
THE CITY RECORD. 
OFFICIAL JOURNAL. 

VOL. VI. 	 NEW YORK, TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER I j . 1878, 	 NUMBER I, 604. 

BOARD OF ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT. 

BOARD OF ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT-CITY OF NEW YORK, 
MAYOR'S OFFICE--CITY HALL, 

TUESDAY, September 10, 1879-I o'clock P.. 
The Board met in pursuance of the following call : 

OFFICE OF THE MAYORALTY, 	))) 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT-CITY HALL, 

New Yorzx, September 7,x878. 
In pursuance of the authority contained in the 111th section of chapter 335.  being an act entitled "An act to reor-

ganize the local government of the City of New York," passed April 30, 1873 ; and section i of chapter 779, being an 
act entitled "An act in relation to raising money by taxation in the County of New York, for county purposes," 
passed June :4, 1873 ; and chapter 304, being an act entitled "An act to consolidate the government of the City and 
County of New York, and further to regulate the same," passed April 30, 1874 ; and chapter 303, being an act entitled 
"An act to relation to the estimates and apportionment for the support of the government of the County of New York," 
passed April 30, 1874 ; and chapter 308, being an act entitled ''An  act in relation to the estimates and apportionment 
for the support of the government of the City of New York," passed May r, 1874-a meeting is hereby called of the 
Mayor, Comptroller, President of the Board of Aldermen, and the President of the Department of Taxes and Assess-
ments, constituting a Board of Estimate and Apportionment, to be held at the office of the Mayor, on Tuesday, 
September to I378, at I o'clock psi., for the pur 	pccificd in requsition of the Comptroller, dated September 7, 
1878. 

SMITH ELY, JR., Mayor. 

Crry of New YORK, 
l'Is ANCE DEPARTMENT-COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE, 

September 7, 1878, 
/:»o. Snma ELY, Jr., J7ayor: 

Si z-Y nu nre requested to call a mecti,,, of th I:oard of I oil ins to and Apportionment on Tuesday, the Toth instant, 
at r o'clock P. +L, for the purpose of auth,mzing the issue of 825,000 " Assessment Bonds," for improving and con-
structing Riverside avenue, under chapter 447, Laos of 18k, vid for the transaction of such other business as may 
come before the Board. 

Respectfully, 
JOHN KELLY, Comptroller. 

t\'OOR\EU 

Admission of a copy of the within, as served upon 'me this 7th day of September, 1878. 
SMITH ELY, Jr., 

Mayor; 
JOHN KELLY, 

Comptroller 
JOHN WHEELER, 

President of the Department of 
Taxes and Assessments. 

Present-The following members, viz.; 
Smith Ely, Jr., the Mayor of the City of New York ; John Kelly, the Comptroller of the City of 

New York ; John Wheeler, the President of the I e artment of Taxes and Assessments. 
Absent--William R. Roberts, the President of the Board of Aldermen. 
The minutes of the meeting held August 9, 1878, were read and approved. 

By unanimous consent, the rule adopted at meeting of June 23, 1874, relating to calls of meet-
ings, was suspended, in order to act upon the issue of 11  Assessment Bonds," '' Revenue Bonds," and 
I' Croton Water-main Stock." 

Whereupon, the Comptroller offered for adoption the following resolution 
Resolved, That the Comptroller be and he is hereby authorized to issue, at such rate of interest 

as he may determine, not exceeding seven per cent. per annum, " Assessment Bonds," for the sum 
of twenty-five thousand dollars, in pursuance of chapter 447, Laws of 1876, for improving and con-
structing Riverside avenue. 

The Chairman put the question whether the Board would agree with said resolution. 
Which was decided in the affirmative by the following vote : 
Affirmative-The Mayor of the City of New York (Chairman), the Comptroller of the City of 

New York, and the President of the Department of Taxes and Assessments-3. 

The Comptroller offered for adoption the following resolution : 
Resolved, That the Comptroller be and he is hereby authorized to issue, at such rate of interest 

as he may determine, not exceeding seven per cent. per annum, 11 Revenue Bonds " to the amount 
of five thousand dollars, as authorized by section 5 of chapter 213, Laws of 1871, to meet the ex-
penses incurred or to be incurred in applying water-meters to buildings, etc., in which water is 
furnished for business consumption, as provided in section 73 of chapter 335,  Laws of 1873, and on 
account of requisition of the Commissioner of Public Works of August 14, 1877. 

The Chairman put the question whether the Board would agree with said resolution. 
Which was decided in the affirmative by the following vote : 
Affirmative-The Mayor of the City of New York (Chairman), the Comptroller of the City of 

New York, and the President of the Department of Taxes and Assessments--3. 
The Comptroller offered for adoption the following resolution : 
Resolved, That the Comptroller be and is hereby authorized to issue from time to time, as may 

be required, and at such rates of interest as he may determine, not exceeding seven per cent. per an-
num, "Croton Water-main Stock," as authorized by chapter 477, Laws of 1875, to the amount of 
one hundred thousand dollars, on account of requisition made by the Department of Public Works, 
dated May 20, 1878. 

The Chairman put the question whether the Board would agree with said resolution. 
\Vhich was decided in the affirmative by the following vote : 
Affirmative-The Mayor of the City of New York (Chairman), the Comptroller of the City of 

New York, and the President of the Department of Taxes and Assessments-3. 
The Comptroller offered for adoption the following resolution : 
Resolved, That the sum of three thousand seven hundred and thirty-nine dollars and seventy-

two cents be and the same is hereby appropriated from the Excise Fund to the II Asylum of the 
Sisters of St. Dominick," for the support of i61 children in said asylum, committed by Police Justices, 
pursuant to chapter 4o4, Laws of 1878, from June I to August 31, 1878, aggregating 13,089 days, 
at two dollars per week, being at the rate of about 28 S7-100 cents per day for the support of each 
child, the appropriation being made in accordance with the opinion of the Counsel to the Corporation, 
dated January Ib, 1877. 

The Chairman put the question whether the Board would agree with said resolution. 
Which was decided in the affirmative by the following vote: 
Affirmative -The Mayor of the City of New York (Chairman), the Comptroller of the City of 

New York, and the President of the Department of Taxes and Assessments-3. 
The Comptroller offered for adoption the following resolution : 
Resolved, That the sum of seventeen thousand two hundred and four dollars and twenty-eight 

cents be and the same is hereby appropriated from the Excise Fund to the " Institution of Mercy," for 
the support of 794 children in said institution, committed by police justices, pursuant to chapter 404, 
Laws of 1878, from June i to August 31, 1878, aggregating 60,215 days, at two dollars per week, 
being at the rate of about 28 57-IOO cents peg day for the support of each child, the appropriation 
being made in accordance with the opinion of the Counsel to the Corporation, dated January 16, 
1877. 

The Chairman put the question whether the Board would agree with said resolution. 
Which was decided in the affirmative by the following vote: 
Affirmative-The Mayor of the City of New York (Chairman), the Comptroller of the City of 

New York, and the President of the Department of Taxes and Assessments-3. 

The Comptroller offered for adoption the following resolution : 
Resolved, That the sum of three thousand two hundred and seventy-six dollars and eighty-five 

cents be and the same is hereby appropriated from the Excise Fund to "The Mission of the Immacu-
late Virgin for the Protection of lfomele.;s and Destitute Children," for the support of 146 children 
in said institution, committed by police justices, pursuant to chapter 404, Laws of 1878, from May I 
to July 31, 1878, aggregating 11,469 days, at two dollars per week, being at the rate of about 
28 57-100 cents per day for the support of each child, the appropriation being made in accordance 
with the opinion of the Counsel to the Corporation, dated January 16, 1877. 

The Chairman put the question whether the Board would agree with said resolution. 
Which was decided in the affirmative by the following vote : 
Affirmative-The Mayor of the City of New York (Chairman), the Comptroller of the City of 

York, and the President of the Department of Taxes and Assessments -3. 

The Comptroller offered for adoption the following resolution : 
Resolved, That the sum of thigteen hundred and eighty-eight dollars and twenty-seven cents be 

and is hereby transferred from the appropriation for II Disbursements and Fees of County Officers and 
Witnesses, exclusive of Sherift's Fees," for the year 1878, which is in excess of the amount required 
for the purposes and Objects thereof, to the following appropriations, which are insufficient or require 
the same, viz. : 

	

II Advertising," IS77........................................................... 	$80 8o 

	

Contingencies -Comptroller's Office," 1878 ...................................... 	I,000 oo 

	

'I Hudson Rlvcr Sta.e Ilo;Pital," 1877 ................. ............ ............. 	122 02 
'I Le Couteulx St. Mary's Institution for Improved Instruction of Deaf Mutes in the City 

	

of Buffalo," 1877 .......................................................... 	30 00 

	

I' State Homoeopathic Asylum for the Insane," 1877 ................................ 	l06 16 

	

<' New Voile State Lunatic Asylum," 1877 ......................................... 	49 29 

Total................... ...................... ...................  $1,388  27 

The Chairman put the question whether the Board would agree with said resolution. 
Which was decided in the affirmative by the following vote : 
Affirmative--The Mayor of the City of New York (Chairman), the Comptroller of the City of 

New York, and the President of the Department of Taxes and Assessments-3. 

The Comptroller presented the following communications 
POINTS 

Submitted to the Board of Estimate and Apportionment on objections made in opposition to granting 
the requisition of the Trustees of tlta Brooklyn Bridge, for the issue of bonds by the City of 
New York for bridge purposes. 

First-The City of New York cannot, under the Constitution of the State, issue its bonds, or in-
cur any indebtedness for the purposes of the Brooklyn Bridge. 

(I.) This bridge undertaking was commenced by a joint stock company, incorporated as '• The 
New York Bridge Company," by chapter 399  of the Laws of 1867. The statute of incorporation 
provides that the capital stock of the company shall be five million dollars, in shares of one hu,tdred 
dollars each ; and power was conferred upon the company to borrow from time to time an amount 
not to exceed in the aggregate the capital stock ; and by section 12 of the same statute the cities of 
New York and Brooklyn were authorized to subscribe to the capital stock of the company such 
amounts as two-thirds of the Common Council of each city should determine, and each city was author-
ized to issue bonds for the amount of its subscription, payable in not less than thirty years. 

