City Court of New York.
NATHAN C. BACKER,
Plaintiff,
-against-
MAX MARX,

Defendant.

e R R R,

The plaintiff above named complains of the defendant

| and alleges:

AS A FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION.

I. That the plaintiff is and at all the times heeeln

| after mentioned was engaged in business in the City of

| New Yprk as a cotton broker.

11, That at the City of New York at divers times }

| between the 20th day of April 1896 and the 7th day of August
‘11896, in fné Eourse or his husLness as a cotton broker and

e S

f?at the special instance and request of the defendant, the
ifplainfiff paid, laid out and expended for the use of the

defendavt the sum of Thlrteen hundred and forty dollars

e

$l 640 ), which the defendant promised to repay to the

1plaintiff.
" III, That.no part of said sum has been paid,

althouvh/pﬁyment thereof has been duly demanded.

AS A SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION.

iv. The plaintiff repeats and makes part of this
¥cause of action the allegations contained in Paragraph I
?with the same force and effecé as 1f they were specifically
rreiterated and set forth at.length herein.

The plaintiff alleges that at divers times be-




tween the 20th day of April 1896 and the 15th day of June
1896, the plaintiff at the request of the defendant, sold
at the Cotton Exchange in the City of New Yprk for the ac-
count of the defendant four hundred (400) bales of cotton,
which said services were reasonabl&v;;;:£ the sum of Forty
Dollars i%}g) and which said sum the defendant agreed to
pay the ;z;;htiff for said services, but that no part of
said sum has heen paid although payment thereof has been
duly demanded.

WHERETPFORE the plaintiff demands Jjudgment

against the defendant for the sum of Thirteen hundred and

eighty Dollars ($1,380) with interest thereon from August

< jm—

7, 1896, together“with the costs and disbursements of this

actione

EINSTEIN & TOWNSEND,
Plaintiff's Attorneys,
32 Liberty street,
New York Citye.




Folio. 1 City Court of yew York.
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NATHAN C. BACKER,
Plaintiff,
-against=-
MAX MARX,

Defendant.

00, e . e i B i 0 o T

The defendant appearing herein by Carter & Fallows |

!
his attorneys answering the complaint of the Plaintiff
‘herein alleges:

I. He admits the allegations contained in Paragrpﬂs

|

I, 3 and 5 6f the complaint.

163 He denies the allegations contained in para-

graph 2 of the complaint.
ITII. 1In explanation of his denial of the allega-
tions contained in said paragraph 2 of the complaint, he
| alleges that on or about April 20, 1896, Plaintiff sold for

him 200 bales of cotton for October delivery at 7.21 and on

-

| or about June 16, 1896 Plaintiff sold for him 200 bales of

cotton for December delivery at 6.75; that he deposited

—

with Plaintiff $4OO as a margin on said sales; that on or
about August 5, 1896 Plaintiff wrote to him at Tannersvillg
N. Y. where defendant was then stopping and requested him

to put up $1500 addtttonal margin as the cotton market was

i

strong. That Defendant received said letter upon the fol-

| lowing day August 6 and at once wrote to Plaintiff that he

o

| would put up the additional margin and asking whether

| Plaintiff would rather have it in the form of a check or of

United States bonds; that the latter could be transferred
‘to him more quickly than a check; that on August 7, Plaine
| tiff without any notice to Defendant of his intention to buy

' In the contracts for October & December deliveries, without




notice of time and place of buying in said contracts and
without replying to Defendant's letter as to what form he
wished the additional margin sent in, whether by check or

by bonds, bought in 200 bales of cotton October delivery at|

7.84 and 200 bales December delivery at 7.84; that after

| —*":,,:;r.ltrxb B e

such purchase Plaintiff wrote to defendant informing him of

what he had done and Defendant replied at once upon August
8" repudiating the purchase and ®alling upon Plaintiff to
give him back his original contracts and to restore him to
the position he was in before said unauthorized purchase;
that Plaintiff refused to do so.

IVe. He alleges that Plaintiff wrongfully bought
in said contracts without giving him any notice of his in=
tention of so doing or of time or place of purchase and in
spite of his statement to Plaintiff that he would put up
the additional margin requested.

WHEREPFORE the defendant demands that the
complaint herein be dismissed with costs.

CARTER & FALLOWS,

Defendant's Attorneys,
18 Wall St. N.Y,

(Verified September 30, 1896)




City AND CoUNTY OF NEW YORK, ss.:

being duly sworn, says that he
is the person described as
the in the annexed ; that the same is

true of his own knowledge, except as to the matters therein stated to be alleged on

information and belief, and that as to those matters he believes it to be true.

Sworn to before me, this

day of




STATE OF NEW YORK, }” =
City and County of New York, { ="

being duly sworn, doth depose

day
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of

in the City of New York, he served the

»

within

to him known to be

of the same to

true cop

by delivering

personally, and leaving the

same with

efore me, this day
18

Sworn to b
of
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0=U-R-T OF NEW YT ORK

C-H-A R ¥ 5
-against-

CORNELIUS V., SIDELL, WILLIAM S. CHAPMAN,
and JAMES A. SIMMONS. S

THE COMPLAINT HEREIN SHOWS: -

i 5 That plaintiff is an Attorney and Counsellor

IT. That in August, 1896, the defendant Sidell
was the owner of a certain cldim for upwards of $3,000.; and
as plaintiff is informed and believes, the defendants Chapman
and Simmons had some interest in said claim, by agreement Qith

said Sidell.

I1TI. That in August, 1896, in consideration of
plaintiff's agreeing to collect_said claim, the defendant
Chapman, with the knowledge and consent of his co-defendants,
promised to p;v plaintiff the sum of Two Hundred and Fifty

Dollars ($250.) for his services.

IV. That thereupon plaintiff entered upon his

employrment under said agreement, and performed various services
£

thereunder, until some time thereafter, when said Chapman

borrowed the papers from plaintiff, and has since failed to
- 2> T .
return the same, but has collected the moneys under said




assignment.

V= That defendants have failed to pay plain-

tiff for his services, to his damages $260.00.

WHEREPFORE, plaintiff demands judgment
against said defendants for the sum of $250., with interest

from Oct. 19, 1896, with costs.

SECOR & PAGE,
BTy, ALt ya

Duly verified.




e L% COURT

Plaintiff,
-against-
CORNELIUS V. SIDELL, WILLTIAM S. CHAPMAN,

and JAMES A. SIMMONS,
Defendants.

THE DEFENDANTS IN THE ABOVE ENTITLED ACTION,

ANSWER ING THE COMPLAINT OF THE PLAINTIFF, ALLEGE:-

P IR D=4 That they admit that the plain-

tiff is an Attorney ¢ Counsellor-at-law,

SEBECOND: - That-they deny each and every

other allegation of the complaint;

WHEREPFORTE , the defendants demand judg-
ment against the plaintiff, that the complaint be dismissed
with costs.

FREDERICK J. STONE,
Defendants' Attorney,
Office & Post Office Address:

No. 41 Wall Street,
New York City, N.Y.

Duly verified.
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Defendanti)

Plaintiff

Lb,p( R & PALH"‘,

Atlorneys /0; O/ f
ASSAU S

VANDERBILT BUILDING,

NEW YORK CITY.

Tl Lisq.

Adlarney for. sl s

Service admitted.

Dated

Allorney. for




CITY COURT OF NEW YORK

Alfred Cq Gibson,
Plaintiff,

VS

Dehnis Healy,
Defendant.

