti o O B N

| livotles © cedde p@mm/yémﬁf/z((/
MW OWW WZ/%WL/7/W@J/€




.’Wo%ﬁw %%W 7440%//

%//%O %W«/‘/G/ e

,/4 o @/%7/) Mm/%m;w/m

//V//%/@/ /W/%MM
/WM WW%W

/”@ﬁ// %// -
Ly W %ﬁ/%%/f
éw//wy/

ﬂm/éy W/%//ﬂ/ WZ
ot A

IZZVQ/ WW W@%

W
Wm %0/ éw//f ferprete
. %ﬁ% %?274/'7%

;yw/ &Zﬂ% Wwﬂ/w < L’Mé/ -

) b !



{ i f i

/@% Pk %%ﬂ/%m/ ;
Sl £ o hlots # rzecd
| %&% 7 7 Frtns
| s /W/W%

/%7?/ %UWW/

%@Wﬁ%%

W@W @Z%%

//

[ ///mf Corvect Corer?,

Ao 1% m 77 //;7

l dd%/u/ (/7%/ //%u

u%/%) e ta
M /r%//o 4 Aager If %Z;Wm///m/%&é

(2% //bu JZ/M/Q A2t ﬁ O
//b/u /waz/g e I //@7//4 /u// 2t /@t%//m
/1)‘ LA //u &M,ﬂ{/?&"/ &L{’/&Wﬂdf/m/« f //rjz 2 /’H/V/

jzcczz L// Aty o 4/\; /J/ %//z



Ly OOk,
Poage 5 y 8 f/ %M/

S
//4,0;;;, o 5 onflicans Sk

ﬁ/%m/% %%w/ MW

%% %%Z”W/

a% / &W%/ ¥
%W%m/m%

’~ o fiaty W/M“/@

| W WW@%/MW i

% Syt
& Z’@% E %%5
o L

ﬂ%m
|@///A/%M%W M/ M/r

G, ;%
@)W% @% @/4%”

;i/%/ [%// Lz, ﬁwé’{/ﬂ 7o

I




! 2 { ¥

;J’Jj‘o o : /JN-M
Pageg e

J//é% T, /F76, 2o0.00
| J”f/z / JF5Y 200 v
/JZ //%/ 200 .00
1 j/f/(m / ///7 N s e
| el 2t M. Y00,
/ Mﬂ - m%/mm%{ﬁ
/M%W'
fﬂ%
/%/ﬁ%i

% /m/ o
/%%%%%f //4//2”5/

'~ /KMW% Vi 4/%%%@ &W&

o) o) acr

| W//m Zz% Chhond, A

6@»//%/&:/ %Qm reacll

M/% /%/m %/%WW LA

e gl A v |
%%/j/‘/w /é&m) é&bm/ %‘/&&%uy co))
Wwwﬁ‘%&‘//k‘&% %u ﬂ%aé
2o @W//M//% /45/ /4//4”,) Lece -

;,W/ /
M/M/ ou/w/o // K&//c//z%)/f/’ac/d)



0|2, 77 S %S ﬁw//%mu e

/ WM ///M/L/

Wj% %M MZ%; M/Z%

M e

!Af i m/

Il

P o Lakoors afo sis S sflinbr
4t % G G HrAovins,

%W oW

m//b/%/mﬁ
%% 35/@% %mjifi%

2 ém
N2

| /zﬁ
/7//4/ 7%% /Wf%/ s o

]ﬂ//z// //%’/% //@VJJ[M

oé/@y; i ///7

////77/




2t S
’ f 1
|\ ﬁ%w%) A, 87
%M% IS //ﬂm /&{ /é/%u
/ //%f//

Vil ;/f/
% S

%W% o
/ ;/@?/?Zo/ﬁ%wﬂﬁ
/ff?M W/M/%//W//t/ >

§

ws
§
%@é\
§
§

E/Ww MM/ //m@ [/
WMW M/VW/%;MW/%{/)’/J

H ﬁx@ ///7 /M/nfm//% d/& /272 V;_‘/

| ;i V7 W@/w//
¥ m/ /57 ‘@%7

/%%//Wr@ ///VW//L/ //W/bﬂ,M ﬂw/r;///m/

//;TM@//W/M// 26 /bb@)}/k&/u///o




!W iy e i Lot Eact %%W/é
?ﬂ /ﬁ%/ ém% W@/f/%//%%
éw baot /me/

é/m%/ ﬂ@

%/Wf/%i)mm

Wﬂ/lﬁ% W7 Gz

or Lol #ilZ
oy M ﬁw%aw
| ///f /)’W orlf cactf toveef
‘=V Q/LZ/ 7%”

E)M g /% j/ /Q/ﬂéj

%{%MWZM/ %f 75

%W@M %/@
S adids WW%/%W
oy

ik ”‘//275 T

| %%Mm&/m?
”2/ ' /ZLMW%/%

MZ%W
% o _
%mw A

@

; 0/ etz eeO &m&w 7.% QM
i/ém/& arf ///Ma%ra/&) WWW - K

e /MW/A//// » éﬂ//éwfo/%mj/ﬂ(/ﬂ

\ § 3 1 t



I ! b f

/M/W"”/é/”%%%m‘/ %/f A %%

Zerzze/

Y R B /W
@/ﬁffm W/%”
}lWW
4@04%%&&)%% ‘5/%//?{W/
%MWM//%
m@mMﬁ M//&/MW
WW e //3/5/

TS
%
i
§
i§

:‘/4%0 caf %/W//% /m/ 4;%//?%
’lm W/ Wmo@ A, ’é/r W/WWW G2

%Zm/wz//#w@%/ 2. A,

\repoedsf m//ém /ﬂ%/

4 A gronr rrale %/m ;«g mé/m /.z;
f]///n/nu AV r Bois 7’/%4&/ //Mo/ /7%1/// %c
é&z/@ el ! A MO ﬁ/ Gradls Znadle //M 2

|M4 //a ZO 7#/ /47%4)%@/7’5/%%//7’ 2ad,




Fage s I

—_———

o rAe W%M /%5%

;%de) @M/W/%ﬂ %

Gl Yy Wé/%a
%%/%W%;A s

%&%&/W

/%/MW/Q/% @/ﬂ//ézf/w

ﬁf* '%/

%/?M//h/p

7 %%w JMW

ﬁémy/

5/%/ A rzeor o 44/%% W %/

i//u%%éemom,@uam/%m&/ ey

/r et Hrserneso Loeids, WW@/W

| a bads rrae 7%% WW at
\ W/M Ay s ///‘/u //w 77@////& o

:,éiw/ ///14 W

/Mﬁ? //// ;/
/%V/ﬂ/kbb@ &/ﬂzz-

}/M/ ,ébaw;/(// // e 2ol A é W%?/a W/




AN

) { ¥

Mﬁo z/m//m/ﬂ////m%%%yéyé
Mw “ //Mw /w/%/é Z

_ ; /M\ > &/m/vaéy_ywé
;Z@Zm ;//%;/4 Ay ,Z,ia

§
ﬁ\
§
§
3
§
§;§

%/M
%%/m 4 /ﬁ?’
LA %//ms@ é
m%%
1%@ ﬁ/ U A M/M/@/MM/

W/L%QL/ 4%@%4
| @M@%u %%//f;% ' a Liks
:/kmm WW//‘/&//JMMVW
%%&/Whmm% /%/

% o //&{m %M%://é //M)/ eows /ém/y
| % v eoit //%/ @/Wlm 4m
f'm/ S ! A/ /éM 4///%4)

v %/ MW/{/ /m/ 2 //z/u@ Wt/é'ﬁ/u—

e
j‘W ///\ Ay W@./h’ /ﬁ'—/ Z// V/ /7'%2//77/’//0)' &LMU‘




|7

\1
{
N
MK
Nt
N
\

N
N

§

\
Ny
N
t
N

§
3 sé

|2l 2lgle ,%/a’/mé/@/u
|2 S g 4 /‘W%%ﬁa—

E’% 2t /M /»7 Gacls e Zrarlirls

\ \ I



/é%//7,

f ) { ¥

//M/

% %@M/me/%/ /ﬂmm/:zzf

:WVL/()MM’ W/ éam/um

/rm// W/%@%
M% ém//g /f/z/

\

]
3
W
N
N
;%
-

§

l 7e %W‘/i/} /%/u&/;ﬂ/%{@
\ i, M pladef %W NEFSy Al
| Yo 7/WW e sae Halsf %@n
(Ao 15 UE1, Wem/%%/%m/ g
;/ A eeceoes %//7%' /ﬁé%&//é/mmw

‘%/ azs W / ///& M/m/c/ /4%5 frARe
.A/ /m Meah ar Ao 4%/@%%//%/
Y L/M/o @%Wm////ﬂ'ﬂﬂ oo Bef?

a/u W//&w/w v et v ‘
/7 /:zw) /va s




o

g

% % /27%;4

Tl Gic //lér/é//w az w oy

m%@%mm%%

% Wf/? %M/M/m4

/Mw/
vrals Mm&/%wm@é 20, 2k
e S //%
Wﬁj/% e Za/@/m
C @ZW &%/%mf
s 21 z %!;M)@&/M//

/

@} e Ao 7/%1// W&V/w DAY 7;/474/2/4/ 79

) A 1



f ! f )

»,%m%%@w M/»,/%%%

éM /ﬁ/é/m/b

'I¢7////M/m// /‘ ml/

M

W@‘Z/ /@W;m/@«m@ v
s éd/wtf /// e /f
oo o

\ 752 a /%% MMMM

oot no MM&M W%/z//w

?“”” %M/%W o

*//m 17 m7

WM’%/ZZ /m M%

MWW%/ 4%/% e 20 47 74

Lranes, Pl e 0 Mot 7 e 4
é/&cyé /,4/({

7 e Gaclo

V2 /\”//Zz/
\ralss ¥ ¢ et e v2ir ”Wf
%/ %/ /7//14/ /ﬂ/ , L1 e G iiczzs

\ a7 /m m W&G

gm/b/ 26 &m//ﬂwod /pwéc/ Y u/ I W(:W/

Zﬂ/u/ A €
W) il / A aion 224 7 »/{Mu /&/@7 ﬂmw/

:‘éz/p Zsrelr, /Mm 2 /AM///?/!/ wr/ 210



PRy

i

b sy i fomie Lol

Z a 2 %f Cizee
et e ek

3

§
X\
SN

ar A0 éﬁ/o/ /M/ %////W/W Lo sl e

".‘
i \ ¥



| f / f )

Mz/{l%/%m % %/W%/ % 2 2rei %W

ZM%M % ”Mﬁ%%// Zzr.
| % %%m/
WWW W%Mo
. m%m%/ &/Wﬂwﬁ@u
S %%W%M
Z 7> %
‘ %2?”7””” Z”/%
Ve sreels

%Z P e 2

|4 %W, @% ,@/@?%ﬂ,},
% Z%W g 7SI, stcoret radt
Bavew &%Z s

' 7’%&60 7 2% dff/mx/
oo

et %/ZW @%/Wm
/% &//Mm//f/ 720 Zm » Geeols
| - WQ

| ﬁ//km ‘ot ///77: &M//

w&a/ % y/ﬁﬂ/mﬂ VW//«, //‘44//

/[7/7 0 %MW A0 Muﬂ&Z/&u //@1/4

@ wined Hd éﬁw/ d/é//w%a,u m/oi Y

c”//e/@ s desmiirrir /7/1//%%4/("/,4 2t /MW/Z%/




e

u%j/ WZ%&/ /MM/WMW

@7%/0% 2% 29% A,
;/fp/f ém/%w /7%/ M

% @M Mmy
| S /;f////pd///
:%//J 4. W /7140

Mb//wﬂg% W&wﬁ&éﬂ%

| 4y Kk ancds
Z 072%; //;/M%
%7% K /g%’/,mm /

Ll
B m%/

‘%yw? Z % W/@%Wm{w
ey S o

| . « |
W S
;‘/ // % g %%
;i //WZW @W//gfﬂw cocdis

/é Vs @WO//M//%% wlew 2rdf

i / f@ fé‘)é/w.f/ JoAm/f//W

{



7y

5' WZ//Z»@%/V/%W%/V
‘ ./&L // /M/kﬂ %A//Mw /%
ll, % / em/ J% /544% M/ij//ff&j
;i%@ Rloves af foo’loino Seak o Jacl
'i/,m/ L ild ﬁ/élz/() ¢, %‘?////Z%O///Zf/yo ¢z
, Vs J/Zﬂwéfﬂxz,w &(/? VMV// de Ho> Boevle



o i
%@?/ %%j%f%%%
%Wéy/ O trt> Fonr

Uf s o Lizeo
o @%M/r%% o
N M/%Wi/%
;jj; W%o% Lorzio %/%&//Mf
Y

(gl Vo A e

%%% ”””// Lo

| e %M@m//gmm@//%/ﬁ// 7

A
%m W ;77
s, @i /[‘ 2

St o) %/ m méM/

%&/ﬂ/, ﬂ% 7/%% //fW %Mw&

/(WM% /7e

A
L ‘ : &/%/ (A e 724
Z% ﬂ/\)ﬂy W%é/&éw ///zi//?fj/

WMWCZ)/?%

‘ \

|




{ / ( 3

O o iy T
Gtz Puf /d/eﬁ/y/ /Mﬁ

Vs /%y/udé/////u Lo i D rrra 77 Ctrcre

Ll § ol "W%?/W 2 Zfé/
il % A %/Z%/ S
Wﬁi%%%”‘?
tﬁM W Wogmﬁ%@@%&w

f / /%m
/j”%ﬁ’”é” /f% 77

'WC/&WM‘/D %/ % %%7% /W/7/
%/ﬁ V2 W&K 74/ WMW /L/y// 2

T2 ﬁ/ ///’u / 4 IETD) At Crzrzzzzzev /éyh

\%/CpZ» W cert/ W@&zﬁ 7’5/ AL -
5741/067 /z/(/q/ W//&

// A/ Crrrt 7
4/4) cert an/ ﬂfM J~ 7 /'
7&(/////%/(11 . @2/ 7/10 Z%//’ ’ 4/

5

§




valod %VZO rr //c//;/_;m

- @/%MW St 50
/%5(// % %yw/ A o 7
ot 7&me M%%

MZ %m/m/ &M/ m%éﬂw&
/m/% éM %’/ZM WV%Z%

Vitws Zorrervir rrzvein
T%ﬂ{ - Jm %/}Z /é:j%/z;

