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[Centinued from our lajl.]
To GABRIEL DUVALL, Efquire
s I R, s A
w2 % UPPOSE this proof had been given
-«'ﬂ‘g to a chmccllor,pwould he have hefi-
W s tated to declare the purchafe void ? Bat
T, % you fay, I never fought for informa-
f;;’n“ﬁﬂq‘:(( tion, but determined upon ex parte
“vidence againft the flate.  You know I went to the
land, examined with the furveyor its location by the
lots, and took every meafure in my power to ob-
tain true information ; 1 found that the tadls fworn
to by the witnefles muft be true, for that it was im-
pofible to lay dowa the lands according to the plot
you fold by, {o as to fuit any probable idea of par-
chafes having been made agreeably to it. The
thirg was fo evident upon attual furvey, that it
roved itfelf.  But you allege, that the preamble of
the :€& ftates, that the purchafers fuggefted the lands
appeared opon aftual farvey to be different in Joil,
wuation and improvements, from what appeared on
the plot  ufed by the commiflioners, and that this
being the fuggeftion, and :h.e act beigg grounded on
it, * I onght to fhew, thatin every inftance, where
« the fales were fet afide, the lots were totally dif-
« ferent in foil, fituation and imprwu:mu. from
« what apprared upon the old plot;"” a_nd you
aver. that there was no defcription of foi/ or impreve-
merts on the old plot. What a miferable quibble on
words is this! In a fettled part of the country, it is
not foppofable that zbe Joi!/ and improvements, on
any different portions of ground, are fo exa&ly fimi-
lar that there is no choice between .them. ) If the
Jacd upon furvey is fhewn to lie ent.lrely dxﬁ'ere'nt
from what was declared, the other dlffercn.ces. will
follow of courfe—but there was no defcription of
{oil or improvement on the plot ; it wou'd be ftrange
if there hould be. Plots are not often made to fhew
the quality of the /oil, or the natwre of improvements on
the land, but are intended only_to delineate the
extent of grounds; but there were improvements on
the land, wnd there were differences of foil—thefe
were objefts of fight and examination. Now, when
a man was told that lot No. 1, for inftance, contain-
ed fuch improvements,—or defcribed fuch a fectle-
ment, a perfon inclined to bid would examine the
improvements and foil, and if he like.d thém, \yould
give a good price for them. Would it be a fatisfac-
tory anfwer to a purchafer who bid under the im-
preflion, that he fhould have a right to the improve-
ments and {cil faid to be included in lot No. 1 and
which were not included on making the experiment,
—that there was no defeription of foil or improve-
ments on the plot 7 He would juftly anfwer, you
informed me, that the lines by which yoa fold took
in fuch a pluntation, and foppofing you told the
truth, [ could myfelt f>¢ the improvements and foil ;
but now your lines run quite different from what
was told, and leave out the very foil and improve-
ments which induced me to buy ; and therefore you
have deceived and will injure me, if you compel me
to pay for a different thing from what I bought,
According to your fubtle ditinélion, the purchalers
could only be relieved, 1f the /foi/ and improvements
upon aftual furvey were found to be different from
the foil and improvements defcribed on the plp{, and
asevery one knew there was o defcription of foil and
improvements on the plot, no relief in any cafe could
be had—this woald have been adding mockery and
infult t0 injury——and if an a& had paffed upon fach
principles, the legiflature would have been liuble
tothe reproach, which is mow jultly due to you,
for perverting the plain n@&o! @ law, made
for the purpofes oijuﬁicc. obvious mean-
ing of the a& is, to authorife the intendant to
inquire, whether :the purchafers could by purfuing
the plot uied at the fale get the property which they
1eally bought, and if they could not and chofe to
relinquith their bargains, to declare the fales void
and to refel the property. Lo .
The sfembly in this their direCtion aéled as I
Conceive exactly agreeable to the rule .whxch wo_uld
have been adopted by a chancellor, it the fubjcgl
bas been fubmitted to him. For if a man, who is
fuppofzd 1o know the extent and limits of his pro-
perty, fells it to another, at the lame tme defcribing
s limiw and the improvements on it, and after-
wards unon tiial, it is fou.d that the land lm.-m an
entire diffe;ent pofition, leaving oot the {cil apd
imorovementy which were the o] €ts of purchafe, I
tlicve no perfun in the Jeuit acquanted with the
tules of jallice would {ay the purchafer ﬂl.})ld be
Oiliped to talv the property, fo differently circum-
l'.!.'t«'! from what he was Ic.d t ep, ofe, at the
tlt: (li‘\ull“d tor the property intemded 10 be
uphit,

