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VOLUME IV

COUNCIL MINUTES, 1638-1649






COUNCIL MINUTES

Being the executive, legislative and Judiclal proceedings

of the Director General and Council of New Netherland

(1] On [Thurlsday, [April 8, 1638]

The Honorable Director Kieft and Council [having considered
the small number] of councilors, have deeméd it necessary to
[choose an] experienced parson to strengthen their number [and]
in consideration of the ability of Doctor Johamnes [la Montagnie],
the sald Montagnle has therefore been appointed by us a political
councilor of New Netherlsnd at fl. 35 a [(month], commencing on
the date hereof.

In accordance with a certain document presented by the late
Dire[ctor] van Twiller, it is resolved and concluded [that the]
cattle on Farm No. 1 shall remain for the [behoof] of the said
van Twiller, on condition that the cattle be not removed from
the Man([hates], the present director to make an inventory of
sald cattle and the matter at issue to be referred to the honor-
able masters, the directors of the West Indla Company, chamber
of Amsterdam.

Symen Dircksen from Durickerdam, engaged as skipper of the
ship Harinck, shall receive wages according to the ship's articles.

Adriaen Dircksen, engaged as first mate, instead of

Symen Jansen, shall receilve wages as above.



Jan Symensen from Amsterdam, engared as second mate,
ut supra.

The farmers on farms Nos, 4, 5 and 6 are granted permission
to remove their cattle from said farms on condition that the same
remaln within the jurisdiction of the Manhates, the council hav-
ing been unable to refuse them, in as much as others have here-
tofore been allowed to remove their cattle and the more so as
no other cattle are to be had here.

Upon the request of Jacob Planck, officer of the colony of
Mr. Renselaer, called RBenselaerswyck, to be allowed to remove
certaln horses to the aforesaid colony. Whereas many cattle
have heretofore been transported from the island of the Manhates
and there are no other cattle at the Manhates except those on
the farm of the late Director van Twiller, the other five farms
being entirely vacant and stripped of animals and not fit for
cultivation on account of lack of animals; therefore, the
honorable director and councill, after mature deliberation, have
denied Pls=nck his request and only gr:sunted him permission to
remove a few goats.

(2] [Upper part of manuscript destroyed]

Several free persons having arrived by the yacht [Dolphyn]
and made complaint about the food [ 1,
it is resolved that the kettles, bowls and cupboards shall be
inspected by both the cooks of the ship Har[inck and] the yacht
Dolphyn and that we shall governm outselves according

The cooks, aforesald, after inspection of the yacht Dolphyn,
declare the bowls to be of proper size and the cook of the said

Dolphyn has also declared under oazth that he served them full as
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required, so that the sald passengers are bound to pay unless

they bring further proof.

Ordinance prohibliting trade in furs, regulating intercourse

with ships 1in port, establishing court days and pro-

hibiting immorality

Whereas the honorable director and council of New Netherland
find that many persons, as well servants of the Company as free-
men, undertake to trade privately in furs and to commit other
irregulsrities; Therefore, in order to prevent any one at any
time from engaging therein and from suffering damage, the afore-
said honorable director and council, wishing to provide against
this 1in time, have prohibited and forbldden, as they do hereby
prohibit and forbid, all persons who have taken the oath of the
Company, be their station, capacity or condition what it may,
henceforth to carry on any trade in furs in any manner whatso-
ever, on paln of forfeiting all their wages and the claims which
the offenders have against the Company, together with the con-
fiscation of the merchandise which shall be found in their
possession,

Likewise, all free persons not in the Company's service
shall govern themselves according to the granted charter and are
hereby warned not to violate the same on pain of forfelting the
goods and further of being arbitrarily punished.

Moreover, no person belonging to any ship, yacht or sloop
shall be at liberty to remain on shore at night without the

consent of the honorable director, but on the contrary shall

—  ——————— e——————————  — ———

Netherleznd, pp. 10-12,
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return on board by sundown; likewise, no ship's boats or other
craft shall go at night from any ship to the shore, or from the
shore to shipboard, wherefore all skippers and other officers
are expressly charged to see to this, and if any person act con-
trary hereto, he shall be punished as the honorable director and
council shall think proper.

No person shall be at liberty to go on board of any ship
Which may arrive from sea without express order from the
honorable director.

All master carpenters, overseers of workmen and all others
are expressly commanded to go to and [3] [from their work] at
the appointed hours without any [loss of time], and [duly to
attend to those] under their charge, on pain of forfelture of
their monthly wages.

Likewlse, no sallors shall refuse to perform any necessary
work for the service of the Company; in case of fallure to do so
they shall be punished as rebellious and obstinate persoms.

All persons are hereby also notified, in case any cause of
action arise, be it civil or criminal, that they may m=zke their
complaints and solicit Jjustice every Thursday, being the
appointed court day.

Furthermore, each and every one must refrain from fighting;
from adulterous intercourse with heathens, blacks, or other
persons; from mutiny, theft, false testimony, slanderous language
and other irregularities, as in all such matters, according to
the circumstances of the case, the offenders shall be corrected
and punished as an example to others.

Thus done and published and posted in Fort Amsterdam, the

day and year above written.



On Thursday, belng the 224 of April

Claes van Elslandt, plaintiff, vs. Symen Jansen, skipper,
that is to say, Symen Dircksen, defendant. The parties are
ordered to appear on the next court day, unless they come to an
agreement in the meanwhile.

Tomas Bescher, Englishman, vs. Cornelis Lamberteen Cool,
defendant, about the purchase of a certain plantation. Defendant
is ordered to pay the purchase money to the plaintiff.

The late director Twiller requesting the BRoode Hoeck,
situated south of Noten Island, to use the same for such purpose
as it may be fit, his request 1s granted on condition that he
must surrender the same when the Company shall have need of the
lend.

Mr. Lasle, tobacco planter, plaintiff, vs. Abraham Nieuwman,
defendant. Default. Is ordered to appear this day week.

(4] On Thursday, being the 29th of April

Mr. Laslee, tobacco planter, plaintiff, vs. Abraham Nlieuman.
Default. Is ordered to appear to-morrow and if he remains in
default he shall be compelled by the court to serve the plaintiff.

Hendrick Jansen, taillor, offers himself as surety and
principal for the Judgement in the sult between the fiscal and
Jan Cornelis from Rotterdam on account of the crime committed.

Anthony Jansen from Salee, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick Jansen,
tailor, defendant, in a case of slander. Case put over to the
next court day.

Uldrick Lupoldt, plaintiff, vs. Jan Cormelisen from Rotter-

dam, defendant, as above.



On Friday, beilng the 30th ditto

Mr. Laslee, tobacco planter, plaintiff, vs. Abraham Nleuman,
defendant.

The defendant having three times in succession remained in
default, he i1s ordered to agree with the plaintiff as best he can.

On Saturday, the first of May

The court resolves that Abraham Nieuman, defendsnt, vs.

Mr. Lasle, plaintiff, is bound to serve the plazintiff if he was
not under contract to Jacob van Corlaer when he, the defendant,
hired himself out to the plaintiff and, if he was not free, he
must pay twenty-five pounds of tobacco or furunish another man in
his stead to fulfill his term of service and that at once, with-
out any delay.

On Thursday, being the 6th of May

Anthony Jansen from Salee, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick Jansen,
tailor, defendant, in a case of slander. Parties ordered hence-
forth to live with each other in peace as becomes neighbors and,
1f elther party act contrary hereto, he shall be fined 25 gl.

Ulrich Lupoldt, fiscal plaintiff, vs. Jan Cornelisen from
Rotterdam, defendant. The defendant 1s condemmed to pay 25 gl.
for the dog which he stabbed and moreover a fine of 25 gl. and
the costs of the suit.

[5), [Claes], gunner on the ship [Harinck, plaintiff, vs.
Bare]nt Dircksen, baker, defendant, about the purchase of [a
house) and some cattle. The plaintiff demands [restitution?]
inasmuch as the defendant refuses to glve the present which he

promised him. Therefore, the defendant i1s condemned to pay the
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rlaintiff 3 Jacobuses 1 4n cash and consequently the purchase
1s void.

2 1, Willem Kileft, director general of New Netherland, resid-
ing on the island of the Manhates and in Fort Amsterdam, within
the jurisdiction of their High Mightinesses the lords States
General of the United Netherlands and the chartered West India
Company, chamber .at Amsterdam, make known to your honor, Pitter
Minuit, who style yourself commander in the servicés of her Royal
Majesty of Sweden, that the entire South river of New Netherland
has been for many years in our possession and secured above and
below by forts and sealed with our blood, which took place during
your honor's administratiom of New Netherland and is well kunown
to your honor. Now, whereas your honor intrudes between our
forts and begins to build a fort there to our disadvantage and
prejudice, which shall never be suffered by us and we are also
well assured that her Boyal Majesty of Sweden has not given you
any orders to build fortifications on our rivers or along our
coasts; Therefore, in case your honor proceeds with the building
of fortifications, the cultivation of the soil and the trade in
furs, or attempts to do anything to our injury, we hereby protest
against all costs, damages and loss, as well as all accidents,
shedding of blood and trouble which may arise therefrom in the
future, intending to maintain our rights in such way as we deem

best, Done ceceeoe

1 English gold coin worth 25 shillings.
2 Bevised from Doc. Bel. Col. Hist. N. Y., 12:19,
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Ordinance agailnst immoderate drinking and harboring seamen on
shore at night

(6] On Monday, being the 17th of May

Whereas the Honorable Director Willem Kieft and the councill
of New Netherland have observed that much evil and mischief 1is
dailly occasioned by ilmmoderate drinking; Therefore, the said
honorable dlirector and council, wishing to provide against the
same, have prohibited and forbidden, as they do hereby prohibit
and forbid, all persons from selling henceforth any wines, on
pain of forfelting twenty-five guilders and the wines which shall
be found in their houses; excepting only the store, where wine
can be procured at a fair price and where it will be issued in
moderate quentities.

Also, no person shall be allowed to lodge at night or after
sundown eny of the Company's servants who are detailed on the
ships and sloops, unless with the consent of the honorable director,
upon forfeiture of a like sum of 25 gl. Furthermore, all seafar-
ing persons are commanded to repair before sunset to the ship or
sloop to which they are assigned and no one may remain on shore
without permission. And whosoever shall act contrary hereto
shall the first time forfeit two months' wages and for the second
of fense forfeit all his wages and be dismissed from the Company's
service. Thus done in Fort Amsterdam and published the day and

year above written.

Translation revised from Laws and Ordinances of New
Netherland, pp. 12-13,



On the 27th of May Anmno 1638

Symen Pos, plaintiff, vs. Barent Dircksen, baker, defendant,
about a certaln agreement concerning fishery. Parties ordered
to appear on the next court day and to bring proper proof.

Jan Damen, plaintiff, vs. Lenaert Arentsen, defendant, about
the hire of his son Aelbert lenarts. The defendant's son ordered
to fulfil his [contract of] service and the plaintiff ordered to
treat the boy as his own son; =2nd 1f the boy should again run
home the defendant shall be bound to return the boy each time on
pain of making good the loss and damage which Jan Damen shall
suffer thereby.

[?] The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan S[chepmoes], Jan [ ]
and Jurgen [ ], defendants, for having contrary to the ordinance
lodged persoms over night. Defendants fined according to the
ordinance and to settle with the fiscal.

The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick Jansen, taillor, defendant,
in a case of slander against Anthony Jansen from Vaes. The fiscal
ordered to inquire who uttered the slander and the defendant to
furnish proper affidavits that he was asleep at the time the
slendering occurred.

The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan Dircksen from Hemb[urg],
defendant, for having traded in furs contrary to his oath. The
fiscal ordered to obtain further information in regard to the
furs gs well as the cloth and the defendant prohibited from leav-

ing the Manhates
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Ordinance arainst clandestine trade 1

The deputies to the Assembly of the XIX of the Chartered
West Indls Company, by virtue of the charter and the amplifications
thereof granted to the Company by the High and Mighty Lords the
States General, make known:

Whereas it has heretofore not only been sufficliently well
known, but has now recently become manifest to all the world,
that that many self-seeking persons in New Netherland, flagrantly
violating our good ordinances and commands by their private and
clandestine trade and traffic, have acquired and diverted from
the Company to their own private profit many, nay, more peltries
and skins, of better condition and quality, than those that are
purchased there and sent over on the Company's own account and
have bartered them for wares and merchandise taken with them from
here or ordered by them to be sent in the Company's ovm ships,
clandestinely snd secretly, without the knowledge of the Company;
whereby on the one hand the ships are filled and rendered incapable
of carrying the Company's goods and those entered by the patroons
snd colonists znd on the other hand the Company 1s defrauded of
the freight thereof; so that they hzve not only spolled the trade
of the Company in that country by paying more for the skins and
peltries than the Company, which they are able to do by reason
of their being free from all charges and expenses, both as to
freight and equipment, and not having to bear the [8] dailly cost
of maintaining so many people and fortifications and other heavy

burdens which the Company 1s carrying there; which Company in

1 Translation revised from Laws snd Ordinances of New
Netherland, pp. 13-15.
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consequence has been able to obtain but few furs or been forced

to submit to a like advance in price, while they in this country
have also brought the furs and peltries into disrepute and caused
them to be sold at a low price, the Muscovy and other traders
being furnished by them with better goods and at a lower price;
and whereas the Company is besides reliably informed that many
have exchanged their poor furs for the best furs of the Company,
or at least have bought up the best furs for themselves and not
for the Company, all to the great and immense damage and loss of
the Company and without once considering the great expense
incurred by the Company as well for the equlpment and cargoes as
for the support and payment of the very people who have deprived
the Company of the returns therefrom and thus caused the prosperity
of New Netherland to decline considerably; We, therefore, in

order to provide against this, renewing our former ordinances,
rlacsrds and commands issued here by us and there by our director
srnd council agzinst sald private trade, have thought fit to order
2nd decree, as we hereby do order and decree, that henceforth no
persons, of whatever condition or capacity they may be, residing
here or within the limits of New Netherland, shall be at liberty
to convey thither any wares or merchandise, be the quantity large
or small, either in their own or in the Company's ships, whether
openly or secretly, under any cover or pretext whatsoever, without
the cognizance or knowledge of the Company, on pain of confiscation
of sald wares, cargoes and merchandise for the benefit of the
Company; also, that none of the above mentioned persons shall be
at liberty to carry on at any place any private trade in furs,

either by themselves or by others, directly or indirectly, in any
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manner whatsoever, on pain of confiscation of the traded furs and
arbiltrary correction at the discretion of the Company, or of the
director and council there, and in addition of all their salary
and monthly wages.

We therefore order and command our director and council of
New Netherland and all other [9] officers to govern themselves
accordingly and strictly to enforce the contents hereof, without
any connivance, dissimulation or compromise and, in order that
no one may plead ignorasnce, to publish this at the accustomed
places #nd to cause 1t to be posted everywhere there and also in
the respective colonles.

Thus done and published in Fort Amsterdam, this 7th of
June anmo 1638, 1

On the 34 of June 1638

Cornelis Jacobsen from Martensdyck, plaintiff, vs. Andries
Hudden, defendant, for the payment of the sum of [ 1.
As the defendant acknowledges the debt, he is condemned to pay
within three weeks.

Jan Damen, plaintiff, vs. lLenaert Arentsen, defendant, in
a case of protest. Parties having been heard, in virtue of the
oath taken by the plaintiff, the defendant 1s condemned to restore
his son to the plaintiff to complete his bounden service and in

case of default he shall be punished as a disobedient persom.

1 Judging from its place in the record, it would seem that
the ordinance was spread on the minutes 1lmmedliately after 1its
receipt from Amsterdam and before its actusl publication in
New Netherlend.
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Everardus Bogardus, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen from Vees,
defendant, for payment of the sum of fl, 319. The defendant 1s
condemned to pay within the time of three months, as he admits
the claim.

Symen Dircksen Pos, plaintiff, vs. Barent Dircksen, baker,
defendant. Parties being heard and the agreement which they made
with each other being open to dispute, Claes van Elslant and Jan
Damen are ordered to settle the matter as referees, the parties
to be satisfied with the decision of the referees.

Hillebrant Pietersen, plaintiff, vs. Symen Pos, defendant.
The defendant is ordered to satlisfy the plaintiff's claim.

Hendrick Jansen, taillor, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen, from
Veesen, defendant, for slander. Parties being heard and plaintiff
having produced but one witness, the case is dismissed and
parties are ordered to live in peace as heretofore.

[10] On [the 3d? of Jume] !

The honorable director and council observing the ability of
[Cornelis] van Tienhoven, up to the first of April bookkeeper of
the Book of Monthly Wages, have engaged him as secretary and
bookkeeper of monthly wages at fl. 36 per month and fl. 200
annually for board money, commencing the 1st of April anno 1638.

Hendrick Piletersen, mason, has since the 10th of May anno
1638, as his bounden time had expired, earned as master mason
fl. 20 a month and fl1. 100 for board.

Hendrick Gerritsen, a boy, has man's wages since the 20th

of May anno 1638,

1 The following memoranda were apparently made at different
times and afterwards copied at this point in the engrossed minutes.
O'Callaghan's translation is in Doc. Bel. Col. Hist. N. Y., 14:8-9.
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Pieter Pletersen from Amsterdam was engaged as a man on the
20th of May anno 1638, at fl. 8 a month.

Lourens Lourensen from Amsterdam engaged 2s a man on the
10th of May anno 1638, at fl. 8 a month.

Claes wvan =Zlslant, commissary of provisions, was engaged on
the 1st of April anno 1638 by the honorable director and council
at fl. 36 a month, as his term of service had expired, partic€ularly
on account of the certainty we have of the person's ability and
fitness for his charge and the good satisfaction he has given us.
Jan Jansen, gunner, engaged on the 15th of May anno 1638, at
fl. 16 a month, as gunner (constapel) in Fort Amsterdam.

Jan Dircksen van Eremen engaged as assistant gunner
{bosschieter) on the 7th of May 1638, at fl. 10 a month.

Tomes Walraven engesced as carpenter from the 1lst of August
1638, at fl. 18 a month and fl. 100 a year for board.

Jacob Stoffelsen's pay was increased by the honoreble
director and council on the 15th of May anno 1638 to fl. 30
a month, as his bounden time had expired zand there is no fitter
person to be had here to be overseer of laborers, he being
diligent and falthful in all work entrusted to him in the service
of the Company.

Jan Pietersen van Essendelft earns as surgeon (barbier) at
the South river fl. 10 a month since the 10th of July 1638.

Adriaen Dircksen from Maersen is engaged as assistant at
Fort Orange, as he speaks the Mohawk language very well and
thoroughly understands the trade there, at fl. 12 a month and

fl. 100 for board, from the 15th of July anno 1638,
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Dirck Stiprel engaged as quartermaster (wachtmeester) at

said fort at fl. 10 a month, from July 15, 1638.
[11] [On the 24th of June] 1

(Wnereas the master] house-carpenter [1s about to leave for
the fatherland and] there are but few carpenters here fit to
succeed in his place; therefore, having observed the ability [of]
Gillis Pietersen van [der] Gouw, we have appointed him master
garprenter, at rl. 38 = month, from the 1st of June anno 1638.

Nicolaes Coorn 1s engaged as serreant at fl. 18 z month
and fl. 100 a year for board, from the 15th of September anno
1638, as 1t is necessary to have some one to drill the soldiers
in the proper use of arms.

Jeuriaen Rodolff 1i1s engaged as sergeant in the place of
Coorn, at fl. 18 a month and fl. 100 for board, on the 7th of
December anno 1638. 2
On the 10th of June

Cors Piletersen, plailntiff, vs. Adam Koelantsen, defendant,
regarding the inheritance of the late Adam Roelantsen's wife,
who 1s the plaintiff's wife's mother. The court having examined
the inventory signed by the notary and witnesses and all debts,
claims, and furniture, etc. being deducted, it is decided that

12 g1l. 10 st. a2re still due to Cors Pietersen and no more.

1 pate supplied from Doc. Bel. Col. Hist. N. Y., 14:9,
Nicolaes Coorn was reduced to the rznks on December 2,
1638, See the entry in the minutes under that date.
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Jan Schepmoes ordered henceforth not to lodge any s=ilors
or to tap wine, on pain, in case he acts contr-ry thereto, of
being obliged to leave the Manhattes, it heing recommended that
he support himself by farming.

On the 24th ditto

Wolphert Gerritsen, plaintiff, vs. Jan Evertsen, defendant.
Default.

Cornells Lambertsen Cool, plaintiff, vs. Cornelis van Vorst,
defendant, for payment of fl. 4, Default.

Cornelis Lambertsen Cool, plaintiff, vs. Jan van Vorst,
defendant, for payment of fl. 25. Default.

Various free men having petitioned the council for grants
of the land which they at present cultivate, the request of the
petitioners is granted, provided that at the expiration of ten
years after taking possession of their plantations they shall
pay yearly to the Company one-tenth of all the produce which God
shall grant to the soil; also, for the house and garden from now
on yearly one peir of capons. 1

[12] Thursday, being [the 1st of Julyl

It 1s resolved in council, in as much as the caravel De Hoop
1s not needed here at present for the service of the Company, to
send the same to the island of Curaiao to carry from there hither
cattle, salt and Negroes, or such goods as may be deemed best for
the use of the Company.

Hendrick Jansen, tailor, plaintiff, vs. Jan Jansen Damen,

defendant, for delivery of cattle. Parties referred to referees,

namely: Claes van Elsl{an]t and Wybrant Pietersen.

1 Revised from Laws and Ordinsnces of New Netherland. p. 16.
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On Thursday, being the 8th of July

Pieter Jansen, plaintiff, vs. Willem, the cooper, defendant.
The defendant 1s condemned to pay the plaintiff fl. 21.

A certaln petition belng presented to the council by
Everardus Bogardus, requesting leave to depart for the fatherland
to answer charges brought against him by Lubbert van Dincklagen,
we have deemed 1t necessary to keep the minister here in order
that the Church of God may dally grow in strength.

Hendrick Jansen, plaintiff, vs. Jan Damen, defendant.

Parties referred to Cornelis Tonisen and Wybrant Pletersen.

Hendrick Jansen, plaintiff, vs. Jan Damen, defendant. After
taking the oath, the defendant i1s condemmed to pay the plaintiff
fl. 10 for damage to peas.

Jan Willemsen Schut [was] appointed on the 7th of April as
assistant to the Commissary of Provisioms gt fl. 15 a month and
fl, 100 a2 year for board.

(13] [On Thursday], being the 15th of July

Tonis Nyssen, plaintiff, vs. Gerrit Jansen from Oldenborgh,
defendant, about delivery of a cow. Defendant condemned to
deliver the cow to plaintiff or to satisfy him in cash or
otherwise.

Symon Jansen, skipper of the Harinck, plaintiff, vs. Andris
Hudden, defendant. As it appears that Hudden has no clasim against
the skipper, the attachment by the defendant of the plaintiff's
property 1s null and void.

Ulrich Lupolt, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Gysbert from Beyerlandt,
defendant, for drawing his knife. The defendant is condemmed to
drop three times from the yard of the yacht De Hoop and to recelve

three lashes from each sallor of the aforesaid yacht.
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On Thursday, being the 21st of July

Hans Schipper, soldler, plaintiff, vs. Willem Bredenbent,
defendant. Plaintiff and defendant are comdemmned each to pay the
just half of the surgeon's fee for treating the wound.

Jan Damen, plaintiff, vs. Abraham Isaacksen Planc and
Dirck Holgersen, Noorman, defendants. The plaintiff requests
to be master of his house and that the defendants be ordered to
acknowledge him as such and to stay away from the plaintiff's
house. The defendants are ordered to keep away from the
plaintiff's house and to leave him master in his own house.

Dirck Holgersen, Noorman, plaintiff, vs. Jan Damen, defendant,
for assault. Parties are ordered to submit testimony, the case
being put over to the next court day.

[14] On the 5th of August 1[6]38
Cornelis Dircksen, plaintiff, vs. Adriaene [Cuveliers], 1
defendant. The defendant 1s ordered to satisfy the plaintiff's
(claim].

Cornelis Lambertsen Cool, plaintiff, vs. Jan van Vorst.
The defendant is condemned by virtue of his declaration to pay
the plaintiff fl. 3 and no more.

Ditto Cool, plaintiff, vs. Vrout jen Ides. Default.

1 Manuscript destroyed. In the calender entry the name is
given as "Cuvelzeers," but this is probably a mistake. In Dutch
records the name 1s frequently spelled "Cuvilje," which is
probably a phonetic rendering of the French name "Cuvelier," of
which "Cuveliers" 1s elther a varilant or the possessive form.

It is 2lso possible, however, that the Dutch form "Cuvilje"
should be Interpreted as "Cuville," it all depending on whether
the final e was accented or not.
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Jan Loosre-ht, plaintiff, vs. Jan Eversten Bout, defendant,
for recovery of earned monthly wages. The defendant 1s condemned
to pay the plaintiff for the period of service rendered, namely,
fl. 50.

Abraham Page, plaintiff, vs. Barent Dircksz, baker. Defendant
condemned to pay plaintiff what he owes him.

Ulrich Lupolt, plaintiff, vs. Gillis Pietersen, chief boat-
swain and butler of the caravel De Hoop, defendant, for having
as a rascal and contrary to his oath left the service of the
Company and gone over to the English. Ordered that all the
defendant's monthly wages be confiscated and furthermore that
his name be posted as that of a rascal.

On the 12th of August

It having been resolved in council to appoint two inspectors
of the tobacco which shall be grown in the district of New Nether-
land in order that the tobacco culture here may not lose its
reputation, we have appointed and commissioned, as we do appoint
and commission, Claes van Elslandt and Wybrant Pletersen 1inspectors;
>nd henceforth no tobacco shall be exported out of this province
without having beéen inspected by the inspectors and declared to
be good merchandise. For which they shall receive a salary of
10 stivers per 100 pounds.

Master Gerlyn, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick FPietersen from Wesel,
defendant, for payment for goods dzslivered to him. Parties are
ordered to bring proper proof tomorrow.

On the 19th of August, being Thursday
Everardus Bogardus, minister, plaintiff, vs. Loosrecht, farm

hand, defendant. The plaiatiff demands that the defendant shsll

be at hls service, as he bound himself to the plaintiff. The
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defendant having admitted the same is ordered by the director and
councll to place himself at the service of the plaintiff or to
come to further agreement with him.

Adam Boelantsen, plaintiff, vs. Jan Kant [ J, in an
action of slander. Cant having threatened to make complaint
against the [plaintiff] before the director and council, he gave
for answer that he cared for no one in the country.

Declaration of Hendrick Jansen, locksmith, that he heard
Adam Roelantsen say that he had enough of every one in New
Netherland.

Declaration of Jan Jansen, from Bremen, that he heard sald

Adam say that he had enough of the country and all that concerned 1t.

Declaration of Bemmer Jansen that he heard Adam Roelants say
that he had enough of the country and the council. Whereupon Jan
Cant sald, "Do you mean the director also?" Thereupon Adam
kept still.

(16] Adam Roelantsen from Dockum, plaintiff, vs. [Jan] from
Bremen, Tomas Walraven, Jan Jansen, gunner, defendants, for
slander. Case put over to the next court day and parties ordered

to bring proper proof.

Ordinance for the inspection of tobacco and drawing up
legal instruments

Whereas it 1s deemed necessary by the director and council
of New Netherland to frame an order respecting the planting of

tobacco, since many tobacco planters seek only to raise a large

1 Revised from laws and Ordinances of New Netherland,
PD. 16‘170
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crop of tobacco without caring whether it be good, well cured or
properly made, whereby our tobacco entirely loses the good
reputation which it enjoys in other countries; Therefore, in

order to prevent thls, all persons are hereby notified, warned

and commanded to make well conditioned tobacco, to properly remove
all superfluous leaves, see that the tobacco 1s well cured and

to use as little water ss possible even for that which 1s spun.
Furthermore, all tobacco which is to be shipped or sent out of

New Netherland must first be brought to the appointed warehouse,
there to be inspected, marked and weighed and payment to be made
there also of the Company's dutles on all exported goods, to wit,
five of every 100 pounds, according to the tenor of the Freedoms
granted by the Company; for which purpose we have appointed two
sworn inspestors, who shall make the inspection and receive the
duties thereon; and whoever shall act contrary hereto shall forfeit
all his tobacco and furthermore be arbitrarily punilished.

Likewise, henceforward, no instruments, whether contracts,
obligations, leases, or bills of sale, or other writings of what-
ever nature they may be, and concerning which any dispute may arise,
shall be held valid by the director and council unless they shall
be written by the secretary of this place. Let every one take
wsrning and guard himself agasinst loss,

Thus done and published in Fort Amsterdam, this 19th of

Auzust 1638.
On the 26th August, beilng Thursday

Claes Cormelissen Swits, plaintiff, vs. Cornelis Lambertsen
Cool, defendant. Plaintiff demands delivery of the horses which

he bought of the defendant. The plaintiff i1s ordered to bring
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sufficient proof that the purchase took place in proper form.

Jan Kant, plointiff, against Adam Roelantsen from Dockum,
defendant for slander. Plaintiff demands proof of the slander
which the defendant uttered against him, or, in case he has no
proof, to restore hls honor. The defendant declares in the
presence of the court that he had nothing to say against the
Plaintiff and that he acknowledged and considered him to be an
honorable man.,

Jan Jansen, gunner, plaintiff, vs. Adam Roelants from Dockum,
defendant, for slander. Plaintiff demands vindication of his
honor. Partles are condemmed to pay each 25 st. to the poor.

Jan from Bremen, defendant, vs. Adam Roelants, plaintiff,
for slander. Jan from Bremen i1s condemned to pay 25 st. to the
poor.

Tomas Bescher, plaintiff, vs. Maryn Adriaensen, defendant,
for slsnder. Parties are ordered to bring proper proof on the
next court day.

Master Gerlyn, plaintiff, vs. Nicolaes, Corll[ae]r's servant,
defendant, for slander. Defendant declares that he has nothing
t0 say against the plaintiff.

Master Philip Teyler, plaintiff, vs. Nicolaes Martens, for
slander. Defendant declares he has nothing to say against the
plaintiff.

[18] On the 26th of August 1638

Claes Cormelissen S[wits], plaintiff, vs. Montanglne,
defendant]. The plaintiff complains that the defendant beat
(plaintiff's] wife. The defendant, having admitted the same, is

condemned to compound with the fiscal.
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Johannes La Montangnie, plaintiff, vs. Claes Cornelisen,
defendant, for slander. Case put over to the next court day.

Symen Dirckson Pos, plaintiff, vs. Philip de Truy, defendant,
demanding paywent of fl. 4:10. Case put over to the next court
day as the defendant denies the claim.

On the 24 of Septemrber

Claes Cornelissen, wheelwright, plaintiff, vs. Cornelis
Lamberts Cool, defendant. The plaintiff demands delivery of the
horse bought by him from the defendant. The plaintiff having
produced satisfactory proof that the purchase took place 1n
proper form, the defendant, by virtue thereof, is condemned to
deliver the said horse to the plaintiff, on condition that the
plaintiff furnish sufficient security for the payment, unless
parties shall agree otherwise.

Symen Dircksen Pos, plaintiff, vs. Philip de Truy, defendant,
for payment of fl. 4:10. The defendant answers that he does not
owe so much. Partles agree together, one releasing the other,
provided that Philip de Truy deliver to the plaintiff as much
fish as he has in his house.

Johannes La Montaenje, plaintiff, vs. Claes Cornelissen,
defendant, for assault. Is condemmed to pay fl. 6 to the poor
and to satlisfy the fiscal.

(19] On the 16th of September anno 1638,
being Thursday

Everardus Bogardus, defendant, vs. Johannes La Montaengne,
plaintiff. Whereas the defendant has a power of attorney from
Geertrujt Bornstra, widow of the late Hendrick de Foreest,

Plaintiff's brother-in-law, to demand the goods =2nd effects of
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the sald Foreest, the plaintiff requests that the defendant take
possession of the house together with the cattle and appurtenances
of the plantation, provided the defendant pay the plaintiff the
balance of the amount due him by de Foreest, according to the
account thereof. Parties are ordered to submit their complaint
and answer in writing on the next court day.
On the 30th of September, being Thursday

The director and council of New Netherland having seen the
criminal action and demand of the fiscal against Jan Gysbertsen
from Rotterdam, charged with manslaughter committed in killing
Gerrit Jansen, gunner, before the gate of Fort Amsterdam on Satur-
day, being the 15th of May 1638, about 4 o'clock in the afternoon,
and having examined the testimony of witnesses together with the
reports of the surgeons who examined the body, the personal
summons and defaults taken against him and the conclusion of the
fiscal, and the aforesaid writings have been duly weighed and
considered by us, after invocation of the name of God; therefore,
we, wishing to do justice, have debarred the delinquent from all
exceptions, defenses and pleas whatsoever which he might have
mzde use of in the aforeszid matter, and therefore declare Jan
Gysbertsen aforesaid in every way liable to arrest if he can be
apprehended for the aforesaid ugly crime committed against the
highest majesty of God and his supreme rulers as well as against
the blood relations of the deceased, whom he, the delinquent,
murderously robbed of their friend and relative; all of which in
a land of Jjustice can 1in no wise be tolerated of suffered but

ought to be punished with all rigor as an example to others.
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[20] Therefore, we have condemned, as we do condemn hereby,
the delinquent, in case he be apprehended, to be punished by the
sword in such way that death shall ensue, with confilscation of
all his movable and immovable property, none excepted, and includ-
ing all his earned monthly wages which are due him by the West
India Company, the just half to be pald to the widow of the
deceased Gerrit Jansz or hils heirs, one quarter part of the
Company and one quarter part to the fiscal, the delinquent also
to pay the costs of the suit. Thus done and sentenced in Fort
Amsterdzam this [ ], anno 1638,

Jonhannes 1la Montaengne, plaintiff, vs. Everardus Bogardus,
defendant, for the delivery of the property belonging to Hendrick
de Foreest, deceased, or his helrs.

Having seen the demand of the plaintiff and the answer of
the defendant, 1t 1s ordered that the property aforesaild shall
publicly be sold to the highest bidder on the 7th of October,
being Thursday, at Fort Amsterdam, for the benefit of the widow,
and the defendant, 1n virtue of his power of attormey from the
widow of the late de Foreest, is condemmed to repay to La lontaengnie
such moneys as he has advanced for the benefit of the farm.

Anthony Jansen, plaintiff, vs. Everardus Bogardus, minister,
defendant, for the payment of fl. 7?4 which the defendant owes
the plaintiff. The defendant expressly denies the plaintiff's
claim. The plaintiff gives the defendant the choice of taking
the oath, whereupon the defendant has declared under oath before
the court that he owes no more than 7 gl. Upon the oath of the
defendant the plaintiff's claim for the remaining fl. 67 1is

denied and he 1s condemned to psy the costs of the trial.
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[21] On the 7th of October

Everardus Bogardus, minister, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen
from Salee, defendant, for slander.

Declaration of Philip de Truy, made in court at the request
of Bogarde, that on the departure of the ship Soutberch, anno
1633, the said Truy, going to the strand to draw water, heard and
saw the following: Grietjen Reyniers, wife of Anthony Jansen
aforenzmed, being likewise on the strand, the crew of the
Soutbergh aforesaid called to her, "Whore, Whore, Two pound
butter's whore!" Whereupon Grietjen, psying little attention to
this, lifted up her petticoat and [turning to] the crew pointed

to her behind.

Declaration of Symon Dircksen Pos that on last Thursday he
heard Griet Beynlers say that Bogarde, the minister, owed her
some money and that he had taken oath that he did not owe her
anything, she saying further, "Although he has taken the oath,
nevertheless he 1s indebted to me,"

Declaration before the court of Hans Schipper and Jochem
Beeckman, both soldiers, that last Thursday they both heard
Griet jen Reyniers, the wife of Anthony Jansen, say that the
minister, Bogardus, had taken a false oath. On the other hand,
Anthony Jansen alleged that the minister had saild that his present
wife before he married her had carned a skirt of fl, 40,

T Case adjourned to the next court day, in order meanwhile
to ex~mine the evidence and testimony of witnesses.

By virtue of the judgment given on the 3d of June last

against Anthony Jsnsen, Ulrich Lupoldt, fiscal, is hereby
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authorized to levy execution on the property of Anthony Jansen
up to [the amount required for] the payment of Bogarde.,
{22] On the 14th of October, being Thursday

Ulrich Lupoldt, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jan[sen]
from Zalee, as husband and guardian of his wife, Grietjen Reyniers,
for slandering the minister, Bogardus.

Partles belng heard and the documents having been carefully
examined, Griet Reynlers is condemned to appear next Saturday,
being the 16th instant, in Fort Amsterdam, in order then at the
ringing of the bell to make public acknowledgment that the
minister is an honorable and honest man and that gshe has lled
falsely; furthermore she 1s condemned to pay the costs of the
trial and fl. 3 to the poor.

Anthony Jansen from Salee 1s hereby forbidden to carry any
arms, whatever they may be called, on thls side of the Fresh
water, with the exception of a knife and an axe; also, he shall
refrain from giving the least offense to Domine Bogardus either
by word or deed, on pain of corporal punishment, and he 1s
further condemmed to pay a fine of fl., 12 for the benefit of
the fiscal.

Tobias Tonlisen and Willem Fredricksen, plaintiffs, vs.
Johan La Montaenje, defendant.

The plaintiffs ask to be released from their contract of
service, maintaining that they are not bound to serve the de-
fendant, as they were hired by his uncle and not by the defendant.

The defendant produces the contracts made between the
plaintiffs and Geraert de Foreest from which it appears clearly

that the plaintiffs are bound to serve the sald de Foreest or
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his agents for three consecutive years after their arrival here
in New Netherland; furthermore, the defendant shows a power of
attorney and authorization from the aforesaild de Foreest to employ
the plaintiffs in his service at the expiration of their term of
service. All of this having been duly considered, the plaintiffs
are condemned to serve out their bounden time without any gainsay
with La Montaenje, who also promises at the expiration of their
bounded time to tender and pay them here in New Netherland the
wages which shall then be due to them.

[23] On the [1]4th of October [anno] 1638

Johannes La Montaenje, plaintiff, vs. Tobias Tonissen,
defendant, for sl=nder,

The plaintiff demands proof that the ration meat was dried
at his house snd sent away without the defendant having eaten
or had his share thereof as well as the plaintiff.

The defendant declares under oath before the court that
what he has spoken in regard to La Montaenje 1s untrue, namely,
that he had drled and carried away the meat without glving his
servants any of it to eat, acknowledging that he had his share
of the meat as well as the plaintiff.

On the 16th of October, being Saturday

Griet Reyniers appeared in court and declared the following
in the presence of the hereinafter mentioned persons:

"I, Griet Beynilers, ackuowledge in the presence of the com-
mander and counclill and all other persons present that I lied what
I said regarding Domine Bogardus, namely, that the same was a
perjurer, and I pray God, the court and Bogardus for forgiveness,

promising that I shall hereafter comport and conduct myself in
such a way that the commznder and council and everybody else

shall be satisfied."
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On Thursday, being the 2ist of October

Everardus Bogardus, minister, husband and guardlan of Anna
Jans, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen from Salee, defendant,
for slander.

Anthony Jansen, appearing in court, declares that he has
nothing to say against Amns Jens, wife of Bogardus, acknowledging
rnd considering her to be an honorable and virtuous woman and
promising henceforth to say nothing to the prejudlice of the
plaintiff or his wife.

Ulrich Lupoldt, fiscal, plsintiff, vs. Jan Evertsen,
Hendrick Cornelissen van Vorst and Gerrit Dircksz, defendants.

Plaintiff demands that the defendants be punished, alleging
that they have traded in furs contrary to theilr oath. The
defendants deny that they have traded any furs. Parties to
reappear 14 days hence to produce clear proof.

{24] On Thursday, being the 28th of October anno 1[6]38

Ulrich Lupoldt, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jan(sen]
from Salee, defendant. He charges the defendant wlth having
stolen the wood which Phi[lip] de Truy had cut in the woods.

The defendant says that he 1s not gulilty of the charge. Case
put over until the next court day, the parties meanwhile to
bring proper proof of everything.