//{m%/ vaif Pbanticae

| %WW 7% /% Mw I atcies 42(5/
T R

| ascds i s Socommecet i
'/Q@Wz/ M”M/WMM

:«
| :



M L4
fo%/ W /W
o/'"/ L2z

/th///m/w/ &Zﬁ/ﬂ/&o 77 4%/4////%/%
1, y%/pw(«7 srecet Sr Z,/f/’v[/f//./cyé “e

/fm/ GUCA e r2t) M siole Lo M ce<)




- l

e mé/%m PR %o

ity WW
%L

zM
Wa/ S0 4@0/ m/n//z/u é/%yg
/@/lﬁfd‘) Hovzrne) Loreants

2 W/%MJJZ% A
a/,é/wo méMWéo

‘Mé//% 2 'é(

é/ﬂbZ%/ %ﬁwd/ @ﬂ/&/ W /%ZZD

Z*% 2 %%7

w;z% Wi@f%ﬂ

zW&W?W M

%%LM%‘/W/ %Mﬁ/&c//v.@ oc/

MWW//UW

) (



e

ﬁmmﬂ@%éﬂ/ﬁ%

émW%/e/u//? %Wﬁ/%
m ﬂ(//%/ ; Cirrre B Ll

mi
§
§§

%%

S\w

Sl
3
N

er

7
‘ %WW)M/ Z 4 //M/z/
iM/ a w% Tttt 4>
| wecor oo, Coo. cpoiov Ztalo

#
Wﬂ@/ W/a// pecoks ki /%W//a
f /M(x/r //L/W//W/&V/ %// detri 7”/ L%/ Frtaclo
 /7 //bu/ﬂ’ rettecs) Ae . agrte //‘5'7%0{7
'.I/(:}/Z// /Vw//f LrmeCicedd zf/ S s 2der




7@%30

——

%Z% m mj/j Jrr ‘

/zm %/

%%{% Fagpesvie

% Zﬁ% /f%m

%W%M%m
/WWM; ?

Zi ?@Jifﬁ / /

//%%% oz

/@/;/Wwé //MM? Osef)

p@m / s A /Wf

//z%w%

A
R\



e
iy %ZZ%)
WO oo Larful mbcery o pe Dol
%Mz G L %%M%
oy S ey G
ff%@ Tomrssy v
7z 7 Czze v 4/%%/%—
g —%ZZZ/% Yy
Mu% m%ﬂm"ﬂp/
R b o %%%@%Z/WM%

iy oo () Cned aley o Ipieh Hatl Lo
%/WM@? L Zrrndir St (6) Bl
| T Lact ;

e Ao tmencis LY farlinees

‘ O

Ly /// p 4 (4 . /
/%mm/o{ 4/’///@“ Y ALl Liies A1ed 7 -

} TR 4,7 / / , /

YW W/ 7t

/,)/ (

T2t %/ JErirernd’ 7

'%mc;j e
i . N G - by
Wnarabes Y 7%’/’/1/0’/%4//% 7’% o, D
I



- ”%;Q%% Uf alos| lelts seghy Lo e
W 3 v lGried oorrezns
Qe 75 Sov (Zus gt L o or
%M%Z mwé%/wu ﬁ%% -

» % ;

EZMMJMJ%M //%g/émmwaﬁ




% : W’/ o, M
St o ”;W%/%Z{/ ‘
W a5k st %ﬂ/m/_
%/Z%WW

g/

. NQW/M/ %%Lﬂéﬁ o
A I N 1 g
W%W/@é%%?&/@~

|@eze0 o el Wm/ Yk ol
Voloie? 20t pichs £ 2edsich Mo i
| ' cvid|

(0 apt Ao st i
i S ﬂ@&«fZ A

A Za%e ﬁt‘%&zm QZQ;,Z)
CAy |

-~

. el
(2 /,/fw A \



%ﬁj

N

| o
??«Zd @%M /Z;j

”MM/:

3

/@27 %%@%M
@’/[ZWM) /ﬂ) &///m/

clollose s A
Zﬁ//// %%ﬁ%@%@%&{m

% o %@@/w

%%%

/@Q//@W/h a8
oK., WZ@L@ %) G 2
W "?%w %M
Ve d zw
(4/%0{ /

é%mxy%%// 2
@W/// Calh; titeo s it L
M// ///%Z@ig%mw

%A/ﬂ/ c’/ow/ crola S /M/M/wéxwé

%f ace o7 chove
%?/7 MMZ?@%W/
|
1

Drveoreeet W/ /é 2 ///’/ 2 %

{



/ f k] ﬂj

m %ﬁ @W /é//é 7
¢ 12 /777 %/m//§/774/4/
é%c%ig%% Sl
%ﬁlﬂ%ﬂ %MZWZ
A‘
7 %WW A

%@w@ %g

500

% »é @%@% i
o/ /zmy/
émz/c/ J20/ %@W

i L, g s 4 o Z/ZM

%W U el L]&ZW %M%ka/@

/mw Jm/@

‘/”M/W”W/




‘1;1& @Q{ -
w“ /W/M/u ¢ %/L 2 /KM%M gﬁ"/d//’/// , h/u @//d-&‘)
| //ﬁ/ corie, ¥ Wo 7 /é/ﬂ/njw«/@/%o
o ’

/ : :

, e pLrrezy A 2ot ,»43444.»z.:.4‘{;v' ;76/ @/é&"(o

| / /_ / : s //,‘/ 7// ('?"Zz// "Z /; /?/ /_//ﬂ // N
| I A o4 t;;/am v Y GFla LA /L Areeo-

Yy .,z /. . '/
A o 2 M 5V/m/;/7 ? //1/%44/ &;@f’ Lt f/



I

\ N\&

M/M

gf$7w/ 451 % 507
ot /%/W %2@%

M %//M_MWW

| AL /Wzé%f

/M%W ZMMMZ %MM

/f_/’/"// / / /% Jé//w
/mw 77
/@/f @Zﬁ //7z %WAXM

/M Wayé/ é/ﬁ‘// %%{////”¢%
WM @m/// xfé//f/wé %L//Dz/“éé
@(0%/7/ /4’/ m/é;;% §0W%
vl o, ,4&/ W’% / f/z/md
b ord, %ﬂm M‘M/%ﬂw/




ﬁdy/uj’é”, /

art it
2 7 e/’/ WZZM £
g diatef / e g hs,

¢ . &2 Z
| 70w Ly ar gl %:/% “uf y;uj
7 Ly 5y A, ef e
%7 T %M/V rr e GV, /4//0/%@4“

7 f//’/ﬁ7 et ’kﬁd}/j ;521/; clviren A &44(/62 {%’f/j
e / ,

/

_ L 7, . & '7 3 : o
!‘4/&0%//4'/ cele” Atricro Fecoiteor . /7%/46/1/54,//



SRR N b

| .
| 2o

fm %7%7 %/M%/J‘

Ao @T
Ww% //A/ZZ@D.

S Z@WW

%g/ém/

z/ém /@/M/% %M/ém/

%m//m/
%% e
o

/@Z/WM %é

1‘ pJ W /We c2ziy, Mé

I ILR) Lo



/ f

@/%go,%fé/wﬁ dioerited /f%/ww

Q :

WWW %/WVWW
G Tt e

@/maWW/ 4 4//%%//%

;W(/gw/ // /W//

¥

74 ,/r%% ‘ W /V» 3
Z oo Lo ki sk v/ o
xﬁA%/L/ %/9} /é %/ﬂwwé //é/m

/ﬁf/w//j W é/&w //z‘///z/a, (//f/&éw@ lo

Crviin %/1/0/ y?//f Wpy/ m /J// 200 4///’ /07 pr AN /

//Eo é% 0 /om/ " ////Q L&/;#{S/(/&W/ /&(@
/
L 77///%&/ D, /caz// 75, /5//%0 I /A,u foe -

) % Y,
/o&é&///m//’ p/c//»w 7 /

/ 7 / AAUL2O ///(MM@ //z //



fRere o

' o i
o ) Liar il gonierilly %77/%

i
|
|
i
|
|
i
|
|
|
|

S '
g

o> /””4“
Mo -

A
g2 Jlr e et

Y

Lt el

A ot oreadd, d Yindsy ety /s

7%
1 ZM Crvanty”

{



{ {

%77///(//34/

%/%V/L//f%j %/WZ/ W

m/m ik %ﬂm%

Zﬂ% @%% j%%

L7

Ay %&Wﬁ%
/, WW’ ' W/%/em

N8

i,

Loreloi (ST MWA/ Zrvandt | Czzen -
| Ll gy
Ll /G el

% e WA Eczzze,
%M %’@/WZ % AR

o M@f%
Forucees Lo B o)

ﬁ(z@ 7’///( /’%{/({///aa% ‘

‘,éw 20 //Z/M d////W 2 / ar J//
v/ﬂ—/ﬂhy ﬁﬁ ok //;4 btz ts /@;@7 / Clre

/-J(‘/f;o& L0 P72 ¢ / @2// 220 % %4% na s // |
/ AT /(/ /F///(/O %f%// / s "’/ %/(% ,‘r



WL/&

!@}@W@ y v %% /9 %/M
/m p;/% m/ 17 W/
o B M% iﬂ%m{

W %W// 7 wm/%f

' WWVM M%ﬂiﬁw/

frud 1 ] oot
”%%;Z %féw/%

/Jé//w J 27/%%

¢/ &
MW //W/ M%

| %o St WW/MW
%ééfw/ »%/a/f——”"%/

4/@' @’)au/a%/ /M/mj

| 2

7 g I %ﬂi L 2t Rl ?

//m/%m/w%% W

fvlm 4 i St é L fomnite
i /&myM/ué

I; /ZO ﬂ/(/@f 2 f /%M b
%%@W‘/ 4/ /Z/ﬂ/mz/m/ ‘D, Ztndy

A2



fRage 4’4{,

;/ /Wfr/%{/é%/ ;

l/m wiii i, bty s Heriiil
A « B ;
.‘W@W/J%W%

/M Ao %Z?%M%W?