(2.) Under the authority so conferred the Common Council of the City of New York subscribed 
for fifteen thousand shares of the stock of the company, and the City of Brooklyn thirty thousand 
shares ; and each city issued from time to time its bonds for the amount of its subscription, one mil-
lion five hundred thousand dollars by New York, and three million dollars by Brooklyn. These 
amounts were paid to the company, and expended on the undertaking. 

(3.) Only five thousand shares of the company's stock were subscribed for, in addition to the 
shares taken by the cities of New York and Brooklyn, and on these five thousand shares only three 
hundred and forty-nine thousand eight hundred dollars was paid to the company, and the amount 
so paid was expended on the undertaking. 

(4.) By another statute, chapter 6oi of the Laws of 1874, a scheme was enacted by which the 
stock of the private stockholders in the Bridge Company was to be purchased at the expense of the 
cities of New York and Brooklyn. It was by this statute further provided, that the bridge was to be, 
when completed, a public highway ; and for the purpose of completing the same, the cities (of New 
York and Brooklyn were each authorized to issue further bonds, and with the proceeds of the same to 
purchase stock of the company as follows : the City of New York the sum of five hundred thousand 
dollars in each of the years 1874 and 1875, and the City of Brooklyn the sum of one million dollars 
in each of said years. These additional subscriptions, of an aggregate of three million dollars, were, 
the statute expressly provided, to complete the bridge. 

(5.) No action was taken under the authority of this statute of 1874, because of the constitu-
tional amendments adopted that year, and which went into effect January t, 1875. By one of the 
amendments, article 8, section I I, it is declared that '' No county, city, to,vn, or village, shall here-
after give or loan its money or credit to, or in aid of, any individual, association, or corporation, or 
become directly, or indirectly, the owner of stock in, or bonds of, any association or corporation, nor 
shall any such county, city, town, or village, be allowed to incur any indebtedness, except for city, 
town, or village purposes." 

As the statute of 1874 authorized the respective cities of New York and Brooklyn to issue their 
bonds, and to apply the proceeds thereof for th3 purchase of stock of the association or corporation 
of 11  The New York Bridge Company," the bonds so authorized could not be issued for this purpose, 
after the constitutional amendments had gone Into effect, for neither city could, after that date, become 
the owner of any of the stock of the bridge company. The statute of 1874 became, therefore, 
wholly inoperative, as containing a scheme, engrafted upon a joint stock company, which compelled 
the cities of New York and Brooklyn to issue bonds in aid of the undertulciug of the company. 

(6.) To overcome, if possible, the difficulties interposed by the constitutional amend,uent, another 
statute was passed, chapter 300, Laws of 1875, which provides (section I), 11  Whenever two-thirds of 
the private stock of the New York Bridge Company shall have been retired from the said company, 
by the purchase of the rights of the holders thereof in the said company, as provided in and by 
chapter 6oi of the Laws passed by the Legislature, at its last session, the said company shall be dis-
solved, and the debts and liabilities of the same shall be paid by the trustees hereinafter mentioned, 
and the bridge now in course of construction over the East river, between the cities of New York and 
Brooklyn, by the said company shall be completed and managed as hereinafter provided, for and on 
behalf of the cities of New York and Brooklyn, as a consolidated district for that purpose." 

And section 3 of the same statute provides, 11  that from and after the dissolution of said company 
the said bridge shall be a public work to be constructed by the two cities, for the accmmnrnlation, 
convenience, and safe travel of the inhabitants of the said district, and the expense of constructing 
and maintaining the same, and acquiring the land necessary therefor, and all liabilities imposed upon 
them, or incurred by them in virtue of this act, shall be defrayed by the said cities, in the proportion 
of two-thirds part by the city of Brooklyn, and one-third part by the City of New York, and for such 
purpose the said trustees shall, from time to time, as they shall deem necessary, call upon the said 
cities by request made to the Mayor and Comptroller thereof, respectively, for such sums as they shall 
deem proper in the proportions above mentioned ; provided, however, that the whole amount to be 
paid by both cities shall not exceed eight million of dollars, and the City of New York shall not be 
called upon to pay a greater sum than one million dollars in any one year, and the City of Brooklyn 
not more than two million dollars in any one year, until the said bridge shall be fully completed, and 
open for public travel, and the debts and liabilities incurred therefor shall be fully paid ; and the said 
cities of New York and Brooklyn are hereby authorized and required, from time to time to issue bonds 
bearing interest not exceeding seven per cent. per annum, for the purpose of meeting the requirements 
of the said trustees and to pay the proceeds thereof to them." 

By this statute of 1875 a new scheme is devi:3J as to this undertaking. The Bridge Company 
is dissolved, -,n payment being made as provided in the statute of 1874 to the private stockholders of 
the amount of their respective subscriptions to the stock of the company, with interest. The bridge 
is declared to be a public work, and a new territorial district is established, dizscrib3d in the statute 
as a consolidated district, consisting of the cities of New York and Brooklyn ; these cities being 
required to incur an indebtedness not exceeding eight millions of dollars to complete the bridge, in 
the proportion of two-thirds by the City of Brooklyn and one-third by the City of New York. This 
scheme, while it no doubt obviated the objections founded on one of the constitutional amendments 
-to which the scheme in the statute of 1874 was obnoxious, viz. : the clause prohibiting cities 
becoming the owners of stock in corporations -is itself in conflict with another clause in the constitu-
tional amendments, viz. : the clause prohibiting any city from incurring any indebtedness except for 
the purposes of such city. By the express terms of the statute of 1875 the bridge undertaking is 
declared to be a purpose of the consolidated district-New York and Brooklyn. It is not therefore 
a purpose of the City of New York, and not being a purpose of the City of New York, the constitu. 
tion prohibits any debt of the city being incurred therefor. 
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If the Legislature can, for such a purpose as the Brooklyn Bridge, make a new district, including 
two cities, and requiring such cities to incur an indebtedness for a purpose—declared to be a purpose 
of such consolidated district—what is there tojprevent the Legislature from pissing an act declaring 
that the several cities of the State shall be a consolidated district, and to declare that it shall be a 
purpose of such consolidated district to construct and maintain a highway, railroad, pipe line, or 
some other public undertaking. and requiring the several cities to incur in definite proportions an 
indebtedness sufficient to meet the aggregate cost of such undertaking. If the Legislature can com-
hine two cities into a district for this purpose it certainly can combine two counties, and if two 
counties, why not ten or more counties ? In fact, all the counties of the State, and require the several 
counties--consolidated into a district—to incur an indebtedness for the purposes of the undertaking. 
I he constitutional limitation seems to be that no municipal or county indebtedness can be incurred 
f,,r what is not an exclusive purpose of such municipality or county ; and as this bridge is not a 
purpose of the municipality of the City of New York, the city is prohibited from incurring any debt 
in aid of the same. 

Second—The maximum amount of eight millions of dollars, authorized by the statute of 1875 to 
he raised and expended in completing the bridge, and opening the same for public travel, and for 
paying the debts and liabilities incurred therefor, has been already expended on the undertaking and 
any further issue therefor of the city bonds for this purpose is not authorized by the law of 175. 

(I.) Before the statute of 1875 was passed the City of New York had issue ti its bonds to the 
amount of one million five hundred thousand dollars, and the City of Brooklyn its bands to the 
amount of three millions of dollars, which amounts had been expended in constructing the bridge. 
After these expenditures had been made, chapter 601 of the Laws of 1874 \c as passed, which authorized, 
for the purpose of ° completing " the bridge, a further subscription of one Million of dollars by the 
City of New York, and two millions of dollars by the City of Brooklyn. Then by the statute of IS75, 
it is provided that the expense of '' constructing and maintaining the bridge, and acquiring the land 
nece,sary therefor, and all liabilities relating thereto, should be detrayed by the cities of New York 
an:l Brooklyn in the proportion of two-thirds by Brooklyn and one-third by New York ;" provided, 
10)0 ever, that the whole "amount to be paid by both cities shall not e\ceed eight millions of dollar, 
* 	* 	• 	until the said bridge be Cully completed and open for public travel, and the debts 
an 1 liabilities incurred therefor shall be fully paid.'' 

The provi+o that the whole amount to be paid by both cities should not e:.ce,:d ci ht mullions of 
dollars to complete the bridge, open it for travel, and pay all debts and liabil.t es incurred in relation 
thereto, fixes the maximum amount to be expended by the trustees upon the undertaking, and beyond 
the limitation so fixed the trustees have no right to expend any furthersum thereon, and the respective 
cities are not authorized to respond to any demand in excess of the limitation so fixed. 

It is conceded that the cities of Nzw York and Brooklyn have already paid, in behalf of this 
undertaking, the maximum amount authorized by the statute of 1875, viz.: Eight millions of dollars 
in the proportion of two-third by the City of Brooklyn, and one-third by the City of New York. 
Any further issue of bonds in behalf of the undertaking by either city is not therefore authorized by 
law. 

Third—Assuming that the limitation of eight million of dollars, provided in the statute Of 1875, 
k in addition to the amounts advanced by each city to the undertaking previous to the passage of 
that act. It being conceded by the bridge trustees that even for this maximum amount, in addition 
to the previous advance by each city, the undertaking as at present designed cannot be completed, 
and opened for travel, and the debt and liabilities of the undertaking all paid and discharged, the 
Board of Estimate and Apportionment is not justified in authorizing the further issue of bonds of the 
City of New York, for the bridge, until the plans and estimate are revised, and the expense of the 
structure brought within the limitations authorized for its construction. 

No bonds of the City of New York (with certain exceptions which do not include bridge bonds), 
can be issued, except as authorized by the Board of Estimate and Apportionment, in_ addition to the 
authority required by law. 

Sec. 4, Chap, 5S3, Laws of 1871, 
Sec. 112, Chap. 335, Laws of 1873. 