You agree it was right to releafe Mr. Holly-
day and Mr. Sullivane from their purchafes. Were
the foil ‘aud improvements on their lots, defcribed
on the plor 7 Your rules of conftruction depend on
the man upon whofe cafe they are to be applied, and
are not at all governed by the fubjet to be decided
on; and I have no doubr, but you would have deter-
mined according to the/e excellent rules, had the power
becn given to you. ihe purchafers, it feems, did
not blame the commiffioners, that:is, they did not
chlrge them with awilful deception. They certainly
coald uot have done this upon jult grounds, becaufe
1t appeared, the commiffioners were themfelves de-
ceived, or rather that they knew nothinyg about the
matter.  But this can make no difference in the
cale now in debate, for it is ot no confequence to
the purchafers, whether the commiffioners aéted
from ignorance or defign, the injury was the fams
in either cafe, and theretore the relief ought to be
the fame. If there be any cafe where a refale was
ordered by me which yon think was not jultifiable,
point it out, that the circumitances may be ex-
amined, and the cafe fairly determined. You
choofe to deal in generals, like mofl nen who are
afraid to'venture a fair argument on any particulur
cafe. Who is the man that did not choofe to have
his purchafe vacated, and flill holds the property
bought, notwitnitancing a refale was ordered ? What
witnefs has fworn to falls, that it was imp.flivle for
him to know were true ? What purchafer, ex ept
Mr Hollyday (whofe cafe was ultimately lett to
your decifion, and which was not determined agree-
able to terms held out to him in my letter to him
before referred tv,) retaining the mofl valuable part
ot the property bought, and was permitted to relin-
quifh the leaft valuable? Let us have pointed an-
fwers to thefe queries ; Rate all circomftances fully ;
and let the cafes, you particularly refer to, be ex-
amined, before any interence 18 made to my difad-
vantage, It is the moR eafy thing imaginable to
furmife, bat i ir not fo eafy to prove. If you will
ftate particalars, I thall then be able to dete& you,
bat while under the cover of vague intimations, it
is impoflible to fix you to any point.  You refer to
one fale as improper to have been fet afide, be-
caufe, as you fay, ** the obje&tion by the perfon
liable to pay was, that there was more marfh than
the lot was fuppofed to contain ; and at the fale the
robable quantity only of upland or marfh was flated
iy the commiffioners ; that the proprietoi, when the
fale was fet afide, was not the firtt purchafer, but had
given a confideruble premium to the firlt purchafer ;
and that he bad committed damage to the lot by
ufing the moft valuable timber on 1t,” This cafe,
though no name 1s mentioned, I prefume, points at
the purchafe which was held by Salathiel Fitchet,
when the fale was fet afide. A fhort ftate of this
cafe, with a few remarks upon it, will thew how
groundlels your charge is, and will fetve as a fpeci-
men, both of your candour in ftating fa&ls, and of
the jultnefs of your reafoning fiom them. The lot
alluded to was, I am informed, fold to one Roger
M<Callifter, who did not bond and run away, and
George Bonwell gave bond for the gurch-(e money ;
Fitchet bought the property for a higher price thun
it fold for by the ftate, all parties fuppofing the
land lay as poiated out by the commiffioners at the
fale. Fitchet uled the~land, and got timber from
it, and fuppofed he had made a good purchafe;
but when the land was a&ually furveyed, accordin
to the plot afed by you, it was found that it lay fo
very differently from what was declared by the com-
miflioners at the fale, and from what Fitchet under-
ftood, and the quaatity ot marfh was {0 far beyond
what even the latitude of probable guantity would
warrant, that this man, althoagh he had paid a
premiom for the purchafe, and had put improve-
ments on the land to the value of /.25, (as ap-
praifed by Mr. Kirkman and Mr. Darby, who were
by you appointed for the exprefs purpofe,) yet he
was willing to lof: the whole, rather than retain the
purchafe ; this cafe is refcried to in the depofition
of Richard . Standtord, the vendue-maiter, by de-
fcription ot Jot No. 6.~Your firlt reafon againft
fetting this fale afile is, that the probable quantity
of each kind of foil was only meationed by the chm-
miflioners. This is contradiéted by the oath of the
vendue-malter above referred to, and he, [ prefume,
koew the detcription by which be fold the land, but
fuppofe your aword is to be [taken betore his oarh,
which certainly will not be done by any perion che
leait ac«iuain.cd with cither, yet, | conceive, when
the quantity of unprofitavle ground {0 far exceeds
what any man would have had an idea of, it euly
the probable quantity was mention=d, thac it was juit
cuufe tor fewting the fale aide ; a few acres more
or leis would have made no (uch ditterence os would