Ulrich Lupoldt, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Cors Pietersen,
defendant. The plaintiff, by virtue of the complaint of the
Indians and the deposition of two persons, demands that the
defendant be punished for assault and theft. The defendant
answers that he has never seen the Indlans here, much less taken

from them any seawan or cloth. Sivert Cant declares in court
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that it was the same Indian whom Cors Pietersen threw overboard.
Fredrick Lubbertsen declares that he well knows the Indian and
received from him a half fathom of seawan to procure from the
defendant the return of the cloth which was taken from him. Case
adjourned to the next court day.

On Thursday, being the 5th of November anno 1638

The fisoal, plaintiff, vs. Cors Pletersen, defendant, for
assault. Plaintiff demands Jjudgment and Jjustice against the
defendant. The case between the plaintiff =2nd the defendant
being carefully considered, the defendant is condemned to restore
what he took from the Indians and to pay 50 stivers for the
benefit of the flscal and costs,

On Thursday, being the 18th of November anno 1638

Nicolaes Coorn, plaintiff, vs. the soldiers, defendants.

The plaintiff states that not all the soldiers are thieves, but
only Hans Schipper, Jochem Beeckm[an] and Jacob Swart. Case put
over to the next court day.

[25] On Thursday, being the 25th of November anno 1638

Cornelis Lambertsen Cool, plaintiff, vs. Jan Celes, defendant,
The plaintiff demands reparation of the damage which the defendant's
hogs have caused the plaintiff. Parties are ordered to settle
with each other and each to keep his hogs penned in,

Ulrich Lupoldt, plaintiff, vs. Nicolaes Coorn, defendant.
Whereas the defendant 1s accused by the soldiers of theft, as
appears by their testimony and the deposition of van Curler, the
plaintiff demands that the sald Coorn be punished according to
the merits of the case. The defendant 1s suspended from his

office for the period of eight days.
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Ulrich Lupoldt, plaintiff, vs. Hans Schipper, Jochem Beeckman
and Jacob Swardt, defendants. Whereas the defendants are accused
of theft by thelr sergeant Coorn and partly admit thelr theft,
the plaintiff demands that they be punished as an example to
other soldiers. Case adjourned to the next court day so that

parties may bring further evidence in the matter.

Ordinance for the recovery of public property, protection of

private garden snd henroosts =nd prohibiting persons in

the public service to quit the island of Manhattan

without permission

Whereas the honorable director and council of New Netherland
observe that there are persons here who seek to enrich themselves
with the Company's goods and effects, taking possession of the
same as if they were theilr own property, and whereas such tends
to the prejudice of the aforesald Company,; Therefore, all persons
who at present have any property in thelr hands belonging to the
Company, be it large or small, are warned to return the same
within the space of eight days unless they have purchased it
from the former honorable directors, without proof of which no
excuse shall be accepted; and if hereafter it be found that any
one is in possession of property belonging to the Compeny, he
shall suffer the punishment usually administered to thieves and
unfaithful servants who steal theilr masters' property.

[26] And whereas complaints are made by many persons that
their gzrdens have been robbed and their poultry taken away, if

thera be #2ny one who can give informstion of the thleves, he

sh=211l be p=1d by the honorsble director twenty-five guilders as

1 Revised fromw Lews and Ordinances of New Netherlangd.
pp- 17-180
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a rewsrd, and in case he has been gullty himself be pardoned and
his name concealed.

Likewise, every one of the Company's servants, of whatever
rank or c=prcity he may be, 1s commsnded not to leave the island
of Manhatsns without the express consent of the honorable com-
mander. Whoever shall be found to have acted contrary hereto
shall forfelt three months' wages. Thus done in council znd on
this date, beilng the 25th of November, and published and posted
in Fort Amsterdam.

On Thursday, being the 24 of December anno 1638

Gerreken Hessels, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jensen from Salee,
defendant, for having attached the sum of fl. 24 and 4 stivers,
The plaintiff demands that the attachment of the fl. 24, 4 st.
in the hands of the defendant, sued out by Jan Cleesen Alteras,
be vacated, since he, the plaintiff, does not owe Jan Claessen
anything now, except for a hog for which the payment will become
due on the 1st of May anno 1639, which payment Alteras aforesaild
caen not claim at present.

Anthony Jansen is ordered to satisfy the plaintiff as the
attachment i1s null and void =nd the fl. 24 and 4 st. are deemed
to be not subject to attachment by said Alterss, as the clailm
which he has azeinst the plaintiff has not yet become due.

Tomss Bescher, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick Jansen, tallor,
defendant, for slander. Case put over for a week so that parties
may bring further proof.

[27] On Thursday, being the 24 of December amno [16]38
Ulrich Lupoldt, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Gillis Pietersen, chlef

boatswain and butler on the yacht De Hoop, defendant.
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Whereas the flscal makes complaint agalnst the defendant on
account of the loss which the Company has suffered by reason of
hls desertion from the service of the said Company, as more
fully appears by the bill of comprlaint of the plaintiff against
the defendant, and whereas notwithstanding three personal citatioms
the defendant has not appeared to make answer and default was
taken against him; therefore, all this having been duly considered
by us, the defendant's name 1s posted on the gate of Fort Amster-
dam as that of a rascal and oath breaker, with confiscation of
all his eerned monthly wages which are due him by the chamber of
Amsterdam of the honorable West India Compsny, to wit, ome-third
part for the benefit of the said Company, one-third part for the
poor =nd one-third psrt for the fiscal, the defendant being
further comdemned to pay the costs of the trial.

Ulrich Lupoldt, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Nicolaes Coorn,
sergeant, defendant, charged with theft and abetting the same;
also with adultery.

The plalntiff demands judgment and punishment of the crimes
committed by the defendant as hereinafter described, inasmuch as
the defendant, who by reason of his office was in duty bound to
set a good moral example to his soldiers, has notwithstanding
been guilty of bartering with the savages for private gain the
axes which were given to him and the soldiers to cut wood and
contrary to hils oath has hidden the beavers in his bunk.

Likewise, the defendant has at divers times had Indian
women and Negresses sleep entire nichts with him in his bed, in

the presence of all the soldiers.
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(28] On Thursday, being the 24 of December anno [16]38

He has rolled a piece of cloth of the Company in a bearskin
and stolen it from the Company. The defendant has not been
ashamed to command his soldiers to keep out of the way of the
commander wWhen they perceived that he intended to give them some
order. Moreover, when the soldiers had to his knowledge stolen
turnips, chickens and tobaceco pipes and other property, he has
had his share thereof; all of which are matters which ought not
to be tolerated in countries where right and justice 1is maintained.

All that is hereinbefore written being duly weighed and con-
sidered and everything having been clearly proved by the testimony
of all the soldiers and the deposition of Mr. Jacobus van Curler
and the same being considered matters of serlous consequence
which can not be tolerated, we therefore, administering Justice,
depose sergeant from his office, as we do hereby, commending him
to serve the Compeny as a private soldier untll such time as he
shall have completed hls term of service with the Company.

Ulrich Lupoldt, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Hans Schipper, Jochem
Beeckman and Jacob Swardt, soldiers, defendants, accused of
theft. The plaintiff charges the defendants with theft of
chickens, turnips =»nd tobacco pipes and asks that the honorable
director and councill may be pleased to provide therein, in order
that the inhesbitants of New Netherlsnd shall no longer lose their
property throuch such persons.

Whereas the [crimes] aforementioned zre prejudicial to the
community snd the same are duly proved by the confessions of Hans
Schipper and Jochem Beeckman, the same are condemmed to ride

two hours on the wooden horse.
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[29] On Thursdsy, being the 9th of December anno 1638

Anthony, the Portuguese, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen from
Salee, defendant, for injury to a hog. The plaintiff demands
reparztion of the damage which the defendant's dog caused to the
hog. Claes van Elslandt and Barent Dircksen are ordered to
appraise the damage, the defendant to pay whatever they shall
estimate the damage to be.

Tomas Bescher, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick Jansen, tallor,
defendant, for slander. Case put over to the next court day.

On Thursday, being the 16th of December anno 1638

Anthony, the Portuguese, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen from
Salee, defendant. Plaintiff demands payment for the damage done
to his hog. Defendant 1s condemmed to pay for the damage accord-
ing to the judgment of the appraisers.

Fre=ncoys Lasle, plaintiff, vs. Nidt Wilsonm, 1 gefendant,
Parties request that the council be pleased to appoint two persons
to appralise their plantation and to examine their sccounts.
Clzes van Elslandt and Tomas Hal are appointed to examine the
affairs and accounts of the parties.

Hendrick Jansen, tailor, plaintiff, vs. Tomas Becher,
[defendant], for slander. Parties ordered to keep silent on
pain of forfelting fl. 25

{30] Anno 1639
On Thursday, being the 13th of January, in Fort Amsterdam
Cecero Piere, plaintiff, vs. Davidt Pletersen, defendant.

Default.

1 Edward Wilson,
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Blancke Ael, plaintiff, vs. Adam Rolantsen, defendant, for
slander. Parties are ordered not to slander each other any more,
on pain of beilng fined at the discretion of the honorable
director and council.

Hans Steen, plaintiff, vs. Tomas Coninck, defendant, for
slander. The partles being heard, the defendant does not persist
in his slander and acknowledges that he has nothing to say against
the plaintiff and admits him to be an honorable and honest man.

On the 20th ditto, being Thursday

Maryn Adriaensen, plaintiff, vs. Everardus Bogardus, minister,
as husband and guardian of Anna Jans, defendant. The plaintiff
demands payment from the defendant, the defendant's wife having
received, as she says, a sult of clothes as a present from Jacob
Govertsen. The plaintiff maintains that no one has a right to
make a present to or give away his property as long as he has
not paid his debts, from which it would follow that inasmuch as
Anna Jans, the plaintiff's wife, recelved the aforesaid (suit]
from the late Jacob Govertsen, she must pay hils debts. Parties
being heard and Anna Jans having taken the oath that the afore-
sald clothes were presented to her and belong to her, it is
ordered that what is due to Maryn Adriaensen and the other
creditors of the late Jacob Govertsen shall pro rata be pald by
the Company out of the money which is due to the sald
Jacob Govertsen.

Claes Cornelissen Swits, plaintiff, vs. Jeurlaen Hendricksz,
defendsnt. Default.

Cecero Piere, plaintiff, vs. Davidt Pletersen, defendant.

Plaintiff demands payment of his earned wmonthly wages. Case

put over to next week.
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(31] On Thursday, being the 27th of January

Davidt Pietersen, plaintiff, vs. Cecero Plere, defendant.
The plaintiff maintains that he does not owe anything to the
defendsnt =s he ran away as a rascal from the plaintiff's ship.
Parties beine heard, it 1s ordered by us that Davit Pletersen
shall give Plere Cecero fl. 10 as a present, wherewith he must
be satisfled.

Ulrich Lupoldt, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Marten Cael, skipper
of the ship De Liefde, defendant. The plaintiff demands Justice
against the defendant who bound himself as security for himself
and his ship's crew not to sell any merchandise in any way with-
in the limits of the Company. Notwithstanding thls, much
merchandise 1s dally sold in the ship, as in a public store.

The defendant falls to appear. Default.
On Thursday, being the 34 of February

Ulrich Lupoldt, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Gysbert Cornelissen
Beyerlandt. The plzintiff demands that the defendant be sent to
the fatherland and condemmed to the usual punishment of trouble
makers who wound the soldiers in the Fort, as the defendant has
l-otely done in Fort Amsterdsm. [The court] having seen the com-
plzint of the fiscsl against Gysbert Cornelissen Beyerlandt and
everything being taken duly into consideration, the same 1is
condemmed to work with the Negroes for the Company until such
time as the first sloop shall sail for the South river and to
serve the Cowpany there and furthermore to pay the wounded
soldier fl. 15, the surgeon a fee of fl. 10 for his services and

the fiscal a fine of fl. 10.
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[32) On the 10th of February 1639

The fiscal, plzaintiff, vs. Marten Cael, skipper, defendant.
The plaintiff maintalns his former complaint. The defendanc
answers that 1t 1s not known to him that his men hesve sold any
goods. Case adjourned to the next court day.

The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Pletter Wyncoop, defendant.
Having taken into consideration the action of the plaintiff, as
it appears thereby that the defendant has fraudulently deprived
the Company of its dues, the seized distilled liquor is con-
fiscated and the defendant i1s condemmed to pay a fine of fl. 12
for the b=nefit of the fiscal.

Ulrich Lupoldt, pl=aintiff, vs. Maryn Adrisensen, Hendrick
Jansen, tailor, Dirck, the Noorman, and Jan Lemmet. Whereas the
defendants, contrary to the ordinance, have without consent
been =zboerd the ship De Liefde, this belng thelr first offense,
they are condemned to pzy a fine of 20 stivers each for the
benefit of the fiscal.

Barendt Dircksen, baker, plaintiff, vs. Marten Cael, defendant,
for slander. The plaintiff demands proof of the slanderous
remarks made by the defendant to the plaintiff. Case adjourned
to the next court day.

On Thursday, being the 17th of February

Ulrich Lupoldt, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan Eversen Bout,
Abraham Isaacksen Planck and Gerrit Dircksen, defendants. The
plaintiff demands that the defendants be fined according to the
ordinance as they went on board the ship De Liefde without per-
mission. On the demand of the fiscal - the defendants are con-

demmed to pay a fine of 20 stivers to the beneflt of the fiscal.
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(33] Mr. Isaack Allerton, plaintiff, vs. Eduwardt Celes,
defendant, for payment of fl. 19. The plaintiff demends the
payment of fl. 19 which have long been due to him. The defendant
admits the aforesald debt. The defendant is condemned to pay the
plaintiff tomorrow, as he 1s sbout to leszve for New England.

Barent Dircksen, baker, plaintiff, vs. Marten Cael, skipper
of the ship De lLiefde, for slander. The defendant declares that
he hss mrde mno remarks about Barent Dircksen.

Ulrich Lupoldt, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Marten Cael, skipper
of the ship De Liefde, defendant. The plaintiff in reply to the
answer of the defendant says that it is well known to the defendant
that his ship's crew, for whom he is responsible according to
the charterparty, have sold divers merchandise in the ship,
maintaining furthermore that even if it were true that he, the
defendant, had mo knowledge whatever of what is aforewritten, he
1s nevertheless punishable, as he must answer for his crew who
thus rob the Company of their freight charges and duties.

Jan Eversen declares that he bought two cheeses from the
chief boatswain or his assistant and also from the common sailors
of the ship De Liefde one English and one red cap, two pairs of
stockings and two pairs of slippers.

Gerrit Dircksen declares that he boucht a cheese from
the crew,

Abraham Planc declares that he bought a cheese and one
p=2ir of slippers from the sailors of the ship De Liefde.

[34] On the 17th of February anno 1639

Having considered the action and the complaint of Ulrich

Lupoldt, fiscal, against Marten Cael, Skipper of the ship De

Liefde, chartered by the honorable directors of the chartered
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West India Cowmpany, chamber of Amsterdam, to sail to New Nether-
land, on condition that neither he, the skipper, nor any of his
crew were to be at liberty to sell any merchandise or do any trad-
ing either 1n New Netherland or elsewhere within the limits of
the charter, 1 for all of which he, Marten Cael, offered as
security the ship and stipulated freight, as will more fully
appear from the charter party made thereof;

And whereas 1t clearly appears from the seized brandy and
stockings, as well as by the testimony of various persons who
bought goods from some of the saillors of sald ship that the
skipper falled to have his crew observe the terms of the charters
party; and also in consideration of the acknowledgment by the
skipper that he only became aware in New Netherland that his crew
had shipped any merchandise in the said ship;

We, therefore, doing justice, have debarred the aforesaid
skipper Marten Cael from all exceptions, defenses and pleas of
which he might in any way avall himself in this case and condem
him, as we do hereby, to forfeit one month's stipulated freight
amounting to the sum of 1290 gl., whereof the Company shall
receive 645 gl., 322 gl, and 10 st. to be used for the bullding
of a nmew church in New Netherland and 322 gl. 10 st. for the
benefit of the fiscal. Thus done in Fort Amsterdam, the day and

year above written.

1 The charter of the Dutch West India Company, granted
June 3, 1621 .
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[(35] On the 10th of March anno 1639, being Thursday

Hendrick Pletersen, mason, plaintiff, ¥s. Davit Pietersen,
defendant.

The plaintiff demands that the defendant pay his wages
earned on board the ship called De Coningk Davit, amounting to
the sum of six gl.

Defendant shows the account of the aforesald ship, whereby
it clearly appears that the plaintiff's partner recelved the
money from the defendant and as the defendant swears to the
correctness of his book, the plaintiff's demand is denied.

Marten Ceel, plaintiff, vs. Davit Pietersen, defendant.
Plaintiff demands that the defendant pay him, the plaintiff, for
board received by himself and his servants on the ship de Liefde.
The defendant answers that he 1s not bound to pay as much as the
board amounts to, inasmmeh as the skipper has not served
meals as required. Case adjourned to the next court day.

Anthony Jansen from Szle, plaintiff, vs. Wybrant Pietersen,
defendant, for slander. Case put over to the next court day.

On the 24th of March

Jan Cornelissen from Rotterdam, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen
from Salee, defendant, for slander. Default.

Philip de Truy, plzintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen from Salee,
defendant, for slander. Iefault.

Wybrant Pletersen, plaintiff, 1 s, Anthony Jensen, defendant,
for slander. Default,

Gerreken Hessels, plailntiff, vs. the szme, defendant. Default.

The fiscal, pl=intiff, vs. the same, defendsnt. Default.

1 The orizinal has: ged[acchde], defendant.
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(36] On the 31st of March anno 1639

Abrsham Pagie, pl-intiff, vs., Cl=es, the tailor, defendant,
for payment of 14 gl., Defendant admits thet he owes the plaintiff
14 gl. gnd is therefore condemned to tender znd pay the sforesaid
sum within the space of one month,

Jan Cornelissen, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen from Szlee,
defendant, for slander. Default.

The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen from Salee,
defendant, for slander. Default.

Wybrant Plietersen, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen from
Salee, defendant, for slander. Default.

Pnilip de Truy, plaiuntiff, vs. Anthony Jansen from Salee,
defendant, for slander. Default.

Gerreken Hessels, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen from Salee,

defendant, for delivery of a kid. Default.

(Ordinence prohibiting the sale of firearms to the Indians and
requiring vessels to take out clearances]

Whereas the director and general council of New Netherland

have observed that many persons, both servsnts of the Company

2nd inhebitgnts, contrary to the orders snd commands of their
High Mightinesses the Lords States General and the Chertered

West Indis Cowpany, presume to sell to the Indians in these parts
guns, powder and lead, which has already caused much mischief and,
if no means be zdopted by us here to prevent the same, wlll here-
after cause only greater evil; Therefore every inhabitant of New

Netherlend, be his station, quality or rasnk what it may, 1s

1 Revised from Laws and Ordinances of New Netherland,
pp. 18‘-19.
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most expressly forbidden to sell zny guns, powder or lead to the
Indlans on pzin of being put to death; and 1f any one shall inform
against any person who shall act contrary thereto, he shall
receive a reward of 50 guilders.

[37] Furthermore, all persons are hereby motified that no
one shall undertake to sail with boats or other vessels to Fort
Orange, the South river or Fort De Hoop without a permit from
the honorable director and, coming thence, bringing with him
clearances from the commissaries residing at the aforesaid places
on the psrt of the Company; and in case it be found that any
one has been at the places above named without order as aforesald,
such vessel and the goods laden therein shall be confiscated for
the benefit of the Comprsny and the person shall in addition be
fined such sum as according to the merits of the case shall be
deemed proper.

And 2ll our dear =nd failthful commissaries who are in
suthority at the places where these presents are sent are ordered
and commznded to post the same in the usual place, in order that
every one may know the contents thereof and guard himself
against loss.

Thus done and published in Fort Amsterdam, this 31st of
March A°, 1639,

On Thursday, being the 7th of April anno 1639

Ulrich Lupoldt, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Hans Steen, corporal,
defendant. Plaintlff demands that the defendant be punished as
a whoremonger ought to be punished, as at the guardhouse he has

committed fornication according to the testimony of the following
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persons who, being on duty at the guardhouse, saw and heard as
follows:

1 aged 23 years, soldier,

Balthasar Lourens from Hadderslee,
declares that Hans Steen about three weeks ago lay with an
Indlan woman at the guardhouse.

Hans Fredrickx from Swynsont, 2 aged 20 years, soldier,
declares in court that about three weeks zgo Hans Steen, being
with him on duty at the guardhouse, lay on the bunk with an
Indisn womsn, the two being almost far enough apart for a man
to have l2in between them. Secondly, that on the voyage hither
he hid a small brandy keg for Hans Steen in his chest, without
knowing what was in 1it.

Hans Noorman from Dronten, 3 aged 20 years, soldier, declares
that about two months ago he lay with Hans Steen in the guard-
house when an Indian woman came and laid her down on the other
side of the sald Steen, covering the said Hans Steen with her
blanket. He has also seen here on shore a small keg, which
according to hils estimate contained two or three pounds of powder.

[(38] On Thursday, being the 7th of April anno 1639
&

Remmer Jansen from Jeverden, -~ aged 20 years, says that an
Indian woman came to the guardhouse and that Hans Steen desired
her to lie down on the bunk beside him, which took place; also
that Hans Steen ordered the soldlers to put out the fire, which
soldiers put out the fire, and that the aforesaild Indian woman

left the gusrdhouse in the morning.

1 Hadersleben, a seaport in Schleswig.

2 Swinesund, an inlet of the Skager Rack, between
Norway and Sweden.

3 Trondhjem, seaport town of Norway.

b Jever, Oldenburg, Germany.
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Declaration of Jochem Beeckm=n from Statym, 5 aged about
2L yeers. Hans Steen, seeing an Indian womsn, called to her to
come to the gusrdhouse. When there, said Hans Steen asked her
to lie down beside him on the bunk, which the woman did. He
also forbade the soldiers to mzke a fire.

Declaration of Jan Andriesen from Basenborch, 5 aged 23 years,
soldier. Declares that another did guard duty for him and that
he was not present.

Declaration of Gregoris [blank], aged 22 years, that he saw
on the ship De Liefde that there was some powder left, but that
Hans Steen stowed 1t away and that on shore he never saw the
aforesald powder again, which belonged to the Company.

All that 1s hereinbefore written having been duly considered
and seeing that thls is a matter of consequence which tends to
demoralize the soldiers and might occasion disorder in the guard-
house, we have therefore condemned Hans Steen aforesaid to ride
the woaden horse for three hours and to do guard duty as a
private soldier for 14 days.

The fiscal, plgintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen from Salee, defendant.
Plaintiff demands that the defendant prove that he, the plaintiff,
drew his sword in his house; also that the honorable director and
counclil be pleased to banish the defendant from the jurisdiction
of New Netherland in as much as the good inhabitants daily
experience much trouble from him and his wife, as appears by the

depositions and also by the former resolution book kept during

L4

'3 Stettin, Germany.

6 Probably intended for Batenborch, or Batenburg, province
of Gelderland.
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the administration of the late Mr. van Twiller, which testifies
to their conduct here; all of which the plaintiff requests may
be duly considered.

[39] On Thursday, being the 7th of April anno 1639

Jan Cornelissen from Rotterdam, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen
from Szlee, defendant, for slander. Plaintiff demands vindication
of his honor as the defendant c¢an not prove what he has sald to
the prejudice of the plaintiff.

Wybrent Pletersen, plalntiff, vs. Anthony Jansen from Salee,
defendant, for slender. Plaintiff demaznds that the defendant
prove that his books are false as he produced them before the
director and council. Defendant answers that he can not prove it.

Gerreken Hessels, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen from Salee,
defendant. Plaintiff demands payment of a kid which the defendant
owes him for wages. Defendant answers that he delivered the kid
to the plaintiff, but that it died. Plaintiff, replying, says
that the defendant wanted to deliver to him a kid which was lying
sick on a pillow near the fire and which he never received, being
ready to confirm the same by oath. The plaintiff has taken the
oath before the director and council and the defendant is condemned
to deliver the kid to the plaintiff.

H=ving seen the complaint of Ulrich Lupolt against Anthony
Jansen from Salee and Griet jen Beynilers, his wife, in regard to
their corportment and conduct, as sppears from the affidavits,
to wit: Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9. 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15
=nd 16, n=mely, that on the ship she pulled the shirts of some
s=zilors out of their breeches and in her house measured the male

member of three sallors on a broomstick; also, that during her
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confinement she esked the midwife, Whom does the child resemble,
Anthony or Hudden? Furthermore, that she even went so far as
to call out in the fort, I have long enough been the whore of
the nobility, now I want to be the rabble's whore; and whereas
Anthony Jansen heretofore has pointed a loaded pistol at the
foreman, Jacob Stoffelsen, and he as well as she have committed
various other offenses, according to the affidavits examined here,
and daily make new and unheard of trouble, speaking evil of every
one, on account of all of which he requests that they may be
punished and banished, in order that the few people here in New
Netherland may live together in peace;

Therefore, [the court] having duly considered the saild case,
having heard the parties [40] and examined all the evidence and
also taken into considerztion that six months ago they were obliged
to pray God, the court and the Reverend Bogardus for forgiveness,
acknowledging that they had lied in what they had saild about him,
snd promised expressly to conduct themselves quietly and piously
as behooves Christians, and that notwithstanding this the said
Anthony and Grietje have since that time been the cause of various
troubles, especially on the 10th of March last past, when they
came out of the comsistory, being drunk, all of which are matters
of serious consequence which to disturb and shock the few
inhabitants here; therefore, we have condemned, as we do condemm
hereby, the sald Anthony Jansen from Salee and Grietjen Beynlers
to depart from the jurisdiction of New Netherland within the
space of six months and to remain hanished forever, and in additlion
to pay the costs of the trial. Thus done and sentenced, the day

and year above written, in council in Fort Amsterdam.
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On the 28th of April, being Thursday

Davit Provoost, plaintiff, vs. Harman Dircksen, defendant.
Plaintiff demands that the defendant declare for what reasons
he left his service. The defendant answers that he was not treated
well as to board. Provoost is condemned to pay the defendant
for the service which he has rendered him here in this country.
Defendant 1s condemmed to pay the plaintiff the expenses incurred
for him on the ship De Liefde and in Holland.

Abraham Page, plaintiff, vs. Tomas Bescher, defendant.
Plaintiff demands payment of the 97 pounds of tobacco earned by
working. Defendant acknowledges the debt snd is condemmed to
pay the plesintiff 97 pounds of good tobacco from the next crop.

Philip de Truy, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen from Salee,
defendant. Plaintiff demands that the plece of land given him
by the defendant be transferred to him. Plaintiff's request
i1s denied.

Ulrich Lupoldt, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Symen Huypot, defendant.
The fiscal demands that the peltries which were seized [41] be
confiscated for the benefit of the Company And that the yacht and
Lading be also forfelted as the means wherewith the defendant
intended to defraud the Company. The peltries are provisionally
confiscated for the benefit of the Company and in regard to the
further demand of the fiscal the defendant is granted a delay to
submit his answer,

On the 5th of April, that is to say May, being Thursday 1639

Dle] Coninck, soldier, plaintiff, vs. Hans Steen, defendant,
for slander. Parties ordered to appear next week to present

their case in writing.
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On the 19th of May 1639

Tomas Bescher, plaintiff, vs. Willem Willemsen, defendant
for slander,.

The defendant declares that in the beginning of last month
of April, on a Sunday night, he saw the plaintiff sitting in a
chair by the fire, being asleep, and Ritsert, the Irishman, lylng
with the wife of the plaintiff on the bed in which Bescher and
his wife are in the habit of taking theilr night rest. Also,
that he could see perfectly that the said Ritsert had carnal con-
versation with the plaintiff's wife, seeing also that the aforesald
wife dishonorably manipulated the male member of the aforesaid
Irishman. Which aforesaid declaration the defendant confirmed
by oath before the court of the honorable director and council.

Pieter Breyley, aged 22 years, from Mienjeert, 1 4n
Somersetscheer, declares as follows: That about a month or five
weeks ago, on a Sunday night, at about 10 or 11 o'clock, while
Bescher say in the chalr and was asleep, one Ritsert Pitser, 2
an Irishman, lay on the bed of the said Tomes Bescher with the
latter's wife z2nd that they had carnal conversation with each
othzr. Which aforeszid declaration Piter Breyley has confirmed
by o=2th before the honorable director and councll aforesaid.

Parties to appear on the next court day to make everything

clear and to produce proper and further proof.

; Minehead?, in Somersetshire.
Richard Gitcher.
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[42] On Thursday, being the 19th of May anno 1639

Jan Brouwer, plaintiff, vs. G{e)}orge Homs, defendant, for
payment of fl. 60. Plaintiff demands payment of what 1s due him.
G[e]orge Homs admits the debt and promises to pay within five or
six weeks when Mr. Allerton shall have returned to the Manhates
from the North.,

Isaac Allerton, plaintiff, vs. Vroutjen Ides, defendant,
Plzintiff demsnds payment of four sheep and fl. 25 in cash, as
sprears by the bond of Mr. Cock. Defendant admits the claim and
is ordered to pay within four or five months.

On the 26th of May

Jan Pietersen, plaintiff, vs. Cornelis Jacobsen Stillen,
defendant, for payment of maize. Default.

Ulrich Lupoldt, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Caspaer van Buren,
Dirck Dircksz the robber. Plaintiff demands that the defendants
be punlished for violation of the ordinance of the honorable
director and council inasmuch as contrary to the ordinance they
have remained on shore without consent. Defendants admit that
they have spent the night on shore without consent. They are
therefore condemned to pay a fine of one month's wages each.

On the 16th of June

Ulrich Lupoldt, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Tobias Pietersen,
defendant., Defendant is condemned to psy a fine of fl. 6 to the
fisc=1l »nd fl. 6 to the poor, 1inasmuceh &=s he has threatened
to best the fiscsl, which the defendsant has admitted in court.

Casp=r van Peuren, plsintiff, vs. Cornelis Piletersen,

skiprer of the Westindise Raven, defendant. Parties have

settled their differences in court.
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Ulrich Lupoldt, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jochem Beeckmzn,
soldier, defendant, accused of manslaughter. The plaintiff demands
that the defendant be punished with the sword until death ensue,
as an example to others who commit homicide,

[43] Having seen the complaint and conclusion of Ulrich
Lupolt, fiscal, against Jochem Beeckman, soldier, charged with
the manslaughter of Jacob Jeuriaensz from Dansick, soldier, who
was wounded in Fort Amsterdam on [ ], and who died on the
27th of May, [the court find] that the defendant did wound Jacob
Jeuriaensen, deceased, but that it appears from the testimony
of Hans Kirstede, surgeon, that Jacob Jeuriaensen, deceased, did
not die of his wounds, but through his own negligence and
excesses, the more so as he did not heed the instructions of the
seld surceon, as it =rpears further by the affidavits of Gillis
Fietersen, msster house carrenter, aged 27 years, Claes Jansen,
ts1lor, =ced 26 yesrs, Arent from Landen, aged 22 years, and Jan
Andriessen from Basenborch, aged 24 years, that two or three days
after he had been wounded by Beeckman aforesald he stood before
the door in Fort Amsterdam making his water, having his cloak
on, kindled a fire, made an omelet and then drank an entire pint
of wine at one draft;

All of which aforesald documents having been duly considered
and [the court] having personzlly examined the witnesses and
taken into consideration the law of God, Exodus 21, verse 19,
the fiscal's demand is denied and the aforesaid Jochem Beeckma
i1s acquitted, veing adjudged not guilty of the death of the seid
Jacob Jeuriaensen. Thus done and sentenced in council, in Fort

Amsterdszm in Yew Netherl=nd, this [ ], ammo 1639,
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On the 23rd of June anno 1639

Jan Pietersen, plaintiff, vs. Cornelis Jacobsz Stillen,
defendant, for payment for some malze. Defendant admits the
debt =znd is condemned to pay within 3 or 4 days.

Clses Cornelissen Swits, plaintiff, vs. Jacob Stoffelsen,
defendant. Case adjournmed until news 1s received from the
fetherlsnd.

On [ ]

The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan Dondey and Claes, the cabin
boy, of the yacht Westindise BRaven, defendants. Plaintiff demands
punishment of the defendants as they cut loose with a knife and
took away the seawan which a squaw carried around her walst.

The defendants admit the charge and are condemned as follows:

Claes, the cabin boy, to be whipped in the Fort at break of day

and Jan Dondey, soldier, receiver of the stolen goods, to ride

the wooden horse and moreover to forfelt two months'! wages.
[44] On the 27th of June 1639

There arrived here from Virginis an Englishman, named Gerrit
Sanders, in an open sloop, flying aloft a large forked pennant
of the Princels colors and aft a large red flag bearing the arus
of Amsterd~m; and whereas this is 2 matter of grave consequence
we have upon due consideration, ordered the pennant and the flag
to be t=ken from his sloop.

On the 14th of July anno 1639

Cornelis vander Hoykens, fiscsl, plaintiff, vs. Cors Pletersen,

defendant. Case put over to the next court day.
On the 21st of July anno 1639

Cornelis vander Hoykens, having been sent here by the

directors to be fiscal in the place of Lupoldt, the aforesaid
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Lupoldt 1is released from his former office and continues in the
capaclty of councilor and commissary of store goods.

Pedro Negretto, plaintiff, vs. Jan Celes, defendant. Plaintiff
demands payment for the trouble he has teken in tending the defendant's
hogs. The defendant is condemned to pay the plaintiff 2 schepels
of malze.

The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Gerrit Jansen from Oldenborch,
defendant, for eloping with a certain widow. Whereas the defendant
admits the elopement, but declares that he was betrothed to the
widow, he 1is condemned to pay fl. 20 to the fiscal as punishment.

V¥r, Jonas Bronck, plaintiff, vs., Clara Matthys, defendant.
Plaintiff Plaintiff demands that the defendant fulfill the contract
mezde with her, or that she forfeit [her wages] and be m=de to
pey according to the contract.

Having examined the contract made between Clara Matthys and
Mr. Bronck, signed by the notary and wltnesses, the aforesald
Clara, or in her place Gerrit Jansen from Oldenborch, inasmuchch
as they intend to marry each other, 1s condemmned to pay to
Mr. Bronc whatever he may claim according to the contract.

The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Tomas Walraven, defendant. Case
put over to the next court day.

The flscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan Steen. Defendant ordered
to satisfy the fiscal.

(45] On the 28th of July anno 1639

Tomas Pietersen, plaintiff, vs. Barent Dircksen, baker,
defendant. Default.

Jan Jacobsen, pl=2intiff, vs. Gysbert Rycken, defendant.
Parties referred to Jan Jansen Damen 2nd Zlsl~-nt, appointed

referees to settle their differences.
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Cornelis vanlder] Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan Andriessen
from Basenborgh, Jacob Swart, Hans Noorman, Marten Nagel, Balthasar
Lourens, Devit Davitsen, Jan Warnarsen, Jems the Enzlishman, Hans
the boker, all soldiers, defendants. Plaintiff demands that the
defendants be punished as disobedient soldiers who hsve broken
theilr o~th, 1inssmuch as they hrve refused to obey the 111ith
article of the regulations and do not observe their oath set
forth in the regulations which they have sworn to.

Having seen the complaint of Cornelis vander Hoykens, fiscal,
vs. Jacob Swart, Jan Andriessen from Basenb[orgh], Hans Noorman,
Marten Nagel, Balthasar Lourens, Davit Davitsen, Jan Warnarsen,
Jems the Englishman and Hans the baker, coldiers, for having
refused to comply with the regulations sworn to by them in repair-
ing Fort Amsterdam, according to article 111 of the regulationms,
having on the contrary expressly opposed the same and refused
to lend a helping hand, although they were offered as much as
10 stivers a day, with express promise of receiving a stiver or
two more if they worked well and faithfully; and whereas, after
due notice and protest was served on sz1d soldiers by the fiscal
>nd the secret=ry, they nevertheless remained obstinate;

Tnerefore, hrving duly considered the matter, which is of
gr=ve consequence and tends to lead to serious mutiny, we have
dishonorably discharged from the service Jacob Swart and Jan
Andriessen, as being the chief instigztors =nd ringleaders of
the said opposition, declaring the same unfit to bear arms or to
serve any potentates, and we condemn, as we do hereby, the said
Jacob Swart and Jan Andriessen from Basenborch to the forfelture

of all their wages which are due them by the West India Company,



55

one-third part to be for the benefit of the fiscal and two-thirds
for the benefit of the Company; and we furthermore order them to

embark immediately on the ship Den Harinc, to remain confined

there and to depart with it to the fatherland, on pain of arbitrary
punishment. Thus done and sentenced and also publicly read to
all the soldiers in Fort Amsterdam, this 28th of July 1639.

(46] On the 4th of August anno 1639

Symon Dircksen Pos, plaintiff, vs. Jacob van Curler,
defendant, about delivery of a drag-net. Plaintiff's demand
is denied bec=zuse the drag-net was found not to be in such shape
as it was represented to be when sold, as appears from the
evidence submitted.

Cornelis vander Hoykens, fiscal, vs. Gregoris Pletersen,
defendant, at present a prisoner. Plaintiff demands that the
defendant recelve corporal punishment because he has shown him-
self not only rebellious to the commands of the honorable director,
but has sought to instigate mutiny among all the soldiers and
in addition, speaking for all the others, said, "What the others
say, I say also."

Having seen the complaint and conclusion of the fiscal
and considering that the crime committed by the defendant tends
to lead to revolt and the total ruin of a well ordered republic,
we have condemned, as we hereby do condemn, the saild prisoner to
be brought tomorrow, being the 5th of August, to the usual place
of execution and there to be shot by harquebusiers according to
military law,

Andries Hudden, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Janse from Salee,
defend=nt, Defsult.
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Gillis de Voocht, plaintiff, vs. Davit Provoost, defendamt.
Sult dismissed and the plalntiff ordered to be satisfied with
the defendant's discretion, as he, the plaintiff, clalms nothing
but that the defendant be pleased to pay him according to his

discretion.

[Ordinance for the regulation of the workmen in the public
service] 1

Whereas the honorable director and council dally observe
that many of the machanics and laborers in the Company's service
do not perform theilr bounded duty by working, but spend much
time unprofitably, yes, frequently waste whole days, 2ll of which
tends to the great injury and damage of the Company;

Every one whom it may concern is hereby notified to repair
to his work when the bell rings and there to perform his duty
until the bell rings agein to break off, on pain of paying double
the loss for the benefit of the fiscal and whoever else shall
be entitled to it.

Therefore, we have appointed and do hereby appoint Gillis
de Voocht to be commissary of the workmen and dally to superintend
them and to continually go around and note those who are in
default and report their names.

Done in Amsterdam, this 11th day of August amno 1639.

[47] On the 11th of August anno 1639

Cornelis vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Eduwart
Wilson, defendant. Plaintiff demands that the defendant be
punished as it is customary to punish those who rob gardens, as

well as those who break out of jall. The defendant is

1 Revised from Laws and Ordinances of New Netherland, p. 20.
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provisionally released from irons on condition that he promise
to appear when summoned, the case being put over for further con-
sideration.

Pieter Pia, soldier, plaintiff, vs. Arent van Landen and
Hendric Cormelissen de Boer, defendants.

Arent van Landen says that on Sunday evening, being the 21st
of August, between 4 and 5 o'clock, he went to the house of
Hendric de Boer, where he remalned for about a quarter of an hour.
Goling from there he went with with Hendrick de Boer aforesald,
in company with Burgert Jorissen, tl1 Evert Bisschop's house and
from there to the guardhouse which he, Hendric, entered. Van
Landen called: "Pleter, are you there?" Whereupon they went
stralght home, the moon having been up about half an hour.

Hendrick Cornelissen says that on the 21st of August, between
7 and 8 o'clock in the evening, Arent van Landen came to Hendric -
Harmansen's house and that together, in company of Burgert Jorissen,
they went to Evert Bisschop's house, where they remained about
an hour or an hour and a half, going from there to the guardhouse
which he, Hendrick, entered while he, Arent, waited below, and
that from the gusrdhouse they went straight home, it being between
10 2nd 11 o'clock when he 1lit his pipe. When they arrived together
at farm No. 5, it was about midnight.

Case adjourned until the next court day.