Authorizing the issue of bonds of the city is more than a mere ministerial 'act on the part of the 
Board of Estimate and Apportionment. Before such authority is given, the Board should be satisfied 
that the purposes of the law, for which such bonds are authorized to be issued, are being carried into 
effect, and the restrictions imposed by such law are being observed, and given effect to ; and if 

tisfied that this is not so, then it is the duty of the Board to refuse its authority to the issue of any 
bonds for such purpose. 

Accepting the most favorable construction of the provision of the statute of 1875, viz.: that the 
eight million dollars authorized by that statute was in addition to the four million five hundred thou-
sand previously subscribed by the cities of New York and Brooklyn, it is clear that the Legislative 
sanctions to the bridge becoming a public work was that it should be completed and opened for 
:ravel, and all debts and liabilities incurred therefor fully paid, at a cost or expense not exceeding 
this amount. 

The Legislature authorized the trustees to proceed with a public work, and to expend in comn-
pleting the .ame and in paying all debts incurred in relation thereto eight million dollars, and it is 
only for such an un,lertakmg that the cities of New York and Brooklyn are required to pay this sum 
of eight million dollars, in the proportions prescribed by the statute of 1875. 

It is conceded by the trustees, as to the work they are proceeding with, that they have not paid, 
and apparently do not propose to pay, any attention or give any heed to the directions and restrictions 
of the statute as to the cost of the undertaking. What they really say is--it is quite true this restriction 
I eight inil:ion dollars is contained in the statute, and it is equally true, that we do not restrict our 
; erations by this statutory limitation, we proceed as we have begun, and that, to the extent of eight 

;n:liion dollars authorized to Le paid, the cities of New Yolk and Brooklyn must comply with such 
r~ luisitions as we may be pleased to make, and when this amount is expended by us in the manner 
«e propose ; that is in building a part of the bridge, and in paying a part of the debts incurred, the 
work will be stopped until a further issue of bonds is authorized to enable us to complete the same 
n> use propose, and at such cost and expense as we may approve. 

Proceeding thus on the part of the trustees, is an abuse of the power conferred upon them by the 
statute, a waste of public funds, a violation of public trust, which ought not to receive the sanction 
of the Board of Estimate and Apportionment, or any of the officers of the City of New York, at least 
until the same has received judicial sanction. 

JOHN H. STRAHAN, of Counsel. 

BROOKLYN, June 29, 1878. 

DEAR SiR—I have examined the brief or argument submitted by John H. Strahan, Esq., to the 
Uoa, d of Estimate of New York City, in opposition to the further issue of bonds in said city for bridge 
put poses. 

Three distinct points are made by Mr. Strahan 
'The first is that the construction of the bridge is not a city and county purpose, so far as the City 

of New York is concerned, and therefore that the act of 1875, directing the issue of bonds for such 
purpose, contravenes section II, article 8, of the constitutional amendments. 

By the common law bridges w ere charges upon the counties. This part of the common law 
was never adopted in this State, but bridges with highways of which they constituted a part were 
charges upon the towns. 

Hill vs. Supervisors of Livingston, 12 New York, 52. 
Where the bridge was over a stream separating two towns, the towns were liable for the expense 

of its construction and maintenance in equal shares. 
Session Laws of 1841, chapter 225. 
Convery vs. Rice, 4 Lansing, 141. 
Beckwith vs. Whalen, 5 Lansing, 370. 

'I his was equally true whether the two towns were in the same county or in different counties. 
But many of the large bridges constructed in different parts of the State were the subject of 

special legislation, which, in certain cases, directed their construction and maintenance by the towns, 
not equally but in different proportions, and in other cases charged the bridge on the whole county, 
or adjoining counties, if such bridge separated counties. By a general act also, when the burden of 
the maintenance of a bridge is too onerous on the town in which it lies or on the towns which it 
separates, the Supervisors of the county are authorized to apportion such charge among the several 
towns of the county in such shares as shall seem proper. 

But all these decisions and the several acts of the Legislature recognize the principle that 
presumptively towns, cities, or villages, are bound to contribute in equal shares to the construction 
and maintenance of any bridge across a stream separating such towns or cities, subject, of course, to 
the right of the Legislature to alter or fix the respective proportions of such contributions. 

Section 18, article I I of rte Constitution, as amended, inhibits the future passage of special acts 
for the construction of bridges, but from the operation of such amendment bridges over the East river 
are expressly excepted. 

I am therefore of opinion that the construction of the present bridge over the East river is to the 
extent to which by law it is imposed on the City of New York as much a charge on that city, and 
within the meaning of the constitution a " city purpose," as the maintenance of any bridge, street, or 
highway lying wholly within the limits of such city. 

The criticism however is made that the Act of 1875 provides for a consolidated district of both 
the cities of New York and Brooklyn. On that assumption the argument is based that a public work 
undertaken for such a district is not a "purpose " of one of the cities composing such a district. 

An examination of the Act of 1875 will show that it was not the intention of the Legislature to 
constitute a new po litical division of the State, but solely to provide the machinery for joint action in 
a common work by two separate municipalities. 

The trustees are appointed by the municipal authorities, each acting separately. 
Second—The statute expressly provides (see section 12) that the title to the budge shall vest, not 

in the consolidated district of the two cities, nor in the inhabitants of such district, but in severalty in  

the two cities as separate municipal corporations. It certainly must be that a work properly charge-
able to a city, and a share in the title to which it is to acquire, must be a city purpose. 

The second point made is that the amount of eight millions authorized to be raised by the third 
section of the Act of 1875, includes the iiioiicys hitherto contributed by the two cities to the bridge. 
The language of the act as to this limitation I. " And for such purpose the said trustees shall from 
time to time, as they shall deem necessary, call upon the said cities by request made to the Mayor 
and Comptroller thereof respectively, for such sows as they shall deem proper in the proportions above 
mentioned, provided however that the whole amount to be paid by both cities shall not exceed eight 
millions of dollars." 

'1 his language '' to be paid " is, strictly construed, certainly future in its signitications. That it 
was not SO use,l without purpose is shown by a reference to the t ell,h section, which provides that 
the title to the bridge shall vest in the cities in shares ''equal to the anwnnt pail and to be paid " by 
them. The context plainly ,lows that it is a limitation upon the amount to be paid to the trustees, 
which could only apply toy further coot tbutions. 

I think it is further made apparent by the consideration that the City of New York had at the 
time of the passage of the act paid $I,5oo,000 towards the enterprise by way of stock in the cons-
party. Its third of the eight millions it odd be but $2,666,666. Under the constntction claimed by 
Mr. Strahan, this would leave but $t,166,666 to be paid under the act of 1875. I submit that a pro- 
vision limiting the amount of contribution in any one year to a million of dollars would be hardly 
consistent with the idea of a total contribution of somewhat Over eleven hundred thousand dollars. 

The third point is, that the trustees of the br.dge concede that the bridge cannot be completed 
for eight millions of dollars, that it was only for a work to be completed for said amount that the 
City of New York is authorized or required to issue its bonds and advance its rnoneys, and that 
the Board of Estimate of that city may examine and determine the question whether the plans in pro-
gress can be carried out within the statutory limitations. 

I do not understand the trustees to make the concession claimed, But even if that were so, I am 
of opinion that the limitation of eight millions is solely a limitation on the amount of moneys to be 
contributeu by the two cities and not on the cost of the work itself. But I contend that a determina-
tion or assurance that the bridge could be completed for the sum naiued was not a necessary con. 
dition of the juris iictiou of the trustees to prosecute the work. 

'l7 e first section of the act provides that on retiring the private stock of the old corporation °'the 
bridge now in course ul construction shall be completed and managed as hereinafter provided." 

I lie second section provides that the trustee, " shall have full power, control, and direction over 
the plan and construction of said bridge," and generally should have the powers and duties of the 
directors of the former bridge company. 

In the third -section of the act is found the limitation as to amount. 
It will be seen from these ssections that the Legislature intended the prosecution and construction 

of the particular bridge then building, that to the trustees appointed under the act was committed 
in the fullest degree such construction, and the determination of the plan of such construction. In 
the grant of authority over such plan and construction no limitation is found, but the intention is 
that the power shoulu lie unlimited to the same extent that the same was formerly vested in the 
directors of the old company. 'f lie limitation is found only in the third section and solely as limiting 
the amount of the contributions of the cities of New York and Brooklyn to the work, which other-
svise would have been entirely subject to the determination of the trustees. That the language con-
taming the proviso, strictly and technically construed, is but a limitation on the amount of contribu-
tions of the cities and not of the cost of the work, can hardly be denied. 

But I think further, that an examination of the exact status of the enterprise at the time of the 
passage of the act will conform to this view. 

hour and one-half millions of dollars had already been invested by the two cities towards building 
the bridge. Evidently the paramount intention of the Legislature was that the work should be con-
tinued to completion. It was a work necessarily lasting over a term of years during which prices of 
materials might fluctuate largely. It was work from its magnitude and its peculiar character 
incapable of being made the subject of contract and necessarily stwject to contingencies. its cost was 
therefore incapaule of ascertainment in advance with that reasonable certainty or assurance with 
which the cost of other works may be foretold. The case is nowise similar to the authorization of, or 
direction, to a municipal corporation to erect a building for a specified sum. For a building for the 
purpose, some plan could be trade within the amount appropriated. But while the whole plan of 
the bridge is committed to the trustees, its main features were beyond theircontrol. The bridge could 
not be made longer or shorter, nor the towers higher or lower, nor its strength nor the size of the 
cables less. 'these conditions were determined by the locations of the structure. Besides, the bridge 
was erected not only in pursuat.ce of the laws of this State, but under an act of Congress, which 
require the structure to conform to certain conditions. These the trustees could not infringe. Of all 
these considerations the Legislature was aware, and it must be that legislation was made in view of 
them, and that when the Legislature ordered the immediate prosecution of the enterprise, it did not 
intend that either the trustees or the two municipalities could refuse to go on with the work on the 
ground that sufficient funds were not provided for its completion. Especially when, nowhere in the 
act, is there any limitation in terms of the cost of the bridge. 