have juftified a vacation of the fale; but whefi ﬁ
quantity of unprofitable foil is doable whac way de
clared, it becomes a matter of confequence to the pur-
chafer.  Your fecond reaflon is, that the holder, when
the ficft fale was fet afide, was not the firf purchafer ;
this makes no difference in the cafc, anlefs it be’
fh.wn -that the holder purchafed after it had been
foand by actual furvey that the land lay differently
from what was fuppofed at the firft fale. In the
prefent inftance, the purchafe made by Fitchet was
before the aBual furvey of the manor, and under an
impreflion that the land lay as defcribed by you 3
and it will be difficult i0 thew any rule of juttice or
common - fenfe, which will prove, that becaofe a
man has agreed (0 pay more than th: f ft purchafer
engaged for, that therefore he fhall not b. entitled
to the fame relief that the man from who
chafed would have beea entitied ta. 1 have atways
uaderftood that a fair purchaler was entitled to every
benefit which the perfon from whom he purchaied
could juttly claim. But according to your log'c, a
man lofcs the benefits which coald be claimed by
the perfon from whom he purchated, becoafe he
pays more for the property than was n.id by the
feller.  One would fuppofe, that the circumitunce
of paying an bigher price, if it was to have any in-
fluence ou the cale, ought to confer additional ri-
vileges, inftead of caufing a dimiauton of them,
Youa will reply; that is meafuring che (ubje@ by the
rule ot right, which is the old unfithionable me-
thod of determining qu. (tions, and which vou Lave
for fome time difcarded as altogether unfit for your
purpofes,

Your third reafon is, that the man had cut down
and ufed timber from the land; he had done fo g
and you knew that he gave bond to account for the
d.xma%e and renis, that the wafte was valued by
the above-named gentlemen appointed by you, and
that as the man had mace improvements to a far
greater value than the damage amouated to, as ap-
pears by an account Rated by you now in my poi:
feflion, you fet the improvements againtt the da-
mage and part of the reats, and make a balance of
£ 45 due the Rate, the jultice of which balance de-
pends on alcertaining the per/on mentioned as a life
in aleafe  Why did you fupprefs thefe taéts? A
perfon having done damage oo the land is 1.0 caule
for not fetting afide a fale : for the very adl auihorifing
the intendant 10 decide on this fubjeét fuppofcs,
that purchafes may properly be fet afide, although
damages have been done to the pioperty, becaufe
the third feftion of the aét direfs, ** that if any of
the faid purchafers eledt to be releafed from his pur-
chafe, hath had the ufe and poff-flion of the faid land,
or hath committed awafle or damage thereon, and hath
not paid to the Ratc intereft equivalent 1o fuch ufe
or damage, that the intendant fhali have power and
authority to fettle the vaive of fuch uf: or dumage with
the faid purchafer, and if they cannot agree, to ap-
point indifferent perfons to fettle the fume ; the value
of which vfe or wafRte fhall be fecured by boud, and
paid to tve treafurer of the eaftsrn fhore, and the
power hereby velted in the intendant, o declare the
fule void, thall only be exercifed upon the pur-
chafer agreeing and cnu-ring into bond (o the valué¢
of the ufe or damage aforefaid fetled as herein dis
re&ed .

The land above referred to {old at the firll (a'e for
£ 3 8 6 per acre, at the Geond fule it was con.
neéted with two other lots, to wit, No. 5 und 6, in
the lalt plot laying from the water, in the whole
containing 718 acres, when {0 cunncfted fold at
L.3 1 3 peracre, whereas, had the back lots been
fold as originally laid our, | am crecibly iniormed
they would not have fold for any thing like hal: the
moncy per acre; it cannot therefore be fairly fud,
there was any lofs to the ftate from vacating this
purchafe.