Arent van Landen says also that he did not run away when
Piter Pia came to the house and Jan van Vorst, but served brandy
to him; also, that he was called back to the house by

Jan van Vorst.



om {  blank ]
Form of the oath taken by all the Englishmen
dwelling on or about the 1sland of Manhatans
You swear that you will be loyal and faithful to their High
Mightinesses the Lords States Gemeral, his Highness of Orange and
the honorable director and council of New Netherland; that you
will follow wherever the director or anyone of the council shall
lead; that you will immediately falthfully report all treason
and injury to the country of which you receive any knowledge; and
that you will to the best of your ability help to protect with
your life and property the inhabitants thereof against all
enemies of the country. So help me God.
On the next page follow the signatures [48] of all the

Englishmen who have taken the oath in the form above written.

This is X the mark Ffrancis Lastley

of G[elorge Homs This is T the mark
Richard Brudnill of Eduwart Wilson
Abraham Newman This 1s W the mark
This is X the mark of Willem Willemsz

of Jan Habbesen

John Hathaway

Abraham Pagie, plaintiff, vs. Jan Habbesen, defendant.
Plaintiff demands payment of fl. 27: 14 st. Defendant is ordered
to pay as soon as he recelves payment from Davit Pletersen.

Adriaen Pietersen, plaintiff, vs. Claes Cornelissen Swits,
defendant, Plaintiff demands delivery of a certain parcel of
15nd situated on the East river, Defendant in return demands
that the plaintiff prove that he, the defendant, sold the land

to the plaintiff.
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Hendrick Cornelissen, plaintiff, vs. Pleter Pia, defendant.
Case put over.

Cornells van[der] Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Fredrick
Lubbersen, defendant. Case put over.

Cornelis van(der] Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Schepmoes
and de Veringh, defendants. Case put over.

Cornelis van[der] Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Blancke
Ael. Default.

Harman Meyndersen at the request of the fiscal declares in
court that while salling as supercargo on the yacht Canarivogel
he saw that in general all the ship's crew received linen and
that he was not resolved to take an oath that no linen was
divided on the said yacht after the capture of the prize; also
that Jan Syt jes and skipper Adriaen bought goods from the ships
in the West Indiles.

Adriaen Cornelissen, skipper, has declared under oath in
court that he did not sell any of the linen that came from
the prize.

(49] On the 8th of September

Whereas Governor Ounderhil, reslding in the North, has
requested permission to settle here with some families under our
protection, on condition that they shall enjoy the same privileges
as other inhabitants here; therefore, the petition of the saild
Onderhil 1s granted, provided that he and hils assoclates take
the oath of allegiance to their High Mightinesses the Lords
States General and his Highness of Orange.

Adriaen Pietersen, plaintiff, vs. Claes Cornelissen Swits,

defendant. Default.
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Jan Jansen Damen, plaintiff, vs. little Manuel. Case put
over to the next court day.

Cornelis vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Andries
Noorman, defendant. The seized wine is confiscated as it was
not entered for the benefit of the Company and [the defendant
is] condemmed in addition to pay a fine of fl. 8 for the benefit
of the fiscal.,

Willem Bredenbent, plaintiff, vs. Pieter Smit, defendant,
for slander. Case put over.

Hendrick Cornelissen, plaintiff, vs. Pleter Pla, defendant.

On the 15th of September

Whereas the Company 1s put to great expemse both in buillding
fortifications and in supporting soldiers and sallors, we have
therefore resolved to demand from the Indians who dwell around
here arnd whom heretofore we have protected against their enenmles,
some contributions in the form of skins, malze and seawan, and
if there be any nation which is not in a friendly way disposed
to make such contribution it shall be urged to do so in the most
sultable manner.,

Adriaen Pietersen, plaintiff, vs. Claes Cornellissen Swits,
defendant. Plaintiff demands delivery of the land which the
defendant sold to him, the plailntiff, Defendant answering,
demands proof of the contract which he made with the plaintiff.
Parties to reappear in three weeks unless they can meanwhile
come to an agreement.

Tomas, the swmith, plaintiff, vs. Aert Tonlssen, defendant.
Plaintiff demands reparation of the damage done by the defendant's
cattle, The court appoints two arbitrators, to wit, Jan Damen

and Hendric Harmansen, to estimate the damage.
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(50] On the 224 of September

1 The nonorable director and council hereby warn all residents
Within our limits that they are forbidden to take less than 12
schepels of maize from the Indians for one coat of duffel, until
such time as a fixed price shall be set with the heathen by the
director. All persons are to govern themselves accordingly, on
paln, if they are found to have acted contrary hereto, of paying
a fine of fl. 100 and of forfelting for life the privilege of
trading. Let every one guard himself against loss.

Cornelis vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Tomas
Walraven, defendant, for violence committed in the houses of the
blacks., Defendant is condemned to pay fl. 12 for the benefit
of the fiscal.

Davit Pietersen, plalntiff, vs. Govert Danielsen, defendant.
Plaintiff demands that the defendant complete his term of service.
Defendant answers that Davit Piletersen has voluntarily released
him from his service and demands payment for the service rendered.
Parties have settled with each other in court, so that uneither
one nor the other has any further claim.

Tomas Bescher, plaintiff, vs. Willem Willemsen, defendant.
Default.

Tomas de Coninc and Marritjen Frans from Beets came and
appeared before the court and requested to be legally marriéd.
Therefore, the aforesald persons have on this date at theilr
request been jolned in the holy state of matrimony in court at

Fort Amsterdam,

1 Revised from laws and Ordinances of New Netherland, p. 21.
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On the 29th of September

Cornells vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Tomas
Sandersen, defendant, for drawing his knife and wounding his
helper. Defendant is condemned to pay a fine of fl. 12 and
Abraham Isaacsen is fined fl. 6. It is also ordered that
Elslandt end Curler, as referees, are to settle the further
differences between the parties.

Manuel de Gerrit de Reus, plaintiff, vs. Jan Damen,
defendant. Defsult,

[52] On the 5th of October

Cornelis vander Hoykens, fiscal, vs. Hendrick Jansen from
Bremen, gunner's mate on the ship Den Harinck, defendant, for
violence committed against an officer of the law. The fiscal
demands punlshment of the defendant for having wounded his
deputy in the head while inspecting the sald ship Den Heringh.

[the court] have seen the complaint of the fiscal on account
of violence against an officer of the law commited on the 3d of
October on board the ship Den Heringh, lying off Staten Island,
during the inspection of the sald ship, after the skipper, Symon
Jansen, had received his clearance papers from the director, to
wit:

Willem, the deputy sheriff, walking on deck, was asked by
Hendrick Jansen from Bremen, gunner's mate, to go below and have
a drink of brandy. Having gone below, a blanket was thrown over
his hesd snd he was beaten with a crowbar so that blood flowed,
Wwithout his knowing who did it, and afterward, as he was going
from board with the fiscal and he was climbing down the side of

the vessel, an iron [cannon] ball was dropped on his body.
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We, therefore, wishing to do Jjustice in the matter, ordered
the ship to return here and c-used the sald Hendric, gunner's
mate, to be arrested =nd put to the torture, but he persisted
in his denial, although we felt convinced that he was guilty.
Thereupon the entire crew, except the skipper and the pilot,
came together on shore and wanted to compel us to surrender to
them the said Hendrick, whereupon the soldiers were called to
arms and finally succeeded in sending the saillors back on board.
Upon our promise to pardon the prisoner and his accomplices Aif
he would confess the truth, but [assurance] that otherwise we
would proceed against him with all rigor, the saild prisoner,
being released from torture and irons, has voluntarily confessed
that he coaxed Willem, the deputy sheriff, to go below decks,
where a blanket was thrown over hls head and he was beaten with
an iron bar by one Pieter Smit, and that their hatred arose from
the seizure by the deputy sheriff of an anker of brandy, which
they intended to smuggle.

Having considered the mutiny of the crew and the fact that
the ship would have to lose much time, we have in the interest
of the Compsny 2nd for the sake of the peace of the country
thought fit not to investigate or prosecute the case further,
for weighty reasons us thereunto moviug.

[52] On the 13th of October

The director and council of New Netherland order you, Claes
van Elslandt, commissary of provisions, Wybrant Pletersen, late
commissary of store goods, and Jacob van Curler, commissary of
merchandise, to close your books and accounts, to strike a

balance and to have the same ready within the space of one month
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from the date hereof, on pain of forfeiture of one hundred guilders
and recovery from you of all loss and damage which the Company

may suffer thereby. Thus done and otdered in council in Fort
Amsterdam, the day above written.

Andries Hudden, plaintiff, vs. Davit Provoost, defendant.
Plaintiff demands that the defendant fulfil the contract made
for the sale of a yawl. It is ordered that the owner, who is
at present in possession of the yawl, convey the defendant this
coming winter back and forth across the East river with the
seid yswl.

On the 20th of October

Andries Hudden, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen from Salee,
defendant. The plaintiff having failed to appear, default is
taken against him.

Tomas Sandersen, smith, plaintiff, vs. Willem Hendricksz
from Wesep, 1 defendent. Having heard the complaint and the
defendant 's aclmowledgment, the defendant 1s condemmed to fulfil
che contract between him and the plaintiff, or to pay the loss
which the plaintiff shall suffer through the defendant's neglect.

The 27th of October

Isaac Abrahamsen, plaintiff, vs. Volckert Eversen, defendant.
Plgaintiff demands payment of the malze promised him for the cloth
delivered to the defendant. Defendant 1s condemned to pay 16
schepels of malze to the plaintiff.

Hendrick Pietersen from Wesel, plaintiff, vs. Jan Harmansen
from De lLemmet, defendant, for slander. Parties ordered to

appear on the next court day to furnish clear proof on both sides.

1 Wesep, an old form of Weesp, a city 8.5 miles S. E. of
Amsterdam,
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[53] On the [3d] of November anno 1639

Tonis Cray from Venlo, plaintiff, vs. Gysbert Opdyck,
defendant. Plaintiff demands payment of maize. Defendant,
admitting the debt, is ordered provisionally to pay 20 schepels
of maize to the pleintiff, the plaintiff being upon his request
promised by the director and council that he shall not lose the
cow delivered to Opdyck for the use of the Company.

Hans Nelissen, pleintiff, vs. Jan Salomonsz, defendant.
Default.

Cornelis Lambersen Cool, plaintiff, vs. George Luco, defendant.
Parties ordered to appear next court day and to furnish proper
proof.

The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jeuriaen Rodolff, defendant.
Plaintiff demands that the defendant restore the seawan taken by
him and the soldiers from the savages. The defendant is ordered
to produce and restore the seawan.

Willem Bredenbent, plaintiff, vs. Aert Tonissen, defendant.

The defendant shall pay to the plaintiff 4 glds., wherewith the
plairtiff and defendant are agreed as to the fencing in of
the cattle.

On the 9th of November

Hendrick Pietersen, mason, plaintiff, vs. Barent Dircksz,
defendant. Default.

As the defendant has not sppesred, the plaintiff asks permission
to take sn inventory of the goods which he bought from the
defendent, in order that the same may not be alienated. Plaintiff's

request 1s granted.
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Cornelis van[der] Hoykens, fiscml, plaintiff, vs. Jan Eversen
Bout, defendant. Default.

At the request of the fiscal, Gysbert Opdyck, commissary at
Fort De Hoop, ! declares that he handed his Negro boy, called
Lourviso Barbosse, a pan to bake cakes and as the fire was too
hot for the boy, Opdyck took the pan, giving the knife to the
Negro. Thereupon [54] he, Opdyck, ordered the boy to get a
platter, who brought one that was dirty, wherefore Opdyck beat
the Negro who, to avoid the blows, attacked Opdyck, who thrust
him away, so that the boy fell on his left side, pushing him
with his foot. The boy ran toward the door where he fell and
Opdyck, finding the aforesaid knife bent like a hoop, went to
look at the boy who had a wound in his body near the left arm
from which he shortly after died.

On the 17th of November anno 1639

Hendrick Pietersen, mason, plaintiff, vs. Barent Dircksen,
baker, defendant. Partles are agreed in court that the
defendant shall pay the plaintiff fl. 40, on condition that he
shall make no further claim.

Pieter vande Linde, plaintiff, vs. Aert Tonissen, defendant.
Parties are to furnish proper proof or, in default thereof, the
demand of the plaintiff 1is denied.

Jan Schepmoes, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick Westercamp, defendant.

Jan Schepmoes declares that he has nothing to say agalnst the defendant.

1 Fort Hope, the Dutch stronghold on the Connecticut river,
where Hartford is now located.
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Cornelis van(der) Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan Schepmoes,
defendant. As the defendant is charged by Fredric Lubbertsen
Wwith theft, the plaintiff dewands punishment according to hils
deserts. The defendant admits that he took bread, oil, cheese,
and lard and ate the same for sustenance; also that he drenk two
gills of brandy, without the consent of the sald Fredric Lubbersen.
Case adjourned to the next court day.

On the 24th of November anno 1639

Jan Schepmoes, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick Westercamp, defendant.
Plaintiff demands that the defendant bake for him according to
the contract made between them. The defendant is ordered to ful-
fil his contract, provided the plaintiff furnish him with the
wood needed for baking.

[55] On the 24th of November

Cornelis vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan Schepmoes,
defendant, for theft of goods belonging to Fredrick Lubberssen.
Plaintiff demands that the defendant be punished for stealing the
goods of Fredrick Lubberssen which Wwere entrusted to him and which
he was in duty bound zealously to protect in case others should
have wished to steal them.

Having seen the complaint of the fiscal and the confession
of the defendant that he and Claes de Veringh had stolen bread,
lard, oil, cheese and brandy, Schepmoes and de Veringh are condemned
to pay for all that Fredrick can prove to have been taken by the
defendants, and after due compensation to satisfy the fiscal.

Lourens Haen, plaintiff, vs. Nicolaes, the tobacco planter,
defendant. Plaintiff demands payment for or restitution of the

canoe loaned by him, Defendant having admitted that he borrowed
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the canoce, he 1s condemmed to pay the value of the canoe within
eight days or else to restore the canoce.

Nicolaes, the tobacco planter, plaintiff, vs. Tomas Hal,
defendant, who appears for G[elorge Homs. The defendant, that
is to say, the plaintiff, says that he delivered to G[eéJorge Homs
a small cask of wine for which he demands payment. The defendant
says that Glelorge Homs received no wine from the plaintiff.
Case ad journed until the next court day.

On the 1st of December, being Thursday

The commissaries Elslandt, Wybrandt Pietersen and Corllae]r
are ordered to rrepare their accounts within eight days and in
default thereof they shall be proceeded agalnst with all rigor
according to the merits of the case.

Isaac Abrahamsz, plaintiff, vs. Gerrit the Moff, 1 defendant.
default.

The same, plaintiff, vs. Aert Tonissen, defendant. Defzult.

Gle)orge Peper, plaintiff, vs. Gerrit the Moff, defendant.
Default.

[(56] In the name of God, anno 1640, in Fort Amsterdam

On Thursday, the 5th of January 1640

In council, Claes van Elslandt is at his request discharged
from the office of commissary of provisions and Davit Provoost
is appointed in his place at 25 gl. a month and 150 gl. a year
for board.

In the place of Claes van Elslandt and Wybrant Pleterssen,

Jacob van Curler and Davit Provoost have been appointed inspectors

14 disparaging name for a German.
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of tobacco, they to receive a fee of [ ] stivers per hundred
pounds from the purchaser and of [ ] stivers from the vendor;
whereupon they have taken the oath of fidelity to the Company.

On Thursday, being the 19th of April 1 anno 1640

Adriaen Pileterssen, plalntiff, vs. Pleter vander Linde,
defendant, Default.

On Thursday, being the 26th of January

Eduwart Wilson, plaintiff, vs. Jan Pletersen, defendant.
Parties are ordered each to present his claim in writing in
proper form at the next session of the court.

Andries Hudden, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen from Salee,
defendant. Plaintiff does not appear and default 1is entered
agalnst him,

On the 9th of February

Andries Hudden, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen from Salee,
defendant. Default.

Eduwart Wilson, plaintiff, vs. Jan Pletersen, defendant.
Plaintiff presents an itemized account and demands payment.
Defendant gives for answer that more is due him than the
plaintiff demands of him. Case adjourned until the next court
day in order that the defendant may bring proof of his claim.

{(57] On Thursday, being the 234 of February

Barent Dirckssen, baker, plaintiff, vs. Gerrit Jansen from
Oldenburch, defendant. Plaintiff 1s ready to deliver his farm
which was bought by the defendant, provided the defendant furnish
security for the purchase money. Defendant answers that he was

drunk and maintains that he is not held by the purchase. Parties

1 Intended for January.
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having been heard, they are referred to referees who are to settle
the matter in dispute.
On Thursday, being the 1st of March
Andries Hudden, plaintiff, vs. Anthony Jansen from Salee,
defendant. Plaintiff presents a certain document from which it
appears that Anthony Jansen was to furnish him three goats for
the term of three years, Defendant i1s therefore condemmed to
make delivery according to the contract or writing.
On the 8th of March, being Thursday
Cornelis Coruelissen, chief boatswaln, plaintiff, vs. Laurens
Cornelissen, skipper of the Engel Gabriel, defendant. Plaintiff
demands that he be allowed to sall on the ship Engel Gabriel in
the same capacity as heretofore, as he clailms to have conducted
himself well. Defendant says that under God he 1is master of his
ship and that he does not intend to take the plaintiff with him
inasmuch as he has not conducted himself well in his service.
Parties ordered to settle with each other in friendship.
On the 15th of March, being Thursday
Eduwart Wilson, plaintiff, vs. Jan Pieterssen, defendant.
Parties referred to referees, to wit: Eduwart Wilson chooses
Master Fiscock and Jan Pietersz Jacob van Curler.
[58] On the 15th of March
1 wnereas many complaints are daily made to us of loss and
destruction done to the corn fields by the goats and hogs against
which fences and ralls are of no avall, which tends to injure the
cultivation of the corn and the Company's interests: and whereas

throughout the world it is customary for those who own cattle to

1 Revised from Laws and Ordinances of New Netherland, p. 21.
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have the same herded or taken care of; Therefore, in case any
goats or hogs are found in the corn flelds, there shall be paid
for the first time for each goat or hog 10 stivers, for the second
time one gullder and for the third time 40 stivers. In addition
the farmer's damage shall be made good before the goats are
released. Thus done 1in our council and published in Fort Amsterdam
in New Netherland, this 15th of March anno 1640,
On Thursday, being the 12th of April

Cornells vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs., Adriaen
Pietersz from Alckmaer, defendant, for slander and assault in
the house of Pieter van[der] Linde. Case put over until the
next court day.

On the 19th of April, being Thursday

It is resolved and decided in council to maintain in these
regions of New Netherland the charter granted by their High
Mightinesses to the honorsble West India Company and [to that
end] to dispatch Cornelis van Tienhoven, secretary, to the
archipelago to purchase there the surrounding land, to set up
the arms of the Lords States General, to take the savages under
our protectlion and to prevent any other nation from usurping any
authority within our limits and making further use of our territory.

Willem Bredenbent, plsintiff, vs. Pilere Pia and Philip
Gerardy, defendants, regarding the fencing in of their hogs.
Parties are ordered to govern themselves according to the
published ordinance.

Abraham Byken, plaintiff, vs. Gysbert Byken, defendant, for
payment of fl. 147. As the defendant admits the debt he 1s

condemmed to pay.
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[59] On Thursday, being the 26th of April

Jan Schepmoes, plaintiff, vs. Abraham Ryken, defendant.
Plaintiff demands payment for the goods which the defendant's
wife bought from the plalntiff. Defendant answers that he 1is
not aware that his wife bought any goods from the plaintiff;
requests therefore that a delay be granted in order that he may
speak to his wife about it. Defendant's request is granted, pro-
vided he pay the plaintiff after he has spoken to his wife,

Eduwardt Wilson, plaintiff, vs. Jan Pietersen, defendant.
Default.

Claes Cornelissen, plaintiff, vs. Maryn Adriaensen, for
delivery of a row-boat and bullding of a yacht. Parties ordered
to exhibit their contract on the next court day.

Jacob Stoffelsen, plaintiff, vs. Domine Bogardus and Jan
Damen, as administrators of the estate of the late Hemndrick van
Vorst, for the keep of 15 head of cattle during last winter.
Parties referred to referees, to wit: Jacob Walingen, Huych Aertsen
and Gerrit Wolphersen.

On the 34 of May, being Thursday

Appeared in court Trynt jen Scherenburch, wife of Hendric,
the tallor, requesting in his absence that the administrators of
the estate of the late Hendric van Vorst be ordered not to sell
any cattle or other movables left by the aforesald van Vorst, until
news 1s received from Holland whether the said van Vorst made
any lsst will or testament, or codicil,

At the request of the aforesaid Tryntjen Scheerburch the
administrators of the aforesald estate are hereby ordered not to

sell, alienate, or otherwise dispose of any cattle until relisble
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news about the aforesald Hendrick van Vorst is recelved from
Holland, unless any movable effects or other goods be perishable;
if not, everything shall be kept intact.

Eduwart Wilson, plaintiff, vs. Jan Pletersz, defendant.

Second default

LD
L50]. On the 34 of May, being Thursday

Y

Clses Cornelissen Swits, plaintiff, vs. Maryn Adriaensz,
defendant, Parties have amicably agreed with each other in court.
Maryn Adriaensen, plaintiff, vs. Hendric Pletersen, mason
defendant. Plaintiff says that he sold to the defendant a certain

house and plantation and is therefore ready to make delivery.
Defendant claims that he was drunk and does not have any knowledge
of the purchase. Defendant is ordered to furnish proper proof
that he was drunk and that he canceled the purchase within 24
hours; if the contrary appears the purchase shall stand.

The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Govert Loockmans and Barent
Dircksen, beker, defendants. Plaintiff demands that the defendants
be fined according to the ordinance as contrary to the orders
they went on board the Englishman. Defendants are condemned to
pay a fine of 50 stivers each,

On the 9th of May

1 Whereas serious complaints are daily made by the Indians
that their corn hills 2re trampled under foot and uprooted by
hogs snd other cattle and consequently great damage will be done
When the maize 1s growing, as a result of which the corun would
be dear in the autum and our good people suffer want, the Indlans

be induced to remove and to conceive a hatred against our nation,

1 Revised from laws and Ordinances of New Netherlasnd, p. 22.

e
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and thus out of mischief inflict some injury or other upon us,
which we are most expressly ordered by the honorable directors
to prevent; Therefore, the matter having been duly considered,
we, the director and council of New Netherland, hereby charge
and command all our inhabitants whose lands adjoin plantations
of the [61] savages to have their horses, cows, hogs, goats and
sheep herded or else to prevent them by fences or otherwise from
damaging the corn of the Indians, on pain of making good the
damage and of incurring a fine payable to the fiscal, according
to the ordinance published on the 15th of March last. Let every-
one take warning and beward of damage. Thus done and ordained
on the island of Manhatans in Fort Amsterdam, the 9th of May 1640,
On the 10th of May

Leendert Arentsen, plaintiff, vs. Volckert Eversen, defendant.
Plaintiff demands that the defendant pay for the keep of his
cattle. Upon admitting the debt, the defendant is condemned to
pay fl, 9:12,

Eduwart Wilson, plaintiff, vs. Jan Pietersen, defendant.
Parties are referred to the previously appointed referees, to
wit: Master Fiscock and van Curler.

Ordinance providing for arming and mustering of the militia 1

The honorable director and council have deemed it advisable
to ordain that the inhabitants residing near and around Fort
Amsterdam, of whatever station, quality or condition they may be,
shall each provide himself with a good gun and take good care

to keep the same at all times in good order and repair. And

1 Revised from Laws and Ordinances of New Netherland, p. 23.
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whereas they live at a distance one from the other, every person

1s asslgned to a post under the command of a corporal in order

that in time of danger he may appear there with his gun. Should

it happen, which God forbid, that at night any mischief occur,

either from enemlies or traltors, the people will be notified by
three cannon shots fired in quick succession, and by the day

means will be found to glve warning to every one, who 1s commanded
thereupon to repair as quickly as possible to his corporal at

the appolnted place and then to =zdopt such measures as the

exlgency of the case may require, on pain of being fined 50 gullders.

[(62] 1 We, the director and council, residing in New
Netherland on the part of the High and Mighty Lords the States
General of the United Netherlands, hils Highness of Orange, and
the honorable directors of the Chartered West India Company,
having express order and command from the aforesaid lords to
purchase in their name from the inhabitants of these parts all
such lands as we may consider most adapted for agriculture and
the raising of all sorts of stock -

Have, therefore, pursuant to the orders of our Sovereign
Lords, purchased from the Great Chief or Sachem named Penhawits,
all the lands lying on Long Island, within the limits of New
Netherland, which he has inherited from his forefathers, with
all such rizht snd title as he may 1in any wise clalm, according
to the deed of purchase and conveyance thereof in existence.
Which aforesaild Panhawits, after some foreigners had settled om
the aforesaild land, 2bout Schout's bay, notified us that some
deserters or vegabonds had come on the land that we had purchased

from him and there begun to bulld houses, cut trees and do other

1 BRevised from Dog. Bel. Col. Hist. N. Y., 2:144-50.
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work, and that saild vegabonds had there pulled down their High
Mightinesses' arms.

In order to obtain a good and correct report and assurance
of what 1s aforewritten, Jacobus van Curler, commissary of cargoes,
was sent thither with the yacht Prins Willem, who, coming to the
pPlace where their High Mightinesses' arms had been set up, found
the same torm off and that on the tree to which they had been
nalled a fool's head was carved in the stead of sald arms.

All of which appeared strange to us, being a crime of
Lese-Majesty and tending to the disparagement of the soverelgnty
of their High Mightinesses.

[63] We therefore, on the 13th May 1640, after mature
deliberation, resolved to send Cornelis van Tienhoven thither
with 25 soldiers, to whom we have given the following Instructions
here inserted:

Whereas we have certain information that some foreigners
have come on Long Islsand into Marten Gerritsen's bay and Schout's
bay, 1 wnich are the Hon. West India Company's lands, under the
authority of the High and Mighty Lords the States-~General, and
there thrown down the arms of the Lords States, and settled and
cultivated the soll, We therefore send you, Secretary Cormelis
van Tlenhoven, thither, with the under-sheriff, the sergeant and
three and twenty men, to inquire into the state of the matter,
and you shall regulate yourself as follows:

You shall endeavor to arrive there unexpectedly; 'twilll be
best, in our opinion, at the break of day, and to surround the

English there and prevent the use of any force of arms; and you

1 Now Manhasset (North Hempstead), at the head of Cow bay.
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shall forthwith inquire who has knocked down the arms, and who
gave them commission to do so, and constrain them to come here
and defend themselves. If they refuse, them you shall set about,
by force, to bind and to bring them hither, taking an inventory
of their goods and making out in writing a careful report of all
that has occurred and been done by you; you shall also prevent
the soldiers committing any excess, and 1n case the Indlans them-
selves have removed the arms, and the English are innocent of the
matter gnd willing to depart in your presence, it would not be
unwise to let them do so quietly; but them, the chiefs of the
Indians must be taken prisoners and brought hither, and, in all
cases, 1t Wwill also be necessary that you take the Indians with
you. And if it happen that so many additional English have come
(which we do not [64] anticipate) as to prevent you being able

to cope with them, you shall make a strong protest against such
proceedings, have it served and come back, taking care, above

all things, to avoid all bloodshed.

Thus done in our council, the 13th May AO, 1640,

Anno 1640, the 14th May, the secretary and five and twenty
soldiers, departed with the preceding Instructions from Fort
Amsterdam, and on the 15th at break of day arrived at the place
where the English had taken up their abode, finding there a small
house built by them and another not yet finlshed.

They were first asked: What they were doing there; by what
power or by whose authority they presumed to settle on our
purchased soil, and told that they must show thelr commlssiom.

Eight men, one woman and a little child made answer that
they intended to plant there and were authorized thereto by a

Scotchman who had gone with their commission to the Roode berch.
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Secondly, they were asked, for what reason did they throw

down theilr High Mightinesses' arms and set up a fool's face in

the stead?

To which some answered: The arms were cut down by a person

who is not present.

Another answered: Such was done in their

presence by order of a Scotchman, and the man Who did it was at

the Bode berch.

Hereupon six men were brought to Fort Amsterdam, leaving

two men and one woman and a child on the ground to take care of

their goods; they arrived on the 15th of May.

Examination of divers Englishmen taken on Long Island

[65] On the 16th May 1640, at the house of the honorable

director of New Netherland, the following six persons were

examined, to wit:

What 1s your name?

Where born?

How o0ld are you?

On what conditions did
you go to reside on Long
Island, under the English or
Scotch?

Who brought them there,
and who was their principal?

What did they intend to
do there, and if more folks
are to come?

Where did he reside in

New Englend?

Answer . Jop Cears,
Angwer. In Bretfortsthier.
Answer. Twenty-elght years.
Answer . Under the English, with

authority from Mr. Foret.

Answer. Lieutenant Houw.

Answer. To plant and build dwellings;
does not know for certain how
many folks are still to come there.
Answer. At Lin, in Matetusje's bay,

8 miles from Boston.



Did he not see the
arms of the States?
Does he not know

who 4id 1t?
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Answer. SaWw them when cut down;
was on board when it was dome.

Answer. Lieutenant Danliel Houw and
Mr. Foret did it together; does

not know which in perticular 4id it.

All of which he has declared upon oath before the honorable

director and council, to be true and truthful, and further

knows not.

[66] Declzration of G[e]orge Wilbe

Where born?

How 0147

Who was the chief
person that brought them,
and what did they purpose

to do?

Would they have been
under English or Scotch rule,

if they had remained there?

Where did he live in
New England?

Did he not see the
States! arms?

Wherefore did they
pull down the arms, and

who d4id 1it?

1 Northamptonshire.

Answer. North Hantomschier, 1

Answer. Twenty-five years,

Answer. Lieutenant Houw brought them
thither, and he did not know the
land belonged to the States; they
came there by authority of Mr. Foret,
a Scotchman.

Answer. They should have lived free
under their own laws, and would
have owed obedience to whoever
was lord of the land.

Answer. In Matetusj)e's bay, eight

miles from Boston.

Answer. Did not see them when he

came With the sloop.

Answer, Does not know for certain

whether Mr. Foret or Lieutenant

Houw did 1it.



Does he not know who
carved the fool's face in
the stead of the arms?

All of which he declares
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Enswer. He does not know.

to be true and truthful, without

knowing any more, and has before the honorable director, con-

firmed the same on oath.
Interrogatories

Where was he born?

How old i1s he?

Who brought them there,
and who was their leader that
conveyed them thither, and
what did they intend to do
there, and how many persons

more are to come there?

(67] Were they to
settle under English or

Scotch rule?

Where d4id he live in
New England?

Did they come there
with the knowledge and
consent of Mr. Wintrop,

the Governor of the Bay?

for Jan Farington

Answer. In Bockingamschier.

Angwer, Twenty-four years.

Answer. Lieutenant Houw, with
Mr. Foret's permission, brought
them to where they intended to
plant; it was intended that 20
famlilies should come, and if the
land was good they expected a
great many people.

Answer. English, and they have
acknowledged Lord Sterlincx for
their lord; and if ‘'twere found
that the land belonged to the
States they would have been
subject to them,

Angwer. At Lin, in Matetusje's bay,
eight miles from Bostom.

Answer. He understood so.
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Did he not see the arms Answer. Saw them when brought on

of the States? board.

Does he not know who Angwer. Lieutenant Houw and Mr. Foret
tore them down and con- brought them on board and he under-
veyed them on board? stood that they had torn them off.

Does he not know who Answer., Does not know that any
carved the fool's face on the of his people did it.

tree in the stead of the arms?
Declares this to be true and truthful and confirmed the same
on oath before the honorable director.

Interrogatory of Philip Cartelyn

Where born? Answer. In Bockingamschler,
How o0ld are you? Answer. Twnety-six years.
Who was the principal Answer. Lieutenant Danilel Houw.

person that brought them there?
On what conditionmns did Answer. Under the English with

they come there; under the Mr. Foret's permission, as far as
English or Scotch? he knows.

What did they mean to Answer. To plant and make a
do there? plantation.

Were many people to Answer. Some were to come to look
come there? at the land, and if they liked

it they were to settle there;

if not, they were to depart;

the number he did not know.
(68] Where did he Answer. At Lin, eight miles from

live? Boston.



Did Mr. Wintrop, the
Governor of the Bay, know
that they were going to
plant there?

Did he mot see the

States' arms?

Who tore them off?

Does he not know who
carved the fool's face on

the tree?
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Answer. Did not know it was States'

land; thought that the land

belonged to Lord Sterlincx,

Answer. Did not see them before they

were torn down, but when they
were broken off,

Answer. Is not sure whether 1t was
Mr. Foret or Lieutenant Houw,
says that one of the two did it,
as he belleves,

Answer, Does not know; belleves

none of the English did 1it.

All of which he declares to be true and truthful, and has

confirmed the same on oath before the honorable director.

Interrogatory of Natanlel Cartclandt

Where was he born?

How 0l1d is he?

Who was the chief
rerson that brought them

there?

Wh=t did they propose

doing there, and how many

people were to come there?

Where dld he reside?

Answer. In Bockingamscier.

Answer, Twenty-two years.

Answer. Lieutenant Houw brought
them there with Mr. Foret's
consent.

Answer, They intended to plant, and
if the place was good, a great
many more were to come,

Answer. At Lin, 7 or 8 miles

from Boston.



Did he not see the
States' arms?
Does he not know who

tore them down?
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Answer. Mr. Foret and Mr. Houw went
ashore and brought the arms on board.
Answer. Does mnot know who tore them
down; but understood from the
boy that Mr. Foret and Lleutenant

Houw had done it.

Does he mnot know whether Answer. Does not know who did it,

any of their party carved a

fool's face on the tree where

the States'! arms were?

and it was not done by his party.

All of which he declares to be true and truthful, and has

confirmed the same by oath before the honorable director.

[69] Interrogatory of Willem Harker

Where was he born?

How 0147

Wwho wass the principsl
person that brought them
thither, and what 4did they
intend to do on States!
ground?

Were there not many
more people to come?

Did Governor Wintrop

know that they were to plant

there?

Did he not see the

States ' arms?

Angswer. In Lingconschier.

Answer. Twenty-four years.

Answer. Lieutenant Houw, master
of the bark, with Mr. Foret's

consent; they intended to plant.

Answer. He does not know.

Answer. Yes; and he wrote a letter

to Mr, Foret,

Answer. Did not see them on the

tree, but when brought on board.



84

Who tore them down? Answer., Heard Lieutenant Houw say
that he had torm them down and

that Mr, Foret had lent him a

hand.
Does he not know who Answer. Does not know and does
carved a fool's face in the not believe that any of their
stead of the States'! arms? company did it.

All of which he declares to be true and truthful and confirms

the same on oath before the honorable director.
On the 19th of May, being Saturday

It is resolved in councll inasmuch as the six Englishmen who
were brought in were found not to be guilty of having torn down
the arms of the Lords States, to discharge them from confinement
and to set them at liberty, on condition that they promise to
depart forthwlth from our territory, and never to return to it
without the director's express comsent; whereto they shall be
obliged to pledge themselves in writing.

Whereas we, Jop Sears, G[lelorge Wilbi, Jan Faringtom,
Philip Cartelin, Natanliel Cartelandt, William Harker, some days
ago, came to settle on territory belonging to their High
Mightinesses, the States-General, without knowing the fact, being
deceived by Mr. Foret, a Scotchman, wherefore the honorable
director-general of New Netherland has had us removed and requires
us immediately to break up and depart beyond the limits of the
honorable Chartered West India Company, which we are bound to 4o,
we promise on our word of honor to set about it forthwith without
f211, on pain of being punished as deliberzte trespassers, subject-

ing ourselves not only to this, but to other courts in the world.
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In testimony of the truth and sincere good falth, we have subsorlibed
this with our own hands, in Fort Amsterdam, in New Netherland,
the 19th of May anno 1640. Signed, Jop Ceyrs, Glelorge Welbe,
John Farington, Philip Cartelandt, Nataniel Cartelandt,
Willem Harker.
On the 7th of June 1640

Maryn Adrisensen, plaintiff, vs. Hendric Pietersen, mason,
defendant, regarding the delivery of a tobacco plantation. Having
seen the compleint and the defendant's answer, the defendant 1s
condemed to lease the plantation for six years, commencing the
first of January 1641, at fl. 60 a year, provided that the
defendant may deduct from the first payment one pistole.

Symon Pos, plaintiff, vs. Jan Celes, defendant. Plaintiff
demands payment for 24 quarts of peas which he delivered to the
defendant on account agalnst the crop, or at the discretion of
the defendant. The defendant having admitted the claim, he is
condemned to pay the plaintiff fl. 5.

Davit Provoost and Jan Damen, as guardians of Jan van Vorst,
pleintiffs, vs. Jacob Stoffelsen, defendant. Plaintiffs, in the
capscity sforesald, demand Jan van Vorst's share of his deceased
father's estate. Defendant =snswers that he has found many claims
agrinst the estzte of the late Cornells van Vorst and requests
two months time [71] to make an accounting of the debts due by

and to the estate. The defendant's request is granted.
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Gillis de Voocht, plaintiff, vs. the fiscal, defendant.
Plaintiff demands payment of 24 gl. The complaint and answer
being heard, the case 1s adjourned until the next court day.

On the 7th of June Master Hans has caused the court mes-
senger to attach 6 gl. in the hands of Maryn Adrisensen, on
account of Hans Steen.

On the 20th of June

Cornelis van[der] Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Hans
Fredricxsz, soldier, defendant, regarding a complaint made by
Gillis de Voocht. Upon consideration of the complaint and the
answer of the defendant Gillis de Voocht and Hans Fredricxsz
are each fined 6 stivers to be vaid to the poor.

The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Pietertjen Jans, defendant, for
slander., Plaintiff demends proof, or, on default thereof,
reparation of the injury. Parties granted 14 days to produce
prorer proof of the slander.

Tomas Hal, plaintiff, vs. Philip Gerritsen, defendant.
Plaintiff demznds payment for two schepels of wheat which he
delivered to the defendant and which were stolen from the mill.
Defendant admlts the receipt and is condemned to restore the
two schepels of wheat or to pay [for them].

On the 4th of July Willem Hont caused the tobacco of
Nataniel Martyn in the hands of Jacob van Corl[e]r to be attached
for 6 months, on condition that he is to bring proof from

Virginia of the debt of the sald Nataniel Martyn.
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(?72] On the 16th of July 1640

1 Whereas the Indians dwelling in the Raretangh have here-
tofore shown themselves very hostile, even to the shedding of
our blood, we nevertheless in the year 1634 concluded a firm
peace with them, whereupon we have continued to trade with them,
especlally by sending every spring a sloop thither for beavers,
This spring, anno 1640, it happened that they attempted to
capture our sloop which had but three men on board, to kill the
crew and to take the cargo, but through the grace of God this
was courageously prevented, the Indians being driven again from
board, with the loss only of our canoe, whereupon they came to
Staten Island, shot some of the Company's hogs and plundered the
house of the Negro. Wishing to obtain satisfaction therefor, we
notified them to come here to indemmify us, but they only laughed
at us.

And whereas this 1s a matter of grave consequence, as well
as regards the reputation of the Lords States General, the
respect and interests of the honorable Company, and the safety
of our lives and cattle, it 1s resolved to send 50 soldiers and
20 sailors, together with the secretary and the sergeant, with
orders to attack them, to cut down their corn and to make as
meny prisoners as they can, unless they willingly come to an
agreement and make reparation. Thus done in councll at Fort
Amsterdam, this day, the 16th of July anno 1640,

On the 24 of August being Thursday
Tymon Jansen, plaintiff, vs. Lourens Haen, defendant,

for slander.,

1 Revised from Doc. Bel. Col. Hist. N. Y., 13:7.

.
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Lourens Haen, plaintiff, vs. Davit Provoost, defendant for
slander. Cases put over until the next court day.

Pieter Andriessen, plaintiff, vs. Blancke Ael, defendant.
Default.

[73] On the 9th of August 1640, being Thursday

1 Wnereas dailly many servants run away from their masters,
whereby the latter are put to great inconvenience and expense,
the corn and tobacco spoil in the fields and the entire harvest
must come to a standstill, which tends to the serious injury of
this country, to the masters' ruin and to bring the government
into contempt; we, therefore, wishing to provide agalnst this,
command all farm and house servants falthfully, to serve out
their time with their masters according to their contracts and
in no manner to run away, and if they have anything against thelr
masters to come here and make application to be heard in court
on pain of being punished, of making good all loss and damage of
their masters and of serving double the time that they lose.