But further, I am of opinion that no officers or board, save the trustees of the bridge, can pass 
upon the question of its estimated cost. Any power in the Board of Estimate to determine for itself 
before issuing bonds whether the plan on which the bridge is now being constructed can be carried 
out within the amount limited would necessarily involve a review of the decision of the trustees as to 
such plan, and be utterly inconsistent with the provisions of the statute that such trustees ''shall have 
lull power, control, and direction over the plan and construction of said bridge." 

Neither the acts of 1871, nor of 1873, increasing the powers of the Board of Estimate of New 
York City, call limit the effect of subsequent legislation in the act of 1875, for the construction of the 
bridge. 

But again, if this question could be raised at all by either municipality, it could only be raised 
and must have been determined at the time of the original appropriation under the act of 1875, when 
the municipal authorities of the City of New York authorized the issue of all the bonds to be required 
under that act. 

It is not possible, then, a public work authorized by law and valid at its inception should 
become illegal at some time during its progress, if the prices of material should increase, and again 
be valid when such prices have fallen. 

I further think that chapter 165, Laws of 1875, authorizing the trustees to take lands for a change 
of a site of Frankfort street, is a legislative recognition that the prosecution of the work on the bridge 
under the present plan is a valid execution by the trustees of the powers granted by the act of 1875. 
That eery act authorizes a work involving increased expenditures, and such increaser) expenditure 
done under authority of law cannot invalidate the plan adopted by the trustees. 

I have the honor to be yours, respectfully, 
EDGAR M. CULLEN, Counsel. 

To Hon. HENRY C. MURPHY. 

THE TRUSTEES OF THE NEW YORK AND BROOKLYN BRIDGE, 
OFFICE No. 21 WATER STREET, 

BROOKLYN, July 2, 1878. 
To the Honorable the Boura of Estimate and Apportionment 

of the City of New York: 
GENTLEMEN—I have the honor to transmit to you herewith a communication addressed to rite 

by Edgar M. Cullen, Esq., Counsel of this Board, embracing our reply to the points submitted to 
your Board on objections made in opposition to granting the requisition of this Board in March last 
for the sum of five hundred thousand dollars from the City of New York. 

This answer would have been sent at an earlier day, if the points had been served upon me 
sooner ; but they were not received until June 24th last, when they reached me by mail. 

Trusting that it will prove satisfactory to your Board, I have the honor to subscribe myself, 
Yours truly, 

HENRY C. MURPHY. 

To the President of the Board of Estimate and Apportionment: 
SIR—The communication dated July Ig, 1878. transmitting the written argument ofohn H. 

Strahan, Esq., for 0. B. Potter, Esq., William H. Webb, Esq., and others, against the further issue 
of bonds for the New York and Brooklyn Bridge, was duly received, as was also the argument 
in reply, of E. M. Cullen, Esq., of counsel for the bridge company, forwarded to me by the Comp-
troller on the 9th day of July. 

The laws relating to the Brooklyn Bridge received careful consideration at my hands on a former 
occasion, and resulted in a communication to the Common Council on the iotb day of September, 
1875 (see CITY RECORD No. 68q September 21, 1875), in which I expressed the opinion that, under 
the provisions of chapter 300 of Laws of 1875, there can be no doubt that it is the duty of the City 
of New York to raise by the issue of bonds, and pay over to the trustees of the bridge company one-
third of eight million dollars. 

Three objections not heretofore considered by me are made in the argument of Mr. Strahan 
but, after a full consideration of them, I see no cause to change the opinion on the subject heretofore 
given. 

The first objection made is that the law is unconstitutional, as being in violation of the 
prohibition contained in the eleventh section of the eighth article of the constitution, to the effect that 
no city shall be allowed to incur any indebtedness except for city purposes. It is urged that this 
bridge is not being built for the exclusive purpose of the City of New York, but of New York and 
Brooklyn, and that in recognition of this fact the act of 1875, which authorizes the issue of the 
bonds, prescribes that the two cities shall constitute a consolidated district for its construction and 
management, thus recognizing the expenditure to be for the purpose of the consolidated district, and 
not of the City of New York exclusively. 

C= 
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The object of the constitutional provision referred to was to prevent the diversion of public 
money to objects other than the legitimate public purposes and public works of the city. The text 
of the amenirttent shows its purpose : " No county, city, town or village shall hereafter give any 
money or property or loan Its money or credit to or in aid of any individual, association, or 
corporation, or become directly or indirectly the owner of any stock or bonds of any association or 
corporation, nor shall any such city, town or village be allowed to incur any indebtedness except for 
county, city, town or village purposes." 

It is quite true that if the construction of this bridge is not a legitimate public work, for which 
our people may be taxed, then the legislative authority for this issue of bonds is unconstitutional, as 
contravening the last sentence of the constitutional provision cited. 

The objectors, of course, would not dispute that the construction of a bridge over a stream lying 
entirely within the limits of the city or county would be a purpose of such city or county ; for from 
a date long anterior to the adoption of this constitutional provision down to the last session of the 
Legislature it has been the invariable custom to treat the erection of bridges as a legitimate object of 
public expenditure and to impose upon adjoining towns and counties the burden of an equal contribu-
tion towards the erection of bridges over division streams. 

Laws of 1841, chapter 225. 
Laws of 1878, chapter 77. 

The sole point of the objection is that because the object of this contemplated expenditure is one in 
which Brooklyn is also interested that it ceases to be an expenditure for the exclusive purpose of the 
City of New York ; but it is to be noticed that there is no such word in the constitutional provision as 
11 exclusive," nor is there anything which requires that the public purpose for which public money 
may be used should be one in which only one city, village or town is interested. It it were construed 
in the manner such as the objectors claim, the only effect would be that cities, counties, villages and 
towns would each be compelled to erect independently, bridges across division streams, instead of 
uniting and sharing the expenses of a structure properly a common burden. It would substitute a 
double system of construction throughout the State of bridges and other works in which there were 
common interests, in place of advantages growing from the common and harmonious construction 
and arrangement. This was not, I think, the intention of the constitutional provision. So long as 
the purpose for which the public money is to be used is one of those legitimate objects of public 
expenditure, it is not affected, in my opinion, by the fact that some other city is also interested 
therein. 

The reference in the act to a new district composed of New York and Brooklyn is not such as to 
create a new political division of the State, but it is a provision for securing joint action in a common 
work by the two municipalities. 

The second objection that there has already been expended upon the bridge more than 
$8,000,000. depends upon the proposition that the third section of the Law of 1875 (chapter 300) 
limits the total expenditure for the bridge, including the moneys already used before the passage of 
the act, to the sum indicated. 

This proposition is not sustained, in my opinion, by the language of the section, which is as 
follows : " Provided, however, that the whole amount to be paid by both cities shall. not exceed eight 
millions of dollars." 

The expression " to be paid " is clearly future in its general signification, and that it was not 
used in this statute without a full understanding of such general significance, appears from the phrase 
employed in the twelfth section to the effect that the completed bridge shall vest in the two cities in 
shares " equal to the amount paid and to be paid " by then) for the construction, etc. 

I am, therefore, of the opinion that in the third section of the law the limitation refers only to 
expenditures thereafter to be made by the two cities. 

The third and last objection that the bridge cannot be completed for $8,000,000, in addition to 
the amount expended before the passage of the Law of 1875, depends upon the proposition that the 
law imposes an obligation upon the cities to advance the $8,000,000 only in case this amount shall 
be sufficient to fully complete the bridge. 

As I read the law, no such qualification is attached to the obligation of the cities to make the in-
dicated payments. 

That obligation is unqualified, except in two specified particulars ; first, that the whole amount 
to be paid by both cities shall not exceed eight millions of dollars, and that the City of New York 
shall not be called upon to pay more than one million dollars in any one year, subject to these 
limitations alone. 'hhe City of New York is authorized and required to issue its bonds as called for 
by the trustees of the bridge. 

It will be noticed that the second section of the Law of 1875 gives the Board of Trustees full and 
exclusive power, control, and direction over the plan and construction of the bridge, and consequently 
the trustees alone are to pass upon the question whether or not their plans can be carried out at a 
cost of less than eight millions of dollars. No other power or board is authorized by any law known 
to me to entertain jurisdiction of an inquiry on this po,nt. 

The limitation in the third section is not in terms upon the cost of the bridge, but upon the 
amount to be paid by the two cities. The reason is obvious. While it might be difficult, if not 
impossible, for the city officials having no control over the affairs of the bridge to determine its 
probable cost, it would always be perfectly simple for them to ascertain what amounts the cities had 
actually paid. 'This, therefore, was the limitation adopted. The exclusive control of the construe. 
tion being left to the trustees, the cities are directed to make their several advances until the sum of 
eight millions of dollars shall have been paid by them. At that point the trustees lose their jurisdic-
tion, not over the bridge, but to demand more money, and at that point only can the two cities 
refuse to make their respective payments. 

The duty imposed by law upon the trustees of the bridge is to produce a specific structure which 
cannot be reduced in length, for it must reach from one side of the river to the other ; nor in height, 
for it must conform to the requirements of the Act of Congress of March 3, 1869; nor in its strength, 
for it must be sate beyond question. Unless it should appear, therefore, beyond possibility of dispute 
that there were several methods of meeting these requirements, and that the trustees had selected one 
involving an expenditure of more than $8,000,000, while another equally good might have been 
pursued at a cost of less than $8,000,000, I much doubt whether it would be proper even for a body 
possessing a right of supervision to question the propriety of the procedure. 

I do not understand that any such state of facts is either conceded or claimed to exist ; the papers 
present no question as to the entire good faith and propriety of the trustees in their official action, and 
no reason is shown for supposing that any greater expense has been incurred than is actually 
necessary. 

It may be also observed that by a later law than that of 1875 (chapter 165, Laws of 1877), the 
Legislature has authorized the trustees of the bridge to take proceedings for the acquisition of addi-
tional lands in the City of New York, and has authorized and required the trustees to incur expenses 
additional to any which would have been incurred had not this new authority been given. 