It I could be afcertained of your other cafes they
would receive as fatisfactory ap anlwer as that which
I have particularly tlated,

1o reconcile thofe who emp'oyed and have paid
you, to your deviation fiom the direflion givon to
the commitlioners by law, thatis, to lay off tne
lands to be fold in convenieat parcels, which im-
plies, that furveys were to be made, you have moit
for'unately thought of the critical ficuation of our
affairs in the year 1781, and of your great exertinag
to fupport the credit of the red money. Now, with
every cifpofition to give ail due creditto your wifdom
in fuppofing, thac fudden f(ales of property made
upon bond, payable in three fucceeding ycus,
would in time ot danger give credic toa moncy de-
pending for its reaemprion on the fuccels of the
American caule, 1 cannot agree that your attions
pertellly vorrefpond with this theory. But we are
now upon the fubjeét ot Nanticoke manor, and cere
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tainly the impreflion of danger moft have lafted be-
yond all reafon, to have %‘ovcrncd _youuin making
fale of this property, without knowing what you
were about. However critical our affairs might have
been in part of the year 1781, you mult remember,
that by the capture of the enemy’s army at York,
on the nineteenth day of Oftober, 1781, the B.rmlh
power in America was laid proftrate, and vitory
was declared on the fide of our country ; this was
above three months before your fale of Nanticoke
manor. From what quarter did fuch imminent dan-
ger arife during all that time and for what great
purpofe were your uleful talents fo much on the ftretch
of exertion, that you could not have this property
laid off in convenient lots ; a work which, with the
aflitance of a furveyor, wou!d not have required a
fortnight to pertorm. It will never do to tell us,
it was neceflary to make random fales of property
to fupport the credit of the red money in January
1782, becaufe we all remember that at tbatfperiod
the war was confidered as decided in our favour,
and the event proved, that the general opinion
formed upon the furrender of York was juft.
You fuggeflt that you could have no improper mo-
tive to make this precipitate fale, becaufe the a&t
iving you a commiffion did not pafs until the file
egan, and as you were under the impreflion of be-
ing entitled to a per diem allowance for this fervice,
it cannot be fuppofed you wittingly made the fale
in an improper manner. What impreflions you were
reaily under I cannot pretend to fay, but it by no
means follows that you were under the impreffion of
receiving a per dicm allowance, becaufe the aé)gz]&d
after the {ale began. The allowances to the officers
of government 1s a fubje& pretty much canvafled,
and how the matter will be fettled is generally
known long betore the a& pafles, wherein the efta-
blilment is finally made. But in difcuffing every
part of the fubje@t in difpate between us, you are
conflantly fhitiing the queftion from its trae grounds.
If 1 was charging you with delinquency which
ought o ée punifbed, it might be material to prove
that your intention was clear of blame, and that if
you did blunder, it was without intending to do fo.
But in the prefent cale we are not confidering whe-
ther you deferve punmifoment, but whether you are
entitled to reward. And to determine this queftion
properly. it is only neceflary to know whether you
have ¢ffectually done the fervice for which the reward
was intended to be given  If you have done the
fervice properly the reward is due of courfe ; if you
have not done the fervice in fuch manner that thofe
who employed you can derive the intended benefit
from it, then you are not entitled to the reward,
and it is altogether immaterial what is the caufe
that the bufinefs was not properly done, whether
criminal defign or blamelefs ignorance. Suppofe a
man employs an agent to takea bond for him from
his debtor, and for this fervice he engages to pay
two per cent. on the fam for which the bond fhall
be tcken ; the agent with all purity of intention
takes the bond in ?uch manner that the principal can
never compel pavment onit.  Will the agent, by
telling the principal that he was imnmocent in inten-
tion and bad no motive to err, perfuade him that
this was a good reafon for his being obliged to pay
two per cent. when he was in no better fituation by
the acts of the agent than if he had never alted at
all ? Suppofing you to be innocent in intention, this is
exaltly your cafe, for the ftate, as to the fales where
purchafers were deceived, was not in the fmalleft
degree bencfited by your ats; and if a reward is
paid, it maft be for your innocence of intention,
and not for any bencfits derived from your agency.
You have endeavoured to throw upon me the blame
of lofing two thoufand pounds to the flate by di-
reting the refales of Nanticoke manor; this, if
true, is not connefted with the queftion refpe&in
your right to commiflion, and is thrown out to di-
vert the attention from the fubjefts of our difpute.
But this charge like all your others is fuggeftion
contradifted by the fat ; the following is a true ftato
of the firlt and fecond fales.
The firlt fale of Nanticoke manor
Second fale 359 12 10
Not vacated of the firt 7359
fale 1596 13 9
Sold by the inten-
dant, part claimed by
Pritchet Willey, 140
acres 250 0 ©
Lands fold by the com-
miflioners belonging to
Mr. Steel and lv%r.%c-
craft, included in lots
No. 4and 9 212 10 @
Two lots in Vienna,
No. 21 and' 22, fold
in the firlt fale to Sul-
livane and Smoot, and
not fold in the fecond
fale, as I am informed 623 o o
One ditto No. 23, pur-
chafed by Mr. Hugh
M:*Bride, and not fold
at fecond fale