%W

osod, i
% i
;W%/ v

Wm/&o o ém

Sv Prncpzzeces ez -
W/@/i//w %m % tzeo, é?x{e
lithe), Aoeteerrtels, %f . Srcserlsorig o
%W%MW o AAAliero Cptriy %///w/&c//zL

ﬂm%/ //mwoc) s % Freecs %/ a/c'u
( / @%W//WW // 10 éM/M/ /w Cre

// 8
m/ Gt /WZ) %/ ém/zm @4&&/
I /W /M/ﬁ@/ﬁ/ 74/‘/&\//%///%/4(//
51/7 W/é_ﬂ///y//u //W/’/”///“/(//) sz tey /Wé/bk

7 Mo 2ty //Jm/7 / ﬂw/@/ ’///m/ c//u (™ <
b Hasrs vith e } ;mec/ a(c//mX

%//_1/_@7%4&/ /rm%
&&
@



//,p//c/ L/ F

'W/

@@%/@/W /L %/m//m o e
ﬂé

y

&/é;ﬂ/ /J/WW%% /é @MZ‘
AR g

A;w mm%/

whipe jy s

/%mdz/%w/éﬂ

.m/ WWWM /%)

WWW%

’””57 o

W/% 2z

%M% /f%émz%/

MWM/VWQ A rrtze %MW . //%é/ / t2 200 -
/&/0/ Lo20 %/V cail % @/%%Wg % ﬁ //wz// é/é/

s

" dre 20 W/K/zr?wm///z Zozzocc, ‘
S %&w WA”7%7 / fecnl /L/%/é,;— /&7
p

{ |



Wé@

ﬁ% Y al/d /W%/@

Id/ﬂ

WG VN o

@WM%W

A /M /m/&%/%/ /

%ZZ@W@W %Z

ZM /ﬂﬂ‘?/ (@cm
%{ 2 Lok
4 W/; ”Wf‘;
7&&@%:/25:;; "
/%/%

ﬁ/d/ %/,@/M 7 ﬁ/%m(
W@ZL%/ it Gy
ﬂ/ﬂ/ m(éé/ S @20%/:/%//

//D/ /Vé%f//@%m //*'z M&t& //x//
%’mﬁ{/k / 5&/4/07 /Z/ /mw/ ‘/,/ﬂz 47
/’ J /‘4 //K/{’(/&O //7/7//%//6 6 cet é care)



N R A R
G gl A

7 v %/%{7%%4
= s ‘ “of rgoiepieitre, S
i%%7%~,%m%mz;
WW%%Zﬂ%/Q%%W
%% ﬂ/u/ﬁ/n/w/ Lz j ey
L s i s il

ZWWW%Zm@%zf%
%%%@Z% 2
s R e

%MW@% p

< /// ' 4%7/%« oyl
St s ol
g fr il i iy

: 2 S

1 //L%o/ T A 74@4/ (/%/ reo ;é&% %/W
\ ll Yoy rribs sod Fedrriees %@W , brcccrelf ;6
t{/Z// //gu 220 Mu%//vq &éé/ {f//r )/W{M/W é&é&/%m»

@MMA§%%W@W
&

{



Wz/ &, ) f%w Lreels % 2alie,. /M
| “ 4

\
i
\
%
N
N

\

x

%

iy
§\§
Bl
Y

%”7 %2//@ i //Zf@

//N

; / y /
Accirze 2E Hin Wﬁ/n/éz/
e |



o] S Aoy schoriarliciipet ey oho
B %W/WW~ ‘ %%ym

p.

e
)
i
i%\

@\\%
§

Gl e 20, /FSZ
| P G A
L




/ /

m/ Lot j , DA %%Zf/% St
s %7

”W/%/g’ /;M

%A/ ﬁé@v/ %
\M /Z‘) L2 Mém/

H

w 2%

‘] %ﬁ/ //Z/ %Wu
L:W 220 S e czzzries
iéym/my&///%///mu W

M¢ﬁw/ //J/'é
‘5,‘@9/?{7 ? 72/

~ W”%

%/M/mmm/dw MZW/M »%Wu ok

/M Qﬂ%/m/‘/@ /z/dﬂ%w

!/,4@ ZWV/ﬂ/r /7/1/‘&{74%&“&;

l /

| //%"/ Fir

, @AW uf?fz{ £ e 6Wn

‘ﬁdi/%Oj V2 EVA / (/w/z'f/
; OTC . ed4,



| %ﬁ%m/ @/Mffﬁ / ‘

MW% %

%&W

| ;WW /%/ Soardes T

orriditty, £

%%WM%/ o

ot A

oD N /M//;7 26 /m

v 2ac v/ %
WWZQ%Z&Z@WM

/MA/WWM ,%W%W&W

eai ?—W;@/ %j@”@ it b
W 77

f . i

il /72 cyz&%//%/ rrrzes 2 W&/&k?////ry ////’Z//
| Vé\///@w S A@/yw%/y 22 SIS S e é A A
/@7

' o Creeo G /44) Vo te A~
@@W//M/M{/ ﬁé




(Ll e, S Fer
%4 W/% WA?WZZ;/‘

’”? AT I
i1/ e oy M%
%W%Ww @7%

/@ M@

s St B
s alrades~

LMW 2 G 222000 Erreeet s s
%Mﬁ

@”%/@7&? /Z/’“/f@}
72T
M -




—_—
T o
—
—

0¢ wwzméom m// m%@. b-é/ /
Qﬂml /gbd ”UO " Qb ir—ad //uu{,

o jub , r’ (v/ Mtﬂ(/ Qw/ (?m/

v (A .

/Lu NA /( J/(/N W/}’ICL\/C@ &w divenlio A¢ &/

é’;/m bt v &/é La/r Qv %J’Vﬂ) Ono W / ;/

s medﬁ @/wo //Z? M ﬁ //f)Www /}Mﬁ 2%
uo &% , om? %/V/mf/ Qfmz &

/éma/ Mc/u @(wuo Q///w Wiy / ﬂ/@//w o
oo /r i (7 (m;? ﬁ W/Lf, /uu
,‘Zf/wo;// d/ M& z//c P /L//” < //40 ,
o ﬁ/«u / d// W e @wwt/émz/m
/Mmzf W/ /7% y T

%0@6 @%z@ /%mwfét i ek
/Mw ’% 78 ch /2_5&/60 m,.ﬁéujm/é /M// a/%rr {iu—
ﬁ‘w@/i/ 7%///1@/ (0 /W\uﬁ M/@W L&(/(A/ ///Z/M/ /fém
;ﬁw/ 7«@&/

w Endla (/W(

Y 0, AL 10 /;’,r
MM&/ /J(/f/;l7 &b, ;

ﬂ/é%b 72’/7%%0 m/mw &/3:@@7 Clree O
Vi /

/ Y
4%74 /MZ/VL M/M@ V3 M/MJW% af /Lu/u”ff’ Q/)’ c”O

/M /C@L/“J /)4/5 u.. { 7/] {/7’\ A4 ﬂ/ﬁ/%u [’4’&,/ ./ %/‘

Vs M Gl/é ([7 ,, 0/7) QU L/j \9(//% / L é/ o Qﬂz .‘4'
V@Mw m/@ Tt f Uneris, & 777//, &y */) /Qéz/f/ é/

éw‘/u(/?zu @21/1/7— ./;74 /Zj @’)-nf?u/p% (J/) /c/u’? }w/w
Artic ‘//'Wfé(jﬂ‘/’?‘ CC’ocJ/ /%)m L/J ‘-"z/)sz
ol ., D, boveedeod &c// Lowrd ] 'g_'/ Lh S 5/&
g/%u// Vi &/ﬁ, @//dfu }7/740 ANl Laud ¢ ’“ﬂm ,,L‘ic
-i'dﬁ({/lm{.,/u«'/ /1&() éﬁ ¥ 4t b - 7 7/ o, O<(\ /,,1/0
E@L //L/\:/g (’/u/ VZ \O(([ Uhuir v Qf .

,‘lu&mﬁe ot /o/ Fibertad, Scket~ilonit

7

J

|



g b

! \\\

’, e AL /c . //L/,() / /6%/0&}//“//(, Covelpcnis / oy ////f/z/)
éw Uian, vnd wcw/ > /ﬁ&/xﬂ/g 77@m«e) v Ledd)

/ (/}/f hir ’/72///04% ek cmy wlivr &/uf{ Criimen A5
/u/m/(w/amu/wé avd M/Z//éu4 Leviard &//Mw/m A{L/// 2 /r/n/

/
oy i Ol / V2% 240 L/Z /2/ 7 (z/////m 1/4427' C/MW e, revenr J//J?/L auy Veyer

I !

é/, ) y / // V4 Veo,
/LwrzM Ve rmameler Ok 7 20/440,;/14/,%4, Pe s, LZALUT A //rMM

Y. J é/ »
Mw,»/ A aflds, o L/f/ VLB /'/z/wto rm//a Zg a/wf/ vl
4;//’ 7 J/M/o %@{fb/b( wt cmwu / / /&m,o ; /@4«/ O/Vm

/
///'/l/L Mzﬂé ﬁ(Mﬂf/ ﬁ///zd{? 77%a/w/~€/f~/r A0 7’?*6 Gt %c /WM/ ad M

x/?m%’? % 20l /[M/ 7 W, /%y /0/(/&/, 7 v o - @Liw

w{w M’MWW oo L 7 /AL @JJJ /‘Z .{/

/) / ) p
p/@/\z N ds ’//u ﬁv@/ 47/&/@[////@/(//4 mCLd ] J/‘ Jlany &777.9, LZ /zm%
WJZ WO m Ac//{/f &w %Fﬁ;@ Inemn Qﬁwap ﬁzmg{{ WJM

/
/M\e/wuvw <0'7/7//d)/r I Gi, a/a// yzm/wy e, o o o>

m:'/é .( /b?, /&70 ,Mem/ww /QM% /U’/V M/M &cm{) a{/u%/;

Zéow/w’/r O%A / y /
A) ﬂ/&, Lok dm//m %f/zm rlam / w/@ nwy/,
/M‘ﬂ LKLl ZFM ﬂM/O MW/L/WW ﬁéﬁ’/ / ] Ctaeo~

W% /wwM @wﬂa/?mw G sl e /u k’&/ Wy(/ A~
/% ﬂ/uu Leaorn b /Zp// Jor aud W ﬁzé/

./ é/ 7%// 7744%0 %///%@ WM/M&&?&@ execcleAds o

4

/L A awu ﬂ/// vr acls 574%% m/ 42 4 olitatr,
W/LM«MM Wxﬂ/ Yt oreto ﬂﬂ%fﬁx& Zf/w afrre P bivee g A '

\\\.

o s Al ol
@V/y7xu/v C)w( " t’ M\”/«wé i A {certam Q{x R

¥

)

ﬂ/bm// WM/L Wm/cw WW /Qﬁ?/; /Qﬁ/ro%ﬁ?fw

lp%w s /fmcm/aw J//La'

/ / N

LY e,

7 7
M/l(./év‘/VOu,/u, 0{//?(”\/ Ly M/&V(/Vﬂ (94// 2 / M‘/(, At 7 Vrvesvies

W.May W/MZZVW

y @Zn %Wbuu 9//% e s @}/ﬁd 2 s
‘/J/W/ / WL,(/ i(/b/ /Z/('/f“/ MN/ 'w/r\u b ¢ /Qa 7y Amr/f
&//L(ﬂ Z/wcu ;, J(/{/ audy w/f/u’ alrro Jrnllo,

%W&m«a Y 2/

e 7/~v 2 d@{”" dh{/ *f&m é@w

VYU o Zé]u“/%
gy

{4
(O



CD/W(D V/ Cj///,/m 5%, ;
/\/Omd Dl {/J nom Jo/w/m
a/ ”MU/(/QL%% I /W, m e W 2% &w&aé

laly Mm 2sa /0, ﬂCJ W\(L@L @M/w/ 10t 4o
U/ W/‘(wm &//m %7& // /4/{/ W?//Q z/ aa/awzw?
&/(/f/u ) s i/ e Ga, povnd) W‘; 7 wvu/ Yernes ﬂg/\o
‘ ihed, 1o ﬁ‘é alrrd /@ Lwé 7y /{/ymﬂ%/ Ereacdidl
% Lo, Mz//uuw&é 67%%@/ 9 ﬁ/b/«(ﬂ mﬂ? 2 /Z(mz/vu
auds aetlypw LZA/WU Gk Yoo ,,z/(,j/@/(/ raled. cwd Ao
u/p'%’mc() e e kl/(/%ﬂbwﬂw/(// % Wro{/m LY é'wf/r
/0 Srtt) ndd el w&% et %&”Y ho maee sl it fozes
Gimeise w/ ;/ O@(&U G racds Do dfwﬁ{é”c
77% / VL@ Lol %W/MQV Hocrlan %/MVA /(9{601L &%,,
W J/XOM/M/VWU M/@mﬂc?w% /m/f/ aud vk 7 03
]mémm?) /wcuiw £, aowé ﬁﬁw m@«i’é aud)

//

MU e Mz)- ﬁfb d/t}?“(/ /\70/(,06 ’/Z((//me/ V. 2077 M/ e P ’/C
/

/gM/ wn/ ,rzUu /Vaa,{,/ /X/A&p/m@/@ Lo éﬂ‘/[’(/’/ 2 f‘fn,&fc?wc /ﬁ?/

WM/{/( /Nz/ WMO M?/ m/moé Lxeaceled % 2evs
gl rely /V’\’/Uzjb /W/QZ/W ﬁ% e ér/w(

nsa w Hoereom %MMJ//?WU WAW/ Loz / ,Vu//% // St

e Ao L/Ld/zfmm aud %a/ J/LdﬁéM// suot rests Ao /"('/cu/(‘ /
i dovnd, 7

ngzww &/MM/ ﬂ/p% /lw w(/ ceeed, aea 1/,
%J W’Lu(//b p&o u/’/&t &‘OI/ 7t L/Lu /uw- 17, d/wr
%MO @uﬁ/ //, ‘Lz/ﬂ/u[k) @/ 7 /Lﬂ/(!%/ii«d L a x/&/ /

)
g{ U AU i Ao o &(X(

//’ ”"a ‘/ //Lo_ fa(‘

/7LL uL)