This, in connection with the previous grant of power, would lead to the conclusion that the 
trustees alone are to pass on the question of cost, and the city officers are merely to see that there 
is not paid from the city treasuries more than $8,000,000. 

The words of the statute authorizing the requisition upon the cities and commanding them to 
pay are explicit, unqualified except as I have stated, and imperative. Whatever may be thought of 
the wisdom of the undertaking or of the provision which the law makes for it, there cannot, it seems 
to me, be much real doubt as to what the law requires of the two cities. 

In conclusion, Mr. Strahan addresses his objections to your Honorable Board with a request that 
it will exercise the power of restricting the issue of bonds conferred by section 4 of chapter 583 of the 
Laws of 1871, and section 112 of chapter 335 of the Laws of 5873. 

As to this I would say that chapter 583 of the Laws of 1871, so far as the same relates to the 
City of New York, was repealed by the i 19th section of chapter 335 of the Laws of 1873, and the 
I 12th section of this last law-the present charter-authorizes your Honorable Board to act only with 
reference to such bonds as were then-April 30, 1873-authorized by law to be issued. 

The bonds which are required for the bridge are authorized by a law passed two years later than 
the charter, and would not, therefore, come within the provisions of either of the laws cited by Mr. 
Strahan. 

I would further state that, by the terms of the law of 1875, the requisition of the trustees is to be 
directed not to your Honorable Board but to the Mayor and Comptroller, and by the third section 
the city is not only authorized but required to issue its bonds. If any further authority is necessary, 
which I much doubt, it is the authority of the local legislative body, the Common Council. This 
authority, I find, was supplied on the 6th day of May, 1876, when the Board of Aldermen passed an 
ordinance authorizing the Comptroller to issue bonds for the purposes of the bridge to the full amount 
of $2,666,666.66, and prescribing in detail exactly how the bonds should be signed, sealed, and 
countersigned (see CITY RECORD, No. 881, May 8th, 1876.) 

I am, therefore, of the opinion, that your Honorable Body is without jurisdiction in the matter ; 
that under the Law of 1875 and the ordinance of May 8, 1876, the right of the bridge trustees to 
receive the money called for is perfect, and that without further action it is the duty of the Comp-
troller to issue the bonds and pay the money to the amount of the requisition of the trustees, to the 
extent of $2,666,666.66, under the act of 1875. 

I herewith return the arguments of Mr. Strahan and Mr. Cullen. 
Respectfully yours, 

WM. C. WHITNEY, Counsel to the Corporation. 

To the Honorable the Mayor, Comptroller, and Board of Estimate and Apportionment of the City 
of New York. 
The Committee appointed by the Council of Reform to take into consideration the further issue 

of bonds of this city to the Trustees of the Brooklyn Bridge, have read the opinion of William C. 
Whitney, Esq., Counsel to the Corporation of the City of New York, upon the papers relating to 
Brooklyn Bridge submitted to him by the Board of Estimate and Apportionment for his consideration. 

We do wholly dissent from this opinion and therefore have to renew the request of the Council 
of Reform that the Board of Estimate and Apportionment withhold any further issue of the afore-
mentioned bonds until the question whether this bridge is not being constructed contrary to the law  

of the State of New York, and also of the United States, shall be judicially decided, and which 
question is now pending before the courts. 

Independent of the question of legality, the Council of Reform has presented undeniable evi-
dence that the bridge will cost many mullions (approaching eight to ten millions) in addition to the 
$8,000,000 allowed by the Act of the Legislature of 1875. 

The President of the Bridge Company has admitted that the Bridge cannot be built and corn. 
pleted for $8,000,000. 

1'he engineer of the bridge, J. A. Roebling, estimated in 1860 the cost of building the bridge at 
a height of two hundred feet, which he declared to be necessary for the requirements of commerce, at 
$3,000,000. IIe increased this estimate in 1866 to $4,000,000, and in 1867 to $7,000,000. 

In 1872 his son, W. A. Roebling, having succeeded to his father's position as engineer-in-chief of 
this work, and the height of the bridge having been reduced from two hundred feet to the maximum 
height of one hundred and thirty-five feet, estimated the cost at $9,5oo,voo. 

In 1873, the same engineer estimates it at $13,045,065.67, and again, in 1875, at $13,145,065. 
The Legislature certainly gave no authority either to the trustees of the bridge to incur liabilities, 

or to your Honorable Board to make appropriations to the extent of $8,000,000, with the assurance 
at hand that with the expenditure of that amount the bridge would be left incomplete. 

Under these circumstances we cannot believe that your Honorable Board will become partici-
pants in so palpable a violation of an act of the Legislature without being fully authorized by a 
superior judicial decision. 

The Council of Reform is therefore prepared to sustain the action of the Board of Estimate and 
Apportionment in refusing to issue bonds as now asked for by the trustees of the bridge, and the 
council will see that the proper and full defence is made against any action of the trustees of the 
bridge to compel the issue of said bonds. 

Dated New York, August 16, 1878. 
By order of the Committee, 

W. H. WEBB, Chairman. 
Which were referred to and the original papers sent to the Comptroller. 
The Comptroller presented the following communication : 

THE TRUSTEES OF THE NEW YORK AND BROOKLYN BRIDGE, 
OFFICE No. 2I WATER STREET, 	 IJ̀  

BROOKLYN, August 14, 1878. 

At a regular meeting of the Trustees of the New York and Brooklyn Bridge, held on Monday, 
August 5, 5878, a quorum being present, the following resolution was adopted : 

" Resolved, That the Trustees of the New York and Brooklyn Bridge hereby call upon the 
Cities of New York and Brooklyn for the sum of one million of dollars from the City of Brooklyn, 
and five hundred thousand dollars from the City of New York, for the purposes specified in section 3 
of chapter 300 of the Laws of 1875, such sums being, to the opinion of this Board, proper and necessary, 
and that request be made to the Mayor and Comptroller of said cities accordingly." 

(A true extract from the minutes.) 
O. P. QUINTARD, Secretary. 

THE TRUSTEES OF THE NEW YORK AND BROOKLYN BRIDGE, 
OFFICE No. 2I WATER STREET, 

BROOKLYN, August 15, 1878. 

Hon. SMITH ELY, JR., Mayor, and Hon. Jot IN KELLY, Comptroller of the City of New York 

GENTLEMEN -I have the honor to transmit to you herewith a copy of a resolution of this Board, 
adopted on the fifth day of August, instant, calling upon the City of Brooklyn for one million of 
dollars, and upon the City of New York for five hundred thousand dollars, for the purposes specified 
as therein stated, and to request payment of the City of New York accordingly. 

Yours, most respectfully, 
HENRY C. MURPHY, President. 

Which was referred to, and original papers sent to the Comptroller. 
On motion, the Board adjourned. 

JOHN WHEELER, Secretary. 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXES EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT. 

AND ASSESSMENTS. 
JJ yer's Office. 

No. 6 City Hall, ,oA.M.to3 P.M. 
_ SMITH 	ELY, Jr., iM,ayor ; 	GEORGE 	H. VANDERDOEI. 

Writ of Certiorari was received by the Corn- y 
•secretary. 

Mavar's l!arshars Oce. 
missioners on the 29th June, 1878, and ordered to No. 7 City Hall, ro A. M. to 3 P. ,NI. 
be transmitted to the Counsel to the Corporation, I 	ORN TYLER KELLY, First Marshal. 
as follows : I T'eromt and License Bureau OUce. 

SUPREME COURT-NEW YORK COUNTY. No. I City Hall, IS A. M. to 3 P.M. 

The People of the State of New York, ex ref. DANIEL S. HART, Registrar. 

John T. Haneman, vs. The Board of Tax 
Commissioners of the City and County of New 
York. I 	LEGISLATIVE DEPARTMENT 

On the application of Ulman, Remington & Otceo/ Clerk a/-Co»zmwnCouncrl. 

Porter, 	Attorneys for John T. 	Haneman, 137 
No. S City Hall, ro A. St. to 4 P. M. 

WILLIAM R. ROBERTS, Pres,dcnt Board of Aldermen 
Broadway, and upon the affidavit of H. Charles FRANCIS I. TW+O.MEY. Clerk Common Council. 
Ulman, dated June 28, 1878. 
The People of the State of New York to the 

I 	DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS. Board of Tax Commissioners of the City and 
County of New York : Co,n,uissionwr's Office. 

Whereas, It appearing to us that you have 
assessed, for the year 1878, the personal estate, 

I 	 No. to City [call, 9 A. st. to 4 P. v. 
ALLAN CAMPBELL. Commissioner; HuuERr t). 11tusu- 

I 	o,,, Deputy Commissioner. 
exclusive of bank stock, of John T. Hannan, a } 

	

resident of the City, 	and State of New 

	

Y> 	Y~ I 	 Go 
City

of ll, 9 
A. 	

to 4 
No. to Cit 	Hall, 9 A. M. to 4 P. M. 

York, in the sum of $6o,000, and that application ball H. CHAMBERS, Register ; WILLIAM R. FARRELL 
was duly made, in person, upon his affidavit, by I I)eputyRegister. 

said Haneman for the remission or reduction of Bureau o/ Incumbrances. 
the said assessment, on the ground that such as- No. 13 City Hall, 9 A. SI. to 4 P. M. 

sessment was illegal and in conflict with article I, IOSEPH BLUMENTHAL, Superintendent. 

section 8, clause 3, and article I, section to, clause Bureau of Lamps and Gas. 
2 of the Constitution of the United States, and No. 21 City Halt, 	A.M. to 4 P. M. 

STEPHEN MCCORMICK, Supe
a 
rintendent. 

that upon such application such proceedings were 
Bureau 	Streets. 

had by y ou, whereby you refused to either remit YY 	 YY No. igCltyHal
!. 

9A.M.to4P.M. 
or reduce such assessment, and that the same now JAMES 	MOONEY, Superintendent 
exists in fact, Corm, and amount as made by you Bureau of cw s. 
as aforesaid. No. ox City Hall, g A. M. to 4 P. x, 

And we, being willing to be certified of said STEVENSON TOWLE, Engineer-in-Charge. 

assessment, application, and refusal to remit or Bureau of Chief Engineer. 
reduce the same, and of all proceedings relating I 	No. a 5: City Hall, g A. M. to 4 P.M. 