10661 7 3

176 o o

10217 16 7

Difference between firftand fecond fale 443 10 ' 8

You admit the fales to Mr. Hollyday, Dr, Sulli-
vane. and thofe whofe lands Jay within Pritchet
Willey’s furvey, ovught toriuve been fet afide, and
ycu know that the loffes fuftained on the refale o

Mr. Hollyday’s lots, and of one of Dr. Sullivane’s
amounted to 631§ 10
To refreth your memory [ will here {tate them,

The firft fale to Mr. Hollyday of lot No,
3, containing 1551 acres, at 4 4 6,
fecond fale to Mr. Steel, including
lot No. 3, fold for £.3 per acre

To ditto iot No. 11 and lot No 13 by
the firt furvey, fold at firft fale at
27 6 and 1 g 6, atthe fecond fale
to Thomas White at 10/6, and to
George Brown 1 o 6, difterence

Oa Dr. Sullivane’s purchafe of lot No.
4, firlt furvey 4591 acres, atz 2z 6,
794 of which refold to Mr. Steel at
£.3 peracre; 283 acresto Dr. Whee-
lard at1 7 6; and 97% to Richard
Waters at £.3 1; the occafion of the
lat felling fo high was by connetting
it with a water lot

180 9 9

397 17 1

52 19 ©

631 5 10
443 10 8

Gain 187 15 2
There are alfo parts of lots in Willey’s and cther
claims fold at the firit fale and not {oid at the fe
cond, which [ have not taken any nocdce of, and
that on the other fales which you fay ought notto
have been fet afide there was gain to the ftate by the
fecond fales, and yet you charge me with|being the
caufe ot the lofs of [.20c0 to the ftate in the ma-
magement of this property. You fuffer that difpo-
fition of yours which delights in calumny to run
away with you, fo violently, thatit wiil not give
you time to examine before you charge. After
urging your intention fo forcibly to entitle yourfelf to
commiffion, and fuppofing it ought to huve fuch
decifive influence upon the queftion, one would have
thought, when you were giving a conftru@lion to
my concut, you would have afked your{rlf, what mo
tive had he to fet afide the fales withaat caufle ; this
never occurred to you when deciding upon my cafe,
Having followed you through your various wind-
ings upon the fales of Nanticoke manor, which
feems to be the point upon which you make the
moft obttinate ftand, and havicg fhewn, that ac-
cording to your own principles and admiffions, you
have no pretence of claim to commiffion on fuch of
“the firft fales of this property as was {et afide: It
follows that at leall the fum of one huudred and
fixty-four younds, fpecic, commiffion charged for
this pretended f{rrvice ought to be deduéted from
your account. Permit me now to examine the other
refales, and to give the reafons which in'uced me
to diret them. The feveral inftancesin which refales
wete ordered are mentioned by you ; all the fales,
except that to Charles Ridgely, and comnpany, were
fet afide, becaufe of the infolvency of the pur-
chafers; every inquiry was made by me to gain
true information refpeling their circumitances, and
it appeared clearly from the inquiry, that they were
not able to pay the (ums with which they were
chnqed for property fold them by you, and there-
fore | thought mylelt bound, under the att to con-
folidate the funds, &c. to {et them afide. The per-
fons and their cir{umﬂnnces are well known. You
do not pretead that any of them were able to pay
except Mr. M¢Callifter, who, as you have heard, 1is
a man of property in North-Carolina, and fuggeft,
that fuit ought to have been brought ngaing%ﬁim
in his own ftate. I have reccived very different ac-
counts of his circomftances, but were they ever o
flourithing, I believe no fenfible man would have
thought% afted prudently in profecuting a fuit
againft him in North Carolina, rather than refel the
property. All the property which you have men-
tioned and above referred to, fold for far lefs at the
fecond fale than it did at the 6rft fale; and I think
the commiflioners may be juftly charged with the
difference, becaufe loft by their negle& of duty.
Seven lots of land, the property of the Principio
company, were fold to Robert Long for £ 12294 10
For a confiderable part of this property, Mr. Walh.
ington and Mr, Hughes, gentlemen of known ability,
had bid fums of money not far fhort of what it was
fold for to Mr. Long. The law, under which this
property was fold, dire&ts that bond and fecurity
thould be taken immediately : Mr. Long did not give
bond according to the terms of fale ; the commif-
fioners negleéted complying with the injun&ion of
the law, to take bond and ficurity immediately : the
bufinefs is fuffered to remain in the unfettled ftate,
and the company at the fale feparate, and then the
purchafer feecing, that he had reduced the commif-
fionzrs to the fitvation of impliedly acknowledging
they had neglected their daty in the firft, by adver-
tiling a fecond fale, or of waiting his time to give
bond, ftarts difficulties, fets wp claims, and gives
no bond. How eafily would all this have been
avoided, if the commitlioners had thought proper to
have obeved the direftions of the legiflature ; and
if the defire of the commiflioners to promote the in-
tereft of the ftate had been as earneft as you would
have us believe it was, they would have been as at-
tentive to fecure the payment of the amount of the
fales 10 the ftate, as they were to charge commif-
fion on them. When fales were to be made the
commiflioners were all alertnels, and had no difin-
clination to partake in any good bargains that were
going, but as foon as the fales were over, and as they
thought their commiflion earned for. which the flate
flood chargeable, they feem to have forgot the moft