@(W”\ B/@}%W(mwg /%M/I/I(’/ éu /@m/éw v,

&Vzm /

Oz/}%/ /’7/<V 7

may (///W%/m

b/éﬁ/&ﬂ @"//Wu/u_

L//"A/é
%W?%y L/M/uc@/amm

/

v/ 0/7 V/(Lﬁ» ﬁ/o’ﬂw/ &CDQ/{A&C&M/W A /iu/o ak @77&@

(7 %‘24/7(/ @@7'//(%/#%/ %/ M’/W/ @6‘7/(/// A m/f /
@;)/w 00///40’%@(/ e Ml/u a// (/é(,/ %M

AMK%/@E M/M M//(j 7&&71/70(/0/ s /MM;N(% ./’//7”/

j 7 &y %/W Zo 0/L¢
N ) '

aun) L o A [/M/Z/Ot/ clemccts 1 O df/fz/z et —

L g

a7 Wﬂé /M 7 G folavt m/WZ Lecceior
&%M\mm/@ﬁ/m/@‘,//f%w% WWVOA/ Lanls ﬁw//\/ ad
his Ahendank Lo adrad, oo %[LMM Leeen
Imaly Zé/(/:ww oy &CM/ Lo (4‘//{ A {/w /
% @N W“é/%— %Jz Wz// &.7 L
@7 a0 é& ﬁé 73 Wa ﬂ(?//uffé 72t ﬂ&/ é”"z-

%/MW@WM@ M 7 W 7%(/&9@%@6 ﬁ/Lufb
ufe% o9 % 7(7u /// /é&/d(jﬂzvf/@ tu,

é (% %/Zdﬂ/%&é @//[M,u 7 MM% Mw/wfw
Lo 7;//’/ é@&uf # ﬂcﬁzowu/g / /{7‘/4 4 caid,
éz/m@ Ve, z//u/é, m/w /Jq&wy&m /,@ /{57

/

e g/ ﬁ/f”%m %L{/“( 4 07 /{c(/ Frrmn Zad: AL ¢ Lo~

! ,L/) //
:/WA //ﬁ/@(/ V/tb ,é/ﬂ/t/( Lot 1/6?(/ m/ﬂ/ 7 @/u o A 7

' o) L 'Z_ g [ / ! i . N 4
@744’“02?%1 v Lot Vﬁ'?‘u??’ wedo A AU Zax '/{b




p
ﬁ%ﬁ (//75(40/) 6 @jC&(/) Gt 4{’” Aors ol pw/u?yw ﬁ»
0\/ W /@w{/u Z/ruw/ﬁ') ameeds ot

7”7%/"(%@ ( g aud) ‘)7*/ w/u %w MX%%M(M%/ Q/rﬂ/fo 7%«//
,MOWWWMWLMW/W7 Wi awmerers WA,
@{M anda At tr o 5@74 %/ %/
2oy %m/é Condils o w m@ X rnas feote
- /M M ﬂ/ Zé W/M// ey
\%Z{/t nOhaeid ’// Lo % 7 4 L%Z'

daid %WW ///Wém e 7%/76/67,0% ol ff77r &
rr ) aud) valuahle Orrieidoraliin, %[4/ il
%Juéy%%&éf st Cornecolorplisn o i/ééﬂjéﬂ
2y v ma,yw/é% el //@M Vi J,m/ 7?/7;//
@ @@muw ray/ /% Lol /wé&a @J/z//m e

A /Yfi///%w aved %//7@&u & Dok A5 2226
%W (e Gz WWM; bty 2hide. sin Lllirra),
%A/MJ/ éﬂ/fc Uiior, & 7”/(// g<mz /ooty i bole-
ﬂ/M/w //’ %/J /% t @/u/ Aecveing sywloodde K
ad /(&/4’/7&) 7 Arod JZW,@ Lt / wud) rese méj '
a{%é /4, /9 7 %, mm%W ;%wmc’(
Prvrden @[0@%/ Srozd e/ é/%mﬁ% A7/ Freree
MT'// ”M Lok 7%&zw/%u(. Mvz (s /W/N/ VZUL( 4
w ﬂ/’w 2a sl émw W/LWC Zm@ zavv ﬂ//ﬁ/ Lrstoe

//‘//ﬁu/ vo, l/o/ Mc/{ [52/5/6/ ‘L«Mﬂ L/L @‘ / A
7@(&6 7%[6 Lo Cc) Mm/ //77.//2’z @C@G,Nu 7= Al

Ul gre-

//C{p() Arend 17/40/( // %—u Mawo//sz,(z M/ . i L //t/"

M/étb /1 ,L/tbau L u/, c//[//(./(, Aleiet / /a vl oY, [lz(ﬂ;
/Cu Aty /f{i o1 ras ek /7/(//( /‘L il ‘//(((/('// (
;J,’/'x’f ]// @C /w// vz, / (o Gralt ), (/J /c
i A

i (/<[§u}<,2u_4 sl //J»v ’/ 2 <c‘o ef (et ( //r/((L/{&(/

|| QZL(Nuaz L ///(ﬂ/cf/f l(/ wdit: / /} ﬁ’

/
L p Mg
/ . X PZJ
i) ;/A ":
‘“LW/ bhat ar / ¥ (/t / Las & lrade ¢ ] Ga Cou (/

’(,(tcc,t ZLL LA ( / / A N J L/%/'.’VC{""(.;,:’{{ (;7 /é( .‘ ¥
\‘ /s
il



(//@7@«9

/
%(ﬂ(c’lm/ 07W/1 Ltwwﬂb /%///4,0 ﬁJoc/C WM‘&V/L /03 s (/

@?@/WU//}S Wﬂﬁo OZMW/LM

Ao ﬂﬁ‘MlMMOO’i’MWWﬂC ﬁrim//gi%m n%dmm o
opis ot s anmtls i G T Pas
ANowi)b. Deanlilts relicd, oo Ao st Aot sl b
Chrton. nencforn. MZ@ Laid @ﬁm & Seard tt %/M/w/

U rak b mW/ %ﬂ/z% WZ)MW ﬂ%z_m%
Penlaus W&Wmaﬁ]'/@ % o u%,mm/
audl Wﬂyﬂém Lk ﬂ/wfém?fv%@éwowé

ﬁmm@ & Au W ﬂ&cﬂ( &IZM %mmf W alatis

bk b o Fine %W%%m/{’@wm

4 % Q/a/u(ld : °ru<//’ T8 M/&'u/ 2Z%9%

«7/ cand G Laid %M/é D eadpltt ws ww,w(

}za/ﬁém F/gw ch/ hor %/ 2ol @7&/&7)@5 @Cd// {/JZP
/MJ du) Aoy dumf,z, P rlece %jmfwwz/r m7/ Lawr or
M/W e (/74/5 rr b;/cufm %Ww ( ﬁé, 2acdy Cénm—

vﬁ/(m/ow ', g7 M(/ /‘%W %ﬁ @) %/M N7 L20 A ww( 73
et /ﬁ (/W(/{// ﬂV(/C 8‘ a1 ﬁ e Coze /%z :([501 Ca mwf

/1/{/( ’/’%mfozu/t [u(/( //w/ ﬂ’// At /Méﬂv/ AL (

5 ,
S Loow i%w GW/M/O/M/(W% o é-{,f Vc(o/u A
M/ %¢7 ﬁé/,W/( ot /’ M /%/Cﬁ t,é aver, //ﬁ///n[zz:;c /_’
7 S
/mw oo K / 7u v, AQovet ital L gleeel,; Qud Zume f/

%ffﬁw b A frands) diominid 1/0/4/4 /44 PUpLaL
w» %/ 7 ? (£ %m @ Can it
Y 4(‘/% o /ﬂ’ ﬁu{//

('/C((,L(/(J

OV’/(%

/@W “ow by t# 4 /U
1 / /J@ 0, &(7(/7*0 o, él UTT A 5«7 t/i/.(, L//(. We. atlbrpe




| } 1 !

Nt /2;; Z/OW&ZZ/ Jcﬁw/&# T 72/5(&&/ V?(/% %%a/r
/1/ arob alore Cuctwer st rihed, 4 /Wc,
/r\%uC 3 /hww ﬂé@m Z/%/«w// d“% %%@Z/m’

07/ /(M ron/ /&/qu&( /Aﬁ /7// wo U G Pmllew
Wmﬁmmzﬂwmrwjfxéﬁ
s Prattiiy Kidelinonih ki)

dMMMﬂZMWE
o s b ;/577%%%%%4 % meé

ﬁﬂ

CJ[}H% U/W/Wvo(/ ﬁmw/’ Ow (ZZL@ %X//Z
A0 o, Wém?v I Wx
@%Lw,c 7 Q%L CLW@ o) W i fm//

fw J/m@/{ </€});§M@J V/m Wﬁf&%/é;/?jiﬁ
é/zxwéw Z won of OQur of o ﬂm y
WZU At Z)/(%Z/ 77% Jd (o QSZZZL; Hrentloe:
O Do) 4is M% w/ Leuno, g?// ?/////ﬁ/

- iz @ﬁ/mﬁd ~M //%o /c'// Ao
%f/@f carlubt of G s )l f
Learn b Ran /o %/luz/ﬂ‘ C%ﬂ/// : /q & 4
/,’,/4//, /{*r auds v bouaiidpnalors e fé sy of W’b Juni—
M /(%C/zwv/ (/J//M /7’00%@7 7/ ﬂ%(%mum @/f/ eJ 7 V2

I — e Aaud fac um//ﬁ/«l»mif //af‘ {[u«("n\;

//";)

7 ~
(. 14 /L
VA .
4.4 iz 9
L ! A

/Yy

| / J / ™ ¥/

f éﬂ.’.’ 1, 4 '/’ Vas .3;,1' // 25 e dlads Ll U i" v J .’”/ AL .

i / [ - 1 , dl/ '/"} : J / /
f//\”,dc’/lb ’; /’L; ""‘/»“-"'/" /L“ Irlne W AL '/ //l " '///'(*'(. Ly
I 1 1

i gL % ' ' ’ 5 p s ' 7 p
\al vl reread , released, Conmeryed el Cowfirs oy

\‘ L { / ’ . \ / /

“/ /. . ; .

;;’/, /I"'." ;",: _/!/ Al ' 4l N 7 Vers s0J ( ?

it PLLL)  #NLAL LA, TUARL, (AU

i / ‘ ) /

(i



Joeze &-

Wuw (/u LaAts u Qw; fg /%b/ww%/) //,a/iJ, ﬂ//f/u /u/r /,/,,g a/u >

4 o A MZ tV’
i‘ajﬂ ﬂ/l/lﬂé 1@% s Z; / /JW V274 /Qj///w

/%W/ g2 W/@, i iy
W,@Z%W &ﬂmp&%m%%w »
ﬂé Cnlir 7 Y, Dt Crad aud Lamd

07/(/%(// 4% %4 é(/(/ e @W W ﬂ/a/c e/ f
{ /Wa W zy L A,
M J@Zf (,/%:c&

KQZ %é‘ 7&%%0 /éép(,m% Crue /ér 1Lt W //[L//(-

Wu/ W«e/ (.MMU %ﬁ«f/ S W @274/&4, /}/mé,@ fgcc
poa Vi e
M s?/m( %/ ) WAM 7 A&&Cc{[’//@//&(j el d//—
Aticr, /%Wé) bt 77 M &
/wcu 47@4 o a 7 Y /é//zuua

ﬁ/ru«(i/ D reverditn. Qud) revwe s, Memannder awdd Mmadidles,

e iatisn o frfils Garerfy aunss ales, ally o ealits il
M;u, sied suttiech, ) ik Fraelost su cui Gfeo MW@

Wmu (/(@,,cv el &fe /)me %A/ol/(zdz-&c/’w o el s
(&(/UJA{///(/L A/%/u /ﬂwwﬂﬁm%ylﬁ;/é@«///&w// 7/
e v Ao %/ %!Zaw M&f-wb /fk/’/uw aits "*// /’”/
a0 /é&//rwé //a 7 Woﬁg% Qe Lcwu/wcw, é” Jrame! Lezel.
A}éﬂ/{o() WM{M_, x/m m 46 oé/d’M Prgi /cmuC ceee L
%”MV(/M//’{ l/{“” Méoéﬂ Ar7e /(Z/y 7775/_/ Qu w/z/{,au/a& CClr , L2tt-
e hfib Wﬂ{, J 7 @/ c?/(u «Leam/) Mu hor hers Gl
M7A/w Vi ‘ \fv, %&U ﬁé@ Lé{(L @})/”’u/ 7R
fm /%WLL{/(/? fw[/lz ¢ Ko ud (f’?v/ (/ZL(Z/« z(_’ M fz'z//a// Jy OL ’“ 7

/m/&/ o vemond foren 7

\ = y
/

uz,z/ M/oc/U ob/ el Ao aq M’ Vg ’*
-LA_) LL: & T (/7 .i( { & 1/”1‘(;, AL 02 () /(,(,(" r’, /~ a4 2 /'\/ A 'L‘ L 'lt';{ ,';,
y / /i / £ /l ’l. / /

