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Earliest Order of the Supreme Court of
Judicature of the Province of New
York affecting Law Studenis

ORDERED That none of the Judges of this Court do at
any time hereafter recomend any person to his Excellency the
present Governour or to the Govr. or Comander in chief for the
time being in order to the obtaining a Lycense to practice as an
Attorney at Law unless it Shall appear that the person who Shall
Sue for Such Lycense had served for the term of Seven years with
Some Attorney of this Court or had Served an Apprentiship to
Some Attorney of his Majesties Courts of King's bench or Com-
mon pleas in the Kingdom of Great brittain.!

iMinutes of the Supreme Court of Judicature of the Province of New York,
October 10, 1727-December 5, 1732, p. 208. Hall of Records, Borough of Man-
hattan, New York City. The final twenty-five words are in a handwriting
different from that of the rest of the order. This is the earliest order, or rule,
in New York concerning training and education for the bar. The Honourable
Lewis Morris, Chief Justice of the Province of New York, was on the bench
when this rule was ordered, June g, 1730.
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PREFACE

This study in American Colonial Legal History was
begun several years ago. Since then research in connection
with it has extended to all the public records of the counties
in existence at the time that New York was a colony as well
as to many of the known public and private collections of
materials concerning the history of the State of New York.
Not only were records—which have seldom been consulted—
utilized, but also other sources of information—not so gen-
erally familiar—were investigated and relied on.

Any one who has engaged in work of a similar nature
need not be reminded how laborious and tedious research
of this sort frequently is. Nor, on the other hand, need he
be told how remunerative such investigation at times be-
comes. After spending weeks going through thousands of
pages of old court records, file papers, letters, documents,
family charts, and printed source material of a wide variety,
it is gratifying indeed to have a surmise, a clue, a rational-
ization, or a thinly held belief, substantiated by the records.
The entire Summer of 1938, for instance, was spent in
gathering facts for the chapter on “Lawyers Who Were
College Graduates”. The educational equipment of over
four hundred and fifty New York practitioners of the colo-
nial period had to be investigated and checked. This was
a difficult task and, although every name was covered, it is
probable that the backgrounds of several lawyers of the
province will never be fully known. Another problem was to
discover inventories of colonial libraries. Seldom did the
New Yorkers of those days bother to enumerate the books
they owned, and even when they did, the records of them
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PREFACE

and since—that the “way to justice ought to be like the way
to hell, smooth and broad and open to all.” For such sauci-
ness his privilege to practice law was promptly suspended.

The case of Crean Brush, on the other hand, awakens
one’s sympathy. About the year 1760 this Scotch-Irishman
left his native land and his young, growing family to begin
life anew in New York. Success awaited him everywhere.
He was taken under the wing of John Morin Scott, one of
the most outstanding lawyers of New York City, and was
soon granted a license to practice law. Thereafter, he served
in the office of the secretary of the province and, while so
employed, was appointed Clerk of Cumberland County. To
that area he moved, and established himself upon a section
of land that he had received from the Crown. Scarcely had
settlement been made, however, before civil war broke
over Brush’s head. Armies camped on his cleared fields;
he was driven from one place to another, and, as a loyalist,
he was taken to Boston, Massachusetts. After nineteen
months’ imprisonment he escaped; fled to Long Island, and—
somewhere on its northeastern shore—succeeded in 1778 in
slashing his own throat. His was a tragic end, but among
the pages of old colonial records there lies hidden much
comedy, pathos and tragedy.