From which dedu& the above fum

W

material part of this bofinefs to the flate . th
fecuring the amount of the falesin fucy o
that they could be cer:ainly recovered. lnTl:m'm
ftance juf mentioned, immediately after the erm.
the commmiflioners ought to have required 3 ba)c,
with proper fecurity trom Mr. Long, if he ,efo’:’d
or negletted to give it, they ought to haye fe: .
the property again, while the company were ﬂillu
the place of fale. Had they done this, M w :
ington or Mr. Hughs would have boughx.ig o
would have given bond fora fum pearly o uo‘;!nd
that Which was bid by Mr Long, Upong,e((ﬁ
of this property beiag ordered, you fold it (wim".
giving four weeks notice in the Baltimore newa..o‘“
pers agreeably to law) to the fume perfon who }fl
before purchafed, and was fuppofed unable to :d
forthefum of £.5538 2 6. 'T'he commiffion onP“y:
firk fale amounts to £ 307 7 3, "
the fecond fale to £.138 9 o, fpecie, tOwrethar
L 445 16 3, fpecie, more than eight per cen: o
the nominal fum for whicn bond was taken 'anl.‘
lodged in the tieafury, and fourtern per cery cq
the actual value of that fecurity, calculating d.énrch
ciation certificates at feventy five per ccnt:.’ Tte
fame reafoning and objeétions to yeus co o
which have been ufed 1n the plni'cuhr inltancs
above mentioned, are applicable to moft of the othe..
cales of refales of the prperty referred to, the whoe
amount of the fales for which bonds have beep xa’:c:
for the property firlt fold to Meflicurs Adap,
Coxall, Young, M<Callifler, and Vanhorn, i,
£.2277 10 6, payable in the year 1790, the cog.
mithion on the firit and fecond fales is £ 216 7
paid ia cafh, ne ry ten per cent. I