The compdaint of the plaintiff respectfully shows unto
this eourt, on information and belief :

I. That at the city of New York, and about the 1llth day of
December, 1893, the plaintiff sold and delivered to the de-
fendant, at his 3 goods, wares and merchandise of the
agreed price and value of eipght hundired two dollars seventy
five cents ($802-75), which sum the defendant promised and
acreed to pay the plaintiff therefor

II. That the defendant has paid the plaintiff on account of

the sale and delivery aforesaid, the sum of three hund red

dollars ($300-00) only, leaving now due and unpaid thereon

a balance in the sum of five hundred two dollars seventy five
B i

cents ($502-75) ;

WHERETFO RE the plaintiff demands judgement herein

said
against the above named defendant in the«sum of five hundred
o+ 4+ (] b - = $ 3
two dollars seventy five cents (%aOZ-‘b), with interest there-
on from the 1st day of January, 1894, besides the costs of
this action.
AROMWELL G. MACY,
Plaintiffs &attorney,

261 Broadway,
New York City




CROMWELL G. MACY, being firsg duly sworn, says that he
is the attomey for the plaintiff herein ; that the fo resoing
complaint is tme of his own knowledge, except as to the
matters therein stated to be alleged on information and be-
1ief, and as to those matters he believes the same to be
cofh & B R

Tha t the reason why this verification is not made by the
plainti £ is that he reside and is now, without the city of
New York, where deponent has hi ffice, and the grounds of

] o)

deponents infomation regarding the allegations of the fore-
~o0ing complaint are the written statements of the plaintiffs
account with the defendant, the statements of the
the pldintiff, amd the statements of the plaintiff

deponent regarding defendants indebtedness.

D

Swormn to before me this

9th day of October, 1896 CROMWELL G. MACY

TRRD = Ba = BREGES, *
Notary Public in and for Kings county

Certificate Tiled in New York County




CITY AND COUNTY OF NEW YORK S8
DENNIS HEALY being duly sworn deposes and says that he
is the defendant in this aection, that he has read the fore-
going ~answ<3r and knows the contents thereof, and that the
same is true to his own knowledge, except as to the matters
stated to be alleged on information and belief, and

to those matters believes it to be true.

Sworn to before me this
Denis Healy

20th day of Oetober, 1896.

WILLIAM BARNES,
Notary Public,
New York County




CITY COURT OF NEW YORK

Alfred C. Gibson,
Plaintiff,

VS

Dennis Healy,
Defendant

COPY ' --- PLEADINGS

- - - —— — S —

C ROMWELL G. MACY,
Plaintiffs attorney,
261 Broadway,
New York City.




CITY - COURT

Alfred C.

Dennis Healy,
Defendant

m

The defendant above named, by David M. Neuberger, his
attorney, answering the complaint herein,

3 1 Denies each and every allegation in said eomplaint con-
tained except that he admits that certain goods, wares and

ne rchandise were sold and delivered by the plaintiff to this
defendant, and alleges upon information and belief that said
goods, wares and me rchandise were not of the value of $802—75,
as alleged in the complaint.

Defendant further answering that for z separate and dis-
) I

tinet defence and alleges that prior to the commencement of

this action this defendant duly paid and dischargsed any and

all ihdébtedness due from him to the plaintiff by reason of
the matter set forth in the complaint and that there is no-
thing due and owing to this defendant thercof.

WHEREFORE, defendant demands judgement that said ecom-

-

rlaint may be dismissed with costs.

DAVID M. NEUBERGER,
Attorney for defendant,
Office and Post office
address,

291 Broadway, N Y City.




Names of Parties in whose favor Judgments have been obtained,

|
|

1A

Damages and Costs. Attorneys’ Names,
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Clerk’s Office of the City Cowrt |
of New Yorl, ]

1 CERTIFY, that the foregoing is a correct transcript, vADocl , Kept in my pffice.
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City Court of the City of New York.
Ty un oo an UBIRIBIRIRIBIRIEIEE ]
T A M. -0 8-

Plaintiff
-V &=
Toppan lManafacturing Cowmpany,

n

Defendant., it

"
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Plaintiff alleges:

Firsti- That the defendant is a foreign cor-
poration organized under the Laws of the State of West
Virginia, and was such at all the times hereinafter
stated.

Second:~ That heretofore and on or about the
months of September and November, 1896, plaintiff doing"

L0 the

business as I', ll, Chambers & Company, furnished 1

s e e

G-
defgggﬁntwakmits request, two portable booths, and;dgg%

o~ Cerimg

tain other material reasonably worth in the aggregate
um of One hundred and sixty dellars which the de-
fendant agreed to pay therefor,
‘hird:- That a Bill of Particulars of the above
is hereto annexed and made part of this complaint.
Fourthi:- That said sum became due and payable
before the commenc 3mon‘t of this action and pa yment
thereof was duly demanded, Hut same has not been paid

nor any part thereof,




the sun of

Vherefore plaintiff demands judgment for

One hundred and siyty dollars, besides cesiSs

George C. Coffin,

Pleintiff's Attorney.




Bill of particulars referred to in the

compla int, :

/
One portable booth for V/ $40.00
One portable booth for New \/‘ 40,00
One extra side, / 10.00
Building counter and decorating ; 50.00
2 signs for X rays, : 10.00
Two signs on 0il cloth and framed for side

Ll

of wagon--punch and judy, ~10.,00

$160,00

Dated, Nov 16, 1896,

George Ce Coffin,

Plaint iff's Attorne Ve

a//M/’.;%/’T N olere ')‘gu’/"/

%




City Court of the City of New York.
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IT'rarnk M. Chanbers 2

]
Plai nt iff i
- G
Toppan Manufacturing Compan Vs
Defendant,
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The defendant answeringe the cauplaint of the
o

plaintiff herein:

First:- On information and belief denies the al-
legations éonta ned in paragraphf second of sgid ¢om-
Plaint, except that thesplai nt iff at the times therein
ment ioned was doing business as TF. M, Chiambers & Coy of
which allegatiion tlie defendant has not knowledge or i;i—

formation suffie@ient to fori a belief,

Second:- Alleges that he has no knowledge or in-

Y
formation sufficient to form a bel ief as the third and

fourth paragraphs, and as to the bill of particulars
forming a part of the canplei nt herein.

Third:- Alleges on information and bel ief that
the plaintiff made an oral contract with the defendant
whereby the pla ntiff a'gree:d to perform certain work
and supply certain materialsf‘o the defendant at a certain
exhibition ‘hcld. in the Grand Central Palace in the City
of New York, Statfz of New York, ziurihg the wonth . off

October, 1896, and that the defendant therain arreed to




ray ;»‘CO therefor, and that defendant ramained at all
times ready and willing to pay the said sun therefor,
and that plaintiff fd led to perfor » the said coniract
and at the time when the said certain labor and materials
were offered by the pleint iff under said contract they
were quly protested and refused by the defendant, that

the defendant then and there agreed to pay the reason-

able value of said labor and materials, and not the con-

tract price, and that the plaint iff agreed thereto.

Fourthi- Alleges on information and bd ief that
the said labor and materials when offered were reafcgn;sbly
worth f?,ilf)O, which sums the defendant e reb y offers to
paf.

For a coaunterclaim,

Pifthi- The defendant alleges on information and
belief that the plaintiff made an oral contract with ithe
defendant by the terms of which the pléint iff agreed to
supply to the defendant at a c¢ertain exhibition held at
the Grand Central Palace at the City of New York,

State of New York during .the month of October, 1896,
certain labor and materials, and that the defsndant
agreed to pay therefor the suu of $160, that the plain-
tiff thereby agreed to supply the same upon the lst day
of Oetober, 18964

Sixth:- The defendant.alleges oh inforr_rati,on and'
belief that the plaint iff fa led to sﬁpply said lé or

andmat erials on the said lst deg of October, 1896, but.




without permission of the defendamt the plaintiff sup-
pliedcartain labor and materials on the 5ih day of Octw
ober, 1896, which by said contract was five days 1ate;
and that the said 1@ or and materials so supplied were
not of the quality and value agreed upon in the said
contract, and that the defendant refused to aceept the
same when deo offered as a performance of said cdntract,
and the defendant did not waive any of the rights of the
defendant gnder said contract and received the same and
agreed to pay therefor the reaondbzle value the“reof, and
that the plaintiff agreed thereto.
Eighth:- The defendant alleges that the defend-
ant was dmnagﬁéd 4s a direct result of said cextrart

breach of contract by the plaintiff to the amount of

80504

Wherefore the defendant demands judgrent aﬁainst
the plaint iff for the sum of 3150 with the éosts-of this
acti one
prcrt MeM. Gillespie,

Defendant’'s Attormevy,

(Verification in due form.