We do also forbid all inhabitants of New Netherland to
harbor or feed any of these fugitive servants under the penalty
of fifty quilders, one-~third for the benefit of the informer,
one-third for the new church and one-third for the fiscal.

And whereas daily many abuses occur in consequence of the
writing of bonds and other instruments by private persomns, we
do therefore declare that from this date all such writings,
whether bonds or other instruments, which are not drawn up by
the secretary or by other persons appointed thereto, shall be

null and void.

1 Bevised from Laws and Ordinances of New Netherland, p. 24.
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Whereas some time ago the arms of their High Mightinesses the
Lords States General were set up on Long Island in Marten
Gerritsen's bay and the aforesaild arms were torn down by the
natives of the aforesald bay znd in the place of saild arms a
fool's head was set up, we have therefore resolved to send a
sloop with soldiers thither to reduce the sald savages to our
obedlence and make them pay tribute.

Tymen Jansen, plaintiff, vs. Lourens Haen, defendant, for
slander. Plaintiff demands proof of the charges or in default
thereof vindication of honor.

Defendant, answering, says that about six weeks after the
arrivel of the Harinc he heard Davit Provoost say at the house
of Lupoldt, in his and hls wife's presence, that he had seen
Dirc Cotsen committ adultery with the wife of Tymen Jansen and
that not for money, but for otters and beavers, and that he had
seen this happen several times.

Davit Provoost expressly denies [having made] the aforesaid
[statement]. Plaintiff ordered to produce proof.

[74] Om the 9th of August anno 1640

Pieter Andriessen, plaintiff, vs. Aelt jen Douwes, defendant,
for slender. Defendant has in court prayed the plaintiff for
forgiveness, acknowledging and holding him to be an honest and
honorable man.,

Jochem Kaller, plaintiff, vs. Adam Boelantsen, defendant,
for slander. Plaintiff demands reparation of honor. Defendant
having acknowledged that he has nothing to say against the wife
of the plaintiff and that he has nevertheless defamed her, he

1s condemmed to pay fl. 2:10 to the poor,
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Cornells Willemsen, plaintiff, vs. the wife of Tomas Broen,
cadet, defendant, for slander. Having seen the unfounded complaint
of the plaintiff and heard the answer of the defendant who declares
the plaintiff to be as far as he knows an honest and honorable
man, the defendant 1s acquitted and absolved from liability as
to costs.

On the 16th of August

Claes Jansen Buyter, plaintiff, vs. [ ] Ridder, defendant.
Plaintiff, as husband and guardian of his wife, Pietertjen Jans,
requests =nd demands that the defendant prove the defamatory words
which he azlleges to have heard from others. The defendant,
snswering, says that he does not know precisely word for word
wh=t was s2i1d. Parties are ordered to leave each other unmolested
snd henceforth to live together in peace.

Gregoris Pletersen, plaintiff, vs. Cornelis Lambersen Cool,
defendant. Default.

{75] On the 23d of August 1640

Whereas Davit Provoost, commissary of provisions, has,
agalnst the orders of the honorable director, alienated the
Company 's property, left the warehouses and cellars of the
Company open during the night and without express consent
extended too much credit to every one and furthermore in the
end has come short in his accounts, the aforesald Davit Provoost
is hereby dismissed from his office of commissary and Maurits
Jansen, thus far assistant, 1s appointed commissary of provision
in the place of Provoost, on condition that he furnish security.

Tymon Jansen, plaintiff, vs. Lourens Haen, for slander.

Plaintiff desires and demsnds proof of the slanderous remarks
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which Davit Provoost is sald by the defendant to have made. The
defendant persists in his testimony. Davit Provoost declares in
court that he knows nothing of the wife of Tymon Jansen but what
is honorable and virtuous and that he has seen nothing in her
house but what is prorer, being ready at all times to confirm
the same under oath.

Having seen the evidence and the insufficliency of the testimonmy
produced by Lourens Haen to prove the case, the said Provoost 1s
acquitted end the saild Haen condemned to pay a fine of fl. 10
for having, as he says, had knowledge of such scandalous words
so long and kept still about them and not reported the same to
the magistrates according to his oath; one half [of the amount
to be] for the church and the other half for the fiscal, on con-
dition that he furnish the offended party a certificate hereof.

Whereas Peter Draper, by virtue of a letter from Governor
Calvert of Maryland, has come here to find some runaway servants,
among whom is alleged to be one Eduwart Griffins, who has appeared
before us and admits that he ran away from Maryland but says
that he had no master in Maryland and that Captain Claber 1in
Virginla was his master, which he proves by Hendrick Penninghton,
residing at Hackemac, who thereupon has tsken the proper oath,

[76] saying that the sald Griffins was not a servant, but a
prisoner in Maryland; that he does not know whether Griffins,

being a prisoner there, has voluntarily bound himself to &ny one

as a servant, but that it 1s well known to him, Hendric Pennington,
that he, [said Griffins]}, was Captain Claver's servant in Virginia;

Therefore, we have ordered that the said Peter Draper shall

agree wlth the aforesald Griffins about his freedom and that the
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saild Draper shall furnish satisfactory security that said Griffins
shall not be molested by sald Captain Claber or any one else who
might show his indenture and not suffer any damage. This day,
the 27th of August, in Fort Amsterdam in New Netherland.

On the 20th of August anno 1640

Jan Jacobsen from Vrelant, plaintiff, vs. Davit Davitsen
and Hans Noorman, defendants, for the delivery of fence posts.

The defendants having admitted that they bought 800 posts from
the plaintiff and [declared] that they have not received the same,
the plaintiff &s obliged to prove that they have had the said

800 posts in the woods.

Baltasar Lourens and Tomas Broen, plaintiffs, vs. Davit
Provoost, defendant. Default.

On the 6th of September

Jan Jacobsen from Vrelant, plaintiff, vs. Barent Dircksen
from Norden, defendant. Default.

{77] On the 20th of September, being Thursday Jan Jansen Damen
and Davit Provoost, as chosen guardians of Jan van Vorst, plaintiffs,
vs. Jacob Stoffelsen, defendant, regarding the accounting of the
estate of the late Cornelis van Vorst., The defendant requests
time to prepare his accounts. At the request of the defendant
he is granted 14 days to draw up his accounts and then to render
an accounting to the plaintiffs.

Samuel Chandelaer, plaintiff, vs. Jacob Stoffelsen, as
husband and guardian of Veoutjen Ides, widow of the late
Cornelis van Vorst, defendant. Plaintiff demands payment of
the money which the late Cornells van Vorst owes him by balance

of his account. Parties referred to referees.
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Adam Roelantsen, plaintiff, vs. Gillis de Voooht, defendant,
for laundry money. Plaintliff demands payment for washing defendant 's
linen. Defendant says that he 1s not offering to pay less in
payment for the washling, only that the year 1s not yet expired.
Plaintiff is ordered to fulfil the term of the contract and then
to demand payment.

On Thursday, being the L4th of October

Cornelio vander Hoykens, vs. Gerrit Jansen from Hgerlem and
Floris Jansen from Hoochwouw, defendants. Plaintiff complains
about the negligence of the defendants in disobeying the commands
of thelr skipper, as the shallop might thereby become damaged.
The defendant, Gerrit Jansen, being the more gullty of the two,
is condemned to satisfy the fiscal.

[78] On the 4th of October anno 1640

Hester Symons, widow of the late Jacob Vernu, plaintiff, vs.
Roelandt Hackwart, defendant, for slander. Plaintiff demands
that the defendant retract the slander or prove that she is a
whore. Defendant declares in court that he acknowledges the said
Hester Symons to be a virtuous woman and that he lknows nothing
about her but what 1s good.

Jan Damen and Davit Provoost, chosen guardians of Jan van
Vorst, plaintiffs, vs. Jacob Stoffelsen, defendant. Plalntiffs
demend from the defendant the accounting which on the 20th of
September last he was ordered to make today. Defendant answers
that he is ready to render the accounting, provided the
plaintiffs give security that they will reimburse him for any
debts which may afterward come to light in Holland or elsewhere

concerning the estate of Cornelis van Vorst. It i1s ordered that
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the plaintiffs, if they earnestly desire an accounting from the
defendant, give security for the ([payment of the] debts which
may yel come tc light.
On the 11th of October 1640

Baltasar Lourens and Tomas Broen, plaintiffs, vs. Davit
Provoost, defendant. Second default.

Jan Jacobsen from Vrelant, plaintiff, vs. Barent Dircksz,
baker, defendant. Second default.

[79] On Thursday, being the 25th of October 1640

Whereas Gysbert van Dyc, commissaery of Fort De Hoop on the

Fresh river, 1 yntends to sall for the fathe-land on the ship

Wwaterhont and his place is become vacant, it is deemed necessary

by us to choose another suitable and experienced person in his
place. Therefore, having considered the ability of Hendric Roesen,
we have engaged him as commissary of Fort De Hoop aforesaid on

the same salary which was paid heretofore, namely 36 gl. a month,
and free board for the commissary.

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Abraham
Planc, defendant, for having traded malze contrary to the
ordinance. Plaintiff demands that the defendant be punished as
it is customary to punish those who violate the ordinances of
the [Company] and that the defendant be condemned to pay the
fine provided therefor. Case put over until next week.,

On the 1st of November anno 1640
Cornelio van{der] Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs, Abraham

Planc, Cornelis Lambersen Cool and Glelorge Rappaelje, defendants,

1 Fort Hope on the Connecticut river.
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for violating the ordinance concerning the trading of malze.
Cefendants answer that they have traded from 10 to 11 schepels
of maize., Defendants are ordered to comply with the ordinance
or to settle with the fisczl.

The fiscsl is ordered to prove that the wife of Gle]orge
Rappaelje did not trade any malze with the Indians before the
28th of October last.

{80] dn the 8th of November anno 1640

Cornello vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Ulrich
Lupholt, defendant. Default.

Jan Jacobsen from Vrelandt, plaintiff, vs. Barent Dircksen
from Norden, defendant. Default.

On Thursday, being the 15th of November

Anma Jans, wife of Jan Snediger, cadet, defendant, that 1is
to say, plaintiff, vs. Marla Tirry, defendant, for slander. The
fiscal, becoming a party to the case, substitutes hlmself for
the plaintiff because the defendant beat Anna Jans on the public
hichway and he therefore demands that she be tried and punished.
Meria Tirry 1s condemned to pay the fine to the fiscal and to
reimburse the plaintiff for the expenses incurred by her.

Cornelio vander Hoykens, plaintiff, vs. Ulrich Lupholt,
defend=nt, for fraud committed by him in pricing the store
goods. The plaintiff, submitting his complaint in writing,
sustains that Lupholt has greatly advanced the prices of goods,
contrary to the regulation; also, that he has been very mnegligent
in the care of them. The defendant requesting time to answer

the complaint is granted a delay until Thursday.
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Nicolaes Coorm, appearing before the council, requests,
lnasmuch as G11l1lis Ros, in his lifetime supercargo of the ship
Neptunes, has died, that he may be engaged as supercargo on the
sald ship. In consideration of the capacity of the aforesaid
Coorn we have chosen and appointed him supercargo on the saild
ship, on condition that he i1s to receive the same pay as the
deceased Gillis Ros.

[81] On the 234 of November

Whereas Bastliaen from Pariba, Portuguese, takem on the 15th
of November anno 1638 with a prize, entered the service of the
honorable directors of the Chartered West India Company on the
ship Neptunes and until now has together with other sailors done
his work on said ship, for which he was allowed fl. 8 a month by
the ship's council of the said ship, therefore we, the director
and council of New Netherl=and, accept and approve the resolution
passed by the s2id skipper and ship's council that he, Bastilaen,
is to earn fl, 8 a month from the time that he came on the ship
Neptunes. Thus resolved on the day above written.

On the 224 of November, being Thursday Cornelio vander Hoykens,
fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Uldrich Lupholt, defendant. Case put
over until next court day when sentence is to be pronounced.

On the 29th of November

Abraham Pletersen, miller, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick Harmansen,
defendant, for the delivery of farm No., 5. Plaintiff demands
that the defendant remove other people's cattle from the farm,
Defendant answers that the cattle are his own, both those which
he has leased and the others. Parties amicably settled with

each other in court,
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Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Uldrich
Lupholt, defendant. Plaintiff demands justice and prompt decision.
It is resolved in council to fix the prices of store goods at
50 per cent above the net cost and to post the same in the store;
also, to inform the people by handbills that if any one considers
himself defrauded he 1s to examine the prices there. It is also
decided not to pass upon the demands of the fiscal until after
New Year when the defendant shall have rendered his account and
the complaints of the people shall have been heard.

[82] Whereas many complaints have been made by the good
inhgbitants here that they are charged excessively high prices
for the goods of the store, which i1s contrary to the orders and
Wwishes of the honorable directors and ourselves; therefore,
wishing to provide against this, we have caused to be placed in
the sald store on a board a schedule of the cost of all the goods
with the prices at which they must be sold, in order that every
one may see Whether he has been over-charged and demand the
difference back from the merchant in the store or make his
complaint to us.

(83] Anno 1641, 1In the Name of God
On Thursday, being the 17th of January

Co.melio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. little
Antonio Paulo 4'Angola, Gracia d'Angols, Jan of Fort Orange,
Manuel of Gerrit de Reus, Anthony the Portuguese, Manuel Minult,
Simon Conge and big Manuel, all Negroes, defendants, charged with
homicide of Jan Premero, also a Negro. The plaintiff charges
the defendants with manslaughter committed in killing Jan Premero

and dem=snds that Jjustice be administered in the case, as this is
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directly contrary to the laws of God and man, since they have
committed g crime of lese majesty against God, their prince and
their m=asters by robbing the same of thelr subject and servent,

The defendants zpveared in court snd without torture or
shackles voluntarily declared and confessed that they jointly
committed the murder, whereupon we examined the defendants, asking
them who was the leader in perpetrating this deed and who gave
Jan Premero the death blow. The defendants sald that they did
not know, except that they committed the deed together.

The aforesald case having been duly considered, it is after
mature deliberation resolved, inasmuch as the actual murderer
can not be discovered, the defendants acknowledging only that
they Jointly committed the murder and that one 1s as guilty as
another, to have them draw lots as to who shall be punished by
hanging until death do ensue, praying Almighty God, creator of
heaven and earth, to designate the culprit by lot.

The defendants having drawn lots in court, the lot, by the
providence of God, fell upon Manuel of Gerrit de Reus, who shall
be kept in prison until the next court day, when sentence shall
be pronounced and he be executed.

[84] On the 24th of January, being Thursday

The governor and council, residing in New Netherland in the
neme of the High and Mighty Lords the States General of the United
Netherlands, his highness of Orange and the honorable directors
of the Chartered West India Company, having seen the criminal
proceedings of Cornellio vander Hoykens, fiscal, against little
Antonio Paulo d4'Angola, Graoia 4'Angola, Jan of Fort Orange,
Manuel of Gerrit de Reus, Antony the Portuguese, Manuel Minuit,

Simon Conge and big Manuel, all Negroes and slaves of the aforesaid
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Company, in which criminal proceedings by the fiscal the said
Negroes are charged with the murder of Jan Premero, also a slave,
committed on the 6th of January 1641, which sald defendants on
Monday last, being the 21st of this month, without torture or
irons, jointly acknowledged in court at Fort Amsterdam that they
had committed the ugly deed against the slaln Prewero in the
woods near their houses; therefore, wishing to provide herein
and to do justice, as we do hereby, in accordance with the Holy
Scriptures and secular ordinances, we have, after due deliberation
snd consider=tion of the matter, condemned the delinguents to
draw lots which of them shall be heznged until death ensue. And
after we had called upon God to designate the culprit by lot,
finally, through the providence of God, the lot fell upon
Manuel of Gerrit de RBeus, who therefore 1s thereby debarred from
any exceptions, pleas and defenses which in the aforesald matter
he might in any wise set up, inasmuch as the ugly murderous deed
is committed against the highest majesty of God and His supreme
rulers, whom he has deliberately robbed of theilr servant, whose
blood calls for vengence before God; all of which éan in no wise
be tolerated or suffered in countries where 1t is customary to
maintain justice and should be punished as an example to others,
therefore, we have condemned, as we do hereby condemn, the afore-
sald Manuel of Gerrit de Reus (inasmuch as he drew the lot) to
be punished by hanging until death follows, as an example to sll
such mzlefactors,

Thus done 2nd sentenced in our council and put into execution
on the 24th of Januery of this year of our Lord and Savior Jesus

Christ anno 1641,
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[85] On the 24th of January 1641

Manuel of Gerrit de Reus having been condemned to be
executed with the rope so that death would follow, standing on
the ladder, was pushed off by the executioner, being a Negro,
having around his neck two good ropes, both of which broke,
whereupon the inhabitants and bystanders called for mercy and
very earnestly solicited the same.

We, therefore, having taken into conslderation the request
of the community, as also that the said Manuel had partly under-
gone hls sentence, have graciously granted him his 1life and
pardoned him and all the other Negroes, on promise of good
behavior and willing service. Thus done the day and year above
written, in Fort Amsterdam in New Netherland.

On the 1i4th of February, being Thursday

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Uldrich
Lupholt, defendant. Plaintiff, answering the written denials
of the defendant, bitterly complains about the negligence, fraud,
etc., according to the written bill of complaint. Case put over.

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Laurens
Haen, defendant, for unfalthful conduct in the store. Plaintiff,
in writing, demands justice and punishment of the defendant.
Laurens Haen admits in court that he took the Holland linen,
table linen and velours from the store without charging them to
his account.

Jan Snediger declares that he has nothing in his possession

that belongs to Haen except some boards and a straw mattress.
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Albert Cuyn affirms in court by oath that he does not have,
nor ever had, anything in his possesslion belonging to Haen,
except what the fiscal seized in his house.

The case against Haen 1s put over until the next court day.

{86] On Thursday, being the last of February 1641

Cornelis vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Uldrich
Lupholt, defendant. Plaintiff demands judgment against the
defendant in accordance with his written replicatiom.

Lupholt acknowledges that he sold many goods too dear and
that the rattinet (noppen) which was to cost 13 stivers was sold
for 18 stivers.

Cornelio vander Hoykens, plaintiff, vs. Laurens Haen,
defendant, for theft in carrying goods out of the store. Defendant
2dmits having carried some goods out of the store, but says that
he did not intend to steal these, but to enter them on hils new
account, as the old account was somewhat high. Case put over
until the next court day.

Nidt Wilsoonm, 1 plaintiff, vs. Tomas Sandersen, smith,
defendant, for damage alleged to have been done to the plaintiff's
garden by the defendant's cattle. Plalntiff demands damages.
Defendant answers that the land was not cleared and parties are
ordered to bring proof as to the damage that was done.

On Thursday, being the ?th of March
Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Uldrich

Lupholt, defendant, on account of faithlessness and fraud committed

1 Edward Wilson.
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Plaintiff persists in his former charges

made in writing and therefore demands judgment; also, that the

defendant declare who the persons are that spoke evil of the

honorable directors.

Qo

Qe

[(87] On Thursday, being the 7th of March 1641

Interrogatories on which Lupholt was examined in council

Who put the water in

the brandy?

wWho violated his oath?

Who charged fl. 1800 in
addition to the 50 per
cent advance and let the
goods spoll which he,
Lupholt, had to accept.

as merchantable?

Who was it who called the A,

A. Elslzndt, and alleges that the

A,

A,

honorable directors cuckoos?

Who was it who sald, "I
h-ve enough to live on; 1if
they put me out of the
service now, I do not
care?

Who knew two or three
months ago that Haen

was crooked?

A.

A.

fiscal said, "What can I do?
The commander has fixed it up
with him."

Crol, as he sold French wine

at 12 stivers which was to sell
for 10 stivers.

Wybrant Pietersz, former com-

missary of store goods.

Cornelio vander Hoykens, the

fiscal.

It was Cornelis van

Tienhoven.

The honorable Director

Willem Kieft, Lupholt says.
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Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Laurens
Haen, defendant, for falthlessness in the store. The fiscal,
persisting in the charges made in his former written bill of
complaint, demands judgment.

Pieter Cornelisz, formerly a deacon here, declares that one
day last October, toward evening, Haen accosted him near the
warehouse to ask that fl. 50 of the poor money be lent to him
upon interest. Whereupon he said, "There is no money." Haen
answered: "There are persons who would be willing to lend it to
me, but they do not wish to have theilr names mentioned." Haen
said: "If Mrs. Lupholt comes to your house, please tell her that
I borrowed the money from the poor fund upon interest." Pieter
Cornelissen has affirmed this under oath before the honorable
director and councll,

[88] On the 14th of March 1641

The director and council of New Netherland have seen the
criminal proceeding by Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff,
against Uldrich Lupholt from Staden, in the diocese of Bremen,
formerly counclllor and commissary of store goods here, defendant,
from which it appears that the sald Lupholt has spoken very con-
temptuously of the honorable directors of the General Chartered
West India Company, saying, "They are but merchants and cause
themselves to be called lords," and that he several times defied
the director here, saying, "If you dare, send me back; do your
best and I shall do my best;" also snapping hils fingers, etc.;
all of which was forgiven him on promise of good behavior. Not-
Wwithstanding this, he has not hesitated grossly to overcharge

the people here for the goods in the store, sbove the usual
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50 per cent and costs of the cases, which he was instructed not
to exceed, as appears by his account book, which is full of
changes in prices and blots, and by the accounts in his own
handwriting given to various people, as well as by the affidavits
furnished by varilous persons at the request of the fiscal;
standard grey cloth which was to sell at 12 gl. was s0ld at

15 gl. to Tomas Ouwens for cash; =n entire case of sugar at 24
stivers which was to bring but 17 stivers; copper kettles 3%
stivers a pound too high; Haerlem goods 5 stivers per yard too
higzh; all small children's shoes of 18 stivers at 24 stivers;
head dresses (oorysers) of 2% stivers at 8 stivers; wooden bowls
of 3 stivers at 8 stivers; linen of 16 stivers at 23 stivers;
kersey Which should be sold at 36 stivers at 3 gl. and 2 stivers.
No discount was made on silk goods, the price of the same being
considerably raised instead, and that of all other goods accord-
ingly, as appears from his day-book; in selling cloth, linen and
cambric, no numbers were given in his book and of what was sold
for cash no entries were made, while much gold and heavy money
received from various people was kept by him. A private trade
in the Company's goods was carried on with the savages and
Christians, especlally in kettles, according to his little
memorandum book; considerable outstanding debts were not entered
in the account book, among them those of Burger Jorissen,

Mr. Allerton, Jan Eversen and others. Furthermore, he has
generally badly received [89] those who came to purchase goods,
refusing to give them many srticles which were still plentiful,
such as shoes, shirts, pewterware, etc., not t=king proper care

of the goods, but letting everything lie around, without making
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any effort to keep things in order. He has also slandered and
spoken disparagingly of the authorities, the winister of the
gospel =nd the community here, saying that if the English come
into the country he will cut off hils relations with the Hollsnders
-nd es8sociate with them; finally, in closing his accounts he has
come short conslderable amounts.

Having hereupon taken the advice of the principal inhabitants
here, as appears from the expression of their opinion in our
custody, therefore, after invocation of God's holy name, we hereby
depose and dlscharge the said Lupholt from his office, declaring
him unfit henceforth to serve the honorable Company in this
country and order that he is to remain under arrest until the
arrival of the first ship, in order to be sent therein to Holland
to be dealt with by the honorable directors. Furthermore, he
1s condemned to pay a fine of fl. 200, fl. 150 for the benefit
of the fiscal and fl. 50 for the poor, and in addition the costs
of the trial, after having first given satisfaction to the
honorable directors. Thus done and sentenced in council, the
day =nd year aforesaid, in Fort Amsterdam in New Netherland.

On Thursday, being the 11th of April anno 1641

Everardus Bogsrdus and Tymen Jansen, chosen guardians of
the minor children of the late Cormelis v(an] Vorst, plaintiffs,
v8. Jan Damen =nd Davit Provoost, chosen guardians of Jan van
Vorst, eldest son of the late Cornellis van Vorst, defendants.
Plaintiffs claim that the small minor children should recelve
gsomething from the estate of thelr deceased father 1in advance
in order that they may be better educated and learn to read and

write; they request that the honorable director may be pleased
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to render such declsion as they shall think proper, according to
law. It 1is decided in council that Ide and Anna van Vorst shall
each recelve fl. 50 in advance from the estate of their deceased
father and that the residue shall be divided and distributed
according to law.

[90] On Thursday, being the 1ith of April

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Laurens Haen,
defendant. Plaintiff asks that the case may be expedited. Case
put over.

Cornelis Lambertsen Cool, plaintiff, vs. Sybet Claessen,
defendant. Plaintiff demands delivery of boards which the
defendant has promised to furmish him in exchange for logs.
Parties referred to Gillis Piletersen and Dirc Cornelissen or, in
the absence of one or the other, Pieter Cornelissen, to settle
their dispute.

1 Whereas complaints are made to us that some of the
inhabitants here undertake to tap beer during divine service and
also make use of small forelgn measures, which tends to the
neglect of religion and the ruin of thils state; we, wishing to
provide herein, do therefore ordaln that no person shall attempt
to tap beer or any other strong liquor during divine service,
or use any other measures than those which are in common use at
Amsterdam in Holland, or to tap for any person after tem o'clock
at night, nor sell the vaen, or four pints, at a higher price
than 8 stivers, on pain of forfeiture of the beer and payment
of a fine of 25 guilders for the beneflt of the fiscal and three

months' suspension of the privilege of tapping.

1 Revised from Laws and Ordinances of New Netherland, p. 25.
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On Thursday, being the 18th of April

2 Whereas at present very bad seawan 18 in circulation
here and payments are made in mnothing but dirty, unpolished stuff
that is brought here from other regions where it is worth 50 per-
cent less than here, and the good, polished seawan, ordlnarily
called Manhattan seawan, 18 exported and wholly disappears, which
tends [91] to the decided ruin and destruction of this country;
therefore, in order.to provide against this in time, we 4o hereby
for the public good, interdict and forbid all persons, of whatever
state, quality or condition they may be, during the coming month
of May to receive or give out in payment any unpolished seawan
except at the rate of five for one stilver, that is to say, strung,
and thereafter six beads for one stiver. Whoever shall be found
to have acted contrary thereto shall provisionally forfeit the
seawan paid out by him and ten gullders to the poor, the same
applying to the receiver as well as to the giver. The price of
the well polished seawan shall remaln as before, to wit, four
[beads] for ome stiver, provided it be strung.

On Thursday, beilng the 24 of May

Eversrdus Bogardus, minister, and Jan D~men, Davit Provoost
and Tymen Jansen, chosen guardiens of the survivinc children of
the late Cornelis van Vorst, pleintiffs, vs. Hendric Jansen,
tallor, defendant. The plaintiffs jointly demand that the defendant
be compelled to declare in court whether it is known to him that

Hendric van Vorst was indebted to his deceased father in the

62 Bevised from Lews and Ordinances of New Netherland,
P. 26,
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amount of 1000 guilders. The defendant declares upon his manly

troth in court that he has no knowledge of the matter, being

ready at all times, if required, to confirm the same under oath.
On Thursday, being the 23d of May 1641

Jan Damen and Davit Provoost, plaintiffs, vs. Everardus
Bogardus and Tywmen Jansen, chosen administrators of the estate
of the late Hendric van Vorst, defendants. The plaintiffs claim
and maintain that Jan van Vorst, being the full brother of Hendrick
van Vorst, 1s lawfully entitled to the Jjust half of the estate
before any division 1s made and that then the remaining half 1is
to be lawfully divided among himself and his half-brother and
sister, each to have a one-~third share.

[92] The defendants maintain and give for answer that two
hslf-interests of the half-brother and sister constitute a whole
interest and, therefore, that the property should be equally
divided, half 2nd half, between them znd their full brother.
Having seen the plaintiffs demand and the answer of the defendants,
it 1s decided that according to law Jan van Vorst, being the
full brother of the late Hendric van Vorst, shall first of all
receive one-half of the estate and that the remaining half shall
be equally divided and distributed between the plalntiffs as
guardlians of Jan van Vorst and the guardians of Ide and
Anna van Vorst.

Jacob Stoffelsen, plaintiff, vs. Everardus Bogardus, Tymen
Jansen, Davit Provoost and Jan Damen, defendants, as guardians
of the children of the late Cornelis van Vorst. Plaintiff demands

that the defendants before they proceed to divide the estate of
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the late Hendric van Vorst shallisatisfy the debt which the sald
van Vorst owes to his father, according to the account book. The
defendants acknowledge that what 1s written in the account book
1s in Cornelis van Vorst's own handwriting and that the same was
confirmed by him at his death. Defendants are condemned to pay
out of the estate of the late Hendric van Vorst what sald van
Vorst owes his father, according to the said account book of
Cornelis van Vorst.

Hendrick Jansen, tallor, father and guardian of his daughter
Els jen Hendricx, plaintiff, vs. the guardians of the heirs of the
late Hendric van Vorst, defendants. The plaintiff demands three
cows which van Vorst promised his daughter by word of mouth in
case he should dile on the voyage to the fatherland. Plaintiffs'
claim is denied 2s he cannot prove that Hendric van Vorst made
the aforesald promise to his daughter and he is granted fl. 24
for the keeping of two [female] goats and ome buck.

(93] On Thursday, being the 30th of May 1641
Fredrick Jansen, plaintiff, vs. Claes Sybrantsen Veringh,
defendant. Plaintiff demands payment of Wages earmed by him,
The defendant acknowledges the debt and the receipt of his canoe.
The defendant is condemmned to satisfy the plaintiff,

Cornelio vegnder Hoykens, plaintiff, vs. Uldrich Lupholt,
defendant. Plaintiff demsnds that satisfaction and compensation
be given to the Company. Defendant 1s granted 8 days to make
znswer, without fail.

Cornelio van[der] Hoykens, plaintiff, vs. Cornelis Bartensz..

defendant. Default.
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On Thursday, being the 6th of June !

Whereas a consliderable number of respectable Englishmen with
theilr clergyman have applied for permission to settle here and
to reside among us and request that some terms might be offered
to them, we have therefore resolved to send to them the
following terms:

1. They shall be bound to take the oath of allegiance to
the honorable Lords the States General and the West India Company
under whose protection they will reside.

2. They shall enjoy free exercise of religion.

3. In regard to political government, if they desire a
magistrate, they shall have the privilege of nominating three or
four persons from the fittest among them, from which persons so
nominated the governor of New Netherland shall choose one, which
magistrate shall be empowered in all civil actions to render
final judgment not exceeding 40 guilders; above this amount an
cppeal may be made to the governor and council of New Netherland;
and in criminal cases he shall have jurisdiction except in cases
involving corpor£l punishment.

L. They shall not be at liberty to erect any strongholds
without permission.

5. The land shall be granted to them in fee, free of
charge, and they shall have the use thereof for ten years with-
out paying any dues and at the expiration of the sald ten years
be obliged to pay tithes.

6. They shall enjoy free hunting and fishing and freedom

of trade according to the charter of New Netherland.

1 Revised from Laws and Ordinsnces of New Netherland,
pa 27-28, and m' Rglo le. Hl§§0 E. lo, 13:8.
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7. They shall be bound to make use of the welghts and
measures of this country.

1 [94] On Thursday, being the 6th of June 1641

Whereas the English on the Fresh river of New Netherlznd
commit great depredation and violence against our peorle there
end are not satisfied with usurping and cultivating the lands
which were bought and paild for and taken possession of by our
people, but in addition come =zt night =nd sow with zrain the
1snd which our people plow, haul away to their houses the zress
which our people mow, come with clubs and mattocks and barbarously
treat our people when they are plowing, dig out our fine looking
reas and plant Indian corn instead, forcibly take away our
horses, cows and hogs and let some of them die of hunger, cut
the traces of our plow to pleces and throw the latter into the
river, and surround our house with palisades so that one can
scarcely get out of it on the land side;

Therefore, all of this having been considered by us and
whereas the same 1s tending to the injury and contempt of our
supreme goverument and the honorable West India Company, whose
Jurisdiction and authority we are charged to maintain, we hzve
resolved to send thither Dr. Johannes la Montagne, councilor of
New Netherlsnd, with 50 soldiers and some sloops, in order to
fortify our house De Hoop 2 and to rrevent the rerwtion of such
hostilities as the English have wickedly committed acainst our

people and to mesintain our soll and Jurisdiction.

1 Revised from Doc. Bel. Col. Hist. N. Y., 14:34-35,
2 Fort Hope, at Hartford, Conn.
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Cornello van([der] Hoykens, fiscel, plaintiff, vs. Uldrich
Lupholt, defend=nt. Plaintiff demands that the Company be paid
and that satisfe~ction be wmade as soon as possible. Defendant
presents a certaln humble petition instead of an answer. Having
seen the humble petition of Ulrich Lupholt requesting that he
may be reinstated in the service of the Company and acknowledging
the offenses committed by him, with promise of better and satis-
factory comportment, he is ordered to satisfy the honorable
Company and to make reparation, provided that provisionally he
shall receive his rations until the arrival of the ships.

Cornelio van[der] Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Maryn
Adriaensz, defendant, for slamnder. Defendant asks forgiveness
from the honorable director for the offense committed by him
before Fort Amsterdam, whereupon his offense is graciously for-
given him for the sake of his wife and children.

(951 On Thursday, being the 13th of June 1641

The chosen guardians of the surviving children of the late
Cornelis van Vorst, plaintiffs, vs. Jacob Stoffelsen, defendant,
as husbzad of the widow of the late Cornelis van Vorst. Plaintiffs
demand the grain that stood in the field on the farm of the late
van Vorst. Jacob Stoffelsen is ordered to produce evidence con-
cerning the grain which he says was given by Hendric van Vorst
to the widow as far as hls part was concerned and the other half
belonging to Jan van Vorst shall be apprailsed by the mowers.
Jacob Stoffelsen acknowledges that he was indebted to Hemdric
van Vorst in the amount of fl. 430; therefore, he is ordered to
pay the same. Also, Maryn Andriaensen 1is ordered to declare to

whom the cow belonged which he bought from Vroutjen Ides.
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Dirck Qormelissen from Wensveen, plailntiff, vs. Jan Eversen
Bout, defendant. Plaintiff demands payment of fl. 500 in Dutch
or English coiln. Defendant admits the debt and says that he is
ready to pay in beavers and cannot pay it at present in Dutch or
English money,; also, that he is not obliged to pay before the
plaintiff sails for Holland. Defendant is ordered to pay plaintiff's
claim within two months from this date to his satisfactionm.

Tomas Hal, plaintiff, vs. Everardus Bogardus, minister,
defendant. Plaintiff demands proof that he acted unjustly in
connection with the defendant's tobacco. Defendant answers that
the pleintiff let the tobacco spoll and demands coumpensation for
the d=m~ge and loss suffered thereby.

Jacob van Curler and Francols Lasle are appolnted referees
to decide the &foresald case.

Pnillip Garaerdy, plaintiff, vs. Jeuriaen Hendricksz,
defendant. Plaintiff demands that the defendant fulfil his
promise to build his house. As the defendant acknowledges that
he is bound to do so, he 1s ordered to commence wWithin two months
from this date and from them on to carry out his contract.

At Fort Orange 16 beaver skins have been selzed by Bastlaen
Jansen Crol of which the former owner can not be found. Accord-
ing to the order of the honorable directors he is granted 15
stivers apiece for them, which are to be credited to his account.

[96] On the 20th of June 1641

This day, date underwriltten, personally appeared before our
governor and council of New Netherland Anna Metfoort, widow of
the 1lote Willem Quick, meking known the insolvent condition of

the estate left to her by Willem Quick, deceased, and whereas
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she, Anna Metfoort, is a sorrowful widow in a foreign land, with-
out any effects or means of satisfying the creditors, yes, even
does not know where she mz2y find lodging or obtzin a morsel of
bread, she declares before us that she nelther intends nor 1is
willine to assume the obligations of heir of the late Willem
Quick, her deceased husb=nd, or to use sny of his property for
her benefit, placins everything, whether bed, furniture or other
property, movable and immovable, at the disposal of the creditors.
She, Anna Metfoort, further declares on her conscience that she
is ready to affirm the same upon oath and that she retains nothing
but the clothes which she has on now to cover her nakedness,
leaving the rest for the benefit of the creditors; whereof she
requests a certificate in order that hereafter she not be molested
by any one on that account. Whereupon she has taken the oath in
council before us, the director and concilors, that all that 1s
hereinbefore written 1s true and that she possesses nothling more
than 1s mentioned in the subjoined inventory. Thus done, the
20th of June, in Fort Amsterdam.

Inventory of the estate of the late Willem Quick
1 bed
1 pillow, 3 blenkets
1 small mat, 5 bedsheets

tabiecloths, 2 pillow ceses

o N

napkins

towel

[N

pewter platters

wooden bowl, 1 pewter cup

N -N

small pewter saucers
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1 salt cellar, 2 small copper kettles
1 flatiron

-

pewter chamber pot
spoons

skirts

woman's shirts
undershirts

aprons, 10 caps, 12 handkerchiefs

L W o W £ w

chest, 1 small box

books

N w

pairs of stockings
1 Indian child
(97] On Thursday, being the 20th of June 1641

Jeurlaen Hendricksen and Nanninck Hansen appeared in court
and at the request of Jacob Stoffelsen declared that now about
two years ggo the deponents mowed grain for Jacob Stoffelsz =at
Ahasims and that to the best of their knowledge there were about
60 bushels of it, including waste and a2ll, They offer to confirm
this on oath.

Gillis de Voocht, plaintiff, vs. the wife of Teunes Tomassen,
mason, defendant, about charges for sewing linen. It 1is ordered
that the wives of Albert Cuyn and Adam Roelants shall estimate
how much was earned by sewing.

On Thursday, being the L4th of July
1 whereas the Indians of the Raretangh are daily exhibiting

more and more hostility, notwithstanding they have solicited of

1 Revised from Laws and Ordinances of New Metherland,
p. 28"'29.
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us peace, Which we consented to, permitting him to depart unmolested
on hls promise to advise us within twelve days of the resolution

of his chlief, which has not been done; and whereas the aforesald
Indians, who experienced every friendship at our hsnds, have in

the meantime on the plantation of Mr. de Vries and Davit

Pietersen, 2

partners, situated on Staten Island, murdered four
tobacco planters and set fire to the dwelling and tobacco house,
whereby the planters and farmers and other remote settlers stand
in great in great danger of 1life and property, which we under
the circumstances, on account of the density of the forest and
the small number of men, can not prevent; we have therefore con-
sldered it most expedient and advisable to induce the Indiams,
our allies hereabout, to take up arms, in order thus to cut off
stray parties who must pass through their territory, so that
they can not reach our farms and plantations without peril or
at least without being discovered; and in order to encourage
them the more we have promised them ten fathoms of seawan for
each head, and if they succeed in capturing any of the Indians
who have most barbarously murdered our people on Staten Island
we have promised them 20 fathoms of seawan for each head.

(98] On Thursday, being the 8th of August anno 1641

Adam Roelantsen, plaintiff, vs. Jan Jansen Damen, defendant,
for damage done by his cattle in plaintiff's garden. It is
ordered that the damage sh=21l be appralsed by two impartial men
2nd that each person, the defendant as well as others, shall pay

in proportion to the number of his cattle.

2 Prederick de Vries, secretary of the city of Amsterdam,
and6Bav1d Pietersen de Vries. See Van Rensselaer Bowler MSS.,
p. . N
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The guardians of the surviving children of the late Cornelis
van Vorst, plsintiffs, vs. Maryn Adriaeunsen, Hendric, the taillor,
Jacob Stoffelsen =nd Frederic Lubbersen, defendants, on account
of debt according to the note in the handwriting of Hendric van
Vorst. Msryn Adriaensen and Frederilck Lubbersen are provisionally
released from the claims against them as they paid Jacob Stoffelsz,
as sald Jacob Stoffelsz admits in court.

On Thursday, being the 224 of August

Maryn Adriaensen, plaintiff, vs. Jan Andriesz from Tonderen,
defendant. Plaintiff demands restitution of what was stolen
from him on his yacht. Defendant says that he has no knowledge
of the stolen bacon, but acknowledges that he paddled with a
canoe around the yacht of the plaintiff. Harman van Nus acknowledges
that he has eaten of the stolen bacon, but says that he does not
know who stole it and that Jan Andriesz hung the sawme over the
fire to cook.