The iegiflaure, for the moft obvious reafons, ¢i.
rect the comm flioners to take bonds for the propent
foid immediately, they negl-& this neceflary dircﬂiony
and when the fatal confequences of the om-ﬂion'
which were {oreleen by every body but the commif.
fioners, are feit by the flate, you now te!l as thy
they alted from the beft motives of regard for the
interelt of the ttate, and that chey fuffered the mar.
ter to remain unfettied, hoping, according to their
uiual fagacity, that the purchafers would grow more
anxious ind moie able to give bond and fecuriy
as tne money which was to be paid for the pro-:::'.;
grew more valuadle, and the iime of pa-,.-ner{: be.
came fhrter, and of courfe the property at the
prices ftipulated to be rsaid, became a worfz barzain
than when bought ut this turn, though truly
ridicalous, is the thought of the day to ferve 4 4+
Jeut purpofs, for whea your memorials were pref: nied
to the leyg fluture a very different ground was take;
you were nog refpoafivle for_ihe conduét or ayersr;
the commilioners alted fep telps the unboned
debt was not in vour department; aud you allege,
that all the omiflions except one were in the depan.
meots of yous colleagues  The ngglect was not at
tempted to be jultificd or excufed, an alchoygh, by
aileging in your particular jofification, ¢ (hat
bouds were taken in every fale but one made by
you,” it is impiedly admitted, that the commif-
finers who did not tuke bonds negledtes their duy,
Yet, by an uncommon dexterity of argument, yeo
endeavour to fhew, that you were entitled to the pro-
fits of bulinels which rbey negle@ed to complete, be.
caufe you finithed properlv that which tell withia
your depar'ment; now, | chink the more obvios
meafure of jullice would have been to pay you for
what you really did, without fuffering th-m to Mae
any part of it, and to pay them nothiny for what
they did not properly perform. But this wouid nx
anfwer, becaule, it it had been put upon this foe
ing, they mignt have been lead to | ok into your
tranfaétions, und by 5 doing to have ob .ged yoo
to make a common caufe with them inaciaimo
full compen(..ion tor tervice never dore, and theres
fore you thought it was beft, under the cover of s
multitude of profefions, to iufitt on the clamat
once. It is mow alleged, tha: various .fficul'ies
arofe, and numerous obje&ions were made by the
purchalers which prevenied bonds being taken.
This was forefeen by the legiflature, and wa- one
reafoa why they direfted bonds 10 be taken imme
diately ; they knew, and the comm:flioners were old
enough to know , that ntaing is {0 apt to produce ex-
cufes and objections from men who are unwilling todo
the thing, as giving th-m rime tonbink of all the ex-
cufes and objetions which can be made. Another
reafon of the dirc&igh was, that the property might
hc'lmmediuely refold, if the terms were not com-
plied with, If all the dificulties you now fugget
arofe from the nature of the bufinefs, and were not
produced by the condut of the commiffioners, how
comes it to pafs that che intendant {old property in
the courfe of exght or nine months to a mach greater
number of perions than the commiffioners fold to,
and that in every inflance except one? Bonds, car-
tificates and money for the fame were lodged in the
treafury in lef: than ten months from the time of his
beginning the bufinels. Did you pave the way for bim
to take tonds for the fales be made ?

1t your own allegation is proper evidence agaiok
you, the pra&icnbcfixy of taking bonds agreeably o
law is proved, for you affert, in your memorial,
that bonds were taken in svery inflance but one where
the fales bad been made by you. If this was the
fa&t, it is molt extranrdinary, that there were (o few
bonds taken for fales madeny etber commiffioncrs, if
there was ro neglelt of duty.

You allege, that in no inftance wasa fale;
void, if bond was not given immediately. ‘Then
this confequente foliaws, that the part of the law
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yeu did not difpenfe

iving dire&tion to take bonds immediately on the
{ales, is of no forc;, and ylourand l:c ;iurch;fm
i ifpenfe with it at pleafure; but I prefume
might difpe with-?it when t‘\?e fa]gn were
and that when the lands were {ét to fale, the
::::1:. were declared, ¢ that bond and fecarity was
to be immediately given.” Will you undertake to
fay it bond and fecurity was not immediately given,
if required by the commifiioners, that the fate was
bound by the fale? 1If a purchafer could delay
iving bond and fecurity an houf, he might a year,
and fo defeat this part of the terms of fale, and fill
have it in his power to call upon the ftate at any time
to complete the bargain, and by this means a fettle-
ment of the ftate revenues might be delayed con-
crary to the intention of the legiflature, and ganly
to the injary of the public. According to your af-
fenion, (for you have made ufe of no argument in
fupport of it) one party is bound by a contra, al-
though the other refufes to comply with the terms
on his part. I have always underflood, that upon
refufal of one party the other was not bound to
comply. A man offers property to fale for ready
money ; it is bid for ; the higheft bidder, inftead of
aying the money, refafes. Is there any rule of
aw, or common juftice, that obliges the feller to
keep the property ready to be conveyed to the
buger, when he thinks proper to bring the mo-
ey? v
! ’The remaining fubje@ of refale was property
which had been fold to Charles Ridgely and com-
pany for [L. 7320 Black money, and afteiwards,
upon a refale to Samuel Paxfon, William Goodwin
and John Dorfey, (the two laft being partners of
‘Ridgely and company) for [ 910, payable in the
year 1790, You affert that the attention of the
commiffioners to the intereft of the fate in the firft
fale, has been fraftrated by my interpofition in or-
dering the fecond. A flate of fa&ts will fhew how
groundiefs this charge is, and that if any lofs has
pappened, it is jutly attributable to your condu&,