The value of the institutional and biographical ap-
proach to historical problems of a legal nature would seem
to be above cavil. Men make history. But what they will
become, and what they will accomplish, is dependent in large
measure upon their educational and cultural background.
Consequently, before an evaluation of the foundations of
American Jurisprudence can be had, it is necessary to know
something of the training of the personages who were ex-
pounding and interpreting the law in the American colonies
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as well as of those who presided over their legal institutions.
Moreover, it is believed that such a study should precede—at
least it ought to accompany—an examination of the “forms
of action” through which law is made effective. The present
study was written with this belief in mind.
. Smce: for the most part, the field covered in the follow-
Ing exposition has heretofore heen uncharted, an acknowl-
;dgment of the. help, assis.tancc, and counsel given me may
© more extensive than might otherwise have been the case.

f
Borough of Manbhattan, New Sinsi

» Hall of R ds
Vol oni ; ecords,
Thomas, Curator of Columbian: :i‘%;Mr. Milton Halsey

and the staffs of the New-York Hj lumbia University,

New Jersey Historical Society L,

versity Libraries, the iation 0??1’; th
e

¢ Columbia Uni-
New York Library, anq the

PREFACE

and suggestions, I owe much to Professors Evarts B. Greene
and Philip C. Jessup of Columbia University; Professor
Joseph H. Beale, School of Law, Harvard University; Pro-
fessor Alison Reppy, School of Law, New York University;
George A. Foster, Jr., Esq., Counsellor at Law, New York
City, and John ]. White, business executive and lover of
good books, Paterson, New Jersey.

But in particular I am indebted to Frank H. Sommer,
Dean of the School of Law, New York University, and to
Professor Alison Reppy, Editor of the Law Quarterly Review,
New York University. Without their interest and active
assistance this volume could not have been published. I am
most grateful for their present help as well as for the en-
couragement they have given me to continue my research
in our colonial laws and legal institutions.

Paur M. HAMLIN
New York City, September 30, 1939.
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REMARKS ON LEGAL EDUCATION IN
COLONIAL AMERICA

THE interest that is being taken by the younger scholars
in legal history is a most hopeful sign; for it indicates that
in the next generation legal history will receive adequate
treatment in our schools. Mr. Hamlin has made his own
study of the legal education of the seventeenth and
eighteenth centuries. This is a true and valuable part of
our study of legal history.

The growth of law is determined very largely by the
ideas of those who are practicing it, and their ideas are very
largely governed by the quality of their education. In
studying the legal education of a Bar we are also studying
the quality of legal thought in the Bar and its influence on
the law.

Where legal education is largely standardized, as it is
today, the careful study of the education of individuals is
hardly worthwhile, but the education of the seventeenth cen-
tury was far from standardized. The typical means of legal
education was to study with a barrister who had proved him-
self to be able to teach and to communicate professional en-
thusiasm to students. Such a teacher most usually was looked
for in the country, for a city barrister in good practice could
not find time, and one in poor practice was thought in-
competent to instruct students. In the country, also, the
barristers had time to think out their legal problems and to
form general ideas as to the nature and general rules of law.

A few students in a man’s office would give him a very
good living in those days, since the fees ran from five hun-
dred to one thousand dollars per pupil who remained four
or five years under the tutelage of the barrister. Mean-
while the barrister used his competent pupils for his own
purposes, which greatly assisted him in his practice. A bar-
rister, therefore, who had gained a reputation as a teacher,
would have from five to ten students at a time. They would
read his books and would listen to his talks, file his papers
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adapted to become an example to later historians of what
may be accomplished by such a study. These barristers who
took pupils had, as a rule, good libraries and they devoted
much of their time to the work of instruction. On the
whole, the evidence seems to prove that the Bar of New
York during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries was
adequately taught. The work of the young barrister after
being taught was for many years that of self-teaching, and
the proportion of these young men who became learned old
men at the Bar was probably as great as one would expect
to find in any state today.

Josern HENRY BEALE
Professor of Law, Emeritus
Harvard Law School
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

When in 1770 William Smith wrote, “We have many
learned Lawyers in this and the Neighbouring Colonies,””! he
was describing the professional attainment of the leaders of
the provincial bar at the height of colonial New York’s de-
velopment. The quality of work these leaders produced and
the standards of legal education they had long advocated not
only substantiate such an estimate but also support a belief
that even at the middle of the eighteenth century there were
in New York a number of practitioners whose knowledge
of law and equity was extensive, thorough, and sound.?
While these lawyers were the beneficiaries of a century-old
provincial system of jurisprudence, and had been in-