On the 234 of August

Jan Andriessen from Tonderen acknowledges in court that he
took half a pound of bacon out of a tub at the house of Maryn,
with the knowledge of Pieter from Hamburg and Harman Nus.
Defendant is provisionzlly released from hils irons and ordered
to appear on the next court day.

The honorable director general of New Netherland hereby
notifies all heads of fsmilies or households dwelling here about
to be pleased to repair to the Fort on next Thurdday, being the
29th of August, in order to resolve there upon some urgent

business.
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(99] On Thursday, being the 5th of September

Glelorge Homs, plaintiff, vs. Jeuriaen from Osenbrugge, 1

defendant, for payment of 17 gl. and 10 stivers. Default.
On Thursday, being the 12th of September

Cornelio van [der] Hoykens, plaintiff, vs. Laurens Haen,
defendant. Plaintiff maintains that the defendant, if he can be
apprehended, is lizble to arrest and deserves to be flogged with
rods and demands that he be condemmed to pay a fine for the
behoof of such persons as the director and council shall deem
proper.,

The director and council of New Netherland having seen the
crimin~l proceedings instituted at the request of Cornelio van
[der] Hoykens, fiscsl, pl-intiff, vs. Laurens Haen from Amsterdam,
ared sbout 23 or 24 years, formerly assistant in the store,
defendsnt, whereby it clearly appears that the defendant has
not hesitated to take and steal from the honorable directors!
store here, silk, napkins, tablecloths, linen, cambric, velvet,

sugar, terzanelle, 2

spices, etc., and cash which he buried in
various places, such as a certain goat house on the strand near
the laznd of Davit Provoost, in his garden and at the end of the

Lange Heere wech, as appears from his voluntary confession, made

in writing while free from torture or iroms, sent to the honorable
director and council and consisting of seven separate schzdules,
some without date and others bearing the day and year; which
defendant, h~ving been placed under arrest on account of said
crimes in order thet he might be dealt with according to law and

the matter mi~ht be further investigated, escroped from prison

1 osnabrick, Hsnover, Germeny.
2 A corded silk, also called "gros de Naples" and "gros
de Tours."
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during the night between the 24 and 34 of May. Therefore, having
first called upon God and duly weighed and considered the afore-
sald case, we, administering justice therein, as we 40 hereby,
find the charges of the fiscal to be true as the money was dug
up in four different places and goods were taken from the houses
of two different persons. Nevertheless, considering his youth,
we declare the aforesald Laurens Haen liable to arrest if he can
be apprehended elsewhere and furthermore condemn him, as we 4o
hereby, if he were present, to be publicly placed on the scaffolad
and there to be flogged with rods, and further to pay a fine of
150 Carolus gullders for the benefit of the fiscal and the costs
of the trial as an example to all others.

[100] On Thursday, being 12th of September anno 1641

Isaac Allerton, plaintiff, vs. Antony Jansen from Salee,
defendant. Plalntiff demands payment for the goods which he sold
and delivered to the defendant. Defendant acknowledges the debt
and 1s condemned to pay before he leaves the island of Manhatans.

A certain petition is presented to the council by Oloff
Stevensen praying that inaswmuch as he has acted as commissary
of cargoes in the stead of Curler since the 1st of July 1641 he
be granted the same salary as Curler. Whereupon, in view of the
efficiency of the saild Oloff Stevensen, we have granted him 30
gl. a month from the time he has performed the duties of the
aforesald office of commissary.

Cornelio van(der] Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. the pilot,

chief boatswain and coock of the ship Engel Gabriel, for having

sold some sug=r without entering the same. Parties having been

heard, defend=nts are ordered to pay the Quties to the Company
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together with a fine of 40 pounds of sugar for the benefit of
the fiscal.

Cornelio van{der] Hoykens, plaintiff, vs. Uldrich Lupholt,
defendant. Plaintiff requests that the case be expedited and
that Lupholt pay the honoréble Company what is due to them.

Having consldered the petition of some respectable English-
men who are om good terms wlth us here, praying that the defendant
may remain in this country provided he pay and satisfy the
honorable Company, which they promise to do on their part as far
as they are concerned, we deem it advisable to keep him here for
the present in order that the honorable Company may be more fully
satisfied.

Laurens Cornelisz, defendant, vs. Abraham Cloc, plaintiff.
Parties have settled with each other in court.

Jan Damen, plaintiff, vs. Jacob Stoffelsen, defendant.

It is ordered that Maryn and Fredrick Lubbersz declare under
oath that there i1s no other debt or account between them and
Hendric ven Vorst outstanding, except that which arises from the
purchase of the cows which they bought from van Vrout jen Ides.

Jeuriaen Hendricksz, plaintiff, vs. Antony Jansen, defendant.
Antony 1s provisionally discharged and plaintiff condemmed to
pay the costs.

(101] On Thursday, being the 12th of September anno 1641
Whereas some of our men have lately been murdered by the
savages on Staten Island, therefore, to prevent further accidents

and to protect those who are still dwelling there, we have
thought 1t very useful and advisable to comstruct on the said

island a small redoubt at as little expense as possible.
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On Thursday, being the 24th of September

Cornelio van{der] Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan Symonsen,
former skipper of the yacht Reagel, and his gunner, defendants,
for having while drunk fired a cannon loaded with ball after the
watch was set, The fiscal is provisionally ordered to put the
defendants in iroms.

Cornelio van([der] Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Piere Pia
and Davit Clement, defendants, for having fought with each other.
Perties are ordered to produce their respective witnesses.

Bont jen, pl=intiff, vs. Symon Dircksen Pos, defendant, for
debt. The defend=nt says that he does not owe the plaintiff any-
thing, but has paid. The plaintiff leaving the decision to the
choice of [the defendant to take] an oath, the defendant swears
before the honorable director and council that he does not owe
the plaintiff anything, whereupon the plaintiff's claim is denled.

On Friday, being the 25th of September

Cornelio van{der] Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan
Symonsz and his gunner, defendants. Defendants are ordered to
settle with the fiscal.

The same, plaintiff, vs. Piere Pia and Davit Clement, defendants.
The defendants are ordered to satisfy the fiscal.

1211 persons are hereby notified that the director and
council of New Netherland have ordained that henceforth there
shsll be held annually at Fort Amsterdam a cattle fair on the
15th of October snd a hog fair on the 1st of November. Whoever
hzs anything to sell or to buy can regulate himself accordingly.

On the 30th of September this notice was posted at sald fort.

1 Revised from Laws and Ordinances of New Netherland, p. 29.
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{102] On the 34 of October 1641

Borger Jorissemn, plaintiff, vs. Jacob Roy, gunner, defendant.
Plzintiff demands payment of fl. 50. Defendant admits the debt
=nd requests eight days time. Defendant is ordered to pay with-
in eight days.

Borger Jorissen, plaintiff, vs. Cornelio van[der] Hoykens,
fiscal, defendant, for damage done to the plaintiff's house by
the careless shooting of Jan Symonsz and hils gunner. The defendant
gives for answer that the plaintiff did not claim any damages and
released Jan Symonsz. The fiscal is ordered to prove that Borger
sald that he did not desire any indemnity and that he had released
[(Jan Symonsz of 1liability for] the damage.

Jan Damen, plaintiff, vs. Lyntjen Adams, defendant, for
slender of Ragel Viengne. Defendant answers that she has named
no one, but that she heard from Tomas Coninck, the soldier, that
there 1s a woman in or about the fort who pays money to boot.

Case ad journed.

Jan Damen, plaintiff, vs. Tomas Coninck, defendant, regard-
ing his h~ving made the above statement. Defendant answers that
sbout three weeks ago, at the house of Uldrich, the soldler, he
hegrd Sander Boyer say that there was a woman at the fort who
grve money to boot. He having asked who it was, sald Boyer said,
"If you don't know, it won't hurt you."

Jan Damen, plaintiff, vs. Jan Platneus, 1 alledging that he
1s a perjurer znd incompetent to give any testimony, because he
has committed adultery with Indian women, according to the

affidavit.

1 Jan Flat Nose.
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Cornelis Willemsz, plaintiff, vs. Dirck Volkersz, defendant.
Default.

On the 24th of October

Willew Bredenmbent, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick the tallor,

Evert Bisschop and Burgert Jorissen, defendants, for lmpounding
their goats. They give for enswer that the fence was out of
repalr snd that other animsls than their goats have been on the
land. TLefendants are ordered to pay fl. 10 to the deputy sheriff
for pound money =nd fl. 10 to Davit Davitsz to indemmify him for
the damage done by the goats, unless the defendants can prove
th=t other snimels than their goats did the damage on the land
and that the fence was not tight.

Pieter Cock, pleintiff, vs. Jan Eversen, defendsnt. Default.

[103] On Thursday, being the 31st of October 1641

Davit Dsvitsz and Tomas Broen, plaintiffs, vs. Borger Jorilsz,
Hendrick the tesilor and Evert Blsschop, defendants. Default.

The defendants are condermed to satisfy the judgment rendered
elght days ago, as they faliled to prove that the fence was not
tight and that the damage was done before by other animzls. In
default whereof the fiscal 1s authorlzed to attach their goats
and to sell as wmany of them publicly in the fort as will satisfy
the judgment and the costs of the trial. 1

[104] On Thursday, 2 being the 1st of November 1641

Cornelio van [der] Hoykens, plaintiff, vs. Lambert Cool,
defendant, upon complaint of Altjen Brackonge, alleging that the
defendant beat her in her house. C(Clara Tysens, wife of Gerrit

Jansen, sged 31 years, declsres at the request of Altjen Brackoengie

1 The remainder of the page 1is blank,
2 This should be Friday,
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that Lambert sald that he had received no powder, saying Altjen
lied; whereupon she beat him on his back and Cool took up a
brending iron and deelt her a blow on the arm and first pulled
Aelt jen's h=2ir; which she offers to confirm on oath.

Articles submitted by the honorable director and council
of New Netherlazmnd to the heads of families or householders
résiding here under the Jurisdiction of the honorable West
India Company

1. Whether it is mot Just to punish the barbarous murder
of Claes Swits committed by an Indian 2nd, in case the Indlians
refuse to surrender the murderer at our request, whether it 1is
not Justifiable to ruin the entire village to which he belongs?

2. In what manner the same ought to be put into effect
and at what time?

3. By whom it may be undertaken?

Answers of the 12 selectmen chosen by the entire community
to consider the aforesald questions

In regard to the first, they find that by all means the
murderer according to the proposition of the honorable director
should be punished, but that it 1s advisable to have regard to
God and the circumstances and meanwhile to provide ourselves
with everything that 1s necessary, especlally, that 200 coats
of mail be procured by the director from the North, both for the
soldiers and freemen, who are willing to pay for part of them
themselves,

([105] As regards the second article, that meanwhile
friendly intercourse, yes, even as far as the malize trade, be
mainteined, until the opportunity presents itself and the will

of God be made manifest. Also, that meanwhile no one, of what-

ever condltion he may be, shall commit, either on water or on
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land, any hostility against any Indizns, with the exception of

the murderer, and that meanwhile everyone be on his guard. Like-
wWlse, when the Indlans are hunting, that we shall divide ourselves
into two parties, to wit, one on land near the Clepela and the
other party at Qiquaeskeck, in order to surprise them on both
sides, and that the honorable director shall employ thereto as
many Negroes from among the strongest and fleetest as he can con-
veniently spare, and provide them each with a hatchet and a
half-pike.

As to the third article, whereas we acknowledge no other
commander than the director, who is our as well as the soldiers'
chief, therefore, in order to prevent all disorder, [we find it
advisable that] the honorable director shall personally lead
this expedition, for which we offer ourselves to be of personal
service to him,

We also deem it advisable that two or three times more a
sloop be sent by the honorsble director to make a friemndly request
without threats, for the surrender of the murderer, in order to
execute him, and thus to mislead the savages.

Whereupon the following persons have sworn to keep this
their advice secret: Jaques Bentyn, Maryn Adrlaensz, Jan Damen,
Hendrick Jansen, Davit Pietersz de Vries, Jacob Stoffelsz,

Abrahem the miller, Fredric Lubbersz, Jochim Pietersz, Gerrit
Dircksz, G[lelorge Rapalje, Abraham Planc; so verily may God
help them.

[106] Willem Kieft, director gemeral, and the council of
New Netherland hsve summoned the 12 men delegated by the community

to give advice on the matters to be proposed to them and to put
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into executlon the advice lately given by them if it be thought
advisable, as the time and opportunity now present themselves to
surprise the Indians on the hunt.

Mr. Jo[c]hum says that it will be best to have patience aznd
to lull the Indiens to sleep.

Jaques Bentyn ssys that it will be best to kill the Indians
so as to fill them with fear.

Jan Eversen says that he does not think 1t advisable to
undertcske snything against the ssvages but to lull them to sleep
so as to avoid suspicion.

Jacob Stoffelsen says that it will be best to wait for a
ship to come from the fatherland.

Glelorge Bapalje, Gerrit Dircksz, Hendrick the tallor agree
with the above opinion.

Abraham Pietersz says that he thinks it advisable to begin
war and to exterminate the savages 1if possible.

Fredrick Lubbersen says that the war cannot be carried out
successfully as the undertaking against the Baretangs came to
& standstill.

Jacob Waltingen says that he 1s ready to do whatever the
director and council may order and think advisable.

Hereupon it is resolved in council by the honorable director
and councilors to watch for the proper time and opportunity, it
being understood that the barbarous murder must be revenged for
the sake and security of our lives and cattle; and if anything
be undertaken by us, everyone will be notified as promptly as

possible in order then carefully to consider the matter,
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(107] On the 7th of November anno 1641

Pieter Cock, plsintiff, vs. Jan Eversen PBout, defendant, for
slander. Pl-intiff demends that the defendant prove the slanderous
words uttered by him sbout the plaintiff. The defendant gives
for answer that the stztements mzde by the plaintiff are mostly
lies and requests that the plaintiff produce reliable witnesses,
offering to substaqtiate whatever he may have sald. Case
ad journed.

On the [14th] 1 or November

Whereas the director of Curagao, Jan Clasen van Campen,
in his letter dated the 11th of October 1641, which arrived
here by the ship Witte Valck on the 18th of November, writes
earnestly requesting us to send said ship back to him with pro-
visions as they are very much in need of them and can no longer
send their ships out to sea for lack of provisions, it 1s resolved
in council to ald them and to purchase from the skipper his lading
of salt in order to keep the salt trade in the hands of the
Company; furthermore to agree with the skipper of the sald Valck
in the most profitable way about the frelght of as many provisions
as may be brought together to take the same to Curagao.

Paulus Jansen from Vlissingen, plaintiff, vs. Maryn Adriaensz
and Fynhout, defendants. Jan Damen and Cornelis Tonissen are
requested to settle the matter between the parties and if they
eannot come to an agreement the referees are to submit their
ovinion to us in writing.

Cornelis vanlder] Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan Habbesz,?

defendant, for theft. The plaintiff produces depositions by four

1 Date left blank in the record.
2 John Hobson.
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witnesses from which it appears that the defendant stole a bed
sheet from a bed stead in the city tavernm. 3 Defendant answers
that he was drunk and does not know sbout the sheet; he is there-
fore granted till this afternoon to refresh his memory and if he
reralns he=dstrong he is to be put to the torture.
[(108] On the [14th] of November anno 1641 in Fort Amsterdam

Cornells vander Hoykens, fiscsl, plalntiff, vs. Gerrit Jansen,
cooper, defendant, for stealing wood. The fiscal is ordered to
prove his charge agalnst the defendant.

Andries Hudden, as guardian of Lambert Cool, plaintiff, vs.
Alt Jen Brackoenge, defendant. Parties have amicably settled
their differences 1in court.

On the 224 of November

Cornelis van[der] Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan Habbesz,
defendant, for theft. Plaintiff produces information in the
form of [depositions of] six witnesses who have seen that the
defendant stole linen from the bed in the clty tavern and requests,
1f the defendant persists in denying the charge, that he be put
to the torture. The defendant, having persisted in his denizl,
is put to the torture and exsamined on the evidence a2nd after
having been tortured snd released from torture and irons he
acknowledges =nd confesses that he did steal the sheet from the
city tavern, as well as bacon from old Jan, from which he has
had his share. Whereupon the plaintiff, ex officlio, demands
that the delinquent be flogsed with rods and banished from the
limits of New Netherland.

The director general and council, residing in New Netherland

on the part of their High Mightinesses the lLords States General

3 g'lants harb e; the public tavern at New Amsterdam.
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of the United Netherlands, his Highness of Orange and the honorable
Chartered West India Company, having seen the criminal charge and
the conclusion of the fiscal against Jan Habbesen, English carpenter,
together with the information taken against him, from which it
appears that the delinquent on the 19th of November last stole
a sheet from a bedstead in the city tavern which the delinquent
on the 224 inst, acknowledged in our court without torture or
constraint of iroms; also that he ate part of the bacon which
was stolen last year from old Jan's house; [109] likewise, that
heretofore he ran away from here as a rascal, taking with him a
canoe and leaving here varlous debts; all of which are matters
of evil consequence which cannot be suffered or tolerated in places
where justice 1is customarily maintained; therefore, having called
upon God and duly consldered the matter and wishing to do Jjustice
as Wwe do hereby, =nd heving found the complaint of the fiscal to
be true, we have condemmed, as we do hereby condemn, the aforesaid
Jan Habbesen, at present a prisoner, to be brought to the usual
Place of execution, there to be flogged with rods; furthermore,
the said delinquent shall from now on forever be banished from
the limits of New Netherland and lmmediately after the execution
of these presents shall depart from here, on pain Af he be found
elsewhere within the province of being put in irons amnd forced
to labor with the honorable Company's Negroes, as an example to
all others of that kind. Thus done in court on the 224 of November
anno 1641, in Fort Amsterdam in New Netherland.
On the 13th of November

John Haes, pl=intiff, vs. Master Fiscock, defendant, for
p~yment of &£4. 8 s, sterling due for wages. Defendant says that
the work of the plaintiff wzss not worth the money. The matter

is referred to referees,
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On the 5th of December

Andries Hudden, plaintiff, vs. Dirck Corsen Stam, defendant,
in regard to certailn goods belonging to the late Henderick de
Foreest. Plaintiff demands payment and account of the aforesaild
goods. Defendant answers that the pl~intiff must prove that he,
the defendant, received any goods from the late de Foreest.
Parties are ordered to bring proper proof a2t the next session
of the court.

[110] On the 5th of December anno 1641

Before us, the director and council, appeared Dirck Corsen
Stam, who declared that he did not state in Holland that
Mr. La Montangne dally went around with his pockets full of
ducatoons and Jacobuses.

Johannes La Montangne, plaintiff, vs. Jan Merils, 1
defendant. Plalntiff says that the defendant buillt the tobacco
house which he had engaged him to bulld so poorly that it blew
over, as it stood with 1its posts loose on the ground. He
therefore demands pasyment for the tobacco which was spoiled in
the saild house and, furthermore, that the defendant ralse the
house agaln at his expense.,

It is ordered that two carpenters, one Dutch and one
English casrpenter, shall inspect the house snd render a decision
according to their consclence whether in thelr opinlion the
house was well or poorly bullt. Mr. ILa Montangne chooses
Gillis Fletersz and Jan Merils engages Jan Haes, both carpenters,

to insrect the work.

1 John Morris.
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On the 13th of December 1641

Willem Dircksen, mrster of the ship De Witte Valck,
plaintiff, vs. Jacob Dircksz, chief boatswain, and Jan Heyn,
defendants. Plaintiff complains that the defendants have been
very disobedient on board; also, that they have gone on shore
without consent and remained there many days, whereby the
plaintiff and the owners of the ship suffer great loss, 1lnasmuch
as the work does not proceed when the chief boatswain, who ought
to be the foreman in gll ship's duties, is absent.

The complaint of the plaintiff having been considered Dby
us and it being found that the matters set forth therein are
prejudicial to the skipper, the defendants at the request of the
plaintiff are dismissed from the ship snd ordered to fetch their
belongings from board; furthermore, they are condemmed to pzy a
fine of fl. 20, fl. 10 for the fiscal and fl. 10 for the benefit

of the poor, ~nd to pzy j21l1 charges and board to the under-sheriff.

[111] In the name of God, Amen. In the year sfter the birth
of our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ, 1642, Isaack de Foreest,
plointiff, vs. Isazck Abrehamsen, defendant, for payment of
fl. 57. Parties heve settled with each other.

Borger Jorissen, plsintiff, vs. Tonis Nyssen, defendant.
Plaintiff demends payment of fl, 18, due for wecges. Defendant
admits the debt and asks that he be given time to pay. He is
granted six weeks, when payment must be promptly made.

Borger Jorissen, pleintiff, vs. Isaack Abrahamsz,

defendant. Defsult.
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Dirck Corsen Stam, plaintiff, vs. Andries Hudden, defendant,
as husband of the wldow of the late Hendrick de Foreest.
Plaintiff demands proof of the claim against him on account of
the affairs of the late de Foreest. Ordered, if Hudden proves
his clalm to be true, that Dirck Corsen give security to prove
the contrary with his books here within a year from thls date or
furnish such proof to the attorney of the said Hudden in Holland.
Hudden offers to prove his claim within 24 hours.

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Gerrit
Gerritsz, defendsnt, on account of cordage which the defendant
is alleged to have stolen from the Company’'s yachts and sold
according to the depositions. Plaintiff dgpands that the defendant
be punished =ccording to his deserts. It 1s ordered that the
defendant be placed under arrest in the guardhouse; also, that
Dirck Holgersz be not allowed to leave the country before the
case 1s disposed of.

Cornelis Volckersz, plaintiff, vs. Aert Willemsz, defendant,
on account of the killing of a hog by the dog of Mr. Twiller.
Gysbert Cormellssen, aged 24 years, declares that he saw the dog
of Twiller bite the hog and that he pulled him off it. Case is

referred to the farmers!' baker 1

and lLeendert Arends.
[112] On the 9th of January anno 1642
Cornelio vander Hoykens, plaintiff, vs. Gerrit Gerritsen and
Dirck Holgersz, defendants. Case put over in order to have the
depositions sworn to.

Philip Gerritsen, plaintiff, vs. Tonis Cray and Gerreken

Hessels, defend~nts. Plaintiff demands that the defendoants

1 De boere backer, meaning Barent Dircksen.
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fulfil the contract made with them for the delivery of fire wood.
Defendants acknowledge the Jjustice of the claim and are therefore
condemmned to fulfil the contract or in def-ult thereof the
plaintiff shall be at liberty to purchase wood at their expense.

Jochim Kirsteede, plsintiff, vs. Pleter Pia, defendant, for
slgnder. Plaintiff demands proof of the slsnder or reparation.
Defendant declares 1in court that he has nothing to say about the
plaintiff but what i1s to his honor and credit. Defendant is
condemned to pay the costs of the trial.

Hans Bodewick, plaintiff, vs. Andries, the chief boatswain,
defendant. The plalntiff demands the returm of a certain canoe
wnich the defendant is alleged to have detached and to have
set adrift. Case adjourned until the owner of the canoe shall
have arrived here.

Cornelis Willemsz, plaintiff, vs. Maryn Adriaensz,
defendant. First default.

Dirck Corsen, plaintiff, vs. Andries Hudden, defendant.
First default. The plaintiff demands and requests that the
defendant [113] prove what he promised on the 24 of January to
prove within 24 hours, to wit, that his claim was Jjust; the
more so 2s the plaintiff intends and expects to leave for
Virginia and should not like to suffer loss in this matter
through delays and postponements on the part of the defendant
who even this day has caused default to be taken against him,
thus seekling excuses. The plaintiff also requests that as the
defendant has produced no proof according to his promise, that
he be permitted to proceed on hils intended boyage at the first

opportunity without molestation. The request of Dirck Corsz
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belng takXen 1into comnsideration, the said Dirck Corsen is granted
rerrission to depart at the first opportunity if Andries Hudden
does not proceed with his case.

On the 16th of January 1641

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan Tomasz
and Philip Geraerdy, defendants, for having contrary to the
ordinance sold.beer 2 stivers nigher per gallon than 1is required.
Parties ordered to agree with each other.

Gerrit Jansen, plaintiff, vs. Cornelio van[der] Hoykens,
fiscal, defendant. Plaintiff demands proof of the charges ex-
officlo brought against him by the defendant. Defendant proves
by two witnesses that Donminge called the plaintiff a wood thief.
Plaintiff has sworn before the honorable director and council of
New Metherland that he is not guilty of the theft of the wood.
The fiscal's demand 1s therefore denied and the plaintiff acquitted.
“hat was done by the fiscal was done ex-officio.

Cornelio ven[der] Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Gerrit
Gerritsen snd Dirck Hollegersz defendants. Dirck Volkersz
declares under o#&th in court that he bought rope from Gerrit in
good faith snd did not know but that it was his own. Gerrit and
other saillors on the yacht Beal are ordered to appear next
Thursday to draw lots as to who of them shall be punished or
meanwhlle to satisfy the fiscal.

[114] On the 23d of January 1642

Gregoris Pletersz, plaintiff, vs. Tomas Coninck, defendant.
Plaintiff demands payment for an elk skin which cost him 8 gl.
Defendant answers that he warned the plaintiff that the breeches
were made out of the elk skin. He is ordered to prove the same.

Hans Steen, plaintiff, vs. Hans Schipper, defendant, for

slander. Case 1s referred to the ensign and the sergeant to
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dispose thereof and to cause satisfaction to be given to the
offended party as they shall see fit.

Cornelis ‘'1llemsz, plaintiff, vs. Maryn Adriaensz, Second
default.

Hendrick Janseun, plaintiff, vs. Jeuriaen Hendricksz, defendant,
First default.

Sybolt Classen, plaintiff, vs. Jeuriaen Hendricxsz,
(defendant]. First default.

The 30th of January

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Abraham
Planck, defendant. Deponents have counfirmed theilr depositions
by oath, whereupon it 1i1s resolved properly to examine the same.

Cornelis Willemsz, plaintiff, vs. Maryn Adriaensz. Third
default.

[(115] On the 13th of March anno 1642

Johannes Winckelman, plaintiff, vs. Abraham Pietersen,
defendant. Plaintiff says that Abraham Pletersz to hls great
loss makes his servant, Jacob Bouwensen, whom he brought from
Holland at great expense to his masters, dissatisfied 1in his
service, inasmuch as he has made a contract with him to take
his place as head farmer on farm No. 5, thereby causing him
great loss and damage. Plaintiff demands that the aforesaid
Jacob Bouwensen be forced to serve out his bounden time according
to the contract made with him at Utrecht.

Having s=zen the complaint and the answer of the partiles
with the depositions submitted on both sides, and the matter
having been duly considered by us, Jacob Bouwensen is ordered
to serve out his time according to the contract made at Utrecht

and signed by him,
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Cornelio vander Hoykems, fiscal, plzintiff, vs. Maryn
Adriaensz, defendant, for drawing a knife. Plaintiff demands
that Maryn pay such fine as 1s imposed by law for knife drawing.
Defendant denies expressly that he drew a knife and says that he
has had no quarrel with anyone.

Sybert Clasen, plaintiff, vs. Jeuriaen Hendricxz. Second
default.

On the 20th of March

Baltasar Lourens, plaintiff, vs. Jan Tomassen, smith,
defendant. Plaintiff says that he sold to the defendant a small
house and demands that the defendant accept delivery thereof.
Defendant admits the purchase of the house. Having seen the
demand of the plaintiff and acknowledgment of the defendant that
final purchase took place and that part payment was made, the
defendant 1s condemned to receive the house according to the
contract made between him and the plaintiff.

[(116] On the 20th of March anno 1642

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan Seles,
defendant. Plaintiff charges the defendant with having shot
other people's hogs in the woods, maintaining that this causes
great loss to the inhabitants and proving the truth of the
accusation by depositions. The fiscal is ordered to have the
witnesses personally appear before us in order to confirm their
depositions by oath, Meanwhile the defendant shall remain in
custody, unless he furnish ball for hls appearence before he
leaves the Fort. Tomas Hal becemes ball for Jan Celes to appear

a week from today.
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Andries Hudden, plaintiff, vs. Dirck Corsen Stam, defendant.
Plaintiff does not appear and default is taken against him and
1f he does not appear before noon it 1is decided that the suit
against the defendant shall be dlsmissed.

Maryn Adriaensen, plaintiff, vs. Tomas Hal, defendant.
Default against the plaintiff, as he does not appear.

On the 27th of March

Andries Hudden, plaintiff, vs. Dirck Corsen, defendant.
Whereas the plaintiff for the second time has failed to appear
and two defaults have been taken against him and whereas time
does not permit further delay, the director =znd council decide
that the defendant according to our previous resolution may con-
tinue his voyage without being prevented from doing so by the
plaintiff. The plaintiff's claim against the defendant i1s hereby
dismissed, so that the defendant shall hereafter be free from
any further action by the plaintiff on that account.

[117] On the 27th of March anno 1642

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan Celes,
defendant, for shooting hogs according to the depositions. The
defendant admits having shot a hog which was not his in the mouth,
being white, which hog he says he gave to the planters of Dirck
the Noorman. Hendrick de Boer 1 says that he does not know that
it was another man's hog which was shot. Ordered that the fiscal
shall cause the planters of Dirck the Noorman to appear on the
next court day to be then rersonally examined.

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick
Hansen Curffanger, formerly gunner on the Witte Valck, defendant,

for insolence committed by him at the house of Hendrick Jansen,

1 Hendrick, the farmer.



138

locksmith. The defendant admits having committed the offense.
The defendant 1s condemned to serve the honorable Company one
month 1n such capacity as the honorable director shall see fit
and to pay a fine of fl, 10 to the fiscal, and costs,

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Philip
Geraerdy, soldler, defendant. Plaintiff demands that the
defendant be punished according to military rule because he left
his post during the night without consent. The defendant admits
having left his post without consent and prays for forgiveness.
Having seen the demand of the fiscal and the matter having been
duly comnsidered, the defendant 1s condemned to ride the wooden
horse when the soldiers are on parade, having a tankard in one
hand and a naked sword in the other,

Abraham Byken, plaintiff, vs. Jaques Bentyn, defendant, for
alleging that stolen hogs were eaten at hls house. First default.

[118] On the 27th of March anno 1642

Maryn Adriaensen, plaintiff, vs. Tomas Hal, defendant, about
the delivery of a certain plantation which the plaintiff sold to
the defendant for fl. 1000, to be pald one-third New Year anno
1643, one-third New Year 1644 and one-third New Year amno 1645,
Pzrties have settled in court.

Cornelio v=nder Hoykens, filscal, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick
Jansz, tzilor, defendant, Default,

On the 1st of April, being Tuesday

Davit Provoost declares in court that it is known to him
thet the widow of the late Hendrick de Foreest and Dirck Corsen
sued each other at Amsterdam, but that he does not know for

what cause.
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Interrogatory upon which Dirck Corsen was examined in court
Whether he was not arrested Dirck Corsen answers, No.
et Amsterdam and left in spite
of the wrlt of arrest?
Whether he has ever been will- Answers, that thls has never
ing to render an accounting been proposed to him.
regarding the matters submitted

to him In court by the schepens?

Whether he left the books and Answers, that the accounts
papers concerning him, Dirck thereof are in the custody of
Corsen, Jan Tepkens and Renselaer and Jan T 'Jepkens. 1

Hendric Foreest in company
at the house of Renselser?

The original record was signed: Dirck Corsen Stam.

[119] On the 3d of April 1642 1

Whereas our territory on the Fresh river of New Netherland,
which we purchased, pzid for and took possession of, and which
in the year 1633, long before any Christians were on the said
river, was provided with a blockhouse, garrison and cannon, has
now for some years past been forcibly usurped by some Englishmen
and given the name of Hartford, notwithstanding we duly protested
against them, and whereas they moreover treat our people most
barbarously, beating them with clubs and mattocks, even to the
shedding of blood, hoe up our corn, sow by night the fields which

our people plow by day, draw away by force the hay which is mowed

1 Dirck Corsen Stam was supercargo, Jan Tlepkens, skipper,
snd Hendrick de Forest, mate, of the ship Bensselaersuyck, which
salled from Amsterdam on Sept. 25, 1636, See Van Rensselaer
Bowier MSS., pp. 345, 355-89.

1 Revised from Laws and Ordinances of New Netherlend,
pp. 29-30.
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by our people, cast our plow into the river and forcibly take
possession of our horses, cows and hogs, so that there is no
cruelty, insolence or violence left but it 1s practised against
us, who nevertheless have treated them with all moderation, yes,
even at great hazard have demanded and sent back home theilr women
who were carried off by the savages; and 2lthough we are commanded
by the States General, his highness of Orange and the honorable
West Indla Company to maintein our limits snd uphold our rights
by every means, which we also hazve the power to do, yet, we have
rather chosen patiently to suffer violence and to prove by deeds
that we are better Christians than they who go about clothed with
the outward semblance thereof, until in its time the measure
shall at last be full.

Therefore our order and command provisionally is and we do
hereby ordain that our inhabitants of New Netherland are most
expressly forbildden to purchase, either directly or indirectly,
by two or three successive shipments or any manner whatsoever,
any produce that has been raised on our land near Fort Hope on
the Fresh river, on pailn of arbitrary correction until they know
their rightful master; and the sellers of the produce which shall
have arrived from our Fresh river of New Netherland and from New
England shall first declare upon oath where the produce has been
grown, whereof a certificate shall be given them and thereupon
everyone shell be at liberty to buy =2nd to sell. And all persons
are hereby warned so that no one may hereafter plead ignorance
and let everyone guard himself against damage.

Thus done in council and published at Fort Amsterdam.
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[120] ! on the 3a of April 1642

Whereas 211 the subjects of the High and Mighty Lords the
States General who pursue their trade or commerce here in New
Netherland are bound to pay in Holland before they can ship their
goods a duty of 10 percent to the West India Company, which was
graented to sald Company by theilr High Mightinesses in consideration
of the great war which the honorable West India Company is carry-
ing on and the heavy expenses it has to bear; and whereas the
honorable directors have learned that many goods are brought
hither from divers places upon which no duty has been paid any-
where, which tends to the serious injury of the honorable Company
and great damage of the good inhabitants of New Netherland who
have to bear even heavier burdens than foreigners; wherefore we
are expressly commanded to collect sald duty here on all imported
goods on which nothing has been paid in Holland, Brazil, Guinea
and the West Indies and on exported goods so much as 1s authorized
by the Freedoms granted to this country.

Therefore, we have ordained and enscted, as we do hereby
ordain and enact, that from now and henceforth all persons who
lmport here any wares for purposes of sale shall enter theilr
goods and pay a Just tenth part either in kind or in money and
on the exported goods according to the list thereof included in
the Freedoms, to the receiver of the Company's revenues or who-
ever shall be appointed thereto, on pain of forfeiture of the
same goods not only by the seller but by the buyer and the
parties iriwhose hands they may be found. Thus done, published

LA
E A

and posted in Fort Amsterdam, dated as above.

1 Revised from lLaws and Ordinances of New Netherland, p. 31.
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{121] On the 10th of April anno 1642

At the request of the fiscal the following persons have
declared in court as follows:

Maurlts Jansen, commissary, says that on Sunday evening he
heard the landlady in the tavern say that Abraham Pletersz, the
miller, called the director a rascal.

Marrit Jen Liuwens, landlady of the tavern, declares at the
request of the fiscal that on Sunday last Abraham Pietersz called
the director a rascal and a liar, which he sald he was ready to
prove, offering to confirm the s=me on oath.

Claes van Elslandt declares at the request of the fiscal
that Abraham Pietersen, going with him from the tavern to the
Smith's Valley, called the director a rascal, vilifying the
entire council.

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Abraham
Pietersz, defendant, for slandering the director. Plalntiff
demands that the defendant be punished according to Imperilal
Statutes, folio 296, as the offense committed is clearly proven
by the preceding declaratioms,

Abraham Pletersz 1s ordered to go to the house of Maurlts
Jansen and to take up his abode there until such time as he shall
have defended his case.

Captain Patrick, plaintiff, vs. Josop Schocht, defendant,
for slander and false accusation., Mr. Josop Schot is ordered to
prove his statements within a month and meanwhile to give securlty
for such loss or damage as Captain Patrick may suffer 1ln con-
sequence of this case and Captain Patrick is granted permission

to go meznwhile wherever he pleases.
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{(122] On the 10th of April 1642

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscel, plzintiff, vs. Jan Celes,
defendsnt, in regard to the shooting of a hog. [The court] hav-
ing seen the complaint of the fiscal aznd the depositions comnected
therewith, the case 1is adjourned until a week from today, when
judgment willl be pronounced, according to which the defendant
will h-ve to govern himself,

Tobias Teunessen, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick van Dyck, defendant,
in regard to a certain dispute. Parties have agreed with each
other.

Abraham Ryken, plailntiff, vs. Jaques Bentyn, defendant.

The defendant proves that hogs were eaten at the house of the
plaintiff.
On the 13th of April 1

Whereas many persons come here in New Netherland daily both
from New England and Virginia who carry their passports under
foot and have run away from their masters and who afterward
occasion much trouble here, as has been shown recently in
several instances; Therefore, to prevent =z2ll disorders, we have
prohibited and forbidden, as we hereby do prohibit and forbid,

211l our good inhsbitants here from this time forward to lodge

eny strsnrers in their houses, or to furanish them more th:n one
meal, or to harbor them more than one night, without first obtain-
ing a permit from the director and having their nzmes recorded,

so that it may be known what sort of people are here and whence

1 Revised from laws and Ordinances of New Netherland, p. 32.
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they came, under penalty of 50 guilders and responsibility for
the actions of the person whom they harbor. Let every one be
warned hereby and save himself from damage.

Thus done in our council and published in Fort Amsterdam

on the date above written.

[123] On the 15th of May anno 1642 1

Wheress we h=ve rellable information that some Englishmen
have presumed to enter our South river and to settle on the
Schuylkill, obliquely opposite our Fort Nassau, without having
any commlsslion from any potentate, which 1s a matter of serious
consequence which tends to bring their High Mightinesses 1lanto
disrepute and to cause great damage to the West India Company,
as thereby thelr trade which they have on the south river becomes
unprofitable; Therefore, we have resolved in council and deemed
1t to the best interest of the aforesaid Company to expel the
aforesaid Englishmen from the sald Schuylkill in the most con-
venlent way possible.

Andries Roulofsz, plaintiff, vs. Govert Lookmans, defendant.
Plaintiff demands payment for digging a cellar. Defendant answers
that he did not let the contract to the plaintiff but to someone
else. Plaintiff's demand is denied and he 1s ordered to seek
redress from the person who put him to work.

Catrina Bartram, plaintiff, vs. Tomas Jacobsz, defendant,
for sle=nder. Tomas Jacobsz declares in court that he knows
nothing wh=tever to the discredit of the plaintiff and that he

acknowledges the sald Catrina to be an honorable and virtuous

1 Revised from Do¢c. Rel. Col. Hist. N. Y., 12:23.
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womsn, The plaintiff likewise declares that she acknowledges
Tomas Jacobsz to be an honorsble young man.

Cornellio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Abraham Planc,
defendant. Jan Damen becomes bail for the appearance of the
defendant at the appointed time. Jan Damen is ordered to cause
the defendant for whom he becomes responsible to appear at the
next session of the court.

[124] On the 15th of May 1642

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan Celes,
defendant, for shooting hogs belonging to other people. Plaintiff
asks and demands that the defendant be punished, as by the
shooting of hogs many inhabitants might suffer damage, so that
1t 1s necessary to make timely provision against this.

Having seen the complaint and conclusion of the fiscal and
the depositions whereby it appears clearly that Jan Celes has
shot hogs and given them away, which caunot be tolerated, as
thereby many people might suffer loss, we therefore condemn, as
Wwe do hereby condemn, the aforesald Jan Celes to pay for the hog
which belonged to Everardus Bogardus, minister, so much as referees
shall judge it to have been worth at the time it was killed; and
as much as he shall have to pay to Everardus Bogardus the fiscal
shall receive by way of fine. Furthermore, he is to pay the
costs of the trial.

