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The United States v. Livingston et al.

District of Louisiana, and was argued by counsel. On con-
sideration whereof, it is the opinion of this court, that the 
title set up of the petitioners is neither a legal nor equitable 
claim, and is null and void. Whereupon, it is now here 
ordered and decreed by this court, that the decree of the said 
District Court in this cause be, and the same is hereby, re-
versed and annulled, and that this cause be, and the same is 
hereby, remanded to the said District Court, with directions 
to dismiss the petition of the claimants.

The  Unite d  States , Appell ants , v . Loui se  Livings ton , 
the  Widow  and  sole  Executri x  of  the  las t  Will  
and  Testament  of  Edwar d Livings ton , deceased , 
and  Cora  Livi ngst on , the  only  Child  and  forced  
Heir  of  said  Edward  Livi ngst on , and  the  Wife  of  
Thomas  Barton .

This  was an appeal from the District Court of the United 
States for the District of Louisiana, and was a claim under the 
Bastrop grant. It was included in the opinion of the court 
in the preceding case of the United States v. The Cities of 
Philadelphia and New Orleans,—which see.

The  United  State s , Appellants , v . Ann  M. Callender , 
Elizabeth  Calle nder , Chris top her  G. Cal Lender , 
and  Stanh ope  Callende r , of  the  State  of  New  York , 
and  Frances  Callend er , the  Wife  of  Thomas  Sli -
dell , and  Caroline  Callende r , the  Wife  of  Edward  
Ogden , of  the  State  of  Louisiana , said  Persons  be -
ing  the  Widow  and  Heirs  of  the  late  Thomas  Cal -
lende r ; Sidonia  Pierce  Lewis , Wif e of  Peter  K. 
Wagner , John  Lawson  Lewis , Louisa  Maria  Lewis , 
Theo dore  Lewis , Eliza  Cornelia  Lewis , Alfr ed  
Hamp den  Lewis , Alge rnon  Sidne y Lewis , George  
Washingt on  Lewi s , Benjam in  Franklin  Lewis , and  
Joshua  Lewis , a  Minor , repre sen ted  by  Eliz a  Ma - 
gion i, the  Widow  of  Alfre d  Jefferson  Lewis , his  
Mother  and  Natural  Tutrix , all  of  the  State  of  
Louis iana  ; the  sai d  Persons  herein  acting  as  the  
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Heirs  of  the  late  Joshua  Lewis  and  America  Law - 
son , his  Wife , and  also  the  Coheirs  wi th  Mary  P. 
Bowm an  of  Columbus  Laws on  ; Mary  P. Laws on , 

the  Wife  of  John  *B owm an , of  the  State  of  
0 -• Tenne sse e , Cohei r  wit h  the  las t  above -named  
Persons  of  Columbus  Lawson  ; Catharine  Pauline  
Baker , the  Widow  of  Blaize  Cenas , and  now  the  
Wife  of  Will iam  Chris ty , and  Hilary  B. Cenas , 
Augustus  Henry  Cenas , and  August us  St . John , 
Richard  Brenen  Blanch e , and  Geor ge  Chris ty , the  
LAST FOUR BEING MINORS, AND REPRESENTED BY PAULINE 
St . John , the  Widow  of  Peter  Cenas , their  Mother  
and  Natural  Tutrix , all  of  the  State  of  Louis iana  ; 
Jonathan  Montgom ery  and  Michel  Muss on , the  
Testam entary  Executo rs  of  the  late  Will iam  Nott , 
of  the  State  of  Louisiana , and  the  Heirs  of  Na -
thaniel  Amory , of  the  State  of  Rhode  Islan d .

This , like the two preceding cases, was an appeal from the 
District Court of the United States for the District of Louisi-
ana, and involved the validity of the Bastrop grant. It was 
argued together with that of the United States against the 
Mayor, Aidermen, and Inhabitants of Philadelphia and New 
Orleans, and was included in the same judgment. See the 
concluding part of the opinion of the court in the last-named 
case.

The  Unite d  State s , Appellants , v . Sarah  Turner , the  
Wife  of  Jared  D. Tyler , who  is  autho rize d  and  as -
sis ted  HEREIN BY HER SAID HUSBAND ; ELIZA TURNER, 
Wife  of  John  A. Quitm an , who  is  in  like  manner  
AUTHORIZED AND ASSISTED BY HER SAID HUSBAND; 
Henry  Turner , and  George  W. Turner , Heirs  and  
Legal  Repr ese ntat ive s  of  Henry  Turner , deceased .

The decision of this court in the case of the United States v. King and Core (3 
How., 773, and 7 How., 833) again affirmed, viz. that the contract between 
the Baron de Carondelet and the Marquis de Maison-Rouge conveyed no in-
terest in the land to Maison-Rouge, but was merely intended to mark out by 
certain and definite boundaries the limits of the establishment which he was 
authorized to form.1

The contract must be judged of according to the laws of Spain; but under 
those laws, whenever there was an intention to grant private property, words 
were always used which severed the property from the public domain.

1 Fol lo wed . United States v. Coxe, 17 How., 41. 
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