///(o{, AL p 4 724*/’7(,_ / 0Cwu/ Co 221971 h.f/“ .',vx 4(,(/(/" 178

o
LA //sz[‘r\fr@ e 1//”—‘{/1/?({0/«/ / /f, V4 // ..... F47 7/"<a(.1*'/vr/7h/v
o
( Y (v Precvns 7 /u m/u/ 5’(0 A7t AL U i elis
I / Z/ i i o y
LA 7ol !uu, aa (//z(/ /oZ, 7 oY /Q,:.r“fm‘{ //M\/{(’ Ve
/




//&%(;/}

/ /
7 1 / J& ., // y > 1

and, gr at %/za/ (é//ouu /1/,64\0// ufm~ k/ w//( Vad */‘714{7 A e _V/Z-stﬁi-;{

o(/r7ué vy (/&ooomz/ﬁ/(/ru( Y s m«/ Mamer VY VV/W/% "/7740(-,«;(/*&,3
OQm/ @// '7 :M/ ? % %/)w% C% a',a,c}(, /Q///V(/%— 7/ %/ //JVJ/ /Qd///

/(/’MW /1,07‘(,(..{/&(;{( ,oi:/' é}/lj//;" /T/&M/C/w (}//i/w(j IS //;M/ f/ﬂ&’ M{j/ Gy
j R/ ) i / /
07744;(/ @/ eale A apel Wit d pertoun :'1;%/‘/

e,

/ (6 oy / [@ un {Z | { g J’f/”&/”‘“ ﬂ/:
Juslie of G Pasd, . aosds for Sl Goc

’ l 4 d-l s e
@/M a ‘ofwm&é/ Ay /LM«M«/?/ K%a//j Q/%u/ %WM

//244 i/'/ ¢

: ! /o / YL /_
aud) 5 // bé(/{{/ V0, /17(760 Mr%o ard) Ruraornally Mevow & e

V p / J - ; L
i (fa dovrne Renasmns NI ‘ol d e/ dfadwnw o

A x / .
gé/ Ay /@Q//(/ as *f(ﬂwwcy ixeev Al ﬁnf, Acirzie/s d//ﬁ/ﬁj\z,c C

/ /

/ , e / / : ’ . &0
M%«/N/ 74%5% %«/ é{m/ at Rz . A ac /x,‘urw Luay;,«. Yt
A } ; ‘ ; / e, )
0/1;0(/} //(,@ﬂ,uab, oz,z_vz/ﬁl awd M:O({U/L[/}"f/z;{) oo got wuelrivemen 7

/ y

v

mCW% ay ﬂ%u/f/r awedh valentan ﬁ/cf', /ﬂ’)/ ﬂ/é, waeeo ctred
%w/é&w/ W ) 4 e e @7%?////1

/ N MRSy 8 A /
A/a//t ccz./w 7 o dacd %ﬂ%@éa Lerleett /zz,://fzﬁ-z/ :

v—
Y

il
LAt (\'(/ v/ ¥

. . / A ¥ / 3 F

g ,MW e 20 :(%VM% acdl ot af iy /w//ny,/f : /«/

/ . 3 /. /
her ‘Mm:(/, aud Qé, Craleails aud) Pruzmny of G alzre’

’ﬁ 1 / / » T ! 1
M@Ué 4@m/z7 decp £ W 7’%&%& fperrin el /{(xé(c éx/uz: rotsy
i s / Vi a4 1/ / ’ 2 /,'.. y
] 4/;' de/éé’/b.’f’;’ii.cﬁ{‘&/é that P fas fre ;[ Lo Vrlumlantly ox-
. 4 Y .y il
B AN J 1 o g
eouled YOG 2evsend, cc;ccyoﬂ sz.cm,x hor doreer ot /{ wis
7 £oit /

, B g TN ’ o e
aud iicnneels Grvn Paen leraed . cvrlhimet Coase /95(,(,¢H:'L

’ f T /7 V4 “0 5 ’ ’
a /[7’)’ Lol ,%u@/Wan, a/aw( Z‘ft(Ll/ 2AY Hdets G //,-“':x_/; 'L/”,,v/‘
[4’('/‘0// > J//g{;v?u{ . '
7 ¢ - A
L 4 W\A&M pner 77y /Lt‘;{a( Ll[{/ ea i ,
/j : AZ?//?,\{:Z{ :x [{{7 7/ d{'/b[(j((/‘.;/ Qé(‘/ /"’.C J/{'(' ) 7 a7 ~A : 2 d/,l.‘.(’v
/, / A

[N

‘/
> / ) i
gne/ /%K;’,’éz": C Gt hon A

s (gl Do ! s
2 // / s, yﬂ?’;x'mu HAald e
b0l L///L Poce



e

Wy

m/@% LK Sl

Mub Aaudls A //(L/ s z/é’a NI / Lok

é ( a«A 6 O/J/(/(/Mm 20, / gwow /éﬂ/M/L/(o @Aaul//

/6I/VZ/(.(’,/ (Qmm/o éym/; //‘0{7 %&wf /)M”}/I/L
| g AL b0 i ey
02 B & / : J 0
Vv 07 R

et
%7”&1‘ / '[WM

W&C{/wzxm Q Carle M

A O%J oy ~ ﬁwx
Qj@m&wf 7y / //c/bd/mw //Z/U//%%/(/ /.’?{
Cru, é{,M/l / M C/}%/ é[f)/{éf/ﬁ?& 7t asrved Coz i i e ,’f.’
éji/c/) J{J;Lu/ww/ Tz (/b/é/é ar WZL (J./ /’/u;/LZx/VgEb ALW/?/Z/L
7
M&é /huzman;) /(% %M%Z M Moy 7 MW audl advme -

Z?;u é ﬂéx Pnams ETroTY aud) MMWW
7
7’%&» Z L AA u L //C wAd Cs /(/ ,‘_/(/7‘ el C
@W%/Q/M/f.ﬁ /(/ _‘ ‘ U{ / (/ * /Z /! [

SN

ALY LU/\L///[// /J( &'/" LL s w LD /7 2L LOPO W o&x/-/a/u /5 AN ﬁ/‘

o/ as f/{(/ ALfe u/omf w Wwwf M 77/m/wuwt/ W*/W/

A hy £,
b ek auecorr s, drts Cutirer W/f&é ; ¢ Hrat

OZ%W%MM %/ il s ﬁ Llte e i

(ll 2f Beouolisicd
3 . P i
Wlwf/é/m/uué e og&écwwﬁo/{ as 4&&%«2 wo b Lyzoro af
A, A & 4 Y
MMM, /oa e gmu/ 7 /Q,u V248 d @(//“ ﬂ' Cl”w-

Y2, 7 a// ,.////zr/ w/&a/wé ﬁ//c/a/w'(/ uf/o////(/ﬂwf g/u Lc(/&, Lf"—

,wwd Ww@ o/ é/(f- eovundlIe A 7/{ Q// Lot e /rg /JJ7
W’m/ o Clomeas (/;é//l& ’/ CM( f,/“a &/l&, “,uu’(

7 4 7
/L(/‘/, &{L.)

/. T g
//f/f/(/“{é{/b(, Gy eing 6( [(/(«U gl—»..) ALl ( LN ..-J'b &(5?’ //@/ A U?'L 4
é.

/“” ‘// /@ /jj— Corre M// % LQA.(?{ /éﬂvyem@wa /

/

/
uw( /&w(u,w/, sy ’z,a/w M{&C a,/ﬁ/w;//w M?*CVW—— a éo//

7 /
/)’4{(C//(J &{4(_{-&(-’ M /(,(7/7{” ALe & )\g( 7(./1 /( ¢(_ (( )ﬁ /‘(
///;’ / y v P (/
MLOA /,,(,/./ (ab;/.«f(,' aut Kingr PRase 44 ‘at

/ ’ e y o / A L i /"
ao Rart of Gus rr cuawtr ; Ol G &{f {’F,‘(, (oot
/ % |



/Qz%éj

audy war we ffz(/ ad Srnw /w(c U Chaler a/ sad
/ﬁ/w@ M/ %LWMWWW/ w(y%é)

M/Lzb %ﬂw/m e ?;ML me/u fm/t {;//’f d/ 7L A'fffé vl ~

wat u/ (ﬁfﬁtWﬂ/J/mu 7, ﬂ/ %M % 2ol W%ﬁ/m @/ﬂ dm/rém
/

m %W/M}’//o ﬁ/%zw 2aly awd ////
~

l

I Laid J//V{A"'W/U b Aer, 0/ ﬁ/&/ A “/ 73 @/{// o~
M/M7M%M%W Z/M@L,@ ?% e
WW;) émﬁ(@ a/ZZ e Utrmw /{O/ML// O vrecetss

J,!
Ll ‘*T 'f’ fé{@/ﬁ/w/'/' 79 @/M&C /\iuf&/c

//7Z vy //U/W i laded OAA A . G Wlrvra;
ﬂxw/%/&m/ 7 }‘e&/r{/wy e///é/ﬂ /7#’,?/0 m eaA o/gf/ Y
Ty % s inall wwrrdece beeclile 2orid e/ c&g// /7Z

r' 7 /] 7
e MLL atrre/ /V,,’iu'f’» 2)///\/', M/UC/U L(/’/ 77’&”&‘6 {lu{&

St /- f 7

TN VMLLUL gt % @OVLA ﬁmuu [(/ LLL {/./L AL O Al

/ o A

a/’ A dunt w( 7%( /807, N} &/d// 5/&) L@ub (.L LURA M‘QL
M/M’U Cou o%uwb Mj /4/&{/(/ d/bf//”&l/l/f. yu / (/7 CCL/ AAL LL

/
o {/Ni/au( grere valocd by Yoo 2/6«{,/(, /@WL Y b &,w

Mm, a/ﬁL Mf@ 2l e L:“u(‘///"/bl
mw( 7%7/ 0

ﬁL(’ L “Lu/u(, 6 G //vc /4 o Pwore) o /H/L :«/
w de /{muw A/@w %) /ézwcao / .22{44% /L";'a ety
Ad a%ﬁ\cyuw/(/ ( d f’u/f &&ﬁuﬁ(aw/’ il Ateeeotr—
gy aya, ! %x/a/r/fw fu(,ajx&m(&_ e 57//-

{/\( f UL

i 7
(s,

l / /)

it {

|

|

|

I

|

{

|

|

|

I

Vi’ /? é‘/ﬁ/t A ,,v((,' LAY /? L'»]

’

Mu, J/Vfc ( u/;cuw ya/s 7&, M"/@(m'acvuu

.L/%/L(//U(_/’ 7&/1/L\,£ Lut 5," Q—QLUL / ("(ﬂ"

Lo Uil s 61.&.4'(17 il Lk Mfm\ucu( //u ;f«.lt el JC@
/ / [/ o

I /La//zu v‘,ub (///uL’/u'A/ v (Lf (6 2Acys /‘/“"’“/Mwa ras

7471 ceen Jﬁ ﬁéf‘m& Irend Z\,&’A’/‘J or (‘(/cwu,u 5(7' m/

AL /«/r‘c JM A ( ([(7 6{1 /{’“ A A /: m/u({{L/erL, é/—
i /7
caid Aalem % of B daid Dt w//zw U

5] /7 4 il 7 ' 7 P
LQad 0//".(.11/{&?43 ?5'1’7’-’"?) as @% WHL&] a(g eed a/ %v, &Xc,{,

i




| fooge 04

v Ny zLuu % LKMW/L%/WL; fu/w/hm,wc ﬂé Lo d (,c o L ;/z{
7
7‘/9&0& LA /00/#44/1497 amd MM»{/MA ﬂé/ Z(_Cbﬂj %p 4,5(/6{

o ?/u bud VL/ %%WM// i
/J/(O(/LQ/J %ﬁ//’ &V% Wl{’o 0/%‘« W f/&:ju C&t,wo

/ AL aaid (/k,w/t(/ubc o oderesaid ﬂ¢wuﬂ Corivenyons
wﬂ 5/0) Lo Qs Lol @LZ{/ DQ%UW/M//, Q&ZM zé/zm
ééwu Za&é 7 /&mfw{wf?/{/ r~ nelice 77%(%”% M(/?,
(”/&V/M/L v il ov calivid @?a,é Ja/w@ Luhah
%J void, Com /é/cwm//w/ a Wwy Z’Vm/r %MLW W%W
sotrey s A5 ﬁté m&( Lw%/’/ 2, éﬂ & pah (&ﬁ&//é(u o auls
Y94 T ule 7o A, Cud ﬂ//uw ya /W/A&M// Wrto 28 Bono
W W ﬁ/u) M{/ﬂé OWM///(&WI/W/ //M pr% /(M/:/G 77
wloreit ﬁm 7 0 //Aa Lovcd /%ww W%A Wﬂ(,w//
e /ZZ// &/&J 2ok //Q/M(ﬁ[@a// ZM auty elawu mpw@,a//
M-é/&; om0 L ol S /M\/V%/W e gad b u/¢ @t'/zr/a