On the 224 of May 1642
Instructions according to which Jan Jansen Ilpendam, commissary

on behalf of the Chartered West India Company on the South

river of New Netherland, shall have to govern himself

As soon as the yachts Beal and St. Marten shall have arrived,

there, Jan Jansen shall proceed with one or both yachts if he
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considers it necesszary, accompanied by as many people as he can
convenlently assemble, up the Schuylkill to the place where the
English have recently taken possession, [125] go immediately on
shore, demand the commission of the said Englishmen and ask by
what authority they have presumed to take away our rights, lands
and trade. If they have no expressed royal commission to settle
in our limits, nor any formal copy thereof, he shall compel them
immediately to depart in a friendly way in order that no blood
be shed and, if they refuse to do so, he shall secure their
persons and put them on board the yachts in order that they may
be brought here. He sh=211 further take care that he remain
master of the situation, maintain the reputetion of their High
Mightinesses and the honorable West India Company and, sfter the
dep~rture or capture of the English, raze the said settlements
to the ground, he, Jan Jansen, taking care that the English
suffer no loss as to their furniture but that a sultable
inventory thereof be made in their presence. Thus done in our
council in Fort Amsterdam in New Netherland on the date above
written,

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Abraham
Isaacksen Planck, defendant, for tearing down a placard. The
fiscal asks that the case be expedited and that the defendant be
punlished according to the ordinance.

Having seen the complaint and the conclusion of the fiscal,
Cornelio vander Hoykens, against Abraham Planck for disloyalty
in deliberately tearing down the placard posted in Fort Amster-
dam, in the presence of the sentinel and other witnesses, and

denouncing the principal officers of ihe Company, which is a
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matter of grave consequence which tends to mutiny and revolt and
can in no way be tolerated in a well ordered state, we have there-
fore condemned, as we do hereby condemn, the defendant to pay a
fine of fl. 300, to be applied one-third part to the West India
Compsrny; one-~third psrt to the building of the new church and
one~-third to the fiscal; and he is further forbidden on pain of
banishment to express himself in word or deed to the prejudice
of this State or of our masters. Thus done in our council in
Fort Amsterdam in New Netherland, on the 224 of May 1642,

[126] On the 19th of June 1642

Davit Pietersen, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick Jansen, tailor,
defendant, for paywent of a certain bond signed by the defendant.
Defendant answers that he has a counterclaim against the plaintiff.
The defendant 1is ordered on the next court day to produce his
counterclzim in due form.

It is resolved in council to engage Uldrich Lupolt in the
service of the Company, to be employed where he might be most
serviceable to the Company, for which he 1is to receive a salary
of fl. 20 a2 month and fl. 120 a year for board.

Hendrick Jansen, tailor, plaintiff, vs. Dirck Cormelisz,
defend=nt, for slander.

Hans Rodichwich declares that he heard Dirck Cornelisz call
Hendrick's d=mu~rhter nemes, ssyinec she is a whore and Hendrick,
securin~ =ffidavits to that effect, szid "You will end by marry-
inz a whore."

Gerrit Jansen, cooper, declsres that he heard Dirck Cornelisz
say to Hendrick, the tailor, "Your d=zughter is a whore."

Hendrick sald: "Such a whore you will not get." This was

confirmed by oath.
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Harmen Bastlaensen sald that he heard that Dirck drank to
the health of the bride and bridegroom, saying to Hendric, "Here
1s to Hoorn and Enckhuysen.," Whereupon Hendrick said, "Do you
mean to say that my daughter is a whore? You will not marry such
a whore." Dirck, replying, said, "If I marry a whore, your
daughter 1s a whore." This was confirmed by oath.

Hendrick van Dyck declares that Dirck Cormelisz called
Hendrick the taillor's daughter a whore. Which was confirmed
by oath.

The aforesald case having been duly considered by us and the
declarations having been examined it 1s resolved and decided that
the persons who were present when Dirck slandered the daughter
of Hendrick Jansen shall be assembled here and that he shall declare
before them that he has nothling to say about the daughter nor
about her bridegroom that reflects in any way on their honor or
virtue. And he shall appear before them and request their
forgiveness. Furthermore, the defendant 1s condemned to pay
fl. 50 to the church and fl. 50 to the fiscal.

(127] On the 19th of June 1642

I, Dirck Cornelisz, acknowledge that I have injured Elsjen
Hendrickz and her bridegroom in their reputation and have sald
more than I can prove. I therefore request them to forgive me
and I declare before God, the court and all those who are present
that I know nothing about them except what is consistent with
all honor and virtue. Thus done in the presence of Hendric van
Dyck, Hans Rodewich, Harman Bastlaensen, Gerrit Jansem, cooper,
and the entire council.

Richert Brudnil, plaintiff, vs. Jan Celes. First default.

w



149

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Merry Terry,
defendant, for violence committed by the defendant against Jan
Eversen in taking away hls hat. The defendant is ordered to the
return the hat to the place from which she took it and is condemmed
to pay fl. 6 to the fiscal.

Jacob Roy, gumner, plaintiff, vs. Claes de Veringh, defendant.
Default.

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Cornelis
Volkersz, defendant. The defendant 1s condemned to pay fl. 9
duty on beavers to the Company and furthermore to settle with
the fiscal; and it 1is ordered that henceforth he comply with the
law upon such penally as shall be deemed proper according to
the merits of the case.

On the 26th of Jume

Jacob Boy, gunner, plaintiff, vs. Claes de Veringh, defendant.
Plaintiff demands payment of fl. 55. The defendant admits that
he is duly indebted in the aforesald sum and requests time in
order meanwhile to make arrangements for the payment. The
defendant 1s granted two months, at the explration of which he
is ordered to pay promptly without delay.

{128] On the 26th of June 1642

Davit Pietersen from Hoorn, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick Jausen,
tallor, defendant, for payment of a certain account outstanding
between the parties, amounting to fl. 173:19, which sum the
defendant sdmits he owes. He requests time to make payment.

The defendant, upon hils request, 1s granted a respite of six
weeks to make payment, provided that if there are amy items in
the defendant's counter claim which heretofore have been paid, he

shall be obliged to pay these in addition to the aforesaid sum,
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Cornelis Melyn, plaintiff, vs. Johannes "inckelman, defendant.
The pleintiff, by virtue of a contract made with the Lord of
Nederhorst at Amsterdam, requests that the defendant show him by
what authority he came to him lzst winter on Staten Island with
his men 2nd cattle, saying that he came to fulfil the aforesaid
contract of which a copy had been given to the defendant, and for
what reason he left there and planted another colony behind the
Col, without asking for his advice according to the contract.

The defendant answers that he came into this country in the
name and on the part of Meyndert Meyndertsz, whose agent he is
and for whom he 1s establishing a colony behind the Col, according
to the orders given him, 1n accordance wWith the patent granted
to his master by the honorable directors and shown here to the
director. Case put over until further information arrives by
what zuthority the defendant came here.

Cornelio vender Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan from
Neprelen, defendant, for slander. Case put over until the next
court day znd the skipper ordered to refrain from further
sbusive language and to prove the statements made by the fiscal,

(129] On the 26th of June

Andries Hudden 1s engaged by the councill as surveyor, for
which the Company shall pay him fl. 200 a year, and he has taken
the oath before the honorable director and council that in all
things he will act honestly, without fear or favor.

Laurens Andriesz 1s ordered to serve the Company for one
month in mowing grain and if he conducts himself well he shall

be paid for sz=2id service.
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On the 11th of July 1

Whereas we hear dally, God help us, of many accidents caused
for the most part by reckless quarreling, drawing of knives and
fighting, and the multitude of taverns and low groggeries that
are badly conducted, together wilth the favorable opportunities
which all turbulent persons, murderers and cther lawless people
have for rumning away and consequently of excaping from condign
punishment, against which we should like to provide so as to
prevent §s much as possible all herm;

Therefore, we hereby ordain, decree and enact, agreeably to
the ordinance made last year in Holland by the High and Mighty
Lords the States General, that no one shall presume to draw a
knife, much less to wound sny person, under penalty of fl. 50,
to be paild immediately, or, in default thereof, of working for
three months with the Negroes in a chain gang; [sald penalty to
be inflicted] without respect of persons. Let everyone guard
hirself against damage and take heed. Thus done 1n council and
published on the day above written.

The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Gerrit Schuyt, defendant.

[130] On this day the 10th of July anno 1642 appeared before
us, the director and council of New Netherland, Mr. Weytengh and
Mr. Heel, delegated by the governor and councill of Hartford,
situated on the Fresh river of New Netherland, bearing letters
credentizl who, being properly received, declare that they have
been sent to treat with us in regerd to the differences which
have =risen between us and them concerning the possession of a

certain piece of lend situated on the Fresh river which they

1 Revised from Lews and Ordinsnces of New Netherlsnd, p. 33.
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maintain to be theirs and which they desire to possess in peace
and quietude,

Whereupon we have answered that the sald land was bought by
us in the year 1633 from the lawful owners and paild for, as
appears by contract of sele thereof; also, that in the same year
rossession thereof was taken and a fortification built on the
same, provided with a garrison and munitions of war, before any
Christians had been on the aforesald river, as we proved by
several authentic documents, desiring of the aforesald delegates
that we might possess and retain our purchased and pald for land
in peace and quletude, or else, that they should acknowledge the
High and Mighty Lords the States General and his Highness of
Orange as their sovereign lords and pay the fee for the possession
of the sald land; which the said delegates have provisionally
accepted, requesting time to submit the matter to their governor
and council of Hartford aforesald, which was granted by us accord-
ing to the conditions given them. Thus done in council the day
and year aforesalid.

[131] Conditioms !

Conditiones 4 D. Directore Gen. Senatuys Novi Belgil, Dominis
Weytingh atque Hill, Delegatis a nobill Senatu Hartfordiensi,
oblatae:

Pro Agro nostro Hartfordiensi, ammuo persolvent Praepotentiss.
D. D. Ordinibus Foed. Provinciarum Belgicarum aut eorum Vicariis,
decimam Partem Beventis Agrorum, tum Aratro, tum Ligone, aliove

Cultorum Medio; Pomarils, Hortisq; Oleribus dicatls, Jugerum

1 william Smith, History of New York, (Albany 1814), p. 22.
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Hollandium non excedentibus exceptis; aut Decimarum Loco, Pretium
nobile postea constituendum, tam diu quam diu possessores ejusdem
Agri futurl erunt. Actum in Arce Amstelodamensi in novo Belgilo,
Die Julii 9 Anno Christi 1642,
Translation

Conditions offered by the Director General and the Council
of New Netherland to Messrs. Weytingh and Hill, delegates of
the noble council of Hartford.

For our Hartford land, they will pay annually to the high
and Mighty lords of the Federation of the Netherlands Provinces
or their substitutes, one tenth of the return of the lands,
whether by plowing or by tilling, or by some other means of
cultivation; by orchards and by gardemns; by vegetable gardens,
not exceeding a Holland yoke (28,000 square feet); or in place
of the tenth part, a just price to be arranged afterwards, for
as long as they will be possessors of the land.

Done in Fort Amsterdam in New Netherland, this 9th day of
July, the the year of Christ 1642,
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On the 30th of July

Ritchert Brudnil, plaintiff, vs. Jan Celes, defendant, for

slander. Case dismissed =nd Jan Celes condemned to pay the costs,
On Thursday, the 7th of August 1642

Dirck Corsen Stsm, plaintiff, vs. Tymen Jansen, defendant.
The plaintiff states that he promised at Amsterdam, according to
a certain contract dated the 20th of June 1640, to pay the sum
of 520 fl. with interest to Tymen Jansen, which sum he clalms to
have pald to Tomas Jansen Ses in Virginia, as the sald Ses had
a power of attorney from Tymon Jansen aforesaid to recelve the
aforesald sum; also, that afterward, in the year 1641, the same
sum was pald to the sald Ses in tobacco by order of the commander
of Kiketeyn and on his arrival in New Netherland in 1642 turned
over by him to Tymen Jansen according to the receipt thereof.

The plaintiff therefore demands the restitution of the aforesaild
sum inasmuch as the sum has been pald once here and once in
Virginia. The defendant requests a copy of the bill of complaint.
The case 1s put over until the next court day and the defendant
shall be furnished with a copy.

Philip Gerritsz, plaintiff, vs. Johannes Winckelman, defendant;
rlaintiff demands payment of the debt which the defendant owes.
The defendant says that the summons was not properly served. It
i1s ordered that the plaintiff shall csuse the defendant to be
summoned agaln to sppear tomorrow,

(132] On the 7th of August 1642

Tomas Willet, pleintiff, vs. Dirck Cornelisz, defend=nt.
Def-ult,
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On the 14th of August

Tomas Seyl, plsintiff, vs. Goetman Lengh, defendant. It is
ordered thst if Tomas Seyl furnish security to the owner to
release the defendant the plaintiff's claim shall be paid.

Tomas Willet, plaintiff, vs. Dirck Cornelisz from Wensveen,
defendant, for slander. Dirck Cornelisz declares that he has
nothing to say that in any way reflects upon the plaintiff. It
is ordered that the defendant shall at his discretion put some-
thing in the box for the poor,

Tymen Jansen, defendant, vs. Dirck Corsen, plaintiff. The
defendant denies that Doctor Ses was pald until he is shown
better and further proof for, in the first place, the plaintiff
accordling to the power of attorney which he had from the defendant
ought to have exerted himself to procure from the heirs of
Dr. Ses surrender of the latter's power of attorney or in default
of payment to attach his property.

In the second plave the plaintiff ought to have an
authentic and formal certificate signed by the commander and
council there, written by the secretary, in which the commander

=nd council certify that the men h-ve acknowledged under oath
before them that they peid Dr. Ses for the pl=aintiff by virtue
of a power of attormey which Dr. Ses had from the defendant.

In the third place, the promise of restitution of the money
is not absolute, but coupled with the condition that the cattle
must be delivered to the defendant, with which condition the
pleintiff was satisfied.

In the fourth place, the defendant entertains great

susplicion as regards all the assertions, as the plaintiff
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several times put him off with lies, which the defendant can
prove, for instance, that in the presence of various people he

has sald that the plaintiff was not aware that Dr. Ses in Virginia
had been pald and satisfied on his account.

[133] The defendant is condemmned to pay, provided the
Plaintiff furnish a perfect affidavit or receipt from the late
Dr. Ses that he paild him by virtue of a power of attorney from
the defendant and that the plaintiff produce satisfactory proof
that he made every effort to demand payment from the heirs of the
late Dr. Ses, according to the power of attorney granted him for
that purpose by the defendant. And the defendant is ordered to
furnish security.

On the 21st of August 1642

Steven Harpele, plaintiff, vs. Cosyn Gerritsz, defendant.
Plaintiff demands payment of the wages earmed by him. The
defendant acknowledges the debt and promises to pay fl. 20 with-
in eight days, which the defendent is ordered to carry out. He
is also to pay the costs.

Jan Jacobsz Carpenel, plaintiff, vs. Jan Jacobsz, defendant.
Default.

On the 28th of August

Cornelio vander Hoykemns, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Uldrich
Lupolt, defendant, for breaking the Company's seal with which his
chest at his house was sealed and taking away the momney that
was in 1it.

Lupolt declares that the seal was not broken by him nor by
znyone for him, nor that he has advised anyone to do so. It 1is
ordered that the defendant and his wife shall confirm under ozth

th4at they have not broken ssid seals snd thet it happened without
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their knowledge. Which they have confirmed by oath.
(134] On the 28th of August 1642

Cornelio vender Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan from
Meppelen, defendant, for slender. The defendant is ordered to
present proof that the plailntiff slandered him first.

Cornelio vander Hoykens, plaintiff, vs. the gumnner of the
Sevensterre, defendant, for having beaten hls skipper. Defendant
is ordered to pay a fine of 5 gl. to the fiscel.

Cornelio van[der] Hoykens, plaintiff, vs. Hans Nicola,
defendant. It 1s ordered that the fiscal shall further investigate
the matter.

Having seen the complaint of the fiscal with regard to the
great loss which the honorable Company sustains on account of
the spoliling of the trade with the savages by the English within
our limits and usual places of trading, especially by one George
Lamberton residing at the Rodeberch, notwithstanding we have
expressly protested against him, we have resolved not to allow
this unless he, Lamberton, pay the dutles to the Company. The
fiscal being hereby authorized to comstrain him thereto.

Towmas Smith, plaintiff, vs. Jan Pietersz from Amsterdam,
defendant. The plaintiff dem#mnds a gun which the defendent is
ordered to bring to the courtyard within the Fort &nd thereupon
they z2re to settle their account.

Willem Cornelisz Coster, plaintiff, vs. the skipper of the
Houttyn, for leakage of Wine and ruination of cloth. Eslant,
Opjyk and the skipper Laurens are appointed referees to inspect

the damage.
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(135] On the 4th of September 1642

Davit Pietersen, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick Jansen, the tailor,
defendant. Default.

dhereas Hendrick Jansen on the 26th of June last was condemned
to pay and was cited on that account by the plaintiff, but has
not appeared and has suffered default to be taken against him,
we therefore condemn the aforesald Hendric Jansen, as we do
hereby, to pay the costs and damage which Davit Pletersz has
already suffered and in case the defendant continues to refuse
to pay, the fiscal 1s authorized to obtain a writ of execution
agz2inst him to sell so much of the defendant's property as is
needed to satisfy the amount of the debt and costs. Thus dome
and ordered in Fort Amsterdam of New Netherland on the day
above written.

On the 6th of September

Robbert Pinoyer, plaintiff, vs. Tomas Sandersz, defendsnt,
complaining that he was beaten when he came to get his clothes
znd tools. The defendant answers that Pinoyer tried to force
his door. The plaintiff admits that it took place. Pinoyer is
provisionally put under arrest and the fiscal is ordered to
seek information.

Abraham Grevenraet, plaintiff, vs. Dirck Corsz Stam, defendant.
The plaintiff presents a petition and a bond, demanding payment.
The defendant says that he is to pay in Virginia and that the
plaintiff is bound to serve him. The plaintiff replies that he
was never bound to serve the defendant and demands proof.
Parties are ordered to furnish mutual security, one for the pay-~

ment and the other that he was not bound at Amsterdam, where he

is to settle the szme with the owners.
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(136] Robbert Cock from Middlesex in old England, aged 18
years. He 1s asked in court whether he does not know where his
master Jan Print 1s and when he went away. Answers, that his
master on the day he went away ordered him to get buttermilk at
Hendric Pietersz', between 9 and 10 o'clock. He then left in
the house his master and Bebecca his wife =nd Eduwart Oyens and
heard that Jan Brent wanted to go to Goodman Steyl for moumey.
Having been away about an hour he found no ome in the house but
Ritchert Brudnil and Jan Smit, furthermore nothing but 3 cheeses,
a bushel of flour and cooper's tools. Having asked Brudnil snd
Smit whether they knew what had become of his wmaster and wife
they answered, No. He, the deponent, thereupon asked to be per-
mitted to go with them, which was refused so that his master
would not be angry with them. They were prevented by the tide
so that they were obliged to stay there. Arriving at Brudnil's
he found Eduwart Oyens and his wife and Rebecka, his master's
wife. Ritchert Brudnil called Rebeca to the door and staid out
about one-quarter of an hour. Coming into the house he asked
them aloud what they were doing there. They answered that her
husband had sent them there as he was in the woods splitting
staves. Brudnil asked, "Where are the goods? Your husband has
appzrently taken them with him." She answered, No., Whereupon
they resolved to report the seme to the director.

Rebecca Raetse, aged 18 years, wife of Jan Brent, says that
her husband sent her to Brudnil's and that he had gone cutting
staves; and that she went with Eduwart Oyens from her house to
Brudnil's, where they arrived toward evening without having

taken any goods with them, only some linen to cover her head.
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The same evening Ritchert told her that her house was emptly,
whereupon the next day she went with Brudnil and found the house
empty of everything but a Bible,

[137] Rittchert Brudnil, aged 33 years, from Bedford, says
and declares that sometime ago he, the deponent, in company with
Jan Smit, went shooting and found the house of Jan Erint quite
empty. They then saw a boy coming with milk. They asked him
where his master was and he said he did not know and that he
left his wife and Eduwart Oyens in the house. Coming home about
9 o'clock he found the wife and Eduwart Oyens at his house. He
asked her, "Where 1s your husband?" She answered, "He has gone
out to cut staves", and that he would be away for 10 days and
that he had ordered her to go to the deponent's house. BRebecca
had brought a little linen with her.

Jan Smit from Oxford, aged 25 years, deposes that he went
out shooting with RBRitchert Brundil and came to the house of Jan
Brent, who wzs at home with his wife, the boy and Eduwart Oyens.
Having gone from there into the woods and remaining there about
one-quarter of an hour they returned and found no one but the boy,
who brought back milk. Having asked the boy, "Where 1s your
master?" he sald, he d4id not know. From there they went to the
house of Brundil where they found the wife of the cooper.

On the 11th of September anno 1642

Cornelis Melyn, plaintiff, vs. Egbert Woutersz, defendant,
on account of his stepdaughter having become engaged to marry
before her time was up.

Els jen Jans, aged 17 years, declares that her mother and

another woman on a Sunday morning came to Statem 1sland with

Adriaen Pietersz and desired that she should promise to marry him.
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Whereupon she sald "I do not know the man". But finally, upon
the request, persuasion and desire of her mother she accepted
Adrisen Pietersz' troth. She declares, however, that she does
not want him and has no desire to marry, the more s0 as she does
not know the young man and is well treated by her master.

(138] On the 11th of September

Whereupon Elsjen Jans in court has returned the pledge of
troth, being a handkerchief,

Engel Jans acknowledges in court that she contracted with
Melyn at Amsterdam to go with him to New Netherland, upon promise
that Melyn would give her so much land on Staten 1sland as she
would need for a garden or farm on which to support herself and
her children, in return for which Engel Jans promised to serve
him, Melyn, according to the best of her ability.

Tomas Hal binds himself as bail for Pleter Barnevelt and
takes him into his custody, promising if necessary to deliver
him again into our hands and meanwhile to prevent him from com-
mitting any mischief or rascality.

Eduwart Oyens from Wales, aged 21 years, declares that Jan
Brent, the cooper, went out without letting him, the depoment,
know where he went, leaving in his house the deponent, Isaac
Abrahamsen and Eduwart, the carpenter, his wife and the boy.
Yhen the cooper went out he desired Eduwart Oyens to take his
wife to Brundil's house, as he intended to go out working for
some time without saying where.

Between 11 #nd 12 o'clock he left the house with the wife
end they came about half past one in the evening at Brundil's.

They took with them a box, a bushel of flour, as many cooper's
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tools as a man could ressonably carry under his arm, asnd butter
and cheese. Owing to contrary current they were held up at

1 which 1s the reason they were so long on the way,

Varken Eylant,
where they heard from Brundil and Jan Smit that all the goods were
gone. Brudnil asked what had become of the husband. They
answered that he was working for a farmer.

It is ordered that Ritchert, that is to say, Eduwart Oyens
shall be put under arrest until further information 1is recelved
regarding the cooper.

[139] On the 11th of September

Rebecca Raetse says that because she and her husband were
in debt he had gone to South Hampton on Long island to request
assistance from her former master, who was a man of influence,
taking with him some provisions and some tools.

Between 11 and 12 o'clock she left her house with Eduwart
Oyens in a canoe for Brudnil's, but owing to contrary current
they could make no prosress snd remained on Long lsland. She
s=1d th~t she put the other goods in the woods, fearing to get
into trouble, and that since that time she has [not] seen the
goods that were in the woods.

Samuel Chandelaer, aged 33 years, declares that Rebecca
sald that she knew that her husband would return but that she
would not live with him any more.

Margariet Fransum declares that Rebecka sald before she was
marrled that she would play her husband a trick and that she would
not stay with him and that the marriage which took place here in

the church was of no value.

1 Hog Island.
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Eduwart Fiscock, plaintiff, vs. Jan Haes, defendant.

Default.
On the 18th of September

Dirck Corsen, plaintiff, vs. Jochim Kirsteede, defendant,
on account of a foresall which was stolen from the plaintiff in
Virginia by the crew of Lieutenant Vrientschup amnd which was
bought here by the defendant. It is ordered that Af the plaintiff
proves that 1t 1s his foresall and that it was stolen from him,
the defend»nt shall return the foresaill or the value thereof and
h~ve the right to recover the amount from the sellers.

At the request of Dirck Corsen, Davit Pletersen is ordered
to tske the oath that according to his book 45 gl. remain due
him by Lady Harwee or, in default thereof, he shall lose his right;
this to be communicated to him before his departure.

EqQuwart Fiscock, plaintiff, vs., Jan Haes. Second default.

(140] On the 25th of September 1642

Whereas Captaln Davit Pletersz has appeared before us and
requested the attachment of a sum of 4 pounds 14 shillings
sterling due him from the estate of the late Captain Ritchert
Stevens for linen sold to Lady Harwee, at that time the wife of
Captain Stevens, all of which was sworn to by the aforesaid Davit
Biletersz in court at Fort Amsterdam, the 25th of September anno
1642 in New Netherlsnd;

It 18 resolved that the money in our hands shall be attached
until =»n =nswer is received from Lady Herwey.

Dirck Corsen Stam, pleintiff, vs. Jochim Kirstede, defendant,
rec=rding 2 certzin foresall stolen by the crew of Lieutenant

Frinschup.
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Having seen the complaint of the plaintiff and the depositioms
signed by three persomns from which it clearly appears that the
foresail bought by Jochim Kirsteede was stolen from Dirck Corsen's
bark, the defendant is therefore condemned to return the said
sall in as good a condition as it was, or else to satisfy the
Plaintiff therefor and to recover the amount from the persons who
sold it, either out of their goods or the boat with which it was
stolen, the value being estimated at 25 guilders.

Bobbert Bello, plaintiff, vs. Barent Dircksen, defendant,
for damage done by hogs. Parties are referred to such referees
as they shall ohoose to inspect and estimate the damage.

Abraham, the miller, and Tomas Hal are chosen by parties as
referees.
(141] On the 25th of September 1642

Whereas some dispute has arisen on the South river between
our people and Mr. Lammerton, who came there within our limits
without our permission and against our will, we have approved
the action of our people and to that end granted these presents
to Maryn Adriaensen as we understood that our people are threatened
by those of the Rodeberch. Therefore all those to whom these
presents shall be shown are warned to leave the bearer unmolested
and if they have anything to say regarding the matter aforesaid
to be pleased to refer the same to us, we being at all time
ready to answer their complaints.

On the 24 of October 1642

Whereas Mr. Trochmarten and his Company ask permission to

settle with 35 families under the jurisdiction of their High

Mightinesses the Lords States General and to live in peace, pro-

vided they enjoy the same benefits as other inhabitants and have
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the free exercise of their religion; therefore, having considered
the request of the aforesaid Mr. Trochmarten and taken into con-
sideration the desire of the honorable Company, inasmuch as this
request does not tend to injure this country, the more so as the
English intend to settle about three miles from us [their said
request is granted.]
On the 9th of October 1642

Cornelis Melyn, plaintiff, vs. Egbert Woutersz, as husband
and cuardian of Engel Jans, defendant, for certain damage done
him according to the bill of complaint filed by the plaintiff,
requesting redress for the violence committed in carrying off his
servant girl by night from his land and firing guns and muskets,
which is sald to have been done by Adriaen Pietersz,

Adriaen Pletersz admits that he took the maid in the yawl
with her comsent from Melyn's land. Parties having been heard
it 1s ordered that the pretended bride Elsjen shall be delivered
into our hands next Thursday forenoon, and that the fiscal shall
make further inquiry. Meanwhile Adriaen shall remain under arrest
on this island until the case 1s decided and be furnished with
a copy of the bill of complaint.

[(142] On the 9th of October anno 1642

Pieter Cornelisz, plaintiff, vs. Johannes Winckelman, defendant,
for payment of 435 gl, The defendant admits the debt, but says
that he has no money for the present. He offers to pay in duffel
according to market value. The defendant is condemned to pay in
money or goods to the value thereof.

Jacob Roy, plaintiff, vs. Jan Pletersz, defendant, for pay-
ment of fl. 54. The defendant admits the debt and is condemned

to pay, also 12 stivers for the summons.
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Piere Cecero, plaintiff, vs. N. N., Englishman, tailor,
defendant. First defzult.

Plere Cecero, defendant, vs. Jan Haes, plaintiff, First
default.

On the 16th of October 1642

Andries Hudden appeared in councll and requested a
certificate showing how much psy he might demznd of those who
employ him as surveyor. He 1s granted 3 gl. a day and furthermore
2 stivers per morgen and free transportation by ferry and
expenses.

Els jen Jans declares in court that she was forced to speak
of Cornelis Melyn and his wife as she did on the 11th of September;
also that Melyn's wife said that Adriaen had a wife and 3 children
in Holland and that he was engaged here in this country and that
the clothes which he wore were borrowed; furthermore, that she
had given her brother on a Sunday on Staten 1sland a shilling to
be given to Adriasen Pletersz with the request that said Adriaen
should come the next monday. He came there in the evening about
8 o'clock and she departed immediately with him for the strand,
finding there a small yawl in which was the boy of Jan from
Botterdam and no one else. She 1s ordered to appear on the
next court d=y and to bring Auken with her.

[143] On the 19th of October anno 1642

Piere Pia, plzintiff, vs. Barent Dircksz, defendant, as
surety for Willem Willemsz in the sum of fl., 26:6. Plaintiff
proves by Aert, the smith, and Tomas Broen that the defendant
became surety for Willem Willemsz in the sum of fl. 26:6. No

apprearance on the part of the defendant; first default.
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Mr. Wilcock, plaintiff, vs. Robbert Pinoyer, defendant.
First defsult.

Whereas persons who are summoned show much neglect in failing
to appear for minor reasoms, thus allowing default to be taken
against them, and whereas this tends to bring the council into
disrepute, we have therefore ordained, as we 4o ordain hereby,
that henceforth 6 stivers shall be paid for the first default,
12 stivers for the second default and that on the third and last
default judgment shall be given against him. Thus done in
council on the date above written.

On the 17th of October
Jammit jen Martens, widow of the late Jan Tomasz Mingal,

declares that Jan from Meppelen, skipper of the Sevenster,

promised to marry her, before God, and on that condition slept
with her and had cernal conversation with her, with promise of
ven Meppelen that he would never leave her snd that the banns

would be published here and that omn arriving safely at Curagao

he would marry her there.

Jan van Meppelen says that the first evenlng when he asked
to sleep with Jannitjen Mertens she asked, "Do you intend to
marry me?" To which he replied, "Do you think I have any other
intentions?"; having nothing with him to give to her.

Claes Eversen from Amsterdam, aged 22 years, says that Jan
van Meppelen five or six weeks ago came to the house of Jannit jen
Mertens, who said, "Jan, people say that you will not marry me."
The skipper said, "Do you believe other people rather than me?";

promising that he would marry her at Curapao and would have the

banns published here.
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The parties are allowed time to think the matter over until

the next court day, in order them to take the oath.
(144] On Thursday the 23rd of October anno 1642

Cornelis Melyn, plaintiff, vs. Adriaen Pletersz, defendant.
The fiscal, against the same for carrying off Melyn's maid. It
is ordered that Adriaen Pletersz shall bring here in our presence
Elsjen, the plaintiff's maid, and deliver her into the hands of
the said Melyn and receive her back from him, on condition that
he give security for all damage and expenses which the plaintiff
has incurred thereby.

Pieter Pia, plaintiff, vs. Barent Dircksen, baker, defendant,
for security of fl, 26: [6]. Parties and witnesses having been
heard, the defendant is condeammed to pay the amount and costs.

On the 30th of October 1642

Having consulted with each other in council ‘regarding the
proposition of the fiscal and the consequences thereof, it is
decided that it is necessary to bind the newly arriving people
to the services of the Company as otherwise this country will
come to ruin and the people remain in a miserable state. We
trust that the honorable directors will approve of this our
resolution inasmuch as the welfare of the country depends upon
it and the honorable Company will suffer no damage except for
the short period that the outstanding earnest money must remain
idle.

Jan Jacobsz Carpenel, plaintiff, vs. Jan Jacobsz, soldier,
defendant, for having borrowed a canoe. The defendant admits
heving borrowed the canoe in compsny with two Swedes. The
defendant is condemned to pay for the canoe and to seek redress

from the Swedes.
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Maurits Jansen van Broeckhuysen, plaintiff, vs. Everardus
Bogerdus, as guardian of the surviving children of the late
Cornelis van Vorst, defendant, for the recovery of fl. 50 which
the plaintiff furnished to Jan van Vorst in Holland according to
the note. The defendant requests that Maurits declare that he
has no private account with Jan van Vorst. Case put over to the
next court day.

[145] On the 30th of October 1642

Edquwart Oyen, plaintiff, vs. Ritchert Brudnil, defendant,
concerning the account outstanding between the parties. Parties
producing each his account, confirm the same by oath.,

Cornelio vander [H]oykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick
Jansen, tailor, defendant, for slander uttered by him to the
detriment of the honorable director. The fiscal demands that
the defendant be punished according to his deserts and be placed
under arrest, so that he may make further inquiry and then proceed
sgainst him as may seem fit.

It is ordered that the defendant be put in irons and that
the fiscal make further inquiry.

BRitchert Brudnil, plaintiff, vs. Eduwart Oyen, defendant.
Default.

6th of November

Laurens Cornelissen, plaintiff, vs. Paulus Jansen, defendant,
for spading his land which the defendant agreed to do and for
which he received 4 gl. hand money. The defendant answers that
the land i1s not workable., It 1s ordered that if the land can be
spaded the defendant shall be held to do the work or, in default
thereof, the plaintiff shall cause to have it done at the expense
of the defendant.
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Adrlaen vander Donck, plaintiff, vs. Jannitjen Teunes, defendant.
Plaintiff says that the defendant made a contract with Mr.
Renselaer and demands that the defendant fulfil the same, as
hls patroon desires that the people intended for his colony shall
go there. The case is adjourned until next spring, as the defendant
is married and in the last stages of pregnancy, provided she
gilve security for the fulfilment of the contract and the repayment
of the money advanced.

The fiscal, plesintiff, vs. Hendrick Jansen, taillor, defendant,
for slander. The defendant asks a copy of the charge against him,
The request 1s granted and a copy shall be furnished him by the
secretary so that he may make answer thereto next Thursday.

[146] Appeared in court at Fort Amsterdam, Arent van Curler,
secretary 1n Benselzerswyck, who 8% the request of Cornelio van-
[der] Hoykens, fiscal, attests, testifies aznd declares that he,
the deponent, on the 27th of October, being with others at the
house of Burger Jorissen, heard Hendrick Jansen, the tallor,
make the following statements, namely, that he, the tailor, sold
to the honorable director hogs, which were sows and with which
the honorable director was not well pleased; also, that he had
asked the director for duffel, which was refused him unless he
gave money, in which case he Hendrick would receive the duffel.
Hendrick said, "If I could scrape and bow like Frenchmen and
Englishmen I would have credit all right; in short, they seek to
oppress the Netherlanders and foreigners are helped along,"
snapping his finger agalnst his thumb, saying, "I have had enough
of it." He, the deponent, upon further reflection testifies as

before at the request of the fiscal that Hendrick Jansen, speak-

ing of Director Kieft, sa2id, "I wonder what the rascal means?"
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All of which the deponent declares to be true and truthful and
that he knows mothing wmore of the matter; also, that this is done
by him to give testimony to the honest truth, which every
Christian is bound to 4o, especially when requested so to do, to
no one's benefit or injury, without any regard of persoms,
personal hatred or favor.

The above deposition was confirmed by oath by Arent van
Curler in court, on the 13th of November 1642, at Fort
Amsterdam.

Appeared in court Laurens Cornelisz, aged 31 years, who at
the request of Cormelio van[der] Hoykens, fiscal, attests, testifies
and declares, as he does hereby, that he the deponent, on the
27th of October last, at the house of Burger Jorisz, heard
Hendric Jansen, tallor, say that he had sold hogs to the director
which were sows, with which the director was not well pleased.
He, Hendrick, sald further, "I wonder if he thiunks that sows
are not hogs?"

The deponent being again asked in court what Hendrick Jamsen
sald about the honorable director or what names he called him,
the deponent, answering, said that Hendrick in addition to the
aforesald statements sald, "I wonder what the rascal means?®
or words to that effect, but he immediately retracted his words
saying "I do not mean that."

All of which the deponent declares to be true and truthful
and that he knows nothing more than 1s hereinbefore written and
that this is done by him in order to testify to the truth to no
one's benefit or injury. All of which Laurens Cornelisz has
confirmed on oath on the 13th of November anno 1642, before the
honorable director and council of New Netherland in court at Fort

Amsterdam.
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{147] The 6th of November

There appeared 1n court Philip Gerritsz from Haerlem, tavern
keeper, who declares at the request of the honorable fiscal that
on the 27th of October last he heard Heundric, the tallor, say
many words at the house of Burgert Jorisz, but that in truth he
does not know what there is of the matter, as he did not stand
8t1l1l but went back and forth. Declares that he knows nothing
else,

There appeared in court in Fort Amsterdam, Jan Damen, aged
35 years, who at the request of Cornelio van[der] Hoykens, fiscal,
attests, testifles and declares, as he does hereby, that on the
27th of October last at the house of Burger Jorisz he heard
Hendrick Jansen, the tailor, who was quite intoxicated, say,
"The director 18 a rascal and the woman who gave birth to the
director is a whore," for which the deponent berated the aforesald
Hendrick, saying: "Hendrick, do nmot say that; she 1s an honorable
woman, I have been at her house." All of which the deponent
declares to be true and truthful and that he has dome this to
testify to the truth as everyome 1s requested to; also, that
this is dome without any personal hatred or favor and to no one's
benefit or injury. Which the deponent has confirmed in court
before the honorable director gemeral and council, to be the
truth, in Fort Amsterdam in New Netherland, the 19th of
November, anno 1642,

[(148] On the 12th of November 1642

Whereas coriminal charges and sult for slander between Adriaen

vander Donck, officer of RBenselaerswyck, and Frans Allersz, cooper,

have been brought before us in which the honor of the parties
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is attacked; therefore, the parties having entered into an amicable
and a friendly agreement, acknowledge that they know nothing of
each other but what redounds to their honmor and virtue. Con-
sequently the case 1s dismlissed.

Hendrick Jansemn from Oldemborch, aged 20 years, soldier,
acknowledges that he bought from the gunner 2 pounds of powder

to be used at Achtert Col, where he was commanded to go, which

powder he sold to Schepmoes; also 8 yards of linen out of the
store of which he sold 4 yards to the wife of Jan Pieteraz for
fl, 3:10.

Hendric Jansen is ordered to perform his guard duty as required
and to remain in the Fort until next session of the court.

On the 14th of November 1642

Whereas Tomas Pop and Rogler Jorissen, both soldiers in the
service of the Chartered West India Company, forgetting their
honor and oath, have presumed to leave their respective companies
without furlough or passports, all of which is directly contrary
to the articles sworn to by them, is unservicable to the country
and tends to lessen the military discipline and respect for the
high authorities; therefore, the aforesald soldiers are summoned
to appear by the beating of the drum and called upon to justify
themselves in respect to these desertions, on pain, if after
having been three times summoned they do not appear, of being
proceeded against by the honorable fiscal as according to
military law shall be found necessary. This proclalimed by the

beating of the drum.
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[149] On the 18th of Noveuwber anno 1642

Messrs. Jaques Bentyn, Jochim Pietersen, Hendrick van Dyck,
ensign, and Gysbert van Dyck, commissary, are requested by the
honorable director and council of New Netherlsnd to repair next
Thursday, being the 20th of November, to the house of the said
Mr. Willem Kieft to hear there, in company with the honorable
councilor La Montangne, the complaint of the fiscal against
Hendrick Jansen, tallor, for certain slanderous statements made
by him, and there to pronounce their opinion as according to law
they shall find proper to which they are hereby authorized and
empowered and we shall hold thelr sentence as binding, lawful
and irrevocable. Thus done in Fort Amsterdam on the date above
written.

On the 19th of November anno 1642

Jan Damen, aged 35 years, declares in court that he knows
nothing more of the matter of Hendrick, the tallor, than he has
heretofore testified, which testimony is recorded above. Dated
as above.

In court at Fort Amsterdam appeared Burger Jorissen, farrier,
who 2t the request of the filscal declares, testifies and attests,
as he does hereby, by true Christian words that it is true and
truthful that he, the deponent, heard Hendrick, the tallor, say
at his house on the 27th of October last, "He is a rascal®, saying
immediately afterward, "I do not mean 1t." He declares that he
heard nothing more, except something about "giving birth," but
there were other words before and after this which the deponent
did not hear. All of which the deponent confirmed by oath before

the honorable director and councilor of New Netherland on the

19th of November anno 1642,
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(150] On the 21st of November, being Thursday

Hendrick van Dyck, plaintiff, vs. Willem Cornelisz Coster,
defendant. The plaintiff demands according to his power of
attorney three beavers which the defendant bought from Schepmoes,
Who obtalned from one Tourbay, who had stolen and sold them.