“This property was fold by one of the commiffioners

under particular ftipulations, as I have been inform-
ed, to make a good title to the purchafers, before
they were obliged to pay the purchaf® money, not
under & warranty only of the ftate’s title as you al-
lege (for this was a confequence of every fale of
coofifcated property.) The agreement or articles
were never lodged by the commiflioners in the trea-
fary. Various claims were made to the property.
The purchafers would not bond without the proper-
ty being difencombered from all claims: fome of
the different claimants were fo violent in afferting
their rights, that they were near coming (o blows ;
and perhaps it would be difficult to fix a clear ritle
in the fate to this property. Do&or Way applied
to me to purchafe this pruperty, part of which he
and company claimed, and faid he and company
would give nearly as much for the property as Ridge-
ly and company had bid for it; and you alfo in-
formed me, that Mr. Paxfon, a partner with Dr.
Way, would give as much for the property as had
before been bid for it ; and I had reafon from thefe
infarmations to fuppofe the property would fell well,
and accordingly advifed you to fell the flate’s right,
being under an impreffion it would fell for the full
value, and fuppofing it infinitely better for the ftate
to do this, than to go into litigations of all the
claims to the property, and to {ufpend any ufe of it
for years. You by law had the condu& of the fale ;
and as [ have been informed, without giving four
weeks notice in the Baltimore news-papers, you fet
the rropeny up at whatever price thould be bid for
it, fuffered the competitors to combine, and to get it
for £. 910, payable in the year 1790, and now have
the modefly to charge the low fale of the property
tome. To have enfured a proper price, you cught
to have given notice of the fale in the Baltimore
papers, and to have fet the property up at a parti-
cular price, below which it ought not to have been
fold, and then you would have been fure to have
prevented any combinations detrimental to the flate ;
and if the price the property was fet up at was not
bid, you might have julfly concluded the profeflions
of giving ngigh price were not fincere, and there-
fore, feeing no other biddeis offer, you ought to
have pultponed the fale. .

But this charge which you now fo unjullly urge
sgaink me, is invented for the occafion. You
thoaght the ftate’s right. fold for its value, by the
following entry of the fale in your book :

“ The right of the fate of Maryland to a tralt
“ of land called James's Park, claimed by fundry dif~
“ ferent petfons, f:&(d the above-mentioned pur-
“chalers ¥ How conld you, sfter making this en-
try, (o0 fhew the reafon that the ftate’s Tr_opcny fold
(olow) yenture an affertion, that the claims againit
the property were trifling and groundlefs. You ac.
knowledge that the flate’s tirle, fubjett to the claims
againit the property, would at the firlt fale have fold
for a srifle. 1f that would have been the cale, I
prefume it would have Aowed hom an opivion of
all who withed to buy the property, (and had from
thence been induced to take opinions on the title)
that the flate’s right was doubtful : but one thiog is
clear, that by fel ing in the manner colonel Ramfey

id, a foundation wee luid to charge the Rate cer-
teinly with commiffion on £ 7320, When there was
& lealt a chance, that the ftate, after litization or
purchafing in all the claims to this property, wou.ld
not have received neae that fuin j you chargeon the
o (ales of this propety, to wit, on the firft {ile
£.183 0 o, on the fecond £ 22 15 ©, «nd make

4. 205 1§ 0, which is more than twenty-two per
cent, on the fum bonded for, and near forty per
cent. of the real value of that fecurity. ..

Upon the queftion refpe@ing double commiflion,
the amount of your argument is, that you had de-
le::ved a commiffion on the firft fales 3 that I ordered
telales.withont authority, and therefore, that you
are entitled to two commiffions. [ deny the premi-
fes: and if they were proved, I deny that your con-
clufion from them is juft ; for the legiflature never
having intended a double commiffion, the ftate
ought not to be burthened with it by your condu&
or mine. If it had been your opinion, that I afted
illegally in dire&ing the refales, you ought not to
have obeyed the order ; but, withoat any hifitation,
you made the refales, which muft have been either
from your fuppofing they were rightly ordered, or,
from a defiga to fecure to yourfflfl profit by alting
under an illegal order. If