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Second—a frauscript from the land office of tlie pros
\per:-clistriqt, of a Spanish iilita,,fw-llereou said certifi-
cate was founded : aud by which it -appeared,;that
.{ﬁe.'fparticularj lot of land, in question, bad been
granted by the Spanish- commandant, Cayetano Pe-
rez, in 1810, to the said Issabella Campbell. .

Tunerarity then deraigned his title to said lot from

~the said Issabella Campbell; to John Forbes & Co., .
'~ and from said said Forbes & Co. fo himself.' The
~ conveyance from I'orbes & Co. to the plaiotiff was

nded '_u[;opad_ecree in Chancery, rendered by the
- £ Mobile, on a bill, filed by Tunera-
- partuer, of said firm g
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from frbqu;,nt wfeluw(, beceme  familiar 1o the
Cdurt Their construction has been sell led by this
Coutt, in the case of Hedllet vs. Eslava, 3 Stewart &
Porter, 105, and Gougett. vs. Lenis, 1b: 184.
=+ The; Court. will, doubtless, wcollecﬁmint as diree-
quy 1o the prlnmpal deputy survey or, where t‘le pres.
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- .tif}'-ing”the same to be a {rue ‘extract from the origi-

pal record of the ciaim, as aforesaid, from the
baook of written ‘evidence of claims, then'in bis of-

fice; and thata certificate of confirmalion, by the

commissioners, for the sam¢ liad 'been granted, as
above described. U MNEELL
~ Tbe other p'ol‘tibhhfthg’-evidenbe objected 1o, but
admitted by the Court, is stated thus, that “ the
plaintiff then, dernigned his title 1o the Jand men-
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sion; and was unaccompamed by any warrant of

survey or location.
The admission of the evidence referred to, is the

only cause assigned for error.

1 le first except;on, relates to the certificate Qf
confirmation. _ If, for the reason, that: the lot in
question ‘had not been aurveyed under the authomty
of the Umted States, previous to the issuance of this

Lt
- certlﬁcate, or the waut of any other conoboratmg

__ THW the plaintiff below did not produce evi,
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“of Congess, by any of the

The question respecting the competency of th«a_J e
certificate of confirmation as evidence, has been ar- Porter, 105
gued with reference to the. provlslon contained 1in. ;‘f;klmg;
the statute of this State, entitled “an act making 283.
farther regulations in ]udlclal proceedmgs £ It AS; -+
 that all certificates issued in pursuance of any act
boards of commissioners,
register of a land office, or any- other person daly an-
thorlsed to issue such certificate, upon any Warrant :
or order of survey, or to any donatlon or pre-emption
claimants, for any landsin this territory, shall be ta-
ken and-received as vesting a full, cmﬁ;‘lete,*and le-

ti,deim"theﬁpbﬁsonrm whose favor ‘nhé “said certifi-

'1s,”he'r or their asswns,‘ ' he
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| 1 Jation of the originals, and consequently two removes,
| ~ from the best evidence, when the originals are pre-
F stmed to remain within reach of the party ; and
F | that there was 1o proof of the signature of the S
3 " “Spanish commandant. This objeouon 18 supposed S~
 {o derive strength from the opinion referred to in the
case of Hallett vs. Eslava, avd from a late decision
;of the Supreme Court of the Umted States.

The expressions relied on in the case of Hallett
arramst Eslava, had reference alone to such docu-
ments as had not pdc;sed through the land office, and
1 ndérgone the scrutiny of investigation required by
om t GOﬂ]‘!ﬂlethS!‘S—-‘SﬁGh\aﬂ had n@L~reGe1»w b
iy om ‘h1 goﬁemm'em suﬁh as ‘were
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It may be seen, that these remarks are used with
reference to claims, or evidences of titlés emanating

‘from other governments, than those under whose

laws the attempt is ‘made fo establish them ; and that

“after such have received the sanction of any’ tribu-
nal or officer, under this government, legally-autho-
“rised to investigate, determme and: report on their va-
lidity—a decision so made, is eVIdane of the autho- 3
‘“nty and genumeness of the grant. | 2
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