The defendant admits having bought the beavers from Schepmoes
without knowing that they were stolen. The defendant 1s condemned
to deliver the three beavers next Thursday to the court in the
fort, retaining the rizht to recover the loss from Schepmoes.

Jan Eversen Bout, plaintiff, vs. Wolphert Gerritsz, defendant,
for payment of fl. 50, The defendant requests time until the
next court day to reply in writing.

Cornelis Volckersz, plaintiff, vs. Samuel Chandelaer,
defendant, for fl. 85 spent by the defendant for entertainment
at his house. The defendant admits the debt and promises to pay
one-half within a month and the other half in two months,

Johannes Winckelwan, plaintiff, vs. Cornelis Lambersz Cool,
defendant. First default.

Borger Jorlsz declares in court at the request of the fiscal
that he heard Hendrick, the railor, speak of '"giving birth" and
"he is a rascal," saying immedilately after it, "I 4o not mean
that." He also says that he heard nothing more, but that there
were other words spoken before and after which he did not hear.
All of which the deponent has confirmed by oath.

Hendrick Jansen 1s asked in court whether he has anything
to say sgsinst the hereinafter named persons and why the same
should not be allowed to testify to the truth, to wit:

Arent van Curler, Laurens Cornelisz, Jan Damen, Borger Jorlsz.

Answer, No,
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[(151] On the 21st of November 1642

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick
Jansen, tallor, defendant, for slander. The plaintiff requests
in writing that the case may be expedited. The defendant requests
a copy of the charges against him. The copy 1s granted in order
to present a written answer thereto on the next court day, on
pain of having the plaintiff proceed with the case.

On the 27th of November 1642

Cornelis vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan Schepmoes,
defendant, who bought three stolen beavers and two pounds of
powder from a soldier. Plaintiff demands that the defendant be
punished as the thief who stole the beavers deserves. Schepmoes
1s ordered to restore to Coster the money and the goods which he
recelved from Coster. The defendant, refusing to do this, 1s
placed under arrest until such time as he shall have restored
the monmey.

Michlel Picet, plaintiff, vs. Piere Pla, defendant, for
slander. Parties are ordered to prove the slander.

Nicolaes Stander, plaintiff, vs. Jaques Bentyn, defendant,
in regard to a certain contract. The defendant says he made no
contract with the plaintiff, but with Goodman Lengh and Messingjour.
Goodman Lengh and Messingjour ar® ordered to appear on the next
court day and prove the injury done to Bentyn.

Mr. Smit, plaintiff, vs. Andrlies Hudden, defendant. Default.

(152] On the 27th of November 1642

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick

Jansen, tallor, defendant, for slander. The fiscal exhibits his

written bill of complaint and thereby demands lawful punishment

and Justice.
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Having seen the criminal proceedings of the fiscal, plaintif,
ageinst Hendrick Jansen, tallor, defendant, together with the
depositions of various creditable witnesses confirmed by oath
whereby 1t clearly appears that he the defendant on the 27th of
October last at the house of Burger Jorissen called his lawful
superior, the honorable Director Willem Kieft a rascal, and also
spoke in a very scamdalous wmanner saying, "The woman who gave
birth to the director i1s a whore;" which is a matter of grave
and dangerous consequences which cannot be tolerated or suffered
in countries where it 1s customary to maintain justice, inasmuch
as the same not only tends to create disrespect for the honorable
director aforesaid but also brings into disrepute their High
VMightinesses the lLords States Gemeral, his Highness of Orange
end the honoreble directors, in whose name he, the director,
holds the aforesaid office, which aforesald slander is punishable
according to God's law and the imperlal statutes;

Therefore, wishing to provide herein, having first called
upon God, we have after mature consideration of the matter found
the aforesaild Hendrick Jansen guilty of the charges brought against
him by the fiscal, ex officilo, in reparation of which we have
condemmed, as we do hereby condemn, the defendant to declare
before the door of the aforesald honorable director in the fort,
with uncovered head, after the ringing of the bell, that these
infamous words were falsely and scandalously spoken by him, and
then there to pray God, Justice and his oppoment for forgiveness.
In case of refusal he, Hendrick Jansen, 1is ordered at the first
opportunity to leave the Jjurisdiction of New Netherland, being

forbidden on pain of corporal punishment to return within six
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consecutive years within the aforesald regilon. He is furthermore
condemned to pay a fine of 300 Carolus [153] gulilders and the
costs of the trial. Thus done in court and published in Fort
Amsterdam in New Netherland, the 27th of November anno 1642.

The above sentence 1s pronounced by La Montangne, councilor,
Jagques Bentyn, Jochim Pietersz, Hendrick van Dyck, ensign,
Gysbert van Dyck, commissary, all of whom were requested and
authorized thereto by the honorable director and council. Dated
as above.

Whereas, you, Hendrick Jansen, tzllor, yesterday refused to
do whzt you were ordered to do according to the accompanying
sentence, which tends greatly to bring the authorities here into
contempt, you are hereby notified that you shall make yourself
ready to depart for the fatherland by the ship De Pauwe, which
lies here in the roadstead; and in case you do not get ready,
you will without the slightest warning be compelled to go on board
said ship when it is ready to sail. Thus done in Fort Amsterdam
in New Netherland, the 28th of November anno 1642,

[(154] On the 4th of December anno 1642

Govert Loockmens, plaintiff, vs. Tyman Jansen, defendant.
The plaintiff, having power of attormey from Dirck Corsz, demands
payment of fl. 550. The defendant, before answering, requests
time until next the session of the court; also a written copy
of the complaint.

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Michiel Plcet
and Nicola Boet, defendants, for having beaten the wife of Touchyn.
It is ordered that Michil and Nicola Boet shall pay the surgeon

and fl. 20 to the woman for her psin.
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Nicolaes Boet, plaintiff, vs. Michiel Picet, defendant,
regarding land which the plaintiff cleared for the defendant.
The case is referred to G[e]orge Rapaelje znd Jan Montfoort as
referees.

G[le]orge Rapaelje, plaintiff, vs. Michiel Picet, defendant,
2bout the biting of s goat. It is ordered that he shall pay the
plseintiff fl. 4 for the damage.

Cornelis Volckersz, plaintiff, vs. Gregoris Pietersz,
defendant. First default.

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, is authorized to execute
the sentence pronounced at the last session of the court against
Hendrick, the tailor, by the honorable councilors and additional
members of the court.

On the 11th of December 1642

In view of the multitude of English persons who dally come
to reslde among us and the fact that many questlons arise in
connection with litigation and the consequences thereof, which
makes 1t hicghly necessary for us to have a person who can write
English and has some experience in legal matters to assist us
therein snd now and then to write letters, we have therefore
provisionally engaged for this service the person of Glelorge
Bacxter, =t =z yearly salsary of fl. 250.

[155] On the 14th of December 1642

Laurens Cornelisz, plaintiff, vs. Pauwels Jansen from
Vlissingen, defendant. The plaintiff demands fulfilment of the
contract made with the defendant. He is ordered to obtain a

copy of the previous Jjudgment and to govern himself according.
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Nicolaes Looper, plaintiff, vs. G[e]orge Rapalje, defendant,
and also vs. Hans Hansz. The plaintiff demands the returm of a
crosscut saw which Hans Hansen has in his house. It is ordered
that Hans Hansen bring the saw here on the next court day.

Eduwart Fiscock, plaintiff, vs. Michlel Plcet, defendant.
First default.

[157] In the Name of God, Amen
Anno 1643, the 8th of January

Hans Hansen, plaintiff, vs. Nicholaes Sloper, defendant.
Plaintiff demands a crosscut saw from the defendant which he
claims belongs to him. The defendant denlies the claim and offers
the plgintiff the choice to take the ozth. The plaintiff cannot
prove that it 1s his saw and refuses to take the oath. The
defendant takes the oath that the saw belongs to him. The
plaintiff's claim is denled and he is condemned to pay the costs.

Jan Dette, plaintiff, vs. Jan Haes, defendant. Plaintiff
demands payment of fl. 5:5, which debt the defendant admits.

The defendant is condemned to pay.

Cornelio van{der] Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Jan
Sneidger, defendant, for violation of the published ordinance
regarding welghts and measures, which violation is proved by the
fiscal. The defendant is condemmed to pay the fine according
to the ordinance.

Barent Dircksz, baker, plaintiff, vs. Cornelis Willemsz,
defendant. Default.
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On the 224 of January

Jan Brint, cooper, plaintiff, vs. Mr, Heyl, defendant, con-
cerning some question which has arisen between them. Default.

Barent Dircksen, beker, plaintiff, vs. Bobbert Bello,
defendant, for payment of fl. 50 for rent of a plantation. The
defendant admits the debt, but says that damage was done by hogs
through the plaintiff's negligence. The plaintiff and defendant
having been heard, the defendant 1s condemmed to pay fl. 25.

Tomes Tailleyr, plaintiff, vs. Jan Forbus, defendant, for
payment of fl. 32, The defendant admits the debt and requests
that he be released from his surety bpond. The defendant is con-
demned to pay and it is ordered that the defendant be released
from the surety bond. The defendant promises to pay this week
in tobacco.

Maryn Adriaensz, plaintiff, vs. Paulus Jansen from Vlissingen,
defendant. Default.

Mr. Allerton and Tomas Bacxter are authorized by the honorable
director and council to satisfy Jan Heyl and Jan Brint, or to
give us their opinion as to what would be just.

[158] On the 27th of January 1643

Abel Rendenhasen, 1 aged 26 years, appeared in court and
declared at the request of the fiscal that he made the glove of
English duffel in the Bay about three years ago and that he
never since used such cloth as he used in the Bay, and he says
that he does not know for whom he made the same.,

Deposition of Geertjen Nannincx, wife of Claes Meutelaer: 2

1 Abel Reddenhasen.

2 This is apparently a mistake in the record and should
read: Deposition of Geertj)en Nennincx, wife of Abel Reddenhasen,
made at the request of Claes Meutelaer.
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Says that BRoel=nt Hackwzert saild at her house in the Bay,
"There are seven pits of maize about a pistol shot from the
wzgon path", which she 1s ready to confirm by oath.

Roelant Hackwaert declzsres that he saw the savages cover
malze pits at Marechkawieck; whereupon the sald Hackwaert was
plzced under arrest.

On the 5th of February 1643

Adam Hooft, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick van Dyck, defendant for
slander. Plaintiff demands and requests that Hendrick van Dyck
prove that he did not sit with Markus, at that tiwe a prisomer,
in the tavern. The defendant answers that he will prove it.

The plaintiff says that the defendant 1s a thief of the Company's
property. The defendant protests against the slander. The case
is ad journed and parties are ordered each to produce his witnesses.

Merkus Jansen, plzaintiff, vs. Burgert Jorisz, defendant, for
accusing him of theft for which he, the plaintiff, ;s placed
under arrest, and demands vindication of his honor. The defendant
~nswers that he never accused or complained against the plaintiff.
The plaintiff is promised in court that if hereafter it be found
thet he is not gullty, he shall be sranted a certificate to that
effect when he goes to Holland.

Maryn Adriaensz, plaintiff, vs. Claes van Eslant, defendant,
regarding a certain bond for fl. 40 executed by Jan Eversz and
attached in his possession. Eslant 1s ordered to have the
attachment vacated or else the attachment shall remain in force.

[(159] On the 5th of February 1643
Adam Hooft, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick van Dyck, ensign, defendant,

alleging that the defendant called Markus Jansen from Sebu, being
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under civil arrest, to him in the tavern, sat and drank with him.
The defendant expressly denies the charge and offers to prove

the contrary. The defendant, that is to say, the plaintiff, says
in court that the ensign robs the Company and offers to prove 1it.
The ensign protests against the slander. The case is adjourned
and the parties are ordered each to produce hls witnesses.

Borger Jorisz, aged about 31 years, declares in court that
about ten days ago, one or two days more or less, he, the
deponent, came into the tavern and thefe heard some talk about
the ensign. Among other statements the fiscal sald, "The ensign
is s wurderer." Whereupon the deponent received a shilling from
Adam Hooft to give testimony to the truth. Which the deponent
has confirmed by oath.

Laurens Cornelisz, aged about 32 years, declares in court
that about fourteen days ago the ensign and Markus Jansen sat
together among other company in the large hall of the taverm,
but that he does not know how closely they sat together, which
he offers to confirm on oath.

Philip Gerritsz, aged 27 years, declares in court that last
Saturday evening, between nine and tem o'clock, in the large
hall of the taverm, there was some talk about Markus Jansen.

The fiscal, who was intoxicated, sald, "Pay no attention to the
ensign; he is a Company's thief." Which he offers to confirm
on oath.

Gerrit Cornelisz, aged 24 years, declares in court that some
days ago he saw the ensign sit on a bench in the tavern and that
as far as he knows Markus Jansen sat on the same bench, which

he offers to confirm.
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Cormelis Cornelisz, aged 22 years, declares in court that
last Saturday evening, it being about 8 o'clock, he heard the
fiscal, who was intoxicated, say in the tavern, "The ensign is
a thief, who takes the Company's property, "which the deponent
confirms by ozsth.

[160] On the 19th of February, being Thursday anno 1643

Jan Celes, plaintiff, vs. Raeff Cardel, defendant. The
plaintiff demands payment for 200 pounds of tobacco loaned to
the defendant in the year 1641 and to be paid for at 10 stivers
a pound. The defendant admits having borrowed 200 pounds of
tobacco from the plaintiff and promised to deliver 200 pounds to
the plaintiff in return, without any price being stipulated.

The plaintiff says that when he loaned the tobacco it was worth

10 stivers a pound and that he should not suffer loss by loaning
it longer without profit. The defendant is condemned to pay

the plaintiff fl. 102:10, instead of the 200 pounds of tobacco.

Hans Nelissen, plaintiff, vs. Evert Jansen, defendant.
Plaintiff demands restitution of certain cloth which the plaintiff
gave to the defendant to make a suilt of and which in the absence
of the defendant was stolen from his house. Hendrick Kip and
G1llis de Voocht are invited by the honorable director general
and council to settle the matter between Hans Nelissen and
Evert Jansen.

Hendrick van Dyck, plaintiff, vs. Adam Hooft, defendant, for
slander. The plaintiff exhibits a written bill of complaint.
The defendant answers in writing. Having seen the proceedings
of both parties it is ordered that the defendant prove the

slander, which he offers to do.
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Oloff Stevensz, commissary of cargoes and store goods,
appeared in court and requested that inasmuch as until now he
has had charge of the store goods and cargoes, for which a
compensation in addition to his monthly wages was promised him,
the honorable director and council may be pleased to pay him
for his trouble what they shall think proper.

Having taken into consideration the request of Oloff
Stevensen, his fidelity and industry, and also the fact that he
fills the place of a commissary, he is granted 100 guilders a
year as a compensation for his trouble,

(161] Whereas the good inhabitants here have heretofore been
obliged to dwell on their farms in great fear and to cultivate
their fields in constant dread of the Indians who now and then
have treacherously murdered some of our people without having any
reason therefor, and whereas with kindness we have been unable
to obtain any satisfaction for this bloodshed, therefore it 1is
necessary to take up arms to defend our Jjust cause, in order
that we may live here in peace, fully trusting that God will
bless our resolution, the more so as the community itself, omn
the 224 of February 1643, requested the execution thereof;

Therefore, Wwe hereby authorize and empower Maryn Adriaensz
at his request to go with his company on an expedition against
a party of Indians lying behind Curler's hook or plantation and
to treat them as they shall see fit according to time and circum-
stances. Done the 25th of February 1643,

Sergeant Bodolff 1s hereby ordered and authorized to command
this troop of soldiers and to lead them across [the river] to

Pavonia to attack there all the Indians who are located behind
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Jan Eversen's plantation, but to spare the women and children as
much as possible and to take them prisoners and to bring them
here. He shall himself examine the situation to see in what
manner he might best attack them, for which purpose Hans Steen,
who is acqualnted with the place where the savages are located,
shall go with him, and he shall consult with the aforesaid Hans
Steen and all the cadets. This exploit must take place this
night. Furthermore, may prudence be exercised and God grant you
success. This day the 25th of February 1643,
The 27th of February

Whereas the insolence of the heathen dwelling here about
has within the last two or three years greatly increased, not-
withstanding the friendship and kindness which has continually
been bestowed upon them, yes, more than could have been shown
to Christians, even taking them under our wing when they were
persecuted by thelr enemies; and whereas their wickedness has
steadlly increased and after having deliberately killed many
goats, hogs, cattle and horses they have now begun to take
Christian blood and immocently killed one after another seven
men, all under the sewmblance of friendship, so that no one of
the good inhabitants here in the country is safe 1n hls house,
let alone cultivating his flelds; and whereas Wwe have mzde every
endeavor to have the murderers surrendered to us, [162] all of
which has been like knocking on a deaf men's door, thelr insolence
having on the contrary increased more and more, 1t was declded
by general consent last year to send a troop of soldiers and
free men to the savsges to seek by this means to obtsin

satisfaction for the blood which had been spilt. And although
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these missed the savages on account of the darkmness of the night,
they have nevertheless awakened fear among the savages, who
requested peace on condition that they would surrender the murderer
of Claes, the wheelwright, which was sgreed to. However, this

had no result and on the contrary they continued their iniquities
and in the Colony of Achter Col shot down one Gerrit van Vorst,
who was busy putting a roof on his house, and murdered an English-
man who came to their village, without being in any way willing

to surrender the murderer or to punish the same, yes, acting
sufficlently as 1f they imagined that we had come here to be

their slaves. Finally, they have come in bands of 50 or 100

half a mile from the fort and across the river at Pavonia, not
without giving rise to suspicion that they intended to start a
general massacre, as they have boasted at times and heretofore

has taken place in Virginla and elsewhere.

Our God, not wishing to tolerate these iniquities any longer,
has moved our community to seek Justice and to avenge this
Christian blood. To this end some deputies in the name of all
have presented a petition that they might be permitted to take
revenge, since the Lord had placed sufficiently within our power,
and although we, fearing to involve the country in war, pointed
out to them the desnger, especially for the houses which are
sltuated at a great distance and have few inhabitants and which
must necessarily be abandoned as we have not sufficient soldiers
here to guard all the houses, and cited other welghty reasons,
nevertheless, they remasined firw intheir desire, saying that if
we would not consent to it the blood would be upon our heads, so

that we were forced to grant their request and to assist them

with our soldlers, who on the one side killed a goodly number
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while the freemen on the other side did likewise. A party of
savages having made thelr escape, attacked our houses on all
sides and burned four of them with the cattle and killed as many
as ten Christians, making further attacks on the remaining
settlers, whom we ilmmedlately supported with all our soldiers
and sallors, whereby they were partly checked and much trouble
was prevented. However, not having soldiers enough to guard all
places and seeing the great peril in which the country is put,
we have resolved t0 engage as many planters [163] as are available
here, the more so as they wish to go north, seeing no prospect
of planting here, and also for the sake of saving the country
and putting the heathen a bit in the mouth, in order that we may
Plow our fields in peace and this for one or two months, not
doubting that through God's grace in the meanwhile a peace such
as we desire will be concluded. Our settlers are scattered here
over a distance of 10 miles east and west and 7 miles south and
north. So that it is not possible to clear all this land of
woods without having more people than we have had thus far.
On the 4th of March 1643

Whereas we are at present suffering much annoyance from the
heathen and the life and property of many of the inhabitants is
not safe, which without doubt has come upon us through our manifold
sins, the councll here has thought fit to ordain that next Wednes-
day, being the 4th of March, a general fast and day of prayer
shall be held, for which everyone may prepare himself in order
that by due repentence and constant prayer we may move God to
mercy &nd not suffer that His holy name, by reason of our sins,

may be profsmned by these heathen.
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Whereas heretofore some quarrels and misunderstandings have
arisen between the savages of Long Island and our nation, as a
result of which blood hss been shed on both sides, houses have
been robbed and burned down, cattle have been killed and savages
robbed of their maize, therefore, a peace has been concluded
between us and them, who now are under the control of the great
chief Pennawitz, and all injuries are forgotten and forgiven.
Therefore, all our good inhabitants are hereby ordered and
enjoined, as we hereby do order and enjoin them in every way to
observe the sald peace and not to molest in any way any of the
savages who live on Long Island, unless they should commit any
hostility against our people, in which case everyone shall be
at liberty to defend himself, to which end the savages are also
forbidden to come with any weapons near our people. All this on
pain of arbitrary correction and punishment as disturbers of the
public peace. Thus done and published in Fort Amsterdam, the
25th of March anno 1643, new style.

(164] Whereas Maryn Adriasensen, a resident of this place
and formerly one of the freebooters and sailors of Compaan, 1
has at different times behaved very insolently here, as in
endeavoring to force his way on board shead of the Company's
sloops when ships arrive and in accosting the director three
times with an unbearsble arrogance and abusing his good will
and affection for the community, it has at last come to pass

that the saild Maryn in the afternoon of the 21st of March 1643,

1 Claes Gerritsen Compaen, a notorlous freebooter,
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under the pretext that some member of the community had called
him "murderer" 2nd hsad reproached him for being the cause of the
damages now committed by the Indlans in the country, because he
Wwith some others had signed the petition praying that they might
be permitted once to avenge the Christian blood which was so
treacherously shed by the Indians and of which 1t was said that
the director now disavowed the responsibility and shifted all om
the signers of the petition, which, however, was not true, left
his house in a rage, armed with a sword and a loaded and cocked
pistol, and came to the house of the director and went to his
bedroom. Pointing his pistol at the director to shoot him, he
sald: "What devilish lies are you telling of me?" MonsT. la
Montagne, being at the time with the director, caught the pan
with such quickness that the cock snapped on his finger, prevent-
ing thus through God's mercy this atrocious design. Meanwhile,
the fiscal and several others having come into the chamber, they
disarmed Maryn, and Jan Harmensen from Lemmet, each armed with

a musket and a pistol, came to the fort, where the director was
walking up and down. He was informed of their coming and retreated
to his house, which he had barely entered when Jacob Slangh fired
at him, so thet two bullets passed through the gate into the wall.
The sentry before the door lmmedlately fired at Jacob Slangh and
killed him, God having in hils mercy saved the director a second
time within an hour and a half and preserved the community from
a cruel massacre. Shortly after this fearful event about 25
persons, residents of Manhattan, among them some of sald Maryn's
accomplices, appeared at the door of the director; advised to

delegate a few of thelr number to present thelr petition, they
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sent four men to the director to ask [165] pardon for the criminal,
to which the answer was glven that the director would be satisfiled
to leave the matter in the hands of the community, who should
declde according to their conscience; they might choose some men
for this purpose (as may be seen by their petition, marked No. -).
But instead of communicating with the community, numbering more
than 500 men, they showed it only to the aforesaild 25 or 30 men,
who lmmediately demanded the freedom of the prisoner. Thils having
been refused for good reasons, they elected elght men, of whom

one had been convicted of a crime, who without having been presented
to the council for confirmation promptly pronounced sentence that
the criminal should pay fl. 500 and be set free on condition of
remaining away from Manhsttan for three months. When they sub-
mitted this sentence to us, we represented to them that it was
impossible that they had judged with a clear conscience according
to our answer, as they had acted without having heard the com-
plaint of the assaulted party, the motion of the fiscal, the con-
fession of the criminal, the depositions of the witnesses and
other evidence necessary in such proceedings; that thls case

was of too yreat importance to be figured out on the fingers

(as the saying 1s). We admonished them to consider the matter
more deliberately and we would furnish them with all the evidence.
Instead, however, of correcting their hasty action, they contented
themselves with arguing some points in the director's complaint
which were explicit enough to be understood, traversing the motlon
of the fiscal, written by hiwself, and making other irrelevant
remarks, as may be seen under No. -, in such a way that we were

compelled for the se2ke of maintaining the respect due to Justice,
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as being the foundation of a republic, to take the case in.our
own hands and to reinforce the councill, numbering only two members
in criminal cases. But we could find nobody willing to assist

us and in order to avoild the charge of being moved by passionm,
having through God's mercy sufficient papers to Holland, to

awalt there his trial, I mean sentence, as the courts may decide.

Done in council at Fort Amsterdam, the 28th of March A9. 1643.

(166] The 223 of April 1643

Between Willem Kieft, director-general and the council of
New-Netherland of the one side and Oratamin, Sachem of the savages
living at Achkinkes hacky, 1 who declared himself commissioned
by the savages of Tappaen, Bechgawawanc, Kichtawanc 2 and
Sintsinck, of the other side a firm peace was concluded today
in the following terms:

All injuriles done by the aforesaild tribes to the Dutch or
by the Dutch to them shall henceforth and forever be forgotten
and forgiven.

They promise mutually not to molest each other any more in
the future, but if the Indians learn that any tribe not mentioned
herein had evil intentions against the Christians, they will faith-
fully forewarn them and not admit such within their limits.

For the confirmation and ratification of this treaty presents
were mutually given.
We pray God, that this peace may be kept unbroken by

the savages.

1 Hackensack, N. J.
2 sleepy Hollow.
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On the 30th of April 1643

Cornells Lambertsen Cool, plaintiff, vs. Jan Damen, defendant,
demands restitution of the land which the plaintiff alleges
belongs to him and which at present 1s cultivated by the defendant.
The defendant expressly denies this. It is ordered that the
plaintiff prove his claim,

Michiel Picet, plaintiff, vs. Piere Pia, defendant. Plaintiff
demands payment of fl. 20. The defendant admits the debt and says
that he has a counter-claim against the plaintiff. Andries Hudden
and Elslandt are ordered to examine the account and to settle
the matter.

Nicola Boet, plaintiff, vs. Michiel Picet, defendant, demand-
ing payment according to the decision of referees. First default.

Abrzham Bycken, plaintiff, vs. Michlel Pouwelsz, defendant.
First default.

Cornelio van[der] Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Dirck
Cornelisz, defendant, for having taken away the sentinel's hat
and nalled it to a post. The defendant 1s granted eight days
to make proof to the contrary.

[(167] On Thursday, the 6th of May 1643

Abraham Rycken, plaintiff, vs. Michlel Pauwelsz, defendant.
Plaintiff demands the first payment for the land sold to him, the
defendant, by Borsj)en and which was dque last Easter. The defendant
is ordered to make two payments next Easter, unless he give
sufficient security for the payment of 200 guilders next Easter
16L4 and the balance two years from now.

Hendrick Jansen, plaintiff, vs. Willem Adriaensz, cooper,

defendant, for delivery of the saild plaintiff's house which the
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defendant bought, as appears by the contract of sale. The case
is put in the hands of Andries Hudden and Govert Loockmans as
referees to make the parties come to an agreement.

Cornelio van({der] Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Dirck
Cornelisz from Wensveen, defendant, for insolent conduct toward
the sentinels before the house of the director. The defendant
calls upon the gunner, Schram, and Hendrick Pietersz Kint as
witnesses. It 1s ordered to have the depositions of the witnesses
put in writing by the secretery.

Hendrick Jansen, plaintiff, vs. Burger Jorisz, defendant.
First default.

On the 21st of May

Cornelio van[der] Hoykens, fiscal general of New Netherland,
plaintiff, vs. Adrizen van[der] Donck, officer of Renselaerswyck,
defendant, for violation of the charter of this country. Having
seen the cltation of the sald van Donck made at the request of
the sald fiscal of New Netherland, personally to appear before
us within six weeks after the receipt of the said citation and
that the defendant after having been summoned three times hes
not appeared, we have therefore entered default against him and
ordered that the sald van Donck shall be cited again to appear
personally before us within four weeks after the date hereof to
defend his cause,

{168] On Thursday, being the 11th of June 1643

Ritchert Ellas, plaintiff, vs. Waterduyve, defendant.
Ordered that the defendant shall pay fl. 5 and that the plaint-
Aff shall return the skins.
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Hendrick Li, plaintiff, vs. Gregoris Pletersz, defendant.
The plaintiff demands payment of fl. 5 Which the defendant
promised to pay to Jan Smit. The defendant admits the debt and
1s condemned to pay.

Hendrick Lie, plaintiff, vs. Jan Forbus, defendant, for
payment of fl. 38 The defendant says that the money in his
hands was attached at the request of Dirck Volkersz and if Dirck
is willing to vacate the attachment, he is willing to pay.

Jems Jaspaer declares under oath that the half of the afore-
sald money 18 due him, whereupon Forbus 1s condemned to pay
fl1. 19 to him. The rest will be left until eight days from now,
unless Dirck proves that the attachment was sued out at the
proper time.

Abraham Rycken, plaintiff, vs. Marten, the mason, defendant.
First default.

The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Oule Pouwelsen, defendant, for
insolent conduct at the house of his master. The fiscal 1s
ordered provisionally to keep him in confinement at the expense
of Dirck Volckersz, his master, and meanwhlle to examine the
witnesses.

Gle]orge Rapalge requests in court that the land which 1is
used by Tymen Jansen may be restored to him. Rapalge is ordered
to show the bounds of his land, whereupon justice will be dome.

[169] The director and council of New Netherland having out
of extreme consideration granted Hendrick Jansen, tallor, permission
to remain until the first opportunity of ships, in order the
better to settle his affalrs in this country, notwithstanding

he was ordered to depart on the yacht De Pauw, therefore we, the
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director and council aforesald, order you, Hendrick Jansen, as

we do hereby, to depart without any delay for the fatherland by

the yacht Pring Maurits which is ready to sall, as otherwise you

will be compelled to go aboard by the officers of the law. And

this sent to you in order that you may not plead ignorance. Thus

done in Fort Amsterdam in New Netherland, the 17th of June 1643,
On the 18th of Jume

Whereas large quantities of strong liquors are daily sold
to the Indians, from which practice serious difficulties have
already arisen in this country and it is to be feared further
calamities may result; therefore, in order to prevent the same
as much as possible, we, the director general and council of New
Netherland, do hereby forbid z2ll tapsters and other inhabitants
henceforth to sell, either directly or indirectly, whether
personally or through others, any liquors to Indians. If any
one shall be found to have acted contrary hereto, he shall for
the first offense forfeit fl. 25; for the second offense double
the amount; and for the third time be arbltrarily punished.

Thus done and published in Fort Amsterdam, the day and year
above written.

On this day, the 18th of June 1643, was renewed and published
the ordinance against those who run away from their lords and
masters, heretofore published and posted on the gates of Fort
Amsterdam on the 13th of April of the year 1642,

(170] On Thursday, being the 18th of June 1643

Abraham Rycken, plaintiff, vs. Michiel Pauwelsz, defendant.

Plaintiff demands payment according to the contract of sale of

his plantation. As the defendant has failed to appear the

plaintiff is authorized to agaln take possession of his property
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as 1t now is, unless the defendant or anyone on his part pay the
purchase price and costs,

Antony Jansen, plaintiff, vs. Barent Dircksen, baker, defendant.
The defendant is ordered to bring proof in regard to an entry of
fl, 10 which he claims to have loaned to the plaintiff or other-
Wwise let the matter be decided by ocath. Upon refusing to take
the oath and fallure to produce proof Barent is condemmned to pay
within eight days for the plow share and the parties to goverm
themselves according to the contract.

Hendrick Lie, plaintiff, vs. Dirck Volckensen, defendant.
The plaintiff's demand is denied as the attachment was sued out
at the proper time.

Jeuriaen Hendricksz, plaintiff, vs. Antony Jansen, defendant,
for payment of fl. 15 due for wages. Antony Jansen says that the
plaintiff has not earned as much, but that Jeuriaen must still
make one door and two windows for him. It is ordered that if
Jeuriaen Hendricksz can prove that the [extral] work which he has
done 1is worth more tham the work of the door and windows would
amount to, then the defendant shall be held to satisfy the
plaintiff's claim,

[(171] On the 25th of June, being Thursday, 1643

Isaack Allerton, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick Jansen, tailor,
defendant. Demands payment of about fl. 500, not knowing the
exact amount by heart, as they have not adjusted their accounts
exactly. The wife of the defendant admits the debt and promises
to pay promptly within two months. She 1s condemned to pay with-

in two months, the length of time allowed her.
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Isaac Allerton, plaintiff, vs. Piere Pila, defendant, for
payment of some 55 or 56 gl. The defendant says that he does
not owe so much and has not gome over his accounts, with the
plaintiff. Parties are ordered to settle their accounts.

Markus Jansen, plaintiff, vs. Philip Gerritsz, defendant.
Borger Jorisz is condemned to pay 10 days' board for Markus.

Jacob Reynsen, plaintiff, vs. Wessil Eversz, defendant.

Whereas Master Moor of Virginia through our efforts got hold
of two Englishmen who seized and made off with a bark on the
South river, Nicolaes Sloper and Matheuw Nicola, came on board
sald Moor's bark where the aforesald Englishmen were kept prisoners
and by using force set sald prisoners free under pretext that
they wished to deliver a letter in Virginia, whereupon said
Sloper and Matheu Nicola have been placed under arrest, as 1t
clearly appears by the depositions that they are guilty, which
is confirmed by oath.

Glelorge Bacxter has become ball for the prisonmers, who
have promised to deliver again to Mr. Moor the Englishmen whom
they released.

Nicola Boet, plaintiff, vs. Michil Picet, defendant.
Default. The plaintiff i1s authorized to have the defendant
summoned for tomorrow morning and if he does not appear then,
his property shall be attached and sold.

[172] On the 24 of July anno 1643

Burger Jorlissen, plaintiff, vs. Jaques Bentyn, defendant,
for payment of fl. 48. The defendant admits being indebted, but
says that he does not know that the sum is so large. The case

1s adjourned until Burger's arrival when their account shall

be ad justed.
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Jaques Bentyn, plaintiff, vs. “illem Adriaensz, cooper,
defendent. Parties are ordered first to sdjust their accounts,
in order to know exactly what is dque to the plaintiff.

Eduwart Griffis, plaintiff, vs. Jan Celes, defendsnt, for
fl. 187 and a palr of shoes earned by the plaintiff in working
[for the defendant]. The defendant promises to pay within two
months. The defendant 1is condemned to pay within six or
eight weeks.

Barent Jansen, plaintiff, vs. Cornelis lMelyn, defendant.

The defendant says that hils contract made with the plaintiff at
Amsterdam was not fulfilled and that another contract was made.
The plaintiff says that the contract was fulfilled. The defendant
offers to confirm by oath that as far as the land was concerned
the contract was not fulfilled; which the defendant confirms by
oath. The defendant having taken the oath that he did not
release the plaintiff from his contract as far as the land was
concerned, the plaintiff is condemned to continue to reside on
Staten island according to the aforesald contract.

On the 9th of July

Cornelio van[der] Hoykens, fiscal, ex officio plaintiff,
vs. Adriaen van[der] Donc, officer of Rensselaerswyck, defendant.
The officer, Verdonc, having been legally summoned at the request
of the fiscal and the defendant having twice failed to appear,
the second default was entered against him after his name had
three times been called by the court messenger, the aforesaid
messenger being authorized to summon the said Verdonc for the
third and last time to appear four weeks from date in Fort
Amsterdam to hear the complaint of the fiscal general of New

Netherland.
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(173] On Thursday, the 9th of July 1643

Abraham Jacobsz from Steenwyck, plaintiff, vs. Anna Gerrits,
defendant. Demands payment of what remains due to his wife from
her father's estate, as entered on the books of the orphan chamber.

Andries Hudde and Hendrick Kip are requested to hear the
demand and answer of the parties and if possible to get them to
agree; if not, to give their opinion in writing.

Isaack de Foreest, plaintiff, vs. Pieter van ([der] Linden,
defendant. Plaintiff says that one cask of tobacco is found
missing.

Andries, the chief boatswain, being exzmined in court, answers
that Adem Hooft told him in the Oude Kerck ! that he had still
eight casks of tobacco standing there and that he, Hooft, took
nine casks out of it. The chief boatswaln says that he warned
sald Hooft not to take more than his own tobacco, whereupon Hooft
answered, "The numbered casks are mine." All of which he has
confirmed by oath before the director and council.

Case dismissed and Isaack de Foreest ordered to bring his
action against Adam Hooft.

Briant Killy, plaintiff, vs. Willer Lachem. First default,

On the 6th of August

Fredrick Jansen from Flensborch, plaintiff, vs. Philip
Gerritsz, defendant. Plaintiff demands pasyment for a dog, which
was shot dead by mistake. The defendant admits that it happened
by mistake. Ordered that the defendant pay the plaintiff fl. 5.

(174] [On the 20th of] August 1643
Jacob Boy, plaintiff, vs. Jan Pletersz from Amsterdam, de=-

fend>nt. Plaintiff demands psyment of fl. 5. Defendant admits

the debt, whereupon he is condemmed to pay.

1 Meaning the 0ld Church at Amsterdam.,
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Jan Hadduwe, plaintiff, vs. Tomas Sael, defendant, for
payment of fl. 20, Defendant admits the debt, but [states])
that he has a counter claim. Defendant 1s condemmed to pay,
but allowed to deduct what is due him on condition that he
produce proper proof thereof.

On the 27th of August

Tonis Cray, plaintiff, vs. Piter van [der] Linden, defendant,
for damage done by hogs on Cray's plantation. Plaintiff
demands payment of damages.

Barent Dircksen, baker, and Tomas Hal are requested by the
honorable director and council to view the fence of Tonls Cray's
plantation and 1f they can not satisfy the parties to report
their opinion to us.

Gillis de Voocht and Jan Eversgz, plalntiffs, vs. Teunes
Tomasz, mason, on account of the purchase of a house. Ordered
that the purchase shall stand, provided that the plaintiffs
furnish payment between this day and next Saturday before sun-
down, wherewlth Teunes is satisfied.

Jan Pitersen from Amsterdam, plaintiff, vs. Barent Dircksz,
beker, on account of an attachment. It is adjudged that the
attachment was wrongfully 1issued.

Aert Willemsen promises to pay within two months from this
date to Wolphert Gerritsz for Frans Allersz of Amsterdam the sum
of fifty-eight guilders, for which he gives security in court.

(175] On the 3a of September 1643

Gillis de Voocht, plaintiff, vs. Teunes Tomassen, mason,

defendant. Plaintiff demands delivery of the house which he

bought from the defendant. The plaintiff offers beavers, being
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the most current article, for which one can get money or other
goods.

The honorable director and council having seen the testimony
on both sides and also heard the parties in person, decide that
the [contract of] purchase concluded between the parties shall
have 1ts full effect and that Gillis de Voocht shall pay the
defendant within the time of twenty-four hours in money or
beavers at such price as the merchants here receive the same
instead of money.

Tonis Cray, plaintiff, vs. Piter van [der] Linden. Default.

On the 8th of September

Jan Schepmoes, guardian of the surviving child of Marritjen
Piters, plaintiff, vs. Claes Calff, defendant. The defendant
requests time to confer with the co-heirs of Brant Pelen. The
case adjourned until the defendant shall have visited the colony
of Van Benselaer =nd consulted the co-heirs and he is granted
time until the arrival of the first sloop.

Jacob Boy, plaintiff, vs. Claes Calff, defendant, for pay-
ment of fl. 48:2 according to a bond signed by Brant Pelen under
date of July 8, 1643. Ordered that the heirs of the said Brant
Pelen shall be obliged to pay the amount out of the estate.

On the 10th of September, being Thursday

Whereas the ships Sevenstar and Neptunes have arrived from
Curagoa in New Netherland, which ships were sent purposely to
provide the sald 1sland of Curagoa and 1its shilps with provisionms,
and whereas since last spring we had counted on the arrival of
some ships and, owing to the long delay of the same, much of our

supplies were consumed, especially pork end fish, which would
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otherwise have spolled; therefore, we have thought fit immedilately
to dispatch the yacht Real to New England, there to purchase
dried fish, for which we shall use beavers from the warehouse,
having no other effects with which we might purchase anything;
of pork, beef and peas we shall with God's blessing obtain enough
here in New Netherlsnd.

{176] On the 15th of September 1643

Jochim Pitersz, Barent Dircksen, Abraham Planck, that 1s to
say, Abraham Pitersz, Isaack Allerton, Tomis Hal, Gerrit Wolphersz
and Cormelis Melyn, being chosen by the commonalty, appeared
before the council and requested that Jan Damen, who was also
chosen with them by the inhabitants, may be excluded from their
meeting because Jan Damen had signed a certain petition in the
name of the commonalty. Jan Damen protests against the afore-
sald persomns.