City Court.of the City of New Yorks
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Toppan Mamufacturing Companye
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The plaintiff replying to the counterclaim
set forth in the answer
Denies eah and every allegation therein con-

tained constituting a counterclaim,

Wherefore plaintiff demands judgiment as in the
|

complaint.
George C. Coffin,

Plaint iff's Attorne v




T

oo being duly sworn,

REYS Rt THE e e e i R e the 1n the above
entitled action; that the foregoing pleading is true of his own knowledge, except as to

the matters therein stated to be alleged on information and belief, and as to those matters he

believes it to be true.

Sworn to before me this.. .. ... .. .. day }

of

Notary Public,

New. York County,

City and County of New York, 8. :

GrorgE C. Corriy, being duly sworn, says that he is the attorney for the pla,intiﬂ' herein
and resides at No. 49 West 82d Street, in said City and County ; that the foregoing pleading is
true of his own knowledge, except as to the matters which are therein gtated to be alleged on

information and belief, and as to those matters he believes it to be true. That the grounds of

deponent’s belief as to all matters in said pleading not stated upon his knowledge, are

and the reason why deponent makes this verification is that this action is founded upon a written
instrument for the payment of money only, which is now in deponent’s possession; that plaintiff

is not within said Oity and County wherein deponent ~ h attorney resides as aforesaid.

Sworn to before me this

vof

Notary Public,

New York Count‘y.




NOTICE. :
EGREREE S )T,

ity - e COUNTY
Smdmi‘ will please take notice

the withinisa. . copy of.

_which was this day
duly entered in the office of the Clerk of
ERE

at the. . .

(ORICINAL.)

B ity HJM Gy s

Dated N. Y.,

GEORGE C. COFFIN,
Attorney for /&»&.Qv_»{,a¥x/’€:)6'{i i

P. O. Address and Office, 150 Nassau Street,

Ao © s i L e :
v New York City.

Due service of a copy of the within

and notice is hereby admitted.

Dated

Attorney for: :




City and County of New York, ss. :

being duly sworn, says that he 18 OVeI. ..

on the/...,,.‘. AL e e L s b e

epvacl the withins s mosia s aii it i e i ;

TN ST0) 1 A e

by delivering to and leaving B i i R S i Al s e G e

deponent further says that he knew the person so gerved to be

Sworn to lc;efore me this

Ofseise .
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SR e T =
Andrew li. Moore,
and Joseph F. Sinnott,
Plaintifls,

—against-

Ann Brennan (The name "Ann" being
fictitious, etec.)
NDefendant.

D ss s 5u Gs Se Be 36 s 09 s

City and County of New

HENRY B. KETCHAM, being duly sworn, says,

he is one of the attorneys for the plaintiffs above named

and has had sole charge of this action.

That said action appeared for the first time on

the day calendar of this Court on Monday, the 9th day of

e }

and at the request of the defendant's

(&9
ney it was adjourned one week. That the bookkeeper

o

plaintiffs at the time the transactions mentioned in the
complaint in this action occurred; one James A. Barher, is g
necessary and material witness to the plaintiffs in fhe pres
entation of their case, and that deponent after diligent
search has been unable to ascertain the whereabouts of the
said Bayber in order to serve a subpoena upon him,
deponent has only this day learned that the said

in the City of Philadelphia, an ¥ ot had time to

:

tain throuph his Philadelphia c¢ asponden address

the said Rarber in that City. That deponent does not deen

it prudent to proceed with the trial of this action without
it prudent to proceed

the testimony of the said Barber, and deponent hopes to he

able to produce him to-morrow and therefore asks that this

action may hold its place upon the calendar of this Court.,

gworn to hefore me this
l6th day of Nov,., 189




Sir.::
You will please talke notice that the

within is a copy of «

this day duly entered herein and filed Plaintiffs,

o the office of the Clerke of this Couwrt. :
in the office of the Clerk of this Cowrt adainst

Dated, New Yorlk, 189
Yours, ete.,
ESSELSTYN, KETCHAM & SAFFORD,

Attorneys for

No. 36 Wall Street,
New York City, N.

ESSELSTYN, KETCHAM & SAFFORD,
Esq.,

Attorneys for
Attorney for ye 7 =
~No. 35 Wuall Street,

New York City, N. .

Duwe and timely service of a copy of
the within
is hereby admitted this__

day of — )

Attorney for




City Court of the City of New York.

-—u-uuaa-u-—a—aunu-x

Wilhelmina Kaminker, as Execut-

rix &ec., !
Plaintire, H

against g

Prederick Goldsmith et al.
Defendants .

R S S R S S
City and County of New York, ss:?

JOHN T, REED, being duly sworn, deposes and says
that he i1s an attorney and counsellor at law and manag-
ing clerk for Hays & Greenbaum, attorneys for the plain=
tiff in the above entitled action,

That deponent has made diligent efforts to locate
the party who mailed the notice of protest to Frederick
Goldsmith, the defendant herein, but that up to the pres-
ent time he has been unable to do so, for the reason that
Thomas R. Manners, the notary who protested the note upon

which this action was brought, had at the time the said Q

he, the said Manners is unable to gl ve deponent the name

note was s0 protested several clerks in his office, and ; 3

of which one of said clerks did actually mall the said %
notiece; and that i1t is necessary for the proper protection
of the interests of the plaintiff herein that she have

two or three déys more time to enable depome nt to trace

and locate the party who mailed the said notice of pro=

test, and deponent belleves that if he is given the said

t ime 'ch;/s e will be @ tz inl the, said party. 7ac#
irhgl s %V( ; ) o g St
“*#hat khe party (o maile the sa:%‘m c:‘aE

is a material and important witness for the plaintiff in
this action, without whose testimony it will not be safe
for the plaintiff to go to trial,

Sworn to before me this 16th @ %W
; Gl i
day of November, 1 . B |
%%%(ﬁ,ﬁ &
2 “/ -




City and Counly of New York, ss. -
being duly sworn, says that he is the
in the above entitled action; that he has
read the foregoing and
knows the contents thereof ; that the same is true of
own knowledge, except as to the matters therein
stated to be alleged upon information and belief, and

as to those matters he believes it to be true.

Sworn to before me this

day of 189

Notary R;tb/z'[,

[




SR :

= Take notice that the within is a copy
ofa this day duly entered in the
within entitled action and filed in the office of
the Clerk of the

Dated, New York, 189
Yours, &c.,
HAYS & GREENBAUM,
Attorneys for
35 NASSAU STREET (Syndicate Building),
New York CiTy.

Attorney for

Take notice that an order, of which
the within is a copy, will be presented to
Mr. Justice at
Term, Part of this Court, at the Court
House, in the City of New York, on the

day of 189 , at M.,
for settlement and entry in the within en-

titled action.

Dated, New York, 189

Yours, &c.,
HAYS & GREENBAUM,
Attorneys for
35 NASSAU STREET (Syndicate Building),
New York City.

ip

Attorney for

i A A 3 eyt S S N,

_ BX.CR00 OONENS

Wilhelmina Kaminker

as &e.
y PLAINTIFF

against

Prederick Goldsmith et
al-,

DEFENDANT

wyNIDId0
Arfidavit.

HAYS & GREENBAUM,

Attorneys for Plaintire
356 NASSAlj STREET (SvnoicaTe BuiLoinag),

NEW YORK CITY.