. Lu?u,fp A LZ(/ &(&/@a%@ N Aonies all wula u./vau

Com b1 rw rd FC/ Qu( 77%@&/@ /7@/&@/ ww( //174 F/M

/.
%Aﬂ(&ém//’ s N,cwé? u arer; ’)*MW Z;’W/L M/(. /Mf’re/ ad Gt 7
@ﬂ&% M(c((& ét(/(,w{ %/ 46 v\,é/ /Q/ra,/g Cﬁ 5% /{M/L/(’,u

Awmiaacd /}%% readonabds esils +O/
@/M CW/LWLJ d@[%%@l Z{C&/l (€

&«///w/(zjw%m//
W
%m] oy } 7

@/x Gor 42 /nu}

(L{j, &C y@/{(oﬂ M%W/}/u/ Rin J/WUL&/(«;/, /,J\,.frv o

‘ﬁ" / /]
e, a, . el & @77&/{:?//@ Conle T4 v made palss

(x// Ul/ /W P o ea (ﬁz uw/ﬁw/ Auetrer J/w&w/r 4(/(
‘L(f%wrﬁ‘/ zw) WW&/",\«,?V&%{//’/{ZMHW
CJ Wwo Aur mw /;VU/‘W“L@/{? _./\LCJ//(// wr & Yo Jallow

Vé.wm J/(/lfcé (% 17/1//630’ h/t//m/mwc&jw 7 tfcgaj and

Mae & Wiree @ Tiallis shy bluwms o G Lo bt

| L



J J : /ééz//u ém/ Crrnmesiv) P
: Kooof by of o

e W t {
L)/.Lt/hcm M r twrrnd é

o G 4P A
ywwé]) J/@/jw @?

a, 6/%4//17

i ool m%/gu 5/'/:/
%Q/V% o @ /mo ” mf W?Jr Q/ZWZ
m/(/&%m%ﬂ#&w é&dﬁy/&wg xé//zoz//(o_%’u/

it g Mt Ly S ety it bt

s z(//mww o Sufllimantsd (5 G
st o st e, torm flascond
i dfordont e ind ool v fore

ﬂ%((%//m AM% 2ll %d allb rmamansw ol bou-

rr advondg oﬁz' é% 70
%VLW;@ 72 %@Qém % W&%ﬁv/ P CZ/L -

// i %8 ﬂa/wf /é(/é({ MWZ/\W

f(?‘ , Or /llj 4o me/,g %/ MM) Mmp({
is malaad o m;zwy) for hiine - ey pcstsitis

i, W&rmj/ Gt Gl Mﬂfi,d m/,,m

ﬁ/&_(/w AQM /Wx/a/éxﬁo &L&;Mm /—zmgmw A

b ilioum s puid conplon Groro Ko 4

A aorkines %t %ZW amus /5. J” b o, o o il

AN dpr z//{b daid, @/' b/’umw/v M/@/zaw{ tlL/C/z) Z 7Z é?/m{/

l’ /&M/Wt%ﬂ( e 50777/0{/@/1/&/4/& @La ('/%(u// %w/ﬁ' W

r“

},/d///u// Wﬂé/ﬂ% P /MO // S, ﬂz{//bw /Lg/;ww



W?@ b, b //{M\%’m«w s kil i e Aorns), M“

\ﬂ&x\®‘y

/ZZ/W /u, W/L///QH/ 2 L/Dﬁ i

N ov or afrt ﬁ/uo /44//% /{&% /@{J%/A///@//oééyﬂa/w ﬂ((%wt

Ao Mecrreved W//MWF ﬂ?iyw(/z/%‘ ﬁgo pal dfzﬁ/

W i A Ll
/W ﬁé ﬁ/ﬁ@V:Z% & M?b/ kw @Z

Crm. %Ca/m// oondb %4// ﬂ%la % ﬂ&//wm wh Maé/(
Mo Soriff & oy oot o frepords
s G /w///,c t/ / éc/mwww whoh WW/(///W»/
Ao M2m/ﬁ%w Aot %k Hes Aoforctiant
ik %%W il W%ZZ e m%—
MW&//WXW/JW/ o ko, @(&//M/d/
ﬂ/ﬁ/// Y ﬁ/ &/u; 2aidl Qf ((//é/b&/ﬂvé///zu Ao veiao oG 7 W%@K
/Q%Wﬂ(%(// WM///LML m //7' ond on Gsr M/é//aﬁm,
%/m OO on.. il Afendland coms %@
rm/ Ly MM Mm//m% »/W J%ﬁb
ﬁr /u/k [(/ 9 and //u// ef‘%w(ﬁ W/f / C//WW M@(
7[ Al VI T Aok -
@/Q//WW L, %W He sl sz
Ww lﬂL ,ﬂ«/%/( g éwﬁmm&ﬂm i’// A e
w & '7&// 2% Mﬁ M ﬁ{o/ /é//a&//%w/ e Cer é/wmu
J/W M/ (7 é@ ﬁzué ///M//&Wp(m/u 2 LA MV

7 f?? Wmﬂ(sz/://@ﬂ/ %

afm
6 # day 0/ /%/37 74 / T v = pflaniedl
7 V%ZZ /,&7/{,/ /%@% MW
(NI /C(A/Q W?’M&é s ' /lm
@%M/ML wj @/Z/&Z// (UC[/W(/‘ZW&(/ d/(/tﬂ/ ﬁ /1/07 @7
4\% 7/@ ﬁﬁn%/fymmd' A //Jummfﬂ[ 4{/ [ /cm& ) Y/,

%W M&éﬂ%w @ﬁ/z/%&//z/w A [( //zcx ; AL w/%




| ) f |

;@%&@7, m wm ué gzmn Mvm@w o 777@1/7 @ Jca/;»&ééw
&(/ /Zu &&/ A mc// oy &z/é/ awd all Inmens;

7@ M/M/(&M [wt @W%{VMWM Lonyen ; W/A‘J/ Ao
w/o/ﬁé,uuw/@%@/wué MW#/ ﬂé//&’%-uw

/%m mallir, Cawad vr & 27 A?é%%m/ Cport ~

/f/(a/www& @%///Wwé /3L / ngﬂm/ Crid s

WM g7 WJ/M %f)’ 5 ALf %M b~ s o -
Aorer Mz/—(ff and ot W /&ca/wféy luiecmered,

Wé WMM o Mé /@mwﬁ o
L m/rb all 7 ' Wik /fmm onalles
ML/( M/b(7/ % %&/ZM(J(CM/// L/ /Y‘M//(y Z{T?%me 7

//émw/m/cm //rn%/bf M@MW«%

= )
%ZS?? @?A/Mﬂw d/l&ﬁ/ﬁm/ 3

A @//&M/MM} £ |
Z@/\)m/y/ 7 / @)/ Lmgs d/ﬂm%{ AZGW% el / 2t

/ ' /}/z/ﬁ?/%) ﬂ&///mwm/ﬁﬁ/ywﬂ/z%w@/
WM@{W WW WWﬁém //(Z/W" \
Www W//V//W/V MWW/& /‘/ /‘//LZM OZWO
M B il s e M//‘W mf
hrww m //M/Wb% and s WLV/ ?
' £ f/ﬁwmm/t fef W |
377%/47 / o Jnandl, \/049//;{; ? ‘U
V%4 ot il
27,%7 Tnblis, ?

i




=

%& WWM/Q G wit! T ﬁ{b 1
Woalirm, cias /LM a4 %Zym p;/ Clor s ﬂ/ Lah

Corvnk, G ok
i) Dot mf} /K@Z/wém e
 Giplnen e

Gt o oo andiins Ao amj/p:i//ﬁ

& oarlst’

auds 7%&m/ & card it e ;/ﬁé WM 2

S
@)@ reflionls  Lavn 79 //ij?
74 Ww MZ%M N aner @Ay anlzin s
Exenflion b e Pnanifalid mdiffieiinoies
Zb/wu% MMM%/%GY W%/&W/Za/m W //mﬁu/ﬁ/f/Z//
%«7 will arer and W%) %ﬂr/ pad mﬁ/gymmﬂ fo/“f’{_
plomanal (3N L 80 oo i - pucffsind pe

\N@ ¢ ¢ N

s &”W arordlid. Farenicds, rr Joviidonis
Truo WW maﬁa/ﬂmp(}w{mﬁ/ﬁb o -

et %0 /N%/&;&LVC n } iwu7 v Hon nallow

WW ane _/(A/ZZC b/ //%%//é’ anrer a/zyfﬁ /;i/;vvte)
aw ﬂé’/ 2@ ryunablo févuz/” M Ma/ ks i/&gi /éyw/tf

/



9%«741;7 i

"

|

|

l

“ j’b&/}‘;7ﬂx[!_f / 212

|

o &(j %/ng&, G ,/77',4/%’ o %u ) #

| ﬂl/oy /f )%m/%ﬂ&/mz /%é;ml% Le foraiiloin

fitad . WW@ ohoiedl of pail Conk e il

il frrly %wm 7@%& A %%A b
o g s for . bruly of K asce, Hliisig oo
W, AR50/, a/%%w / /6,
/écufﬁ/am/ @/%m JMWW%/W% 7‘, N4
O 2l K s hr e e tart of s

é} v 7 M(&Vm@//m ’4/(/‘/&5 Diones 7 e, O’{ﬂ/fgﬂ—
i formss K. d. Al Moy
D, By, Drrancis Drovuger dtama Jiliin b [
%M W&m)% &V&W %MM (e, . ?&W V. Za’
Afesidants; o s o N LY MOy, Snlicilen
ﬁ%&w%/wm/éj/jw /7? ém/ 7/ 1_',;7&@5;6 Crom

Y

[ZaaaV, //»(%LM,M s WO b WIVW%M a7 /C/%/é;'z/:ﬁz//
%/é///w W Noanadl, agy. ,/(/(/d/a/w reandewew = rocu-

falin.

77124/ 7%?4@ w /&mw /(7/ Jlf//i/;/mum {z/?/o" /Lv/c i

O/ . / . 4 / ; VV7 ; ’ / ( ; ;
71'/&7/)\0 : sy em & ) L(‘/l/a/,! O/Zt e/ r{C[/.W m/ﬁ,J} 197, F(”/‘,"Z/;'ZL(/;(,.;‘!{
éM\’/MAA«A ﬂ/édALf %Zao/(/, |

L

/ :

4 /
; ’ / / 'f—-/ (’ s y ) 4
Ure ?V‘W M“’&sn,&}@ UN CRL Corn il v
75 :

7/ A / s
4 ; ) 4 9 =/ Fal 4 / d
, (jh.cl o ;3\}'(/‘LL;Z'//I4/ e iy /' ¢ // f 7 (( (724 t’ﬁ.ﬂ'élﬂ v Sl / / w |
> /‘ V/ - " /7 // ¥ / Ve N sl VB
| = 2nth ///@@ dt’/v/«)l & ( UL 1//, ’ﬁélr"/"i s /G (9/(/2 /L;zw”r‘: B ////'; Al

¢ SAUnFT

) / /é 2 i 14 / ; . 74 7
1Y -‘,;,«é.',, A n/gl g Panrie, \@ ard </{o?r/'7ui~/. )}L/



Jﬂ/rwz/} é/ﬂmow / /}Wl/t vr Q%W M/éow @Mmﬁa/m
@/%muow e éwo Hou %(Mw Uy %MWM sl

aud 7’2/%, Aed L/

ethor »/%m sl

rrq

Va4 /Mamm/ WC/W &Z&VL

Wpamer, O/%&?/IN/W%/% L it w/&/wm a et par-
[Z@uw&, W&AWM{M W%Nx o7 frr
{f,wwv.u g J W Lond Junn d o /La/r&wfxa/ M?mm/a/i
(A/?/L‘ju \7{@&4/ s, btoams ac W/VM/&/é //W% Jsved abvut %
Loud Wuw O//MA/ O[MM/ %«, %@ch%@//&/@/m
OZ/&WM/ J/C7/wom A W/// e ﬁ/m&m e v, R fano
waWWMw#% mﬁnﬁﬂiwﬂﬂrﬁ% |
ety oy /’J'; 5 yu// e a2 wolhs Pnr
@/@af/@/ﬁ,u@w avsh Ao 77/Mw O('/m{z/%) OZW ac -
g st ot Oﬂ,,'p, ¢ MZ Tt Mo Pl
/me/ O/ Arid .&ém//é Jinrd &A@ "é/({{// /w/wow(fwc/&f
|

1?0/1/5/ i b ealll ippons rd @ b J{autis e |
i ﬂ/ﬂé?ﬂcw%mé ﬂéﬂZjMC:f% M/W/
Ko awomilt, i S Gt 7 Aewed mo o Dt 7/#”” "
b b N s wa//b/mm ﬂw@/{u//w |
[Zé/ WW 76 % féca/cm/ Am V/I/ / fz///é U