C. CAMPBELL, Chief Engineer. JOHN thereto, do command you that you certify and re- 
turn into our Supreme Court, before our Justices I 	 Bureau of Vreethnprovenrents. 

thereof, at a General Term thereof, to be held in I 	No. ti City Hall, 9 A. N. to 4 P. M. 
GEORGE A. JEREMIAH, Superintendent. 

and for the County of New York, at the County I 
Court-house, in the City of New York, out the ist Bureau ofRepairs and Supplies. 

No. rs City Sal!, g A. 	to 4 P. M. 

	

Monday 	f October, 18 8 at the opening of the 

	

y 	 , 	7 , 	p 	g 
t. 

THOMAS KsacH, Superintendent. 
Court on that day, or as soon thereafter as counsel Bureau o f Water Purveyor. 
can be heard, the record of such assessment upon I 	No. 4 City Hall, g A. M. to 4 P. M. 

Water the personal estate of John T. Haneman afore- DANIEL O'REILLY, 	Purveyor. 
said, 	the affidavit of said John T. Haneman, I 	Keeper of Buildings in City Hall Park. 
made upon said application to remit or reduce the JOHN F. SLOPER, City Hall. 
same and all proceedings had by you thereupon, 
touching and concerning the same, that our said I 	 FINANCE DEPARTMENT. 
Court may act thereon, as of right and according 
to law ought to be done. g Nos. 	

t:omfitmyrrs O&Wce. 
os. rg and 20 New County Court-house, 9 A. M. to 4 P.M. 

Witness-Hon. Noah Davis, Presiding Justice j JOHN KELLY, Comptroller ; 	RICHARD A. STORES, 
of our said Supreme Court, at the City of New Deputy Comptroller. 
York, the 29th day of June, 1878. 	Henry A. Auditing Bureau. 
Gumbleton, Clerk. I 	

No. rg New County Court-house, g A. M. to 4 P.M. 

Designation of Salaries-J. Robinson, D. Servis, 
DANIEL JACKSON, Auditor of Accounts. 

J. A. Cooley, W. C. Rogers, W. P. Hutchings, Coun ty Court-house. 
Arrears. 

Temporary Clerks at $75 each per month. 	F. ]5 	pe 
No. g New Cun 	Cof 	q A. M. to 4 P. M. A- rears. 

ARTEMAS CADV, Clerk of Arrears. 
Cunnion, appointed Temporary Clerk, at $75 per I 	Bureau for the Collection of Assessments. 
month, in place of J. Gorman, resigned. 	Sep- I 	No. r6 New County Court-house, 9 A. M. to 4 P.M 

A. Storer, Secretary. tember II, 1878. EDWARD G1LON, Collector. 
Bureau of Ciey Revenue. - 	- 	-- 	------ 

No. 6 New County Court-house, g A. M. to 4 P. M. 
OFFICIAL DIRECTORY. EDWARD F. FITZPATRICK, CollectorofCityRevenue. 

Bureau of Markets. 
No. 6 New County Court-house, g A. M. to 4 P. M. OF THE HOURS DURING WHICH STATEMENT 

J 	all the Public Offices in the City are open for business, JOSHUA M. VARIAN, Superintendent of Markets. 
and at which each Court regularly opens and adjourns, as I 	 Bureaujor the Collection of Taxes. 
well as of the places where such offices are kept and such 
Courts are held ; together with the heads of 1 Separtments 

I 	First floor, Brown-stone building, City Hall Park. 
j 	 Receiver of 1' axes 	ALFRED 

and Courts. 
MARTIN T. McMAHON, 

VREDYNBURG, Deputy Receiver of Taxes. 
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;'••N '/1i (iy Ch imlyrlai. 
No Ili Nr1,' 1...unty Court-house, 9 A. M. to 4 P. M. 

J. NFi "o" I r AN, City Chantberlain. 

1.:1W DEPARTMENT. 
r tt'. „, ; hr Counsel to the Corfioratiox. 

SLtats l.enung Building, third floor, 9 A. M. to 4 F. M. 
WILLIAM C. WHITNEY, CnunnSel to the Corporation; 

ANDREW 1. CAMPBELL. Chief Clerk. 

OQice of Me I'i hGi .-administrator. 
No. 4Q Beekman street, 9 A. M. to 4 P. M. 

ALGERNON S. SULLIVAN, Public Administrator. 

Office of the Gnporation -Attorney. 
No. 49 Beekman street, g A. M. to 4 P. M. 

WILLIAM A. BOYD, Corporation Attorney 

Attorsu:j'to D,yartment of Buildings O9ice. 
C'o'rner Cortland and Church streets. 

IUHN. A, ll I.EY, Attorney. 

POLICE DEPARTMENT. 
Central O(jice. 

No - o Mulberry street, 9 A. M. to 4 P. M. 
WILLIAM F. SMITH, President: SETH C. HAWLEY, 

Chict Clerk. 

DEPARTMENT OF CHARITIES AND CORREC- 
TION. 

Central OfTrre. 
Third avenue, corner Eleventh street, 9 A. M. to 4 P. M. 
TOWNSEND Cox, President; JOSHUA PHILLIPS, Secre- 

tary. 	 -- 

FIRE DEPARTMENT. 
Headquarters. 

Nos. 153. 155, and 157 Mercer street, Q A. M. to 4 P. s'. 
VINCENT C. KING, President; CARL. IUSSEN, Secretary 

HEALTH DEPARTMENT. 
No. 301 Mott street, 9 A. M. to 4 P. 51. 

CHARLES F. CHANDLER, President; EM.MONS CLARK, 
Secretary. 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC PARKS. 
No. 36 Union square, g A. M. to 4 P. M. 

JAMES F. WENM.AN, President; WILLIAM IRWIN, 
Secretary. 

Civil and 7oj+ographieal Office. 
Arsenal, 64th street and 5th avenue, g A. M. to 5 P at. 

JAMES R. CROES, Engineer. 

o ar 0u_16rintcndent of 23d and 24th If ards. 
Fordhant, 9  A.M. to 5 P.M. 

DEPARTMENT OF DOCKS. 
No. 117 and It9 Duane street, g A. st. to 4 P. sI. 

I=on %. \\ ESTERVELT, President; EUGENE T. LYNCH, 
Necretarv. 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXES AND ASSESSMENTS. 
Brown-stone building, City Hall Park, 9 A. M. to 
Joos WHEELER, President; ALBERT STONER, Secre-

ary. 

BOARD OF ASSESSORS. 
No. 114 White street, 9 A. M. to 4 P. M. 

'Ili w 	H. ASTEN, President; WM. H. JASPER, 
Sec rotary. 

DEPARTMEN C OF BUILDINGS. 
No z F nfirth avenue, 9 A. 5I. to 4 P.M. 

\VALTcc W. Al-AMs, Superintendent. 

BOARD OF EXCISE. 
Corner _,lul'lcrry and Houston streets, 9  A.M. to 4 P. at. 
RICHARD J. Muarlssox, President; J. B. ADAMSON. 

Chief Clerk. 

SEALERS OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES 
N,-. s y West Forty-third street. 

ELI;.\!, Vi. R. co 
Tiro. .1, :;0 0. KENT, 978 Sixth avenue. 

SHERIFF'S OFFICE. 
Nos. ; .11:,1 4 N esc t ou:uy- Court-house, q  A.M. to 4 P. nt. 

BEKN Isu REILLr, Sheriff; JOHN T. Ctvun.G, Under 
Sheriff. 

COMMISSION FOR THE COMPLETION OF THE 
NEW COUNTY COURT-HOCSF.. 

N..). 23 New County Lr,urt-house, 9 A.M. to 5 P. %I. 
\ktiLOIS BLscKSIONE,President; leAse EVANS,Secre-

tary. 

REGISTERS OFFICE. 
Fast side City Hall Park, 9 .4. 1l. to 4 P. M. 

Fuel,,:.lcK W. LOEW, Register; AUGUSTUS 1'. 
Doc ;.:: ;, Deputy Register. 

iMMISSIONERS OF ACCOUNTS. 
N0. 27 Chambers street, 9 A. U. to 4 P. M. 

LIxo.sv  I. HowE,JoHN H. MOONEY. 

COMMISSIONER OF JURORS. 
No. 17 New County Court-house, 9.5. v. to 4 P. M. 

THOMAS l)ONLAN,Commisioner; ALFRED J. KEEGAN, 
Deputy Commissioner.  

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE. 
Nos. 7 and 8 New County Court-house, 9 A. M. to 4 P.M 

HENRY A. GUMBLETON, County Clerk; J. FAIRFAX 
MCLAUGHLIN, Deputy County Clerk. 

DISTRICT ATT'ORNEY'S OFFICE. 
Second floor, Brown-stone building, City Hall Park, 

9 A.M. to 4 P. M. 
BENJAMIN K. PHELPS, District Attorney ; MosEs P 

CLARK, Chief Clerk. -- — — 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC PARKS. 
AUCTION. 

IRON RAILING, GRANITE BASE AND 
POSTS. 

MESSRS. VAN TASSELL & KEARNEY, AUC-
tioneers, No. z2 Union square, New York, will 

sell at public auction, on Tompkins square, at half-past on 
o'clock A. ST., on Thursday, the 19th September, r878, all 
the Iron Railing and Granite base and Posts on said 
square, namely; 

2,o18 lineal feet of Iron Railing, including Gates, six fee 
in height. 

1:,874 lineal feet of Granite Base. 
sax Granite Posts. 

TERMS OF SALE. 
Cash at time of sale. Purchasers to take down and 

remove the material within two weeks from the date of 
sale; in case they neglect to do so the property will be 
resold at the expiration of said two weeks. 

By order of the Commissioners of the Department of 
Public Parks. 

WM. IRWIN, 
Secretary, D. P. P. 