Strumental in adapting the principles of the common law
to the conditions of colonial N

ew York, they were, never-
theless,

at the threshold of a changing political and social
order. The control of the legal world they had known so
Tvell was about to pass into other hands, and a State, new
i Purpose but with its foundations deeply rooted in the old
Juristic policy and principles, was soon to arise. In order
tlllat the education these lawyers had received may be appre-
Gated, and that the Place occupied by the legal profession
In the life of the Province may be understood, this study has
been .made and it is here offered with the hope that it may
Oon_trlbute t0 a more precise evaluation of a subject about
Which 5o 1it1e has heretofore been known.
In making this study, New York’s colonial history has,

Convenience, been separated into five periods. The earli-

&t of these which be i i
: ) gan in 1664 when the English i-
tion undey Governor Richa N e

: rd Nicolls captured New Amster-
» 1asted for abhoyt twenty-five years. Although during
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this time a majority of the lawyers in practice had received
their education and training in England, and although it
might, therefore, be thought that the court records of that
day would show learning on the part of practitioners, it is
only fair to note that then there was little cultural develop-
ment in the country, and that it offered few opportunities
to exhibit learning.3

The second period (1689-1702) opened when the news
reached New York that King James II had fled England and
that Governor Andros, together with several members of his
Council, had been imprisoned in Boston.4 Upon learning
these facts, a group of citizens headed by Jacob Leisler, a
local merchant, seized control of the province and forcibly
compelled the constituted authorities to vacate their offices.
Partisanship ran high, and for a tim
istration of government was disru
ity spread among the people,®
profession declined noticeably.
tension thus created prevailed,
when Nicholas Bayard and Joh

treason by a special court of O
new chief justice,

e the orderly admin-
pted, disrespec¢t for author-
and the prestige of the legal
All through the 16go’s the
reaching a climax in 1702
n Hutchins were tried for
yer and Terminer before the
William Atwood ¢ Aédting in a manner
certain judges of that day, Atwood pro-
ing of notes in his court,” ordered David

INTRODUCTION 3

what subsided and legal procedures were again fully
observed. It must, however, be admitted that during these
years a number of practitioners appear to have been as much
interested in politics, in grants of land, and in the building
up of estates as in the pursuit of law. All in all, professional
ethics were then, indeed, in as low a state as at any time
between 1664 and 1783,

The restoration of Attorney General Sampson Shelton
Broughton to the leadership of the bar, following the Atwood
episode, and the arrival from England of two chief justices,—
John Bridges, LL.D., and Roger Mompesson,—within the
first decade of the eighteenth century, ushered in the third
€ra (1702-1725). During this quarter century were laid the
foundations of the jurisprudence subsequently enforced in
colony and state, and for the first time in the province ade-
Quate training in law was regarded as necessary for pro-
fessional success.12 Complaints that the bar was illiterate
could no longer be made, since thereafter well-trained law-
YEIs resided not only in New York City but in each of the
Several counties of the province.

The fourth period began about 1725 when James
Alexander, Joseph Murray, William Smith, Sr., John Cham-
bers, Abraham Lodge, Richard Nicholls, and others, whose
Names are on the records, began to appear regularly in the
courts along with the older pradtitioners. These younger
E:: because of their training and natural ability, plus

¢ work, were soon to become eminent in their pro-
. lped with broad and sound education they not
dics) roces:lu ly adapted the legal principles and the juri-
i nf . :t ulres enforced at Westminster to colonial con-
e o’f b also (faus?d 'the. law of England to become the
which thee PTOVln.Ces Jurisprudence—a difficult task over
Preceding generation of practitioners had
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struggled long with but moderate success. Furthermore,
while engaged in this effort and while urging the adoption
throughout the colony of uniform legal practices, these men
trained a younger bar in the tenets of their political philoso-
Phy. Probably New York has never had a more influential
body of citizens than this group of lawyers which during the
second quarter of the eighteenth century controlled its
policies in such masterly fashion.13