éJ/Lm %@WW{WL @)Zlmww @/Kd/wﬂé f///(,b M/Ww/ /W%m&?‘

Wxa/mw Mm/w v /@m/m[/ cﬂ%ﬂzz)

&W‘ Jﬁmu /\JL/ ,Lu w all Z"m// mu;/ A JeA 20t

‘ (CVN/ aw /O/ﬂ///wm& 2F 7 .//(L mow 4%<// w/vm/ & e m/

f 7 7 ’*‘
uéf.v(r)m;;,,,@’%% / G as Pt @ G o sreci-Ulect, th P ey

/7
lre z/(// et /u ot Ui - 2ol 7(//' /" /,,%




—

T~

..
—

%//j(u), 0A l q- ﬁé/ W ranleAo l Vs Mmj

4 . audb cotal /m//x/”'%m wan el 6~ gl o
Wﬁ %W/} fr/ WA : Cézucﬂ{; M/%M\U ﬁé Ao ivas

Loloaodicd

nano o) Jocram Blontks, I askid Mo 3 Ao rnad
R AN J%M/éé/‘lﬁ%ww
b dids. ouds O frofaacd, b~ Zrastes il T for i,
///L/nmw() A‘MA o/ A //r Abrnd Lol v %é@m@m %«///
S G A L iaidds brade o o Ondd 5u74\a), Kot/
aeld) %dWWWw%meﬁ rd Ll hvin
o A o fad, L B fono Ghaf A gl 200 ol

o) A wwas i . //é /u) Cerm,
;éi e ng/ijﬂj&mﬂ Jor i LuiiS S G
o b Berds, A oo s Dl bolarn Read, A LA Ssn
éé/? ﬁ/ Aot oV Ao W WW ﬂ{mi /WVML/W ahrull M/(/L

Lo - ﬂ/a/ e i /aﬂfy— , Orcton, %ﬂ// Ao 7%‘?%

g0 o I Ao, aud O] fo wntin fs lrade & oo i
iy A in Cirors @ wraudds lraico wunids Ao, @l
Lot ol Cirmmr -t T, S Bl
et &{’fw/ and) aol ”/é/ rredd Lrade cw&% M, /b/i/ gacA

Lt sl e s . Ererrd il for tho o Hore

A
a 1 ; / / ’ ,/ F 3 {
WA //M/OW//WVU) v (//,’ A/ 2art, o arud ettt

i,wv{}/a/,;y d omady vver the Lol 6 v Srkain v vor foas-
; S /M/% @/ %n‘u/d Vy/“ vons made vrer o T /& [’/95'/6;"/,1‘4?,/
t .

l

?éW“/&bff/éf Aee el Sl o O“”f}féwut r é‘r*/b loi o
%‘n«é /&'Y w Kool sprrn) @ Lo /’Z‘d%y‘mﬁ'l,éz e o all S
w ’ p

Vi » /
/ f /. ’,'*/ e ¢ / / /,""\ s
vrecalloe/t of ak ///{a//f ///Z;c@, @%&/ s abrd G 1977 // @?’)7/4&”1 -

i
i
l

- ) .
l ’Mr ®/ %&b/&/



. véiffx»/m?dﬁtd d“(g;
Pape ] 2

Oyl 65

DA op 1w Ao auy Gt ilonts a5 regand) bi

tho exoll A ki
Oz’f/w %me% WZ/M%M > i Ao

Ko %?>

@/ﬂ{/wﬁ A /m%%u ﬁ//rw of 4z Harkins

il 7o W7 A S

o MW omdb wranded G /&Mw«?f/ Y
mwmj/ @/ %ﬂnfﬂé mally &/ Gadls va/u/' )’é MWA/%(//, d/é Vs
e Lo /L{z‘/(;(;{/y;?/p G Aove Fio Drade buady 7/ .
endd, m/zzf% Ly et wu Ao lains mv o /%7&//({7, /7,
Woauwh s ums rut 47

o(@(% rw net gLl o ﬂé/// Bonrinealam %7«/ ws + Noauw-
i Ui
%E// %VW 7y v /T/W/Jéw /00 Gored af L/[%w(/ “

[/7’ irr,

Hibomidn. s, Byilim Avustned Belliny il i e
ol g G argumb Glle by e Oaroms Sland, aud
Gk (pow host gty (Ko b b foorflorty . 1~ Canh P
M cwandids £ malle ﬁ/{@ %u@ r~ cornd A 7‘7 Ak ot LWj)
de—aéf) e WW Leven [~ WZWAWJO Mw, ﬁ/
@/&ij/%, bt aacl %//’W‘%&( MZ&?!y Jo ot ~ A0
wrs o ons for % Gaide + Ko Oralds bes Imadd aceund) Sk
ol W% duid aacommmodals homes  aiiad N

bok ok L A ety alls of Rore sl

it & fos byl o Lo of D7 e  faid i
il fndratd Bollans frr K, I doct racelloch e




g7 3| Crvwaslion il Ty BT O i AR
mﬁé émﬁmb,o/ﬂﬁmv/é@/%m%%m%@

AD o,

it o) B g net pefrsst ¢« Uate b oo di
& s fov e Drerry Sonds, o G Lradid, v Guak
mhw a/?/ﬁﬂf) [ﬁ&/} 4 % Wé brade tvmo dnade,
OMM() dfrw Wﬂé W/M e guens a/?,mC r eleonr litle

b B Qoo Jtanide

n/r o ikl o”mﬁsz/ﬁm for oo M s
fine Movitrasts Bollos v o & arld N bl faiis

%//WM & vkt St pintoer ﬁm%wl@wmo/

it Hoowes it B Heanw, bosaucs d aons vk flasiltivo,
N

i, 1 LAty it wad f i Lusid iy, Hosooase ol
& %W@%Ey Gt éjm Y ?”ﬁ“/’o’%’%% e
lrncs 1 Concltelirna 7/%, Laly!

ur | o T bt dho 1% Boflinctin 1557
/m/'ﬁé 7@0%4//4;%/ onady arw epern %/7{&&,, ?W ﬂfw/z// //é
Sy v Ohowoonsie. o the Saremy Bl

$ 7ot 7 o did s 8all e Loud rodl s G e |

“1
(

K /’_,/M /‘/7%! «,\\[//5 [(/ 6);/1(,’['7 6’: m —7{5 J@ZIM f«/u/gLﬁ{uM

h



Me,yz/,l allached G e Conipluiont D i s
Pl (fouding b minuns b Gxihih) aucd Ut mbich-
M%mwmw%ﬁﬁww%ﬁmewmmWL

n/%ZLM Mﬂé/é%’ f?/ﬂ(//éo 2ak }@WM an ﬁ*&/mﬂw

N for waid Sororn &l |

Wmuwor, é%mwﬁﬁm,',wh%ww e

@Qb%?a@ //,7; é@/é %/W Erer /Z/mw w?ﬂ% f&éé ﬁ%ﬂ/ /{W?
0%7(2//1/@:’1% A 4Zyzr7,«/7x//<%°

ns ﬂ Ja wlh @ s eatts o @it et Sk frons

. 2,

%"“ﬁ/ # %ﬁ%ﬂw &Q%LM%ZU reaid e Mﬂé// ZLAL i
Aoto 2 |

M‘WM VY Y S ) W[‘wn , A
pod /MZ ﬂ%Mb Wﬂj’;:? ﬂ%@v{ué{ m Jwﬂ/m Aé
%mmw |

@(A/’,’ %a e

| 7
Lol f& %W&y@ Aphot iy //L/L ool Bod L oA éw

eurer ! z ;f/ Ly, < A 7k,
.

SRR
|
| ¥ |




Sagr 7S
M

Gl

Wiursr.

8

Oﬁ/‘ v vaaﬂ.‘wﬂé

W//J‘

|
Iyot |

/

i

@ﬁdfry-, [aﬁ-v /
mar

/m\y /7{‘4

Oupsger,

@Z%@M@@?

W i

|

!

( ! {

%W %M aj A ey W&%?Aﬂ( 0y veaorseA s

%M 9.0 Yo @O////%‘W&%%M( Ik Dl Fedorsed,

v

4

&1 srhows did gt all AO%JWWM@-
iy RN AR it WW (e v

@ Atk gl B Pirerw il atl. hit o st
v But L5 Dmil Flo,

@//é//mg/ %wy@fm?/ Hat B £ ne o ctsilll

e
frons. Jrrfanc

o

nt,
/

Zwﬁ C?MZW%Z%%

Pl
@M&"&V %,%ry t wna &/ %WMV%*MW ;

Gl auvds Aid (%/w MV#,%MK % /@MWQQ

ol ikl o d o e o
T e S

e 7 é/% Mé A J - / g |
rrers J : 'ﬁff‘i% ‘/// L{/ZM/ O{@:&&n;/ (il ke, e /ﬂ///mg

|

|
W 2
‘ /

J ‘// 2 / 3 Bt v/ F
A e //(: o, p//}, /J%’MO A A OV 18ttt )

/ A



Lowor, || I doh foww ahot N wao ., but Gl P
;2?47,&/7(4, S e | /Ww%&m&&/w@ D sllaes

Mm@ 2?/.@ é/m %W /@'M“(wézun/ jm L/UICQ /ﬁ‘%é@m%/(w
; / b [/
alrey /éW/J AU At fﬁw@%w MM&C v ﬂmmmi

MMJ/, O‘%Wﬂ%/% /éw’wéﬂ/fz (%Wﬂ/%m/wﬂ{w/m
q WW@/WU/W7MWM%MM
WW A AR

b P @MW/MW W S R I
. S e & paid /MZ,%M/ MZCZW%W/W%% ‘
frok o o lins g wolds G Lok & Jomertiin

s DS a5

holirmalig 2485 Wk Yrio 1t B il in e Soonr
weny Rovmd) 0nalia, m 2 Mm/y/z/ /w/'//wfy‘ Aoy /W

/

Oner | Gt thoo wns) aw Shsistinapt v S af G

7%&% Y,

@4%2 &5 j,fv/ ﬁc% ?yw ot %]%ZM' /;Za/w-/J,Zw /;Wm 4&15&\&% ,@;qf&ﬂ,
%%0 wrild Lo b/blé d/ézﬁ r WWM @wa/w/,?/au =
v 7m;#7wa,v

\, ("% \\(




? oy [
a7 T
sy, A, é@ S 5l Hrurtiis Aok S smaph afrocl
b i e s v ik foiw oy Bost, buh St
S didish rank foan 7 Loce? s forrfiortss aued. A
WWWW/MWW Lo A 7/
at N

g 7t Distish G Ll Ko aurdir et s Sl
Craclol r—wzwé/?p;\ya/?m%%éﬁm%/mm{z/%
Drade woo prade 9

pswer, | P conh dlild L o6l Ao amg wrsndl il
j%m%%mﬁﬁ%w M%W%&m/&‘{w/&
71///M%” '

Ll
N 5T TV G pavsar i sy il ot
lttassr, | Ao i, Sirridlih puscar chout 3 b all, bk bis g 5o
Jonsasion. dih S dil o

[ 4 o
é/%/ 7/ «//ZZ/WM / WM/M‘

/éW ‘Féﬂvmé ./ /JMO/ % /%m/:@//j/ %(Wht @/éﬂfafvm?% +
for peid ém@ Ao M culify dot e Y

lions oy i s G e v flasd st e s caplin
/ “"/' ﬂga/‘ M(‘; ,@a/{/j idires avas W M% eemw ol thz//

,ﬂéJ,MuZ p%m%uwm w/rMmuwé /D%,WW o

!Ww( r‘//mrwﬁ»é{? erm

H e o 3%, g apil, 7101 Wm[/

£ /
/ﬁ‘w‘/f’“ P b v MNaelvr i Chan ooy
| a




age 78

N
J
VS

?

|

ey Soiter B bz
M%Wu/wﬁmmz%w

m%mﬁém Lot o B

o M%W/
/ AL @QW,%
ng 7%%@ ﬂm@
. % 2
%MWW/M
%W% W

/%éfw/ m%&j M
s ”z/ Ll
2D /% o

&M/ZZ% i i Lo

L 2 e 70%37@%@5 i //Z g

mu @/@ . u %M Pecery
%@m %/W%(// D 2R /7{/ Lol rrece
(Loieo L et mﬁv %/;m

Z/{ii/;ﬂji;i/ 7 w/ //&mo / 7@,«/




/M{ Wm //3 Do e aarnZeds
/?mw/ mo/gfmu/ @274//%%
MMW Y Juleie %i% o7,

e

wm W/ﬂﬂf% /émé//%‘/

%LM/XW%WDXCCM

M@WA 92 Pt & g s ¥ ol f

7

7’%W

@%%4//1;700&%{ 5 //7//6 W& il e

W%M W/»%m

%&ﬂ/@m %%M %

%/{» /M MM%/@M oy
rins | i

Eutid it | A ear.