36 UNION Squ*ne. N. Y., i 
September 14, 1878. 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC CHAR-
ITIES AND CORRECTION. 

t)Kt'AR'1 IIFN1' ('F I ' In n t: Lt ARTI IFS A.  ND (.,,kk E(TION, 

	

Ni. I"I'In RU .' scurR, 	 ll( 
NRw YORK, September 13, 1878. 

I N ACCHRDANCF: WI'T'H AN ORDINANCE OF 
the Common Council, "In relation to the burial mif 

strangers or unknown persons who may die in any of the 
public institutions of the City of New York," the Com-
misslonrrs of Public Charities and Correction report as 
follows 

At Morgue. Bellevue Hospital, from Pier 34, East river—
Unknown man ; aged about 6o years; 5 feet Io inches 
high ; gray hair. Had on black coat and pants, white 
shirt, red flannel drawers, brown socks, boots. 

By Order, 
JOSHUA PHILLIPS, 

Secretary. 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC (JH.ARITIES AND CORRECTION, 
No. 66 'THIRD AVENUE,  

NEW YORK, September It, 1878. 

IN ACCORDANCE Wll'H AN ORDINANCE OF 
the Common Council, " In relation to the burial of 

strangers or unknown persons who may die in any of the 
public institutions of the City of New York," the Com-
missioners of Public Charities and Correction report as 
follows : 

At Homoeopathic Hospital, Ward's Island — Arthur 
Connor ; aged 52 years; 5 feet 9 inches high ; blue eyes 
black hair. Nothing known of his friends or relatives. 

By Order, 
JOSHUA PHILLIPS, 

Secretary. 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC CHARITIES AND CORRECTION, 

	

No. 66 THIRD AVENUE. 	 (I( 
NEW YORK. September II, 1878. 

PROPOSALS FOR DRY GOODS, GRO-
CERIES, ETC. 

PROPOSALS. SEALED AND INDORSED AS 
above, will be received by the Commissioners of 

Public Charities and Correction, at their office, until q 
o'clock A. St., of Tuesday, September 04, 1878, at which 
time they will be publicly opened and read by the head of 
said Department, for furnishing and delivering at the foot 
of East Twenty-sixth street, free of all expense to the 
Department— 

DRY GOODS. 
Soo pairs White Blankets. 

5,000 yards Furniture Check. 
GROCERIES, ETC. 

71,000 pounds Brown Sugar. 
5,000 pounds " C " Sugar. 

300 pounds Powdered Sugar. 
13,000 pounds Ri. Coffee. 
50,000 pounds Hard Soap. 

5•000 pounds Rice. 
2,000 pounds O,,long Tea. 
6.5oo pounds Soda Crackers. 
4,000 pounds Dried Apples. 

35) pounds Prepared Cocoa. 
400 pounds Hecker's Farina. 
boo pounds Corn Starch. 
500 pounds Laundry Starch. 

1,000 gallons Syrup. 
I cask Prunes. 

6o barrel, Oatmeal. 
8 barrels Wheaten Grits, " t96 pounds to the bbl." 

20 barrels Pickles, "z,000 to the barrel." 
1,o00 gallons Pure Cider Vinegar. 

20 boxes Raisins. 
150 sacks Salt, " equal to Worthington's." 
140 quintals Codfish George's Bank, best quality ; to 

be delivered in quantities as required. 
400 bags Coarse Meal. 
300 bags Fine Meal. 
zoo bags Short. 

0,000 bales Long Bright Rye Straw. 
!deal, Short, and Straw to be delivered in quantities as 

required). 

HARDWARE AND CROCKERY. 
6 dozen Scoop Shovels. 

to gross Screws, 34-inch, each No. 6, 8. 
IO gross `crews, I-inch. No. S4. 
to gross Screws, I!._-inch, each No. to, 12, t4, r6. 
to gross Screws, I3s-inch, each No. to, 14. 
IO gross Screws, z-inch, No. 12. 
48 papers Carpet Tacks, each 6, 8, to ounce. 
t gross W. G. Chambers. 

PAINTS AND OIL. 
10,000 pounds- pure White Lead—t2o 25-tb., 6o 5o-lb., 

40 to-lb. 
50o pounds Chrome Green in Oil, 5s and Ios. 

5 barrels Pure Raw Linseed Oil. 
5 barrels Pure Boiled Linseed Oil. 
5 barrels Spirits Turpentine. 

5o barrels Chloride of Lime; containing not less 
than 30 per cent. chlorine. 

5 barrels Kerosene Oil, t5o deg. test. 
The quality of the goods furnished must conform in 

every re.pect to the samples of the above to be seen at 
this office. 

The award of the contract will be made as soon as prac-
ticable after the opening of the bids. 

No proposal will be considered unless accompanied by 
the consent, in writing, of two householders or freeholders 
of the City of New York, with their respective places of 
business or residence, to the effect that, if the contract be 
awarded under that proposal, they will, on its being so 
awarded, become bound as sureties in the estimated 
amount of fifty' per cent. for its faithful performance, which 
consent most be verified by the justification of each of the 
persons signing the same for double the amount of surety 
required. The sufficiency of such security to be approved 
by the Comptroller. 

The Department of Public Charities and Correction re-
serve the right to decline any and all proposals if deemed 
to be for the public interest, and to accept an offer for 
the whole bid or for any single article included in the pro-
posal. and no proposal will be accepted from, or a contract 
awarded to, any person who is in arrears to the Corpora-
tion upon debt or contract, or who is defaulter, as security 
or otherwise, upon any obligation to the Corporation. 

Blank forms of proposals and specifications, which are to 
be strictly complied with, can be obtained on application 
at the office of the Department, and all information fur-
nished. 

TOWNSEND COX, 
THOMAS S. BRENNAN, 
ISAAC H. BAILEY, 

Commissioners. 

CORPORATION NOTICE. 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT THE FOL-
lowing Assessment Lists have been received by the 

Board of Assessors from the Commissioner of Public 
Works : 
No. I—Sewers in One Hundred and Thirty- 

second and One Hundred and Thirty- 
third streets, between Sixth and 
Seventh avenues........... 	... $2,119 20 

No. z—Sewer in Ann street, between William 
and Gold streets ........... 	...... 	718 zo 

No. 3—Paving Lexington avenue, between 
Seventy-fourth and Seventy-ninth 	'.. 
streets ............................. 	7,290 72 

No. 4—Curb, gutter, and flagging, Seventy-
sixth street, between First avenue 
and Avenue A ....... ....... 	.. 	935 81 

No. 5—Sewer in Waverley place, between West 
Tenth and Charles streets.......... 	582 oo 

No. 6—Sewer in Nassau street, between Beek- 
man and Spruce streets.......... 	444 00 

WM. H JASPER, 
Secretary. 

OFFICE BOARD OF ASSESSORS, 
No. 114 WHITE STREET, 

NEW YORK, September4,1878. 

COLLEGE OF THE CITY OF NEW 
YORK. 

A til'A7'1':n SESSION OF 7.11ff Ib)ARD Ol'"rKlls-
tees of the ( 'ollege of the City of New York will be 

held at the Hall of the Board of h:ducation, L46 (:rand 
street, New York City, ml 'Tuesday. September 17, 1878, 
at 4 P. M. 

LAWRENL I': D KIERNAN, 
Secretary. 

FINANCE DEPARTMENT. 

PROPOSALS FOR $6,goo,000. 

CONSOLIDATED STOCK OF THE CITY OF NEW 
YORK; INTEREST AT 5 PER CENT. 

1'ER ANNUM. 

REDEEMABLE, I908. PAYABLE, 1928. 

SECURED BY THE SINKING FUND. 

SEALED PROPOSALS WILL BE RECEIVED AT 
the Comptroller's Ofhce, until Tuesday, October 8, 1878, 

at z o'clock P. M., when the same will be put.licly opened 
in the presence of the Commissioners of the Sinking Fund, 
for the whole or any part of the sum of $6,9oo,000 of Con-
solidated Stock of the City of New York, authorized by 
chapter 322, Laws of 1871, and issued pursuant to the pro-
visions of chapter 383, Laws of 1878, and a resolution of the 
Commissioners of the Sinking Fund, adopted August z6. 
1878. 

The bonds are redeemable on and after the first day of 
November, I908, and payable on the first day of Novem-
ber, 1928, with interest at 5 per cent. per annum, payable 
semi-annually, on the first day of May and November, in 
each year, at the office of the Comptroller, in the City of 
New York. 

The bonds, principal and interest, will be made Payable 
in either the gold coin or the currency of the United States, 
as may be desired, and bidders are requested to state dis-
tinctly in their proposals the description of bonds they de-
sire and bid for, whether Gold Bonds or Currency Bonds. 

Said stock will be issued for the redemption and can-
cellation of an equal amount of bonds of the Corporation, 
issued for local improvements, due on November I, 1878, 
and its issue will therefore not increase the city debt. 

The proposals may he made for Coupon Bonds of $Soo 
and $L,000, and for Registered Bonds of $500, or any 
multiples of this sum. 

Coupon Bonds will be convertible by the holders into 
Registered Bonds, by the surrender thereof at the Comp-
troller's Office. 

Proposals will state the amount of bonds desired, and the 
price per one hundred dollars thereof. 

The law provides that " The Comptroller, with the ap-
proval of the Commissioners of the Sinking Fund, shall 
determine what, if any, part of said proposals shall be 
accepted, and upon the payment into the City Treasury 
ofthe amounts due by the persons whose bids are accepted, 
respectively, certificates therefor shall be issued to them 
as authorized by law." 

Payment may he made on or before November 1, 1878, 
and the aforesaid bonds of the Corporation due on Novem-
ber I, 1878, will be received from the holders thereof 
whose proposals are accepted as the highest bidders, at 
par with accrued interest thereon, on or before that date, 
in payment for stock that may be awarded to them. 

Interest allowed from the date of payment. Receipts 
will be given, for which Bonds will be delivered to the 
holders on and after November I, 1878. 

Each proposal should be sealed and endorsed "Proposals 
for Consolidated Stock of the City of New York," and 
inclosed in a second envelope addressed to the Comp-
troller. 