In council, each of the aforesald sald seven persons having
also cast his vote, it 1s resolved to commence war against the
Indiens, eilther by force or by strategy; that is to say, against
the Indlans who are our enemies, and leave those on Long island
undisturbed so long as they do not show any hostility. And it 1s
further thought advisable, i1f any of the Long island Indians can
he prevesiled upon to secure the heads of the murderers, to take
steps to that effect.

Permission is granted by the select men to have the freemen
enroll as many soldiers as can conveniently be done. Every
Saturday afternoon these men shall appear here to discuss what
1s to be done and if five of them are present, whatever shall be

decided by them shall be held valid.
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29th of September 1643

Whereas Jochim Gerritsz Blenck, skipper of the ship Fort ’
heving taken on a cargo of wine at the Canary islands, claims to
have sailed from there to the West Indlan islands and thence to
New England and from there to have come hither and anchored at
Fort Amsterdam without passport or permission from the honorable
directors of the West India Company, being come, as he saild, for
want of water and victuals, for which reason he presented a
petition to the director and council of New Netherland praying
for permission to sell 3 or 4 pipes of wine to pay his pilot
and to buy necessaries, on condition that he would pay duty to
the Company, [177] he was allowed to do so without prejudice to
any claim that the honorable directors might set up against him
in the fatherland.

Nevertheless, the sald Jochim Gerritsz refused to pay the
duty, but set sall and anchored far beyond the ordinary road-
stead, between the fort and Staten Island, where he 1is sald to
have discharged a quantity of wine into the bark of Mr. Isaack
Allerton, an Englishman, for which reason the honorable fiscal,
assisted by the secretary of this province, went on board Jochim
Gerritsz ship and there formally protested agalnst him and issued
an attachment agalinst him and his ship and ordered him to return
to the ordinary roadstead, declaring that they would proceed
against him according to law in case he refused and failed to
appe=r. But instead of zppersring, he set saill by night without
obeying the court, which, being a mzatter of grave comsequences
which ought not to be tolerated in places where Justice is

adwinistered, therefore, wishing to provide therein and taking
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into consideration the demand and conclusion of the fiscal, after
having examined the papers in the sloop and other documents and
welghed the consequences thereof, we have declared the above
mentiloned Jochim Gerritsen Blenck in contempt for refusing to
obey the orders of the court and for usurping the rights of the
Compzny, wherefor we condemn him, as we hereby do, to pay a fine
of 300 gullders, ome-third for the benefit of the Company, one-
third for the fiscal, and one-third for the poor, and moreover
Wwe have confiscated the above mentioned ship and her cargo for
the benefit of the honorable directors and condemn the defendant
to pay the costs of the proceedings.
Oath taken by the English officers and soldiers

We promise and swear allegiance to the High and Mighty Lords
the States General, the Prince of Orange, the Chartered West
India Company and the honorable director general and council of
New Netherland, to risk life and limb for them and in the
country's service and furthermore to obey the honorable director
as falthful officers and soldiers are bound to obey their commander.
So truly help us God Almighty.

[178] Whereas Adriaen vander Donck, officer o: Renselaerswyck,
on the 6th of November 1642, seized on the bark of the patroon
of sagid colony, coming from Fort Amsterdam, some goods belonging
to Jan Laurensz, the duty on which was paid in Holland, which
goods the sald Jan Laurensz, had put on board the sald yacht to
be discharged at Fort Orange and to be delivered to his partner
trading there, and whereas Officer Verdonck sold sald goods on
his own authority, without the consent of the court there, as

appears by the certificate on the 5th of March 1643, for which

reason Verdonck was summoned by the fiscal gemeral of New Netherland
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to appear in person before the director and council of New Nether-
land to answer for this violation and infringement of the law and
liberty of New Netherland, after which summons by reason of his
fallure to appear default was entered against him and for greater
precaution he was formally summoned for the second and third times.

Therefore, we, the director and council, having heard the
complaint and demand of the fiscal and considered the consequences
of the case, have declared the aforesaid Verdonck contumacious
and in contempt of court and hence condemn him to restore the
goods selzed by him or the value thereof according to the
pliantiff's invoice, with the damage thereto, estimated at fifty,
say sixty guilders, 2nd in addition a fine of 100 gullders and
the costs of the suit; hereby enjoining and prohibiting him from
doing such things agein on pain of being discharged from his
office and of being arbitrzrily punished. Thus done in council
in Fort Amsterdam in New Netherland, the 8th of October 1643,

[179] On the 14th of October 1643

Albert Cornelisz, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick Jansen, tailor.
Plaintiff says he sold an account to the defendant on which he
claims he lost fl,., 22 and demands payment or restitution of the
account. Defendant acknowledges that he bought the account, on
condition that the plaintiff was to remain surety for its payment
by the lord of Horst. 1 Tnhe defendant is condemned to turn over
to the plaintiff the money or the account, unless he prove within

eight days that the lord of Horst was not bound to pay sald account.

1 Heer vander Horst; meaning Godard van Reede, lord of
Nederhorst.
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On the 17th of October

Resolved in council in the presence of Captain Johan Onderhil,
Ensign de Leu, 2 Cornelis Melyn, Tomas Hal and Isaack Allerton
to make a hostile attack upon the chief of the Wiquaeskecks,
e2nd his band.

On the 24th of October

Piter Colet, plaintiff, vs. Tonis Nyssen, defendzant. First
default.

On the 12th of November, beinz Thursd=zy

Sybolt Clzessen, plaintiff, vs. Hendrick Pitersen, defendant,
2bout =2n attachment. Plaintiff demends payment of wages earmed
in working for the defendant. Defendant answers that the plaintiff
has not earned as much as he claims. Gilllis Pitersz and Dirck
Cornelisz, carpenters, are ordered to examine the work and to
jJudge what plaintiff should receive for work done for Hendric
Pitersz. Meanwhile, the attachment shall remain in force until
the matter is settled.

Tonis Nyssen, plaintiff, vs. Piter Colet, defendant.
Plaintiff says that the defendant's boy has injured a young cow,
Ordered that when the boy shall have lived two months with the
defendant he shall pay to the plaintiff fl. 15 for the damage
and if the boy should happen to die in the meantime the sum to

be p~id shall be in proportion to the time.

2 Ensign Gysbert de lLeeuw.
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(180] Ordinance framed by the honorable director and
council according to which all the Company's servants and freemen
shall have to regulate themselves while on duty in the Burger
guard 1

1. If any one on duty in the Burger Guard take the name of
God in vain, he shall forfeit for the first offense 10 stivers,
for the second offense 20 stivers, and for the third time
30 stivers.

2, Whoever on the Burger guard speaks 1ll of a comrade
shall forfeit 30 stivers.

3. Whoever comes fuddled or intoxicated on guard shall for
each offense forfeit 20 stivers. Whoever 1s absent from his
watch, without lawful reason, shall forfeit 50 stivers.

4, After the watch is duly performed and daylight is come
and the revellle beaten, whoever discharges his gun or musket
without orders of his corporal, shall forfeit omne guilder. The
16th of November 1643,

On the 19th of November

Manuel of Gerrit de Beus and big Manuel declare in court at
the request of the fiscal that Jan Selis cut the cow of little
Manuel with a chopping knife, producing a large wound, and that
0ld Jan drove many cows and horses into the swamp; which they
have confirmed by oath in court.

On the 26th of November

The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. o0ld Jan Selis, for having chased

and wounded cattle, especially little Manuel's cow. Jan Selis

is condemmned to pay the owner for the damage which was done to

1 Bevised from Laws and Ordinances of New Netherland, p. 35.
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the animal snd is forbidden on pain of banishment to injure any
persons or cattle =2nd is condemned to pay a fine of fl. 25 to
the fisce2l and costs.

The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Borger Jorisen, for payment of
duty. Ordered that Borger Jorisz within 14 days shall pay the
duty to the fiscal on all that he has conveyed from and to the
North since he began to trade; and he is forbidden to depart or
come ashore without first entering everything correctly with the
fiscal, on pain of confiscation of the sloop and goods.

[181] On the 26th of November

Joris Dircksen, plaintiff, vs. Claes Lambertsen Cool,
defendant, for service rendered to the defendant by the plaintiff.
Plaintiff demands payment. Case adjourned until the defendant
shall have come home.

On the 28th of November

Briant Killi znd Jan Masten become balil for Robbert Eden's
appesrance in the fort mext Monday when the English troop shall
be assembled there, to confess the crime committed against his
lieutenant, snd there to ask forgiveness of God, the court and
his officer.

We, Willem Kleft, director general and council of New Nether-
land, certify and declare at the request of Hendrick van Dyck,
ensign, that on the 5th of October last he went the rounds before
midnight with some musketeers in the public service and was then
shot through his right arm with a bullet which grazed his right
breast. This we declare to be in fact true, to which end this
is signed by us on the 5th of December anno 1643, at Fort

Amsterdam of New Netherland.



210

The 15th of December

Jan Percel, plaintiff, vs. Piere Pia, charging him with theft,
Ordered to produce proof of the charge at the next session of
the court.

The 21st of December 1643

Piere, the Italian, and partner, plaintiffs, vs. Tonis Nyssen,
for payment of fl. 180 earned in drawing hay. Case adjourned
until the witnesses of both sides shall have returned from the
expedition.

Jan Percel, plaintiff, vs. Plere Pia, defendant. Plere Pla
and his wife declare that Jan Percel came drunk into their house
with another Englishman and there went to sleep and that they
had not seen any of his money.

[182] 1In the year of our Lord and Savior, 1644, on the 14th
of January, being Thursday

Dirck Cornelissen, plaintiff, vs. Piter Cornelissen,
defendant. Pleintiff demends pesyment of fl. 32:10. Defendant
admits the debt and requests delay of one month. The defendant
is ordered to pay in one month.

Piere Pia, plaintiff, vs. Pircel, defendant, on account of
accusation of theft to the detriment of the plaintiff. Ordered,
if the defendant cannot prove within 8 days that he brought his
money to Piere Pia's house, that Piere Pila and his wife shall
be heard and take the oath that they are innocent. And then
the defendant shall make reparation for the injury to character.

Jochlm Kiersteede, plalntiff, vs. Sybolt Claesz, defendant,
for payment of fl. 72 for a share in a small yacht. Ordered

that the defendant prove that the plaintiff d4id not deliver the

yacht complete with its appurtenances and that he have his man,
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Barent Dircksz, to whom he appeals, appear on the next court
day; or, in default thereof, that Sybolt Clasz shall pay.
The 28th of January, Thursday

Andries Tomassen, plaintiff, vs. Jeuriaen Otsen, heir of
Hans Nellsen, defendant, for some goods belonging to him, which
Hans Nelisen is alleged to have lost, to which the plaintiff
makes oath. Ordered that fl. 25 be paid out of Hans Nelisen's
estate.

Piere Cecer, the Italian, plaintiff, vs. the widow of Jan
Manje, recerding his legacy from Manje, deceased. The widow
says that she delivered to the plaintiff the legacy whlch was
promised to him, to wit: one bed, two pillows, one green blanket,
a folding chalr, a purple coat lined with crimson bailze, fl. 15
worth of boratto, and a flatiron, the receipt of all of which
Piere Secer acknowledges; wherewith the case is dismissed.

{183] The 28th of January

Cornelis Volckertsen, plaintiff, vs. Barent Dircksen, baker,
defendant, for fl. 3:3, for which the defendant has become surety.
Defendant acknowledges the debt and 1s condemned to pay.

Luyck Cock, plaintiff, vs. Tymon Jansen, defendant.
Defendant appears and plaintiff is in default.

The 1lst of February

The fiscal, plaintiff, vs., Jan Haes, defendant, for theft.
Jan Haes admits in court that he shot s hog =nd stole & gun
from Davit Pietersen; slso, that after Laurens the Noorman had
been wounded by the Indisns he took off his shoes and sold them

for 3 gulilders.
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Jan is pardoned in consideration of the fact that he served
the country as a soldier on thst occasion, on condition that he
give security for the damage done by him and that which he
might do in the future and that if he commits similar crimes
again he shell be hanged without mercy.

The 4th of February

Jochim Kersteede, plaintiff, vs. Sybolt Clasen, defendant.
Plaintiff demands payment for his share in the bark sold to the
defendant in cowmpany with Lambert Huybersz and Dirck Dircksz
for fl1. 75. Defendant 1s ordered to pay fl. 75 and to seek
his remedy against the farmers' baker (boere backer).

Piere Pila, plaintiff, vs. Jan Percel, defendant. Plaintiff
again requests proof of the accusations made by the defendant.
Case 1s adjourned until the arrival of the secretary to examine
the documents in the matter.

The 25th of February

1 We, Willem Kieft, director general, and the council of
New Netherland, having considered the petition of the Negroes
named Paulo Angolo, Big Manuel, Little Manuel, Manuel de Gerrit
de Reus, Simon Congo, Antony Portuguese, Gracia, Piter Santomee,
Jan Francisco, Little Antony and Jan Fort Orange, who have
served the Company for 18 or 19 years, that they may be released
from their servitude and be made free, especlally as they have
been many years in the service of the honorable Company here
and long since have been promised thelr freedom; also, that
they are burdened with many children, so that it will be

impossible for them to support their wives and chlldren as they

1 Revised from Laws and Ordinances of New Netherland, pp. 36-37.
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have been accustomed to in the past if they must continue in the
honorable Dompany's service; Therefore, we, the director and
council, do release the aforesaid [184] Negroes and their wives
from their bondage for the term of thelr natural lives, hereby
setting them free and at liberty on the same footing as other
free people here in New Netherland, where they shall be permitted
to earn their livelihood by agriculture on the land shown and
granted to them, on condition that they, the above mentioned
Neeroes, in return for their granted freedom, shall, each man
for himself, be bound to pay annually, =2s long 28 he lives, to
the West Indila Company or their agent here, 30 schepels of maize,
or wheat, pease, or beans, and one fat hog valued at 20 guilders,
which 30 schepels and hog they, the Negroes, each for himself,
promise to pay ammually, beginning from the date hereof, on
paln, if any one shall fail to pay the annual recognition, of
forfelting his freedom and again going back into the servitude
of the said Company. With the express conditlion that theilr
children, at present born or yet to be born, shall remain bound
and obligated to serve the honorable West India Company as
slaves. Likewise, that the above mentioned men shall be bound
to serve the honorable West Indla Company here on land or water,
wherever their services are required, on condition of receiving
f2ir w-ges from the Company. Thus done, the 25th of February
1644 in Fort Amsterdsam in New Netherland.
On the 3d of March 1644

Marritjen Livens, plaintiff, vs. Jan Snediger, defendant,

for slander. Case put over to the next court day, the parties

on both sides meanwhlle to bring in their evidence.
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Cornelis Volckersen, plaintiff, vs. Tonis Cray, defendant,
for p~yment of fl., 10:15 st. Whereas the defendant =dmits that
he owes something and says that he has pald something, he 1is
ordered to pay the balance which he owes and to produce proof
of the payment already made by him.

(185] This day, the 10th of March 1644,

Adriaeun Willemsen, plaintiff, vs. Piter Wyncoop, defendant,
alleging that the defendant said that the plaintiff informwed the
fiscal that there were dutiable goods in Mr. van Renselaer's
shir. Defendant says that the chlef boatswain said so. The
chief boatswain says that he knows who told him. Ordered that
the chief boatswain produce the man and discharge Piter Wyncoop.

Nicolaes Coorn, plaintiff, vs. Lubbert Jansen, defendant,
allesing that the défendant caucht and ate the plzintiff's rooster
for which the defendant had promised him, the plaintiff, some-
thine., Defend=nt declares in court under oath that he knows
notvine sbout the rooster., Whereupon the plaintiff's claim
is denied.

Hendrick Oloffsen, plaintiff, vs. Jan Andriessen from
Barenborch, 1 defendant. Plaintiff says that he handed the
defendant his goods at the South for safe-keeping, which the
defendant denies. Ordered that the plaintiff produce proof
that the defendant receilved the goods.

Jan Jacobsz from Haerlem, aged 30 years, declares that he
heard Jan Jansen, 2 commissary at the South, and his wife and
several other persons there say that Hendrick Olofsz at the South

delivered some goods to Jan Andriesz, which he confirmed by oath.

1 Barenburg, Hanover,
2 Jan Jensen van Ilpendam.
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Hans Nicola declares that he heard the wife of Albert Pitersz
say that Jan Andriessen at the South sold a pack belonging to
Hendrick Olofsz, which he confirmed by oath.

Ordered that Hendrick Olofsz by the first sloop that goes
to Fort Nassau shall procure further information with full proof.
Meanwhile, Jan Andriessen may not leave the country without bail.

Tomas Sael, plaintiff, vs. Jan Werrensz, defendant, about
clapboards which the defendant is alleged to have stolen from
the plaintiff. Plaintiff is ordered to bring proof tomorrow at
9 o'clock.

The 11th of March

Tomas Sael. plaintiff, vs. Jan Warrensen, defendant.
Defendant 1s ordered to satisfy the plaintiff today. In default
thereof, plaintiff may take back his own goods.

(186] On the 17th of March 1644

Piter Wyncoop, plaintiff, vs. the fiscal, defendant. Parties
ordered to submit thelr complaints and answers in writing.

Andriaen Willemsen, plaintiff, vs. Andries, chief boatswain,
defendant, alleging that the defendant sald that the plaintiff
informed the fiscal that there were dutiable goods in Mr. van
Renselser's ship. The chlef boatswain says that Lubbert Jansen
told him. TLubbert Jansen acknowledges in court that what he
s»~1d at the tAvern concerning the ship is not true, and thst he
hzs nothing to say of Andriaen Willemsen reflecting in any way
on his honor znd character, and that he is sorry for having sald
so, praying the plaintiff's forgliveness. Lubbert Jansen 1is

condemned to pay the costs.
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31st of March !

Whereas, the Indians, our enemies, dally commit much damage,
both to men and cattle, and it is to be apprehended that all of
the remalning cattle when it is driven out will be destroyed by
them, and many Christians who daily might go out to look up the
cattle wlll lose their lives; therefore, the director and council
have resolved to construct a fence, palisade, or enclosure, begin--
ning from the great bouwery to Emmanuel's plantation. Everyone
who owns cattle and shall desire to have them pastured within
thls enclosure is notiflied to repair there with tools next Monday
morning, beinz the 4th of April, at 7 o'clock, in order to assist
in constructing the sald fence and in default thereof he shall
be deprived of pasturing his cattle within the sald enclosure.

Let everyone take notice hereof and communicate it to his neighbor.
Thus done snd posted on the day aforesald.

2 Whereas Mamarranack, Wapgaurin, chlefs of Kichtawanck, and
Mongochkonnome, Pappennoharrow of Wiquaeskeck and Nochpeem, as
well as the Wappincx have come to Stamfoort, asking Captain
Onderhil to appeal to the governor of New Netherland for peace,
promising now and forever to refrain from doing harm to elther
people, cattle, houses, or anything else within the territory of
New Netherland; also, that they will not come on the island of
Manhatans as long as we Netherlanders are at war with other
heathen, except in a [187] canoe before Fort Amsterdam; and where-
as they likewise promise to do thelr best in looking up for us

Pacham;

1 Revised from Laws and Ordinances of New Netherland, p. 37.
2 Bevised from Dog. Bel. Col. Hist. N.Y., 13:17-18.
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Therefore, we promise not to molest them 1f the aforesaid
chlefs and their people strictly observe what is hereinbefore
written and they may cultivate their lands in peace as far as
we are concerned. In confirmation whereof some of thelr prisoners
are restored to them. Done in Fort Amsterdam in New Netherland,
the 6th of April.

The 15th of April 1644

1 Appeared in council Gauwarowe, sachem of Matinneconck.
speaking in the name of the adjoining villages of Indians, to
wit, M=tinnekonck, Marospinc and Siketeuhacky, who requested
permission to plant [their 1land] in peace in his and the afore-
sald villages; which is granted them on condition that they shall
not attempt to do us any harm and shall not suffer the Indians
of Beckonhacky, the bays, and Marechkawieck to come among them
and shall keep away from them. And the same shall be announced
to their sachems on the flat at Mr. Fordam's, so that in case
they be attacked and killed among the sald Indians or any of our
enemies by the Dutch, we shall be guiltless thereof. Wherewith
the chief Gauwarowe was very well satisfied and for confirmation
hereof a present was given to hilm,

On the 10th of May 1644

Cornelis van(der] Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Tomas
Bacxter, defendant, for escaping from his confinement and taking
with him one, Mr. Roet, who had also been arrested. The fiscal
demands that the defendant be condemned to pay the sum for which

he had been arrested and in addition a fine. The defendant is
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condemned to haul a scoWw load of stone to the gate for the Company,
out of which the fiscal shall be allowed 10 gl. by the aforesaid
Compsny; =lso, to psy Philip, in the tavern, 16 gl. for Mr. Roet.

Cornelis Volckersz, plaintiff, vs. Adam Mat, 1 defendant,
for payrent of 4 schepels of rye for which he became surety.
Parties are ordered to agree and defendant 1s condemmed to pay
the plaintiff.

[188] On the 17th of May 1644

Els jen Jans, widow of Jan Pitersz, plaintiff, vs. Willem
Harlo, defendant. Plalntiff produces a shilling in court which
she says the defendant gave her as a pledge of his troth, which
she confirms on oath. Ordered that the defendant shall prove
within ten days that Elsjen has behaved improperly since he has
been betrothed to her.

Jan Schepmoes, plaintiff, vs. Claes Calf, defendant, as
husband of Brant Palen's daughter, defendant. Plaintiff demands
in writing that Aeltje Claes, daughter of Marritjen Piters, be
21lowed her maintenance out of the estate of Brant Pelen, accord-
ing to the marriage articles. As the defendant denies Jjurisdiction
of the court ~-nd appeals to his competent judges of the colony
of VMr, Rensels=er, the case 1s referred to the court there and 1if
no decision is rendered within two months in the aforesald colony
the case shall be argued here,

On the 25th of May 1644

Sybet Clasen, plaintiff, vs. Aelt jen Brackoenje about payment

of six boards. Plaintiff having turned the work over tc boss

Jeuriaen, the latter 1s ordered to pay for the boards and the

1 Adam Mott.
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further claim of the half-barrel of beer 1s denied. If boss
Jeuriaen has any claim, he may institute his action against the
defendant.

On the petition of Phillp Gerritsz the fiscal 1s ordered to
have Jan Onderhil give satisfaction to the petitioner and the
case 1s further adjourned until Onderhill shall have returned.

On the 1st of June 1643 1

Whereas we, the director and council of New Netherland,
have granted to Willem Albertsen Blauvelt a commission to go
privateering from here to the West Indies or the islands thereof
in the frigate La Garce, against the enemies of the High and
Mighty Lords the States General of the [189] United Netherlands,
and this especially 1n virtue of the charter grsnted by their
High Mightinesses to the honorable directors of the General
Chartered West Indila Compezny, the aforesald Captain Blauvelt and
his accompanying crew, on the seventh of January last past, with
the help of God, by force of arms, captured a Spanlish bark, laden
Wwith sugar, tobacco and ebony wood, of which bark Franck Creolie
of Havana was captailn and commander, coming from Santiago de Cuba
and intending to unload his cargo at Cartagena, which was his
destination. Also, on the eleventh of March following, the
aforesald captain captured in the river of Matique bay a bark
lzden with wines, fhe captain of which was Croislie of Bilscaye,
coming from New Spain snd destined to go to Witte Male, 2 which
above-mentioned barks were brought in and arrived here in New

Netherland on the 29th of May in comp=sny of the frigate La Garce;

1 Intended for 1644,
2 Custemsl-=.
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Therefore, we, the director and council aforesaid, make known to
all and every one who may show cause why the above mentioned
brought-in barks should not be declared good prizes, to present
themselves here in fort Amsterdam within a fortnight after the
proclamation hereof or, in defzult thereof, we shall declare the
above-mentioned captured barks good prizes at the demand of the
fiscal, =nd they shall thereafter remain debsrred from any action
or claim which they might or could set up as owners. Thus
published in fort Amsterdam in New Netherland, the day and year
above written.

6 June, Monday

The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Michlel Cristoffelsen, a prisoner,
because he, the prisomer, wounded and stabbed the Negroes of the
Company, according to the fiscal's complaint. The fiscal demands
that the defendant receive corporal punishment and be put in the
chain gang 1n the stead of the Negroes,

The defendant acknowledges voluntarily that he wantonly
stabbed to death a goat belonging to Tryn Jonas and wilfully
wounded two of the Company's Negroes, so that one of them
apparently will remain maimed for life,

[190] Whereas Michiel Christoffelsen from Gottemborch 1
in Sweden, a former soldier, has heretofore repeatedly committed
many acts of insolence, has wantonly stabbed to death a gravid
goat of Tryn Jonas gnd, without knowledge or consent, has
absented himself for a month 2nd not rendered the Company any
service and whereas, furthermore, the fiscal in his written

complaint against the aforesaid Michilel Christoffelsen shows that

1 Goteborg, Sweden.
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on last Sunday, being the 29th of May, without any reason or
cause, he wilfully wounded two of the Company's Negroes who were
sitting quietly, one in such a way that he 1s in danger of death
and the other that he will remain maimed for life; all of which
he, Michiel Christoffelsen, free from torture or irons, has
voluntarily confessed;

Therefore, we, the director and high court martial of New
Netherland, doing justice in the matter, condemn the delinquent,
as we do hereby, to labor for twelve consecutive months for the
Prince with the Company's Negroes and to be put in the chain gang,
reserving his execution if the Negro come to die. Thus dome the
6th of June 1644, in Fort Amsterdam.

6 June

Symon Pos, plaintiff, vs. Adrlaen vander Donck, defendant,
in a case of appeal. Having heard the demand and proposition of
the pleintiff, it is resolved in council that he shall first
protest before the colony of Renselaerswyc and in case he, the
plaintiff, do not obtaln justice there, he shall appeal to this
court.

Cornelis Volckersen, plaintiff, vs. Jacob Wolphersz, defendant.
Plaintiff demands of the defendant payment of fl. 12, due to him
by balance of account from Jan Brent, which money was attached
by the court messenger in the hands of the defendant and which
fl. 12, in spite of the attachment, were paild by the latter to
Jan Brent, which the defendant acknowledges. The defendant 1s
condemned to pay the plaintiff fl. 12.

Henry Sately, plaintiff, vs. Adam Mat, defendant, for payment

of fl, 50. Defendant says that he never received the lumber for
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which the plaintiff claims fl. 50, Parties are referred to Jan
Onderhil, Bacxter and Mr. Smith, who are to settle their differences,
if possible.

Els Je Jans, widow of the late Jan Pitersz, plaintiff, vs.
Willem Harlo, defendant. 1st Default.

[191] 7 June 1644 1

Whereas .the honorable director general and council of New
Netherland have observed that the soldiers and others residing
in Fort Amsterdam throw out ashes and other filth within the
fort; Therefore, we hereby make known to all and every one that
henceforth ashes and other filth must be carried outside the fort;
also, that no one is to make water within the fort. And if any
one be caught in the act by the sentinel, he shall pay to him or
the provost three stivers for each offense and, 1f he refuse to
pay, the sentinel or provost shall be empowered to levy execution
on the offenders.

On the 16th of June

Vrout jen, wife of Cosyn Gerritsen, defendant, vs. Tomas
Sandersz, plaintiff, for slander uttered by parties one against
the other. Parties are reconciled in court and declare that they
know nothing of each other but what is honorable and virtuous.

Hendrick Huwit, plaintiff, vs. Gerrit Jecobsz, defendant,
alleging that the defendant with an arrow shot out the plaintiff's
eye. Defendant szys that other persons besides himself were
shooting arrows at the time. Ordered that the defendant prove
that other persons besides himself were shooting at the very

moment that the plaintiff was wounded.

1 Revised from Laws and Ordinances of New Netherland, p. 38.
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Philip Geraerdl, plaintiff, vs. Cornelis Arissen, defendant.
Default.

Jan Eversen, plaintiff, vs. Marten Cruger, defendant. As
the plaintiff does not appear, the defendant 1s discharged.

On June 30, 1644

Cornelio vander Hoykens, fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Laureuns
Cornelisen, defendant. Plaintiff, presenting his complaint in
writing, demands Justice., Defendant requests a copy of the com-
plaint, in order to make prorer answer thereto, which 1s granted
him.

Hendrick Huwilt, plaintiff, vs. Gerrit Jacobsz, defendant.
Defendant says that Henry Willemsen and Puter Cock were shooting
also. Beilng brought before the court, they confess that they
were shooting, but declare that they d4id not hit the man, as he
was lying asleep in the guardhouse.

(192] On July 6, 1644

At the request of the fiscal, Cosyn Barentsen, aged 21 years,
declares in court that in company with Sergeant Hubert, Ambrosius
Lonnen and some other Englishmen he was in a small clapboarded
house, to which came Steven Stevensz, who, being drunk, made much
nolse. The sergeant went out and shut the door, asking Steven,
"What do you want?" The deponent says that he 4id not hear what
the answer was. The sergeant called the men to arms and ordered
them to fire at Steven, whereupon the deponent immedlately heard
the report of a gun and an Englishman, named Willem, fell down
dead in the aforesald house, having been wounded in the head by

two bullets. The deponent confirms this on ozth.
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Hendrick Hendricksen from Stambuit, in Friesland, aged 20
years, deposes at the request of the fiscal that Steven Stevensz
came wWith a gun on his arm, pulling the trigger three times.
Standing about 10 or 11 paces from Steven, the deponent saw the
sergeant come out of Ambrosius Lonnen's house, who called out,
"Shoot Steven!" Then he saw Tomas Mabs fire and noticed that the
bullets flew into Ambrosius Lonnen's house. The deponent con-
firms this on oath.

Gerrit Wolphersen, aged 34 years, declares at the request
of Steven Stevensz that he and Steven sat in his father's house,
taking a drink together. Steven, wanting to go to the deponent 's
house to fetch his wife, took the gun of the servant, who took
out the bullets and threw the priming powder off the pan, so
that there was nothing but loose powder in the gun.

In court are exhibited several depositions in the English
lamguage, from which it appears that the commotion was caused
by Steven, but that the man was accldentally shot through [the
head] by Tomas Mabs.

The fiscal, in writing, demands Justice and sentence against
Steven Stevensen and Tomas Mabs.

On July 7, 1644

The honorable director general and court martial have seen
the criminal charge of the fiscal against Steven Stevensz from
Rouwaen, 14 soldier, and Tomas Mabs, as well as the sworn
depositions of divers witnesses, together with their own con-
fessions snd declarations made in court, without torture or

irons, from which it appears that the aforesaid Steven on the

1 Rouen, France.
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25th of June last [193] came to the house of Gerrit Wolphersen,
standing on the flat, in which a garrison is kept at present,
having in his hand a gun with which, the hammer being drawn back,
he several times took aim to shoot at one Tomas Cornil, but missed
each time; whereupon he, the delinquent, came within the stockade
which surrounds the house aforesaild, where he leveled his gun at
Tomas Mabs. The aforesaid Tomas Mabs, at a general alarm, seized
his gun and fired at Steven, so that the bullets passed through
Steven's walstcoat and shirt and further went through a clapboarded
house, where they killed Jan Windtwodt; which the aforesald Tomas
Mabs, without torture or irons, has likewise confessed. And
whereas this crime, being mutiny and manslaughter, may not be
tolerated or suffered in countries where Justice 1s malintalned,
therefore, we, having invoked the name of God and doing Justilce,
condemn the aforesald delingquents to be shot, as an example to
others like them.

Resolved in court to pardon them, this sentence having been
pronounced by way of example, for the good of the delinquents
and as a warning to others.

July 8, 1644

Piter Wolphersen, husband and guardian of Hester Symons,
plaintiff, vs. Tomas Sandersz, husband and guardian of Sara
Cornelis, defendant, for slander. Plaintiff produces a written
affidavit and therefore demands reparation of character, since
the defendant 's wife declares that she has nothing to say against
Hester Symons and never perceived anything wrong ébout Hester
Symons and further begs the plaintiff's wife to forgive her if

she sald anything to her discredit.
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Whereas no one has come forward to show cause why the prizes
brought in by Captaln Blauvelt should not be declared good prizes
and therefore no objection has been offered, we, the director
and council, declare the same good prizes, inasmuch as they were
captured by force of arms from the enemies of their High Mightinesses
by the above named captain; therefore, all those who hereafter
might claim any interest in them are hereby debarred from their
right [to bring sny action]. Thus done in court in Fort Amsterdam.

[194] On July 8th

Willem Kieft, director, plaintiff, vs. Jochim Pitersz,
defendant, for payment of 500 and odd guilders. Defendant
acknowledges the debt and says that he will bring in his
counter-claim,

Jacob Elbersen from Cadoele, mate on the ship De Maecht van
Enckhuysen, plaintiff, vs. Cornelis Groesen, defendant. Plaintiff
demands that defendant prove that he treated him badly and ordered
him ashore. Defendant affirms it and maintains that it happened.
Jacob Elbersen and Cornelils Groesen forglive each other in court,

Mr. Moor, plaintiff, vs. Mr. Spyser, defendant, on account
of attachment of the bark of Piter Lourensz and Mr. Trochmarten.
Piter Lourensz is condemned to pay Mr., Spyser for the bark accord-
ing to the power of attorney, provided that Mr. Spyser give
security for the immediate return of the purchase money of the
berk if Mr. Moore hereafter proves that the knight 1 15 indebted

To him.

1 Sir Nicolas Throckmorton.
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The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Laurens Cornelisz, defendant.
First defsault.

On July 14

The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Laurens Cornelisz, defendant.

Having seen the written complaint of the fiscal against
Laurens Cornelisz, skipper of the Maecht van Enckhuysen, setting
forth that the aforesaild Laurens Cornelisz sold some pitch, train-
01l and lace without having entered the same, we have duly con-
sidered the matter and observed that the goods that were sold are
not worth more than fl. 300; also, that a skipper can not go on
a voyage without taking something with him, as he does not know
where he shall land and has many wants and that, if he had asked
permission of the Company at Amsterdam to do so, such a little
thing would not have been refused him; therefore, it 1is ordered
that he, Laurens Cornelisz, shall pay a fine of one anker of
wine for the benefit of the fiscal and his friends; wherewith he
1s discharged 2nd the fiscal's complaint about the smuggling 1is
dismissed.

This sentence is pronounced by Batliaen Jansz Crol, Willem
Cornelisz Oldemarckt, and Captain Jan de Fries and Hendric van
Dyc, ensign, who were requested by the honorable director pro-
visionally to give thelr opinion regarding the offense committed
by Laurens Cornelisz,

Absent: the honorable director and Mr. La Montangne, as being
objected to.
[195] July 14, 1644
Laurens Cornelisz, in answer to the charge of the fiscal,

denies having committed adultery with Hillegont Joris and reqQuests

time until the next court day to consider whether he shall take

the oath.
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It 1s ordered and adjudged by the court that on the next
court day Laurens Cornelisz shall declare under oath that he has
never had any carnal conversation with Hillegont Joris. In case
he takes the oath, the further complaint of the fiscal shall be
dismissed, and, in case of refusal, he shall pay a fine of one
hundred and fifty guilders for the benefit of the fiscal and
fifty guilders for the poor,

The fiscal demands that Laurens Cornelisz shall prove what
he said of the honorable director.

He shall have to prove here what he said to the prejudice
of the director, on pzin of such punishment as is provided by
law, both 28 to the box and the fl, 600, giving him eight days
to do so.

All that was transacted in court on the 14th of July was
ordered and adjudged by Bastliaen Jansen Crol, Willem Cornelisz
Oldemarckt, Jan de Fries, captain, and Hendrick van Dyck.

On July 21, 1644

Whereas we have heretofore written to Holland for rein-
forcements in this our war with the Indians and whereas a goodly
number of soldiers has arrived now by the Blauwen Haen, the
question arlses:

1, Whether it would not be advisable to keep all or some
of them here, or [whether it would be bést] to send them all on.

2. If any of them remain, where the means are to be pro-
cured to keep them and to provide clothing.

3. Also, who 1s to be in command of the militia, in order

that no confusion occur.
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Done by the honorable director, Bastiaen Crol, La Montangne,
the fiscal, Captain de Fries and Captain Willem [Cormelissen],
as councilors hereto invited.

Having duly considered the first article and taken into
account that we have written to the honorable directors for
reinforcements from the fatherland and that by the grace of God
reinforcements have unexpectedly been sent here from Curqgao and
have arrived here by the Blauwen Haen; also, that we are assured
that the directors have been advised from the West Indies that
reinforcements have been sent hither, for which reason it 1is
bellieved here that the honorable directors will not incur any
expense in Holland to assist us, since there are so many [196]
soldiers here; therefore, it is finally resolved by the above
named councilors for the general welfare and the best interests
of the Company to keep here the company of Captain de Fries and
to complete it with our former soldiers up to one hundred and
fifty men and to discharge the English soldiers who still remaln
as civilly as possible according to theilr rank.

As to the second article, sald friends advise to propose
to the commonalty that each of them board some soldiers according
to his wmeans and circumstances, on condition that they be paid
when the Company receives means in the country.

July 21

Mr. Crol, Captain Willem Cormelisen Oldemarckt and Captain
de Fries, having looked over and examined the recusation presented
by Laurens Cornelisz can to the best of their knowledge not find
that any exception can be taken agalnst the director and Councillor
La Montangne in matters pertalning to the interests of the Company

and the criminal case of the fiscal.
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Resolved in court by the above named councilors that Laurens
Cornelissen shall prove on the next court day what he has spoken
in defamation of the honorable director, both as to the trans-
portation of the box and the matter in which he alleges to have
been defrauded, or, in default thereof, he shall suffer the penalty
Wwhich according to imperial law shall be found proper.

Philip de Truy, plaintiff, vs. Antony Jansen of Sale,
defendant, for damage by cattle. Plaintiff is ordered to prove
that his fence was tight.

Isaac de Foreest, plaintiff, vs. Jan Detton, in a case of
slander. Defendant declares that he knows nothing of the plaintiff
and his wife but what is honorable and virtuous and is o:rdered
to pay to the plaintiff within eight days fl. 5, which debt he
acknowledges.

The fiscal, pl=intiff, vs. Tomas Willit, defendant, for
assault. Pl=2intiff, producing his complaint in writing,
demands justice.

Ordered that the fiscal produce evidence of the assault.

(197] July [28], 1644

The council (the honorable director exempted), to wit,
Bastiaen Crol, Johannes La Montangne, Willem Cornelisz Oldemarokt
and Captain Jan de Fries, having carefully weighed and with due
deliberation examined the evidence as to the slander uttered by
Laurens Cornelisz to the detriment of the honorable Director
Willem Kieft, do find that inasmuch as Laurens Cornelissen
persists in his statement that he received a box of pearls from
the honorable director, but can not prove the same here, it 1is

proper according to law that he, ILaurens Cornelissen, shall in
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court beg forgiveness of God, the court and the aforesald director,
and acknowledge that he has spoken falsely; or, in case of refusal,
he shall be banished from this country until he prove at Amsterdam
that he brought over pearls for the honorable director. Having
proved the same there, this sentence shall be annulled.

Laurens Cornelissen still persists in his statement and
appeals from the sentence to Amsterdam, protesting against loss
and damage.

The sentence shall remain intact, notwithstanding the appeal.

The above named council having seen the foregoing sentence
provisionally pronounced by assoclates invited for the purpose
in the matter of smuggling committed by Laurens Cornelisz, skipper
of the Maecht van Enckhuysen;

Therefore, we order absolutely that the goods which are 1in
the hands of the fiscal shall remain confiscated and that the
defendant in addition shall pay a fine of fl. 20 in cash.

The fiscal, plaintiff, vs. Laurens Cornelisz, defendant, on
account of adultery committed with Hillegont Joris.

Ordered that Laurens Cornelisz shall immediately take his
oath that he is not gullty of adultery.

Lourens Cornelisz having taken the oath that he is not
guilty, the complaint of the fiscal is diswissed.

August 2, 1644

I, Philip de Truy, court messenger of New Netherland, being
authorized by the honorable director general and council of New
Netherland, do summon you, Nicolaes Coorn, commander of Beeren
Island, on behalf of Willem de Key, attorney for Govert Loockmans,

to appear here in Fort Amsterdam six weeks from this date and

















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