%WW@M@M%%{/em///7
/é%mmm/fj /

&L Ils ol S e of MMW

Lyl o ymm
%;/// S ém /%ZM/ZVZ@) Gllct

%%/M//ﬁﬁfw e cardy

| ', ( |
L.\ : “



7 aed H oo P Wz///g)/@m@/%f/
QMWZ/ %%//% Soct S
2t A ol o A1 coneze)

Hof ) e -
%m/?% s

zmé g %

/

ldnd af Hivrroaeill Sov tne Bisncts

i}éé? oy ﬂwmm\%//’m/«\@w/%ﬁ%%

L) ¢y sl %{@

| 2N
%Wpyc/ ﬁjcm% ‘éﬂ7 //;/Z/z,aﬁ / ﬁ/{/y/w//

|



,JV/Z{% W%&v

%// /é
/

f’7%%/%/1//mﬂ/mé

v
e S

2 W or ZEcordl-

et %W

s o] Pl

/%%%M/ iz

W o ez N//mj
ﬂ%/%f ”%7‘”

Lt A

ciitoen /fé/% i Ll t s

o %&W@7 Ve i A
J

%7%/”% MW//

/WW/W f/ ///

L

%W/,

W//

/f//;iwz

/ﬂ % /@”

L ‘ i



‘ /@%ﬂ’

o

?

VL st i

//5//”%@@(%%4/ _
%/;o%am @/M%/%/W%%

g o i o e
WZZ %@ZZ/@/@W?@Z&W

g %
/9 ﬁé/fm %fmf/m, %M{é

/MM/
% P N %@/W

,&%ﬂ/w&%ﬁ’%

_z//%zu%/mi//%/ m%ﬂ

% z /ﬂi%z/

A

“/4,{—5’/WM @/W WWW 2o,
Wc%) 8 0e Fcerinsy @rrialld //w(/{ej

| %/}751/%% AF L /K Y, 74@/ /z///7 P et et 7/md
il / .



Mw

%//’ﬂf%
W % /M /// e £
n sz %/5" M
Z W s ;274
v bf S

/% /m
S mﬁwm/ﬁ%m

%/V/ W

I %Mﬁ/

@M e, M/?’M

%% émWWW
W@/ @%m// %

///K mz/

Z‘f%
///?Ziém I j 4 pdp //2///%{
W7 /m%;

Cevel) /1o

%/ A rzres]
: M % S gl 2
Wﬁj%%“/

As 7y
2% /éj S5 A b W%W s %WW7




R L Ry

1

. L I\\-"l




A

%me////@ﬁ/
%m

o N
V) 6,

/cm/

Mm%/

I

%m/%f

//m (oot Crart,
/WZ%W %m%u KT A ki

d%%w N -

& %amé/
?}W %W/M (o zme) /@”W
Drrviit WM W

P
@%%//%WW

%M %7%%m%/féz ot

cai @7%7;%%7

2/%{
%%u Crcecdd W //52/

%/% //WM /Zu/
///m

W )
/ﬂ/@y&o 20 S0 caeué%/

-

/w Cctiee |
///w A riioe s Z/ W /%/Md/m

WW%‘//

M//&v e s Cacen



JEAG EST %%//W

e

iy A /OW%% /e

" Da.
m% W %w///f/%ﬂ/r/%u /wéﬂ%)

”W f f% Ao A

/;Wmm
/ ﬂ e
/ A, %W rzen
% WMM%
ém@z/ Wm/ MA@ m&
//W/%/@//f /&WZ
M?%/

% W //l @//Zyww Wp&/

- -
5/&%;/{7791 W@%Mﬁm @rnceit
M/pd//yy Aat e

/ 7 gwfﬂ%m&f/m/f—

( {



W?é;

? G \

%//ﬁ/p/w %W%/WW” é%%u%w

%%W 4M %//W’ %ﬁ

/é /%@WM/W/

1y S A8
//M ﬁ//%ﬁ

%Z/Zé %W?Z/%Z;}M -
/m%/%{@mwm//g/%j%ﬁ“z

TR ey vy

%ﬁé ﬁ//’/"’ﬂwg%’}/ %%M:

iy D055, M;’%ﬁ//ﬁ
P74 & st M

%277;%% gy
(W ridht e m/szj é%é” e
@Zf m %

W WW %/
ZZ% et i 7 /7%
M%W /M Uil S
W% P 4 /%Mg/
f/m%/?% /&w//f/
%}W%figw ,z//M ///7%4/7&/0{%

j;/ary/ Gi> B Lalo ///m/f Ul Lnls » o LS f//



’? /74/[/ 57

%W% fwmﬂ”%

é%m%{/@%//zmmﬁ/é
W%e%/%m%@ %

%/@%o%%mmM% 4%&4%@

v S %@

%%f’ %’%%W /ﬁ

M/é% ae & 727m/ /4,\),6%/&/

ng/imw% p(WZé




).

: 7’%%@/@ %M//%M%WW%%/ZZ

W Act2st oz bels

%ﬁﬂm% lizsuts o7 /wﬁm
o /é”‘/””“”””/”/i
,Qw/ s /%
Lo o dovcreidS
M%KZ%}%&Z%/ ea/w/é@%

S lorort MWWW%%@
éwmw W G /W

R ”“7/ -
ool % el
o/%w%/ /74%%%%) %M&Wm




/@Wa/é 7 ; d O/%WW b, Morre Albirde

Ao Qoreit Lok on Wﬁé‘/w e é”nm?n/ Sonnie
S dfprescac, do erlefe %o/mw;/ o
b at Sornplels espivs, of all oo flafurs lod,, aud
mu/m,,/ éM vmade ond W\lﬁcdf Krtsds i

cavaw A D dldmvice v goh
7@5%/&@ ard %W/% e /W ///é W/%w;mt

N odls arne dferudons, .
. /W% Vs éé%ﬁm éﬁ/é%??v/ ﬁgf///
Z s @W?%z

1/ sy off aprl AN 166%
S éﬂ’énw b. Nine
\ \
s



ﬁ-f%f’?

TF7

v ialey A h m%///
g/fé&%em/%y oo
%@%%

rone %M/ %/W et m/%

&fu/ %WW %%/

ST

e AT Y
é&%ﬂm /('/W %f%m/%a%) @é
ner sloidrlons
5 /Wd}m%/é

ﬁ/w MVM/M’/ /97 WMO
/W y i

W%/WW

@?/f% &W/g /g7

e Crond Hoo

%Mz %M%WW%@

% /f% “ W%/ /% ’5%

&,f/c‘/(//&f/%o LW M(/
‘ , q/%/é/ﬂ//u A ule ff

| /é/w(/(f %/ zLlizee @7 V240 /é//&zw//%/
Lo Mm/ lodtine Zﬂ/w //%M /W)// d///——

!/m/é azm o Sl ot

m?/
25




M 2y A2(D . A Uh, ﬂ?/:///% G F2

/%M a. 9 /fw,/%/g : (g S oo

%WW vy A5 /%W/

%MWV //]@Z@b

il et 12 Hollocons Bocrlid. . ?/Wﬁ
 Qdiaf 4 Iinir: //zg%
Whyrss of Ilsvrio, Zm%z/ AP o
@Zw% /W/M%/%M%W//?W
e s ' lof Haziiw
A:/Z%f% M%%%Z;/

/moéj%,/ O2ur %am e, G ooty

procals, Helscico W%%%%ZZ% 2842
oA / ks A9 A,
VY, ool osiirnd Wil il

Wi Disbyeciny lirmus A9 s b
MW/W\) %4 ' %ﬁ/?ﬁ%m
Wi et

. ' Qtbpece) CC At N

A earlet %/%% & Bearts ¥ riores 1030 dbfbnert
W,M/%&Wbuﬂ/ L, Az Po @Llor
%Y 727 ik et //&a% A2t ctecl
corl i &é‘/ Crortey aecece) s Ll ol

M/&[AJ v /% /M /WMVL‘&/ siv gaif Coecer




7 &

% % ol M% j/ /@%@%

%/W/%%zm%m

/ Mw/zjé é/%ﬂ// W Lakos cin

/Z/é m@cm«//r/% Jﬂmu/%

/M %//Ww% %%M%g

y MW/%MW{%M
/ M@gm i) ) o %
WWWW %mcw

s % Laah » Zcic ,
§ Vi ﬁ%f%;%
@ @/GW
Pl s
%/ WJW@//%

o




i

/K@W é ma/zy' /;j/ / Q/W//L Ly Q /77/M7/0

@ZM//& 7 %0 ﬂ////ﬂz/z/z// ozl Zro Lovr ol %L Lo

/

L ot s o 1 e

COrit— oo /4//&7///%/ B e, Crrejoioce

; > /4 y 2
Giferi) & 2l ho folgley prics, foei? Ric iy
/// O covot 100 rcte //V;/—D tetleted _ ﬂw% 2,
& bcccer A ﬂé«:/é/ 7&0¢/%7 lecr O /ﬂéﬂ/%&vym o

Va y Y
’ - ) - e A
L Ciq ct é Wy/ e Feteeiw Ha STt  Cecet

MZ@L / L O //ﬁwwy’ (/f C)/Jé’// ‘Véo&(,;ir/o(? %&&Q -zo'oo

%% (el /' e /V/k/w/ ﬂfyw.,d %ﬁ v 750&/(&/1»&@@
V7

/%@ %%Wyé; CFf L2ea W/,Kéfé/m///m/ %p’/m

%W 7 v o %Wb /W e teees /é
Gernidict s %M/W/W @ ﬁy/ Lozee

8 B e I

Cleats 27 2o Gl

/éM/ % LI o W
%Q@?f;zb %

%ﬂ///éﬁ? e ®




Hivrros || Fonkow fams Fo % ek Lo St ) Hiterie
| o / & : 3 j/fﬁmx W%ﬂmm
g L—M@%ZZ/M GomiSeaiigy

ik fpo fiane @, bory o
(J/f/ww biforir Gl poiens b7 Hos Dot Bootbipns,
Crme e 2 elloaity Yrinns;, Wl . o eslets /7%7
b Aortett, Fhoomss Prnbasss s Jomse v Yo fh/;iﬁmz
[’LMW‘JW M%W?ﬁﬁ&d i

I P WW&(&L
Wl{"«;/f %a/\%—v ‘7W ) L&W(%“:(,M

s ) 27

.M%W bete M//ww«) 7%7 M//Zb G Rl Gtk

dxfa@%m///f‘pﬁwﬁv St /%Wwﬁ ~ /45//&/\4;//(, A

L P @zww% 4 o '
MWM MK-, s

Qa.ww p:/v M /S ot %‘“W‘W»

aj”(/ o O sl mw A Heore apacoit gt

Aleo

e %WMM%W} & grnn st ctof i b A
LN e N R BN o e W

£
-
e K]

ffW‘memw@g@@ )
i’%ﬂwxuﬁ b Mo fliostey il G oy i By e

ijocs/n)o«w AAL{/D? m%é qz./:f %m e

ji@uo/évw,oe mww .

i

it

\ } \ 1




1
U/ T = A \
AT e

ja (‘éﬂ//L&M//

f%)%{m /:%.av v

J/W /%70, b

&

T (1 27)

-

22274/ D



	image00002
	image00003
	image00004
	image00005
	image00006
	image00007
	image00008
	image00009
	image00010
	image00011
	image00013
	image00014
	image00015
	image00016
	image00017
	image00018
	image00019
	image00020
	image00021
	image00022
	image00023
	image00024
	image00025
	image00026
	image00027
	image00028
	image00029
	image00030
	image00031
	image00032
	image00033
	image00034
	image00035
	image00036
	image00037
	image00038
	image00039
	image00040
	image00041
	image00042
	image00043
	image00044
	image00045
	image00046
	image00047
	image00048
	image00049
	image00050
	image00051
	image00052
	image00053
	image00054
	image00055
	image00056
	image00057
	image00058
	image00059
	image00060
	image00061
	image00062
	image00063
	image00064
	image00065
	image00066
	image00067
	image00068
	image00069
	image00070
	image00071
	image00072
	image00073
	image00074
	image00075
	image00076
	image00077
	image00078
	image00079
	image00080
	image00081
	image00082
	image00083
	image00084
	image00085
	image00086
	image00087
	image00088
	image00089
	image00090
	image00091
	image00092
	image00093
	image00094
	image00095
	image00096
	image00097
	image00098
	image00099
	image00100
	image00101
	image00102
	image00103
	image00104
	image00105
	image00106
	image00107
	image00108
	image00109
	image00110
	image00111
	image00112
	image00113
	image00114
	image00115
	image00116
	image00117
	image00118
	image00119
	image00120
	image00121
	image00122
	image00123
	image00124
	image00125
	image00126
	image00127
	image00128
	image00129
	image00130
	image00131
	image00132
	image00133
	image00134
	image00135
	image00136
	image00137
	image00138
	image00139
	image00140
	image00141
	image00142
	image00143
	image00144
	image00145
	image00146
	image00147
	image00148
	image00149
	image00150