Due and timely service of a copy of the within

is hereby admitted.
Dated, New York, 189

Attorney for




W. Reid Gould, Law Blank Publisher and Stationer,
139 Nassau Street, cor, of Beekman, and 120 Broadway, N. Y.

:'@mﬁmﬂhc People of the State of HAew Hork,

A, 2o oot Jotimalk Banh og Juw Tk @(/(;@W_g_xég .
Y IhA Dlamdaact /Vﬁ‘/&ﬂl/wf/( @MV/( 67 M/I L @f GREETING :

QF@B @Ummfmh {gﬂu That all business and excuses being laid aside, you appear and attend before. 7W / . C(/\/l,/ﬂt/VL
Wﬂ%%m%w ot o el Winn Thowts, Lo be % G(M%
SUBP@ENA on the_. WA A LA il o f?d at_ /O oclock in the. ek

DUCES TECUM. to testlfy and give evidence in a certain action now pendmg undetermmed in the said Court, between 2w pL Paapbe ..
plaintyf

m&k

defendant on the part of the  (AKAL VAL oo and that you bring with you and produce, at the time and place aforesaid,

tain.. : it MM,,?%L(A/M

now in your custody, and all other deeds, evidences and writings, which you have in your custody or power, concerning the premises. And for a failure co
attend, you will be deemed guilty of a contempt of Court, and liable to pay all loss and damages sustamed thereby to the party aggrieved, aud forfeit

Firry DorLrars in addition thereto. W

8, T 7 Zf/ & 0t
WWituss, T Qo@wm oo M i M MM /3 mawfpwy/e

\L({%@I/L//‘ Attomey




P

against : Affidavit of Service.

(Subpeena Duces Tecum.)

U fa
Defendant

, (7 P

.. being duly sworn, says

on the../. 6/&5 ,,,,,,,, day of ZWW (7

thn WJLM(,S*; named tholuu by (1b]lVLl ing to ant leav ing with ]um pe 1s(mally atruec opy the) cof, m(l at
the same time and placs exhibiting to him the within original, and paying to him the sum of...2L2A

his fees for traveling to and from the place where he was required to
attend in and by the said Subpena Duces Tecum, and for one day’s attendance thereat : and that he
knew the said.../20/ W = e I I i 0 ..to be the individual
mentioned and (11*\( ribed in said Subp(mm Duces I‘Luum as such witness.

; Sworn to hefore me, l/‘u‘s }%\/%UWM /}L ()ZL(/(/(

SUBPENA,




CITY COURT OF NEW YORK.

INGLE CARFENT ER,
agst.

MINNIE L. CUMMINGS.

ON READING THE ANNEXED AFFIDAVIT of Lewis J. Morrison,

it is hereby

0CRDERED, that a subpoena duces tecum may
issue to the Standard National Bank, of the City of New York,

returnable on Monday, the 16th day of November, 1896, to

produce certain documents relative and material in the above

entitled action, and let a copy of this order be served with

said subpoena duces tecum,

Dated November 14th, 1898.




¢ITY COURT OF NEW YORK.

INGLE CARPENTER,
agst.

MINNIE L. CUMMINGS.

oITY AND COUNTY OF NEW YORX, SS:

LEWIS J. MORRISON being duly sworn, says, that he is
the attorney for the defendant herein.

That the above entitled action appears O the Day
calendar of this court, for trial, on the 16th day of November
1896.

That deponent considers it necessary on behalf of
the defendant that certain documents now in the hands of the
standard National Bank by produced on the trial of this action.

That it was impossible for deponent to know exactly
when this case would appear, and for that reason he was mnable
to give the customary five days notice to said corporation,the
standard National Bank, and for that reason asks for an order

of this Court to be allowed to serve a subpoena duces tecum,

'in less than the usual timel

sworn to before me this

14ty day of November,1896.

Hpodor 7 T
NOTARY PUBLIC, WESTCHES

o 1r

STER COUNTY,

D IN N.Y, COUNTY.




Crry axp CountTy oF NEwW YORK, SS:

being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is the

in this action, that has read the foregoing and
knows the contents thereof : and that the same is true of own knowledge, except as to the
matters therein stated to be alleged on information and belief, and that as to those matters

believes it to be true.

Sworn to before me this

of




CounNty or

being duly sworn says that he is years of age and upwards.

That on the day of 189 between the hours of M. and
Mo=at

in the of he served the foregoing

upon

in this action by delivering to and leaving with

personally, a true copy thereof

Deponent further says, that he knew the person served as aforesaid to be the person

mentioned and described in

Sworn to before me this day

of 189




NEW YORK CITY

Please take notice, that the within is
a tri oopy of
in the within entitled action, this day duly
entered, (m,f/.//'/(,w/ in the office of the Clerk of
this Court.
Dated, N. Y., 189
Yours d‘;‘(t.,

L. J. MORRISON,

f'//‘,'//'/'ul'
44 Broadway,
New York.
= ORDER TO S3R

Fsq.
: L. J. MORRISON,

Attorney jor Defendant.

Attorney for
NO. 44 BROADWAY,
NEW YORK CITY.

: /’f»\‘(/. 3

Due service of a copy of within admitted this

day of 189

Attorney '/'w/‘
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CITY COURT OF NEW YORK,
---------—--‘--- ‘-ﬂ-“-———ﬁh---yx

aARRIEL FOREST and EMANUEL
TFOREST,
Plaintiffs,
wtagaingti=

ARRAHAL: DAVIS and ano,
Defendants,

——-----.-—-.---.———.--—-———---v—-—-..-x

Sir:

PL.EASE TAKE NOTICE, that you are required to
produce upon the trizl of this action, all invoices,
papers, statemenis, letters end any and all other papers
veceived by the defendants or either of them from the
pleintiffs, in any way relating to the matter in coniro=
versy, and in defauvlt of your failure t0 produce same,

secondary evidence of their contents will be introduced,

DATER, New York, Novenber 2let, 1396,

Yours kEte,,
Arthur A,
45 Cedar Street,
New York City.
To the defendents and their attorneys,
Messyre, 3teuer & Rosenthal,
AL Park Row,

New York City.




Please take notice that the within is a true copy of
an order this day duly entered herein, in the office of the
Clerk of this Court.

Dated N. Y.,

Y ours, &c.,

ARTHUR A. MICHELL,

Attorney for

45 CEDAR STREET,
NEW YORK CITY,

against

DAVIS and

™

1
Attorney,

45 CEDAR STREET,
- NEW YORK

i : M/_ &’G /
“Due and timely service is hereby admitted of a
s
copy of th?:wit.hjn.\
Dated N, . \




ATTY QOURT OF WRW VORK,

.

e S e R R e e Y

ANE A—=5"T 0 KN &, :
Plaintiff

against

Jd DN S 1 - DK N K -C 8 1Ty
Defendant

The Complaint of the plaintiff Jane.A: Stokes upon

information and belief respectfully shows to this Court:
FOR A FIRST CAUSE OF ACTIONM:

FPIRST: That on or about the first day of October,
1890, the said plaintiff and the defendant John Schild-
knecht executed, in duplicate, and delivered, each to the
other, an instrument in writing or lease, dated October
1st, 1890, wherein and whereby said plaintiff leased to
said defendant and said defendant hired from said plain-
tiff the house and lot and premises ‘in the City of.ﬂew
York known as No. 28 Stanton Street, corner of Christie
Street and also the house in the rear known as Two hundred
and twelve and one half Christie Street for three years
and seven months from October 1, 1890, and that said de-
fendant 1n and by said lease covenanted and agreed to pay
the croton water rent or charge which might be assessed
or imposed according to law upon said demised premises for
croton water used in sald house from May 1, 1891, until
the expiration of the leasé.

That on or about the first day of “May, 1894, the

sald plaintiff and said defendant John Schildknecht execus




llo;

o

ed,in duplicate, and delivered each to the other, an in-
strument, in writing, dated May 1, 1894, wherein and where
by said plaintiff leased to said defendant and said defend
ant hired from said plaintiff the said house and lot and
premises above described for the term of three years from»
May 1, 1894, and that said defendant in and by said lease
covenanted and agreed to pay the Croton water rent or
charge which might be assessed or imposed according to law
upon said demised premises, for croton water used in said
house during said term.

That for some months prior to the month of April,
1894, the Croton Water used on sald premises by defendant
was furnished by the City of New York and was measured
through and by means of a meter and that as charged and

claimed by the City of New York, and as is the fact, there

was thus furnished to and used by defendant on said prem-

lses from April 2nd,1894, to March 20th, 1895, Thirty-five
thousand one hundred cubic feet of water for which the
City of New York charged ten cents per 100 cubic feet or

Thirty-five 10/100 Dollars which amount is a lien upon

" plaintiff's premises and which should have been paid by

defendant on or about March 20/95, and in which sum de-
fendant is indebhted to plaintiff with interest from March
20, 1895, That payment of said sum has been duly demand-
ed and payment refused.
AND FOR A SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION:
FIRST: Plaintiff realleges as part of this cause
of action all and singular the allegations contained in

the first cause of action beginning with the words "That




on or about the first day of May, 1894", and ending with
the words "used in said house during said term".

SECOND: That the Croton water used on sald premis-
es by defendant was furnished by the City of New York and
was measured through and by means of a meter and that as
charged and claimed by the City of New York and as is the
fact there was thus furnished to and used by defendant on
said premises from March 20, 1895, to January 8, 1896,

o

Twenty-seven thousand four hundred cubic feet of water

for which the City of New York charged ten cents per one

| hundred cubic feet or Twenty-seven 40/100 Dollars which
e

amount is a lien upon plaintiffs premises and which should
' have been paid by defendant on or about January 8, 1896,
and in which sum defendant is indebted to plaintiff with
interest thereon from January 8, 1896, That payment of
sald sum has been duly demanded and payment refused,
AND FOR A THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION:

FPIRST: That on or about the first day of May, 1894
said plaintiff and said defendant John Schildknecht execust
ed, in duplicate, and delivered, each to the other, an in-
strument in writing, dated May 1, 1894, wherein and where-
by said plaintiff leased to defendant and said defendant
hired from said plaintiff the house and lot and premises
in the City of New York known as No, 28 Stanton Street for
the term of three years from May 1, 1894, at the yearly
rent or sum of Three thousand two hundred and fifty dollars
payable, and to be paid in equal monthly payments of Two
hundred and seventy 84/100 Dollars on the first day of

each and every month during the said term, in advance, and




that said defendant in and by’ sald instrument covenanted
to pay said rent in the manner and at the times above set
forth,

That defendant went into or continued 1in possession
of said demised premises under and pursuant to said lease.
and that he has failed and refused to pay and has not paild
the rent of said demised premises for the month of Febru-
ary, 1896, to wit: the sum of Two hundred and seventy
84/100 Dollars, which became due and payable February 1,
1896, although payment of said rent has been duly demanded

AND FOR A FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION:

FIRST: Plaintiff realleges as part of this cause
of action all and singular the allegations contained in
the third cause of action beginning with the words:"That
on or about the first day of May{ 1894" and ending with
the words "at the times above set forth",

A SECOND: That said defendant in and by said lease
covenanted to make and pay for all necessary repairs to
said premises and to keep said premises in repair in so
far as the inside of said house was concerned during said
term; and also covenanted to observe, keep and fulfill
all rules and ordinances of the City of New York applic-
able to said premises,

THIRD: That defendant went into or continued in
possession of said demised premises under and pursuant to

é {1 A [ ‘ Q said lease and while in the possession of said premises

b 1B

l'.;‘
e
ﬁqq ,’“¢‘ sary, in part to conform to the rules and ordinances of
10 (f{

0) !¥ ié\v " lﬂfcertaln repairs to the inside of said house became neces-

i1
L

the City of New York, and that such necessary repa1rs were

Fa
")v' i r b )
,,fi‘,;;ﬂe a | j?"‘,_','ﬁ ,




made at a cost or expense of "Four hundred and thirty-four
64/100 Dollars; that such repairs were made by plaintiff
for the account and at the request of defendant and that
such sum of Four hundred and thirty four 64/100 Dollars
prior to December 1, 1895, was at defendant's request paid
by plaintiff for such repairs for the account and for the
use of defendant and that he promised to repay plaintiff.
and that he is indebted to plaintiff in said sum of Four
hundred and thirty-four 64/100 Dollars with interest there
on from Dec, 1st, 1895, and that payment to plaintiff of
said sum of Four hundred and thirty-four 64/100 Dollars
has been duly demanded and payment thereof refused,
WHEREFORE plaintiff demands judgment against the

defendant in the sum of Seven hundred and sixty-seven

98/100 Dollars with interest on Thirty-five 10/100 Dollars

thereof from March 20, 1895, and on Twenty-seven 40/10Q
Dollars thereof from January 8, 1896, and on Two hundred
and seventy 84/100 Dollars thereof from February 1, 1896,
and on Four hundred and thirty-four 64/100 Dollars thereof

from December 1lst, 1896, besides the costs of this action,

Plaintiff's Attorney,
29 Wall St.,
N. Y. C1ty.

STATE, CITY & COUNTY OF NEW YORK, ss:

JANE A. STOKES, being duly sworn says: I am the
palintiff named in the within entitled action. The fore-

golng complaint is true to my own knowledge except as to




the matters therein stated to be alleged upon information
and belief, and as to those matters I believe it to be

true.

Sworn to before me :

March 1896,




CITY COURT OF NEW YORK.

JANE Ai- ST OKND

Vs,

HN SR ILDENESRT.:

The defendant for his amended answer to the com-
plaint of plaintiff respectfully shows to this Court:

As to the first cause of action of the complaint
defendant answers as follows:

FIRST: Admits the first and second paragraphs of
said first cause of action as mentioned in the complaint.

SECOND: Admits so much of the third paragraph,
which states that Croton Water was used on the premises
in ﬁuestion by the City of New York; has no knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to the amount
of money charged or the amount of cubic feet of watér con-
sumed and therefore denies that portion of said third para-
graph, and has no knowledge or information sufficient to
form a belief as to the payment for said water by the
plaintiff and therefore denies that portion of the third
paragraph of the complaint,

THIRD: Denies each and every other allegation in
the first cause of action mentioned in the complaint, not

hereinbefore specifically admitted, controverted or denied

As for his answer to the Second cause of action
this defendant alleges:

FIRST: Admits the first paragraph of the second




cause of action mentioned in.the complaint,

SECOND: Admits so much of the second paragraph,
which states that Croton Water was used on the premises
in question by the City of New York; has no knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to the amount
of money charged or the amount of cubic feet of water con-
sumed and therefore denies that portion of sald second par
agraph, and has no knowledge or information sufficient to
form & belief as to the payment for said water by the
plaintiff and therefore denies that portion of the third
paragraph of the complaint,

THIRD: Denies each and every other allegation of
the second cause of action mentioned in the complaint, not

hereinbefore speciflcally admitted, controverted or denied

And Tor his answer to the-third cause of action
herein defendant alleges:

FIRST: He admits the first and second paragfaphs
of the complaint, that is to say the third cause of action
thereof,

SECOND: And for a separate and distinct defence,
this defendant alleges that by and with the consent of
plaintiff and previous to the commencement of this action,
and before the subject matter herein became due and pay-

able, he assigned his right, title and interest in and to

the lease mentioned in the complaint to one David Gold-

steln, who assumed the obligations thereof.
THIRD: And for a second, separate and distinct

defence, defendant alleges that for some time prior to the




month of December 1895, the premises in question were in
such delapidated, untenantable and unsafe condition that
it was dangerous for defendant and family to continue in
possession of the premises, - the roof leaked, the rain
water came down into the roms and sleeping apartment of
defendant, the bed clothes in the rooms became drenched
and soaked with water and became unfit for use by reason
thereof, the wife of defendant became sick and was compel-
led to sleep out of the house for a period covering nearly
six months, the sewerace was defectlive, and defendant is
informed and believes that the Board of Health of the City
of New York, notified the plaintiff of the unsafe and fil-
thy condition of the premises, and plaintiff was notified
by defendant that the roof was leaking and that it was un-

safe for the defendant and his family to continue in pos=-

session of said premises on account of its filthy condition

and the leaking of the said roof and plaintiff having re-
ceived this said notice as aforesaid, failed and neglected
to repair the said roof and in consequence of the unhealshy
condition of said premises and the leaking of said roof,
which made it dangerous to the life and health of defend-
ant and family and unsafe for him to continue in posses-
sion of said premises and by reason of which he was evict-

ed from the same.

FOURTH: That plaintiff had full notice of all
these facts and through her hegligence and carelessness,
she failed to cause the roof to be properly repaired.

FIFPTH: That the leaking of saild roof was not caus-




4
ed by any act of defendant amd that he exercised all projp-
er care in endeavoring to keep the premises in good con-
dition,

SIXTH: Admits that he did not pav the rent for
February, 1896, and alleges that the obligation to pay thg
same was assumed by David Goldstein, by and with the con-

sent of the plaintiff,.

SEVENTH: Denies each and every other allegation
in the complaint contained not hereinbefore specifically

admitted, controverted or denied,

And for his answer to the Fourth Cause of Action,
this defendant alleges: /
FIRST: Admits the first and second paragraphs of

the Fourth Cause of Action,

SECOND: Has no knowledge or information sufficient

to form a belief as to the third paragraph of said fourth
cause of action and he therefore denies the same.

THIRD: Denies each and every other allegation con-
tained in said fourth cause of action not hereinbefore
specifically admitted, controverted or denied,

WHEREFORE, he demands that the complaint be dis-
missed with costs,

N. 8, Levy,
Deft's Atty.,

75 Ludlow Street,
N.Y.City




CITY OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

JOHN SCHILDKNECHT, being
is the defendant in this action,
the foregoing amended answer and
of, and that the same is true to
except as to the matters therein
information and belief and as to
it to be true,.

Sworn to before me this
9th day of May, 1896,
Leon M., Shapiro,

Comm, of Deeds,
N, Y, Co

duly sworn says that he
that he has heard read
knows the contents there-

the knowledge of deponent

stated to be alleged upon

those matters he helieves

JOHN SCHILDKNECHT.




g 7T0ki4s,

V8.
JOHN SCHILDKNKCHT,
B e o o o e e o e e T e

CORY OF PLXADINGS FOR THL
COURT,

W. Carr,
BIEf s At ty.,
29 Wall Stireet, 2
New York City.




CITY COURT OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK.
# i i s ot off o A s oA o o o o A o

JAMES GORDON BENNETT,
Plaintiff,

against

CLARENCE E. SHERIN,
Defendant.

Fe s st odt ool o it ol ot 2ol oot s gl ol ool ok aolf no s

Se 2a 84 45 82 65 40 Be T

For complaint herein plaintiff alleges and
shows to the Court:-

i That during the time hereinafter mentioned
plaintiff was and still is the proprietor and publisher of a
daily newspaper known as THE EVENING TELEGRAM, and published
at the City of New York.

2L That heretofore and on or about and between the |
26th day of April, 1896, and the 4th day of November, 1896, the
plaintiff rendered services to the defendant at his special
instance and request in publishing in said EVENING TELEGRAM
the advertisements of divers parties,

i 3 That said services were of the value and reason;
‘ably worth the sum of TWO HUNDRED AND EIGHT and 50/100 Dollars
($208.80), which sum became due therefor on the lst day of
December, 1896,

TN That no part of said sum has been paid except
the sum of EIGHTEEN DOLLARS ($18.00), and that there is now a
balance of ONE HUNDRED NINETY and 80/100 Dollars ($190.80)
due and owing from defendant to the plaintiff upon account of

said services, with interest thereon from December lst, 1896,

WHERETORE plaintiff demands judgment




against defendant for said sum of ONE HUNDRED NINETY and 80/100

DOLLARS ($190.80), with interest thereon from December lst,

1896, besides the costs of this action.

BOoOO T R & D8 ANE,
Attorneys for Plaintiff,

271 Broadway, N. Y. City.




CITY COURT OF NEW YORK.
FE ot st ot s o o s o

JAMES GORDON BENNETT
Plaintiff,

against

CLARENCE E. SHERIN,
Defendant.

#idt o s s o ot s oo ol i i o

4 %4 se 2o 08 S0 B0 0o b0

The defendant answering alleges:

Denies each and every allegation set forth in the
complaint herein saving and excepting as more particularly
hereinafter stated.

And for a second and further defense, defendant
alleges:

That on or about the 22nd day of April 1896, said
defendant entered into an agreement with the Newspaper called
THE EVENING TELEGRAM wherein and whereby said newspaper was
to print the advertisement of RADWAY & COMPANY twice a week
(Wednesdays and Saturdays) and commencing on or about the 25th
day of April 1896 till the amount of printed matter amounted
to 2000 lines, That each of said advertisements was to be
twenty agate lines of printed matter and to be placed and prin=
ted next to reading matter, and that said newspaper had and
would continue to have an average circulation of not less than
100,000 copies per day, and for each and every insertion said
defendant promised to pay the sum of twenty cents per line less
twenty-five per cent discount and 15% commission gross. That

pursuant to said agrecment an advertisement was printed in

said newspaper "The Evening Telegram" which was alleged to be

that of RADWAY & COMPANY, but same was not in conformity with

the terms of the agrecment as said advertisement as printed

g




contained but 18 lines of printed matter and was not printed

next to reading matter as agreed upon, and as the average cir-
culation of said newspaper was not 100,000, or over,
WHERETFORE said defendant demands that the
complaint herein be dismissed with costs and disbursements
of this action,
STEPHEN VAN WYCK,
Defendant's Attorney,
147 Nassau St.,

New York City,.




Ciry anp County or NEW YORK, SS.:

being duly sworn, deposes and says that  he is the
in this action, that has read the foregoing
knows the contents thereof: and that the same is true of own knowledge, except as to
matters therein stated to be alleged on information and belief, and that as to those matters

believes it to be true.

‘Sworn to before me this

of




Please take notice that the within is a
copy of an
entered herein and filed in the office of the

Clerk of the

on the e GAY - OF
Dated,
Yours &ec.
BOOTH & DEANE,
A /t’_lffo;'
OFFICE AND P. 0, ADDRESS, ,

271 BROADWAY,

NEw York Crrv.

CITY. COURT.OF.LCITY.QF NEW YORK....

JAMES

GORDON BENNETT,

Plaintiff

against

CLARENCE E., SHERIN,

Defendant

PLEADINGS,

BOOTH & DEANE,

Atiorney-jor .PLBIRLILE o . .

271 Broadway,
NEW YORK CITY.

7o

Attorney  for

Due and timely service of a copy of the within

is hereby admitted.

Dated,....

Attorney for.




COUNTY OF

being duly sworn says that he is years of age and upwards.

That on the day of 189 between the hours of M. and
M., at

in the + of he served the foregoing

upon

in this action by delivering to and leaving with
personally, a true copy thereof

Deponent further savs, that he knew the person served as aforesaid to be the person

mentioned and described in

Sworn to before me this day’)

of 189 \




CITY CQURT OF NEW YORK.

Jacob May,

Plaint iff,

-apainst-

Flora Sawyer, William J. Light
and John Louther, (the name
®*John " being fietit ious, the
true name being unknown to
plaint iff),

Defendants.