Said stock will be awarded to the highest bidders, and 
the right is reserved on the part of the Comptroller to 
reject any or all ofthe bids, if in ltis judgment the interests 
of the Corporation require it. 
CITY OF NEW YORK, DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE, 

COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE.  
JOHN KELLY, 

Comptroller. 

WILLIAM KENNELLY, AUCTIONEER. 

PREMISES AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF 
1HIRD AVENUE ANI) EIGHTY-FIFTH 
STREET, TO BE LEASED AT AUCTION ON 
FRIDAY, JULY I2. 1878. 

THE LEASE OF PREMISES ON THE NORTH-
east comer of Eighty-fifth street and Third avenue, 

for the term of two years, nine months and fifteen days, 
from July 15, 1878, will be sold at public auction at the 
New County Court-house, on Friday. July so, 1878, at 
Io% o'clock A. M. 

TERMS OF SALE. 
Twenty per cent. on the yearly rent bid to be paid to 

the Collector of City Revenue at the time and place 
of sale ; and the successful bidder will be required, at 
the same time, to have an obligation executed by two 
sureties, to be approved by the Comptroller, for carrying 
into effect the terms of sale, 

Twenty per cent., when paid, will be credited on the 
first quarter s rent ; or forfeited, if the lessee does not ex-
ecllte the lease and bond within fifteen days after the sale ; 
and the Comptroller shall be authonzed. at his option, to 
resell the premises bid off by those failing to comply with 
the terms as above ; and the party so failing to comply to 
be liable for any deficiency that may result from such re-
sale. 

No person will be received as lessee or surety who is 
delinquent on any former lease from the Corporation. No 
bid will be accepted from any person who is in arrears to 
the Corporation upon debt or contract, or who is a de-
faulter, as security or otherwise, upon any obligation to 
the Corporation (sec. 99 of Charter of 1873). 

The leases will contain the usual covenants and con. 
ditions, reserving to the Corporation the right to cancel 
the lease whenever the premises may be required by 
them for public purposes. 

All repairs will be made at the expense of the lessees, 
and no deduction whatever will be allowed for damage 
by reason of any sickness or epidemic that may prevail in 
the city during the continuance of the lease. 

The lessees will be required to give a bond for double 
the amount of the annual rent, with two sureties, to be 
approved by the Comptroller, conditioned for the pay-
ment of the rent quarter-yearly, and the fulfillment on 
their part, ofthe covenants ofthe lease. 
COStPTROLLER'S OFFICE, 

NEW YORK, July 8, 0878. 
JOHN KELLY, 

Comptroller. 
The above sale is adjourned to Friday, July z6, 1878, at 

to% o'clock A. M., at the same place. 
JOHN KELLY, 

Comptroller. 
COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE, 

NEW YORK, July 12, 1878.5 

The above sale is adjourned to Friday. August 2, 1878, 
at II o'clock A. M., at the same place. 

JOHN KELLY, 
Comptroller. 

COMPTROLLF R'S OFFICE, 
NEW YORK, July a6, 1878.1 

The above sale is adjourned to Friday. August r6, 
1878, at rI o'clock A. Si., at the same place. 

JOHN KELLY, 
Comptroller. 

COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE, 
NEw YORK, August s, 1878. 

The above sale is adjourned to Friday, September so 
1878, at it o'clock, A. M., at the same place. 

JOHN KELLY, 
Comptroll 

COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE, i 
NEW YORK, August r:6, 1878. 

DRPARTMRNT Or FINANCE,  
BUREAU FOR TIIE COI.t.RCTION OF AssmustENTE, 
No. t6 NEW COURT-HOUSE, CITY HAIL PARK, 1( 

NRw YORK, August 16, 1878. 

NOTICE TO PROPERTY-HOLDERS. 

PROPF.R1'Y-HOLDERS ARE HEREBY NOTI-
fied that the following assessment lists were received 

this day in this Bureau for collection . 
CONFIRMED ANI1 ENTERED AUf;UST 14, 1878. 

Elton avenue, grading, from 3d to Brook avenue. 
Boulevard, etc., sewers, from 96th street to 8th avenue, 

with branches. 
Loth avenue, regulating, grading, etc., from 8zd to 93d 

street. 
All payments made on the above assessments on or before 

October 15, 5878, will be exempt (according to law) from 
Interest. After that date interest will be charged at the 
rate of seven (7) per cent. from the date of entry. 

The Collector's office is open daily from 9 A. M, to 2 
P. M. for the collection of money, and until 4 P. M. for 
general information. 

EDWARD GILON, 
Collector of Assessments. 

DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE,  
BUREAU FOR THE COLLECTION OF ASSESSMENTS, 
No. s6 NEW COURT-HOUSE, CITY HAIL PARK, 

NEW YORK, July 2o, 1878. 

NOTICE TO PROPERTY-HOLDERS. 

PROPERTY-HOLDERS ARE HEREBY NOTI-
fied that the following assessment list was received 

this day in this Bureau for collection 
CONFIRMED JULY to, 1878; ENTERED JULY 20, 1878. 

73d street, opening, from 5th avenue to the East river. 
All payments made on the above assessment on or 

before September Ili, r878, will he exempt (according to 
,aw' from interest. After that date interest will be charged 
at the rate ofseven (7) per cent. from the date of entry. 

1'he Collector's office is open daily, from g A. M. to 2 
P. M., for the collection of money, and until 4 P. M. for 
general information. 

EDWARD GILON, 
Collector of Assessments. 

REAL ESTATE RECORDS 

THE ATTENTION OF LAWYERS, REAL 
Estate Owners, Monetary Insntutiont engaged in 

making loans upon real estate, and all who are interested 
in providing themselves with facilities for reducing the cost 
of examinations and searches, is invited to these Official 
Indices of Records, containing all recorded transfers of 
real estate in the City of New York from 16$3, to 1857 
prepared under the direction of the Commissioners 
Records. 
Grantors, grantees suits in equity, insolvents' and 

Sheriffs' sales, in 61 volumes, full bound, price.. $IOo cm 
The •-ame, in 25 volumes, half bound............ 	so oo 
Complete sets, folded, ready for binding......... 	r5 
Records of Judgments, z5 volumes, bound....... 	yo oo 

Orders should he addressed to "Mr. Stephen Angell, 
Comptroller's Office, New County Court-house. 

JOHN KELLY, 
Comptroller 

COMPTROLLER 5 OFFICE, 	f 
NEW YONK, February c, 1877. I 

LEGISLATIVE DEPARTMENT. 

THI' t'OMMI I'l E1. ON P1 IiLIC WORKS OF 
the Board of Aldermen will meet in Room No. 9 

City Hall, every Monday at I o'clock r. nt. 

TH051AS SHEILS. 
THOMAS CARROLL, 
GFOR(;l; HAIL, 
IS eh;i'fl 1.'. PINCKNP.Y, 
BERN-\RD BIGLIN, 

I'on iii itree nn Puhlic Works 

POLICE DEPARTMENT. 
CENTRAL DEPART:smENI' OF Tl1E MUNICIPAL POLICE, 

PROPERTY CLERK'S OF'F'ICE,  
No. 300 MULBERRY STREET, 

NEW YORK, August 30, 1878. 

OWNERS WANTED BY THE PROPERTY 
Clerk of the Police Department, City ofNew York, 

300 Mulberry street, Room 39, for the following property 
now in his custody without claimants : three boats, rope, 
lot leaf tobacco, three bags coffee, silver ware, shoes, two 
hand-carts, silver watches, revolvers, male and female 
fclothing, trunk and contents, and small amount of money 
ound and taken from prisoners. 

C. A. ST. JOHN, 
Property Clerk. 

FIRE DEPARTMENT. 
HEADQUARTSR5 

FIRE DEPARTMENT, CITY OF NEW YORK, 
155 and 157 MERCER STREET,  

NEW YORK, September 3, 1878. I 

SEALED PROPOSALS FOR FURNISHING THIS 
Department with the following articles, to wit : 

300,000 pounds Hay, of the quality and standard known 
as good sweet "Timothy. 

70,000 pounds good clean Rye Straw. 
2,400 bags clean white Oats, 8o pounds to the bag, 
t,800 bags fine Feed, 6o pounds to the bag, 

will be received at these Headquarters until 9 o'clock 
A. nt., on Wednesday, the 18th instant, when they will be 
publicly opened and read. 

No proposals will be received or considered after the 
hour named. 

Proposals must include all of the items, specifying the 
price per cwt. for hay and straw, and per bag for oats and 
eed. 

All of the articles are to be delivered at the various 
houses of the Department, in such quantities, and at such 
times as may be directed. 

Two responsible sureties will be required upon each 
proposal, who must each justify thereon, prior to its 
presentation, in an amount not less than one-half of the 
amount thereof. 

Blank forms of proposals, together with such further 
information as may be required, may be obtained upon 
application at these Headquarters, where the prescribed 
form of contract may also be seen. 

Proposals must be endorsed upon the envelope, "Pro-
posals for furnishing Forage," with the name of the bidder, 
and be addressed to the Board of Commissicners of this 
Department. 

The Board of Commissioners reserve the right to reject 
any or all of the proposals received, if deemed to be 
for the interests of the city.  

VINCENT C. KING, 
JOSEPH L. PERLEY, 
JOHN J. GORMAN, 

Commissioners, 

DEPARTMENT PUBLIC WORKS. 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS, 

COMMISSIONER'S OFFICE, Roost Iq CITY Hata., 
NEW YORK, September 11, 1878. 

PUBLIC NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT A 
L~ petition ofthe property owners, with a map and plan, 
for changing the grade of Sixty-third street, between Ninth 
and Tenth avenues, is now pending before the Common 
Council. 

All persons interested in the above change of grade, 
and having objections thereto, are requested to present 
the same in writing to the undersigned, at his office, on or 
before Septg mher 25, x878. 

The map1howing theresent and proposed grades can 
be seen at the Bureau of Street Improvements, Roomit, 
City Hall. 

ALLAN CAMPBELL, 
Commissioner of Public Works 

THE CITY RECORD. 	 SEPTEMBER I7. 
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