The fifth and final period began about 1754 when a
younger bar, trained at home, took control of the province’s

judicial system,1s Thereafter, with educational standards

being continually revised upward, few parents sent sons

across the Atlantic for their academic training.1¢ Significant
akso was the fat that no longer were half-trained clerks to
be recommended for licenses. Indeed, at this time plans were
:‘::Pt:: pl'ovidin.g that in the future lawyers should consti-
~ be; most hlghl.y trained class of men in the colony.

use of the times, anq through a lack of professional

Support, these Plans soon had to be modified.
Although in any of t

» Or in the meager sum-
» May imply a moderately well-
one who studied the reports of the

causes tried
inly no

INTRODUCTION 5

practitioners—among them Matthias Nicolls, John Rider,
John Tudor, George Cooke, John Sharpe, Samuel Winder,
Isaac Swinton, Samuel Leete, John West, and William
Nicolls, whose names as counsel appear not infrequently on
the records—were English trained lawyers. Indubitably, what-
ever education such men possessed—and in each generation
were similar groups—was partially lost in the undeveloped
state of the country in which they were called upon to exhibit
it. On the other hand, it was at this time (1698) that Gov-
ernor Bellomont wrote to the Lords of Trade in London
denouncing all the practitioners in the colony as well as the
general legal condition prevailing.)” This estimate, however,
must have been considerably exaggerated. Certainly Bello-
mont’s indictment would condemn a number of well-
educated lawyers then in practice.18

Unsatisfactory as may have been the conditions of which
the governor complained, they were, nevertheless, soon a
matter of history, for with the opening of the eighteenth cen-
tury, the developrnent“ of the law went forward at a
Tfipid Pace. Thereafter, on the bench, at the bar, and in pub-
lic office were to be found lawyers possessed of what in any
48¢ would be considered a sound knowledge of jurispru-
dence. As one commentator has stated: “There have been
Preserved some notes of memoranda of authority in various
arguments on demurrer jn the provincial courts about the
year 17?33 which demonstrate that the New York bar was not
far behing that of England in profundity of learning and

adeptness ip dealing with common law precedent. . . . And
85], it is apparent that

if one turng to the Zenger Trial [17
the practice of the law had

acquired a high degree of techni-

Cal 4 ”

e Pel‘feffhon. * It may be accepted, therefore, that with
OPening of the thirg decade of

the eighteenth century,

la :
Wyers in Ne as in a majority of the

W York City as well
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counties of the province were not deficient in learning;
rather, they were considered members of the most learned
profession in the colony.** From an inconsequential status,
$0 rapid, indeed, had been the growth of the influence and
Power of the bar that by 176 5 its members were rated second
in the colony’s social scale.? The educational advantages
which qualified these members for their work, and the use

they made of their opportunities, will by this study, it is

hoped, be understood miore clearly, and evaluated more
accurately,

than has heretofore been possible.

*See six-page letter written around 1770 by William Smith, Jr., to a friend
770 by
named Parker ip William Sm

ith Papers, “Correspondence,” Box numbered

198-206, Manuscripts Room, Ney York Public Library. In this letter Smith
Teviews the legal and constitutional questions connected with the Act of
right to sit in the General Assembly. He sum-
ject both in the colony and in England, and by
torical questions attempts to show that the Assembly was
i Ul. He condudes with the statement quoted.
in this study, books, manuscripts and papers mentioned

"Writing 0 the Eay) of

Cddenliid. “weha\!tamoflawymi
"““""““‘imeaawdlskmedin all
Ho o be found anywhere else.”

t. September 14, 1763, Cadwallader
n this Province as insolent & petulant,
the chicanerie of the Law, as perhaps
Hi (Documents Relative to the Colonial
":;:2 :: ‘::ns lueknma; New York, vm, 549.) Colden’s critical attitude toward
sent three of h.h In Spite of this fact—or perhaps because of it—he
O'Callaghan Cdmmg " 018 into the profession: John, licensed July 20, 1750,
% A f New York Colonia Commissions 1680-1772; Alex-
= ugust go, 1752, Ibid.,, and Cadwallader, Jr., admitted to
of New ?w‘ lnty "% 1753, Chester and Williams, Courts and
% » & 1815 8§, w. Eager, Outline H!.SEO‘!'}I of O,-mgg
CVidence of the kind of by ]
o at this ti the learning
Mﬂ,?ﬁu‘m@m,hh&dpm is time and the

i

]

in the Supreme .0 0 the papers filed by Isaac Swinton
168, Judge &m ':' ¢ sitting at Kingston, Ulster County, in June,
Ulster County Clerk’s Oﬁc:’ Presiding. See contents of “wooden box” in
and “Plegg of one sort or » Kingston, N. Y. Also see “Bills,” “Answers,”
1684/5 in Chancery "‘g:: Presented to the Court of Chancery after

of Appeals Hall, Albany, N. Y. and in
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Hall of Records, Borough of Manhattan, New York City. Also see “Old Law
Papers,” nos. 7, 8, 9, in John Jay Papers, New York Historical Society Library.
‘Imprisoned with Andros were the New York lawyers John Palmer, John
West, and James Graham. The last named subsequently again became
Attorney-General and Recorder of New York.
“For accounts of these troubled times
N. Y.

*For one account of this trial see "¥h
«+.." (London, 1708). Collections
the year 1880, pp. 237-319.

"See O'Callaghan, Calendar of Historical Manuscripts, Part II, 46: 150-8;
Docs. Rel. Col. Hist. N. Y, IV, 1010-12; Stokes,

Iconography, 27 September,
1702,

*See New York: Minutes and Orde
1701-2, p, 22.

"See O’Callaghan, Cal. Hist. MSS. Pt.
Nicholas Bayard in Docs, Rel. Col. Hist. N,
trial Separately printed.

“See Docs. Rel, Col. H
wood. Also see New Y.
date of March 7,1

“Imnography,

It was at this
to study abroad, R.

see Index in Docs. Rel. Col. Hist,

e Case of William Atwood, Esq.,
of the New York Historical Society for

s of the High Court of Chancery,

II, 46: 150-8; see also trial of
Y., Index, and accounts of the

ist. N. Y., and its Index under name, William At-
ork: Minutes of the Supreme Court of Judicature, under
701, and passim for the years 1701-02.
30 March, 1702,
time that the first of the native-born sons of New York
obert Livingston, Jr. (born July 24, 1688), sailed for
Engiafnd. On November 7, 1706, he joined Middle Temple. In practice
at this period were 3 number of liberally educated, trained lawyers. Among
Hod were James Emotr, William Nicolls, Abraham Gouverneur, William
Uddleston, Samye) Clowes, Barne Cosens, David Jamison, John Harris, May
Jacob Regnier, Henry Vernon, John Collins, and

Bickley, Thomas George,
Henry Wileman,

€ bar was a noteworthy event. Indeed, from the point
jurisprudence, it was almost as im-
. After 1725 the demand

in New York.
@tion acquired in London or Bristol was still con-

frosm Sy Y which might be secured elsewhere, it is significant

15 ume on . : e
Prepareq themse]yes Practically all Prospective New York Practitioners

While 5 . n law offices a¢ home,
> Period began about 1754, it terminated only with the passing
he :i'(]ie 80vernment, The Y€ar 1754 is chosen because it was at this
=l T Members of the bar surrendered control of the legal world
Bet of Neyw Yor:-:w °°"5f10U_sne§s in educ.ation, typified by the establish-
Prevaileq, OWn institution of higher learning, King's College,

HIB h.
S Study of the training of lawyers in New York, Charles Warren




8 LEGAL EDUCATION IN COLONIAL NEW YORK

says three paths were
e Open to a youn

4 travel to Eagland and there join one of the 1oee oo Ercic law: He

iAot : t ljoin one of the Inns of Court; or, havin
all:om:;’egit;re:c:: g;gﬁ:’nﬂmhlp- he could enter the office of a practicing
friends or both, he SEe " and there study; or, lacking money or

R lhposm?n as a deputy derk in one of the
1%t 85 be R s ere 'PICk up a knowledge of law, hoping

ik Practice. Charles Warren, History of the
4 q- All three methods were followed, but of the last,

Stuart, Clerk of Riche;;iz:: Chancery for many years after 1711; Alexander
; and Henry Vandenburgh,
1729. Undoubtedly, also,
fair knowledge of law by
those admitted in the in-
als with little legal knowl-

some few iti i
i Practitioners in the counties gained a
s g at home. Since a strict control ove
courts #
was not always enforced, individy

edge were occasio, i
: nally licensed
iderable, ang Y - The need for attorneys at law at times was

A was bet
regularized thap to {er that those representing clients should be
ver them. In a number of cases

*To the Lords of
; Trade i 698
e » i :1 1098, Governor Bellomont wrote: “My Lords,

rouble of many letters since my being in
a business of

Justice. That which i

s ; . which is the w soul of

'hlpfl s m;rutches in this Province, and deserves ﬂ'z’ur Lord-
. nmed; ahq_we all things whatsoever ;

lln:ll 's Chief Justice of the Province, but
bred a soldier., He is a man of sense

servi
ought to be 4 1y C¢ to the government. Whereas a man

asphemy,
im:'n :1 onurlh which is Mr Nicolls, your
me, and there are two or
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three more as bad as the rest; besides their ignorance in the law, they are all,
except one or two, violent enemies to the government, a'nd Ll'.lcy.do a world
of mischeif in the country by infecting the people with ill principles toward
vernment.
e §?\10w that there is a prospect of doubling the revenue I am l.mmbly of
opinion we ought to have good Judges sent from England and King'’s Councel
to mind the interest of the Crown. The Lawyers here do. so prey on the
people that it is a melancholy thing to heare how unequally justice is and ha:
been distributed in this Province; . . . . New Yorke December the 15th 16g8.
Docs. Rel. Col. Hist. of N. Y., IV, 441-2.)
: On May 13, 1699, Bellomont again complained to the Lords of Tratc:lc.
writing: *There is not a day that I do not find the want of an honest able
lawyer.” (Iconography, 13 May, 16g9. See also Ibs‘c-!., 8 Septem?er, 1699.)
That the profession was in need of trained members in Bellomont’s d:zy was
undoubtedly true. At the same time that the Governor was thus pleading for
an adequate bar, the House of Representatives (General Assembly) was
asking: “That for ye better Administration of Justice five al:tle Judges be setllt
from England, and two or three able Council who have acquired to that noble
profession by study, and not by usurpation.” (Ibid., 15 May, 1699.)

[n active practice in the province between 16g1-1701 were such lawy:its
as: Barrister-at-Law John Guest, William Nicolls, K. 'C., l-bchard Ha “;.
James Emott, K. C., John Tudor, K. G, Edward Antill, Nicholas Bayard,
Barne Cosens, K. C., Abraham Gouverneur, William Huddleston, and David
Jamison. All these had been liberally educated in England, and each, except
the last named, had received his legal training there. That all attorneys at
law were from the first decade of English control required by the courts of
the colony to be admitted, justifies the conclusion that the regular p.rat':ti-
tioners were possessed of formal legal training. For instance, i admission
of John Matthews, 1667, in “Records of the Court of New Castle,” as set tor(;x

by Chester and Williams, op. cit., 328 n., and by F. M. Eastman, Courts c:d
Lawyers of Pennsylvania, 1, 48. The concluding sentence of the oath of ad-
mission taken by Matthews provided: “That you will not take any apparent
unjust Case in hand, but in all Respects behave yor selve as all attorneys are
obliged to by the Lawes of this Government.”

“One commentator has written: “Indeed one need -
account of the Bayard trial [1702], one of the most fully reported cases of the
early eighteenth century, to realize how the professionalization of the law
was advancing.” (Julius Goebel in History of the State of New ':I'ofk, 111, s:-)

Active in this process of pro[cssionaliution were the followu'lg: (1) John
Guest, whom William Penn had sent out to become Chief Justice of Penn-
sylvania. Not being permitted immediately to serve, he settled on Long
Island. Later he served on the New York Supreme Court of ]lildltaltfrc, and
was responsible for the judicial system of the colony as established 131 1699.
(2) Roger Mompesson, member of the Supreme Court of New York in 1704
and its chief justice from 1704-15. It is claimed that he did more than any
other lawyer to conform the practice of the New York courts to that pre-

only examine the
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vailing at Westminster.

(8) John Bridges, LL.D., chief justice during 1703-4.
Bridges’ death, at a relat

ively early age, was a blow to the juridical develop-
ment of the province. (4) Sampson Shelton Broughton, formerly Librarian
of Middle Temple, Attorney-General of New York, 1701-5. These were
aided by a number of English-trained lawyers.

*Julius Goehel,
“The thoroughgoing
Particularly after 171

op. cit,, 85. This same commentator goes on to state:
metamorphosis of practice which ensued after 1700, and
4, We can attribute only to the new lawyers who came
during this period. We have biographical details of only a few of these
men; two or three of them we know were trained, as were their English con-
temporaries, in the Inns of Court. Others, about whose lives we know little,
exhibit such learning as to justify an assumption that they too were trained
in the Inns. It was not long before their store of learning was a part of the
Provincial law. The lawyers drew up the pleadings and forms necessary to
an orderly practice, English models to colonial conditions.

adapting the
Preserved, and when they died, these

These ‘precedents’ they carefully
most invariably passed on to brother barristers.” (Ibid.,

s of medicine. During
ng’s College seeking A.B.
became lawyers, 2 entered the
(See Appendix I, P- 133, for tables

seventeen, he was
scholar, he read Hebrew

He was also proficient in
Studying law in his father's
: 2 g yer, and, l'ike his father, he became
nd in Englang, and ® Wide acquaintance both in America
ed with some of the foremost characters of

11
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: 1 large
i ith Papers, in several
: is “Diary,” in the William Smi blic Library.
N o f?\:*az his law books, are in the N?w YMsz:-Yofk (cited
volumes.l;nda:thor of A History of the Late Province of
He was the

he was
: volumes. In 1769—when ig.ny-one yea;smif afll?;interest
abow..:) in two ber of His Majesty’s Council for New ol e LA
3PP°“‘.‘ed . met::n ionship between the colonies and thtf m . Tonint: Side
in solving the l‘eau. 033 He associated himself ‘:ﬂth Chief Justice of
Profound and olox;t;nu de.nOC- In 1786 he was aPpol_ntﬂi_ t_hcl Honourable
il o T ek T oee ' 1 B Mo e SR
\%?an; Smith,” by his son, William Smith, of szn ai\’e;u-l’m'k.
il Smith, History of the Late Province ¥ eade Decomber 8,
b Cadwallader Colden to the Board ot 'zace - properly
e f the Law make the second Class In W gy g d
1765: “The genr.lem;n ;e nch and the Bar. Both of t!lem au:tmlicY of the
o “?duded it to: the most distinguished Rank in the g A
prm(.:plei B o aphy, 6 December, 1765.) FOT o] in it, see Ibid., 22
Province. (Iconog:off::&‘l‘_:;n in the colony and its influence lnua’.ry e
place of Lht-‘: legalscptember 1763; 20 December, 1765; 14 Ja 70‘;’ Ly
Joss vyer: ol. Gol. Hist. N. Y., Vol. VIL, 342, 549, 677 e M e
al&oBDZ;s. ‘::4 v(;I.I, 61‘. Concerning the mcmb?r:;;:h;:;v.‘{ork bar con-
796‘0:1 t?;c well-known jurist James Kent wrote: during the latter and
Py lation of learned and accomplished men hem had acquired
tam'cd 8. s at;:l lonial administration. Some of t en:l ecaaplidwd
doi‘mg mnes. x g mThese pCX‘SOns WeETre all lea.mﬂ} a"“ of the City ol
::hderl: P“‘?}:’: Address Delivered Before the Law Association
wyers.

Kent,” 15'17-)
New-York, October 21st., 1826, by the Hon. James