Plaint iff complains of the defendants as follows:
I. That the defendants Light and Louther are Qopart—
ners doing business under the firm name of Light & Louthér
and the defendante all reside in City of New York,

ITI. That the defendant Flora Sawyer, for a valuable
cons ideration, made, exsecuted and delivered her promissory
note in writing to the defendants Light & Liouther in the

words and figures following:
$250 New York, July 20th, 1896,
Three months after date I promise to pay to the order of
Light and Louther Two hundred and fifty dollars at t}é
Murray Hill Bank.
Value received. Flora Sawyer,
per Frank Smith, Atty.

III. That thereafter ani before maturity the defend-
ants Light and Louther, for a valuable consideration en;
dorsed the said note and delivered the same so endorsed
th the plaintiff for value.

IV. That at maturity the said note was duly presented
for payment at the place thefein mentioned, but that no

prart thereof was paid. That the said note was &uly pro-

tested and One 331/00 dollars protest fee paid by plain-




&

tiff, due notice of which proteét was given tc the de-
fendants.

WHERETORE plaintiff demands judgment against
defendanfs for the sum of Two hundred and fifty dollars,
with int éx’est from October 20th, 1896, and One 33/100
dollars protest fee, besides the costs of this actione

I. N. Sievwright,
Plaintiff's Attorney,

204 Montapgue Street,
Brooklyn, Ne. Y.

(Verified October 29th, 1896.)




W
SAME TITLE.

Defendants Light arﬂ.Louther answer the com-
plaint herein as follows:- |
lst:- They deny the alleéations and statements contained
in paragraph marked won of the complainte.

ond:- They deny the allegations contained in paragraph

marked "3" of the complaint.

For a further, separate and distinct defense these
defendants allege,
Zpd:- That at the time of the commencement of this action
there was no such Court in existence as "The City Court of
New York", that being the Court in which the Summons &
Complaint in this action was entitled and these defendants
plead the same as a bar ani that the City Court of the
City of New York has no jurisdiction to entertain this
action or enter a judgment therein.

WHEREFORE, defendants demané that the complaint be
dismissed as to them with costs.

Thos. 0'Callaghan Jr.,
Atty. for Light & Louther,

1 & 3 Union Square,
New York.

CITY AND COUNTY OF NEV Y ORK. 5S¢

William J. Light, being duly sworn says: That I am
one of the defendants, ani a member of the firm of Light &
Louther, and have read the foregoing answer and the same
is true as to my own knowledge, except as to the matters
therein stated to be alleged on information and belief,
and as to those matters, I believe it .9 e -tyuess
Sworn to before me this 2
10th day of December, 1896. 1 William J. Light.

Ws J. Purdy, :

Notary. Public,
New York County.




CITY COURT OF NEW YORK.

Jacob May,
Plaintiff,

-against -

William J. Light, et

PLEADINGS for COURT.

T. N, Sievwright, 7F
Attorney for Plaintiff,
204 Montague Street,
Brooklyn, M. Y.




CITY COURT OF NEW VORK.

MICHAEL KRAMER,
Plaintiff,

-against-

MEYER MARKOWITZ
Defendant.

The plaintiff cdmplaining of the defendant alleges.

% That on the 19th day of necember 1896 the defendant
was indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of Two Hundred and
Fifty Four and 41/100 ($254.41) Dollars on an account for goods
sold and delivered to the defendant at his request and at agreed
upon prices at the City of New Yofk, which sum became due to
this plaintiff from the defendant on the date above mentioned
and that same was duly demanded by the plaintiff from the de-

fendant and that payment thereof was refused, and a copy of said

account is hereto nnnexed marked géhedulq A, and forms part of

this complaint.

i £ That there is now due to this plaintiff from the de-
fendant for the merchandise purchased by him as aforesaid the
sum of Two Hundred and Fifty Four and 41/&00 ($254.41.) Dollars
with interest thereon from the 19th day of December 1896, no part
of which has been paid.
WHEREFORE plaintirf demands judgment against the de-
fendant for the sum of Two Hundred and Fifty Four and 41/100
($254.41) Dollars with interest thereon from December 19th, 1896,
and for tke costs and disbursements of this action.
H. Rosenschein,
Plff's. Atty.,
Office and P, 0. Address,

No. 60 Essex St.,
New York City.

(Usual Verification.)




CITY COURT OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK.

MICHAEL KRAMER,
Plaintiff,

-against-

MEYER MARKOWITZ,
Defendant.

The defendant for his answer herein, by William H.

Schnitzer, Esq., his attorney, respectfully alleges.-

FIRST: - He denies each and every allegation contailned in par-

agraphs marked "I" and "II" in the said complaint contained.

WHEREFORE defendant demands judgment dismissing the

complaint herein with costs.

William H. Schnitzer,
Attorney for Defendant.
114 MNassau Street,
New Vork City.

(Usual Verification.)




Please take notice that the within
is a copy of
this day duly entered and filed in the
oﬂ"i(?@ of the Clerk of the
Court at the N: ¥. City.
Dated, New York, 189

Yours &e.,
ALFRED B. JAWOROWER,
Attorney for
234 BroApway,

To

Attorney TaEC e

&

Take notice, that an Order, of which the
within is a copy, will be presented to Mr. Justice
at of this Court,
at the in the City of New York,
on the day of 189 at
M., for settlement and entry herein.
Dated, N. Y.,
~ Yours, &e,,
ALFRED B. JAWOROWER,
Attorney for
234 Broadway,
New Yorx, Ciry,
& Esq.

Attorney

z’ltioa'riey i e

234 BRORDWRY,
NEW YORK

» Attorney for ...

o it e B e

Due and timely service of a copy of the within

e P 1) herelﬂsdmitted

Datedy it Sl ‘

Attorney for




Court of New York.

Samuel B. Balcam,
~against - Amended Complaint.

o

Jonn H, Fifa, and William
P, Pattv.

= 30

L3

The plainti ff, £ 1is amended complaint, cauplalus

of ¢he defendents, and elleges+rm
1. Upon informetion end belief, that at 'all the

timzs hareinafter mentioned, the defendants were co-partners
dein; business in the City of New York, under the firm naue
and style of "Metropolitan Hotel, J.H.Fife."

2. That between October lst, 1896, and January
1897, plaintiff s0ld end delivered to the defendants, at
Matropolitan Hotel, New York Uity; gt the
and requaest of defendants, certain poods, wares and mer-
chandise which ware reasonably worth, and for which seaid
dffondants agreed %o pay thes sun of Six Hundred, twelve and
82/100 3ollars,

3« That neyment theraefor became due before
action, and no part thereot hus Leen paid.

WHEREFORE the pleintiff lemanls julyr & gainst

the defaadants for ths sma of Six Hundred, twelve and 82/100

dollars, wit i rai Iy ; Janue andicosts.




City Couwrt of New York.

Amended Answerr of Defendent
William P. Petty.
Johnn H. Fife, and Willism P.

P 4
-Ctu:’,

T » =
Defendents.

Thes def'sndant William P. Petty answering the caa-
1. Denies any knowledge or inforration sufficient
& belief concerning the allsgations conteined in the
the defendants arc
partners as alleged in the canpleint, in paragraph "1".
AND FOR A FURTHER AND SEPARATE DEFENSE, upon in-

formation end beliefy elleges:-

11, That the defendants were co-partners as al-

complaint, and that goods, wares and merchandise
to them upon their C ' 18 such and used in
wag duly served
mental summons and emended cauplaint in this
action, and intervosed no enswer, end that on the 8th day uf
February, 1897, the plaintiff, upon proo. frservies of sailid
suwaaons and canplaint herein on defandant Fife, ani of the
interposition of no enswer,; entered judgment upon the sald
swanons and canplaint esgainst the defendant John H. Fife,

i




»
for the amount asked for in the canplain%, together with

costs amounting to $642.30.

WHEREFORE this defendant asks that this cemplaint

be disnissad with coste.

for defendant Petty,
ffiece Address, No. 122 Bowery
New York City.

ificationby def andant petty.




»

for the amount asked for in the camplain%, together with

osts amounting to $642.30,

WH]REFORE this defendant asks that this cemplaint

be disnissad with costs.

DeWitt Bailey,
Attorner for defendant
0ffiece Address, Bowery
New Yor

Verificationby def andant pet:y.




TAKE NOTICE THAT A.. e e
OF WHICH THE WITHIN IS A COPY, WAS THIS DAY ENTERED
IN THE OFFICE OF THE CLERK OF SAID COURT.

DATED, — 189

YOURS &C.,

EDWARD HASSETT,
ATTORNEY FOR

271 BROADWAY,

3W ‘@» @3&9@% NEW YORK CITY.

ATTORNEY FOR
against

EDWARD HASSETT, ,

o IA
ATTORNEY FOR \Ry— A
=4

a

Al ‘l ‘\1 J
271 BROADWAY, {

NEW YQORK CITY.




e o : TAKE NOTICE THAT A
OF WHICH THE WITHIN IS A COPY, WAS THIS DAY ENTERED

: D IN THE OFFICE OF THE CLERK OF SAID COURT.
] Nt
1

YOURS &C.,

EDWARD HASSETT,
ATTORNEY FOR

271 BROADWAY,

ATTORNEY

against




g

Folio 1.

CITY COURT OF NEW YORK.
__________________________ X

Acnille Starace, :
Plaintiff !

- against -

Nicol Del Pilano,
Defendant.

_________________________ X

Plaintiff for complaint against defendant alleges:-
FIRST:- That between November 6th, 1896, and January 4th,
1897, both dates inclusive, plaintiff sold and delivered to
the defendant at the City of New York, merchandise of the val
ue of and for which defendant promised to pay the sum of
$302.33. That he has paid on account thereof $10, and the
balance he neglects and refuses to pay, and the same sum is .
now due this plaintiff,

WHERET ORE, plaintiff demands judgment

against defendant in the sum of $292.33, with interest from.e

Decenber 5th, 1896, and the costs and disbursements of this

action.
Jno. J. Sullivan,

Plaintiff's Attorney,
273 Broadway,

N. Y. City.

USUAL VERIFICATION.




Folio 1.

CITY COURT OF NEW YORK,
_________________________ X

Achille Starace, :
Plaintiff :

- against -

Nicola Del Piano,
Defendant.

_________________________ X

The defendant herein, by William Rockwell his at-
torney, for answer to the complaint of the plaintiff above
named alleges as follows, vizi-

h Defendant admits the sale and delivery of the goods
set forth in said complaint and the payment of $10.00 on
account thereof, and alleges thst sald sale was upon a
credit of eight months from said first date mentioned in
sald complaint to wit:- November 6th, 1896, which sald cred-
1t was not to expire until the summer of 1897 and had not
expired at the commencement of thie action.

2. Defendant further answering denkes each and every

other allegation in said éomplaint econtained not hereinabove
admitted or denied.

USUAL VERIFICATION,

William Rockwell,
Attorney for
defendant
160 Nassau Street,

New York Citye.




City and County of New York, ss:

being duly sworn, says that he is the

. __that the same is true of h

knows the contents of the foregoing. ... ... .

own knowledge, except as to the matters therein stated {o be alleged on information and belief,

and as to those matters he believes it to be troe.

Sworn to before me this

of




Please take notice that the within is a

true copy of this day
daly filed and enterel herein in the ofice of
the Clerk of the
AGAINST
New York,

Datzd, N. Y.,

Yours, ete.,

JOHN J. SULLIVAN,

Att’y.

Office and P. 0. Address,

JOHN J. SULLIVAN,
273-217 Broadway, N. Y. City. >
Attorney for %

No. 273-277 BroApwaAy,
Esq.
N. Y, CITY.

Att’y.

Due and timely service of the within
is hereby admitted.

189

Aitorney

Esq.

Attorney

8. Leving, Printer, 101 E, Broadway, N, Y,




W. Reld Gould, Law Blank Publisher and Stationer,
130 Nassau Street, cor, ot Beekman, and 12G roed Wgy, N, Y,

%/‘Z&%«/z@_‘;_

Plaintyff |
against 5 Complaint for Goods sold and delivered,

4/, fr/mxzzz W/ WM

Dcfend(mt

@bf @ﬂm}lldmt of the above named plaintiff  respectfully show  to this Court__

v
That h tHe_—

—ineclus S he sold and delivered
to the above named dcﬂndant @M«W& / ZAZ DY I
the following described merchandise abmthotinmesrrr=for mﬁlulm s~betow-spectred—timt—tr—to-say : C/p}/
MMWMMW&A,& ot /67/‘/006(-)  Srcee
@W/éf/bmw/ﬁ/t sz AotV i0l / Focldd ccerrr o
@mé//wm,c’[w/ 4/&4‘%/}/%6 e . it vt los—

/ /ﬁ e % /0?//54/,/,4/ W%a/ beete fomed-

et

3111! that there is due from the said de/endant to the said plam/lf on account of the said
merchandise. %LK/ bitat ééi//// 5
with interest from,

no part of which
wmmfﬂn the said plaintiff  demand$S judgment against the said defendant  for the sum
Of%(ﬂ/ﬁ/tdﬁflm *Z: 7% 4&%/142/ e s WAL INTRTeORT IO
: _M/ ﬂ(/// 7 -and all costs and expenses of this action.




@«? * County of 21,014/’ W}é =% %&%{o? “"'/A &

plantyf in this action, being galy sworn, says, that the foregoing complaint is true to -his- own
knowledge, except as to the matters therein stated to be alleged on information and belief, and as to
those matters he believes it to be true.

Sworn fo before me, this............. Jl.....

wearcer =COMPLAINT.




City Court of New York,

Theresa Lynch,
VS.

Bernard Pasternak.

P oe 0e sa 86 00 0 00 N

The defendant, for his answer herein, alleges:

I. He denies each and every allegation contained in

the complaint herein,.

Wherefore defendant prays for judgment dismissing the

complaint with costs,

Ralph Nathan,
Defendant's Attorney.

99 Nassau St? N. Y. Cilty.

City and County of New York, ss:
Rernard pasternack, being sworn says: I am the defen=-
dant herein, I have read the foregoing answer and the same

is true of my own knowledge.

Sworn to before me this

18 day of January, 1897% Rernard Pasternack,

Louis Bernstein,

Com, of Deeds, New York City,




City anD County oF NEwW YORK, Ss.:

being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is the
in this action; that has read the foregoing” and
knows the contents thereof; and that the same is true of own knowledge, except as to the

matters therein stated to be alleged on information and belief, and that as to those matters

believes it to be true.

Sworn to before me this day

of 189

Gomt.

Plaintiff,

against Affidavit of Service.

Defendant.

Crry anD County oF NEW YORK, SS.:

being duly sworn, says that he is a Clerk
in the Office of Boothby & Warren, Attorneys for the herein, and is
of the age of years and upward ; that on the day of
189 , between six o'clock A M. and nine o’clock P. M. he served the annexed
upon in this action, by delivering

cop of the same to

and leaving the same with

Sworn to before me this

day of




Please take notice that the within is a copy of
an duly entered
in the within entitled action, in the office of the

Clerk of

on the day of 189

Dgted New York, 189
Yours, &e.,
Plaintiff,

\f .
BOOTHBY & WARREN, against

280 BROADWAY, g 7
NEW YORK CITY, ,%7?&24/

Defendant.

Altorneys for

Altorney for

BOOTHB WAR
Attorneys for it AL
(Stewart Building), e

No. 280 Broapway,

NEW YORK CITY.

Due service of a copy of the within
is hereby admitted.

Dated New York, 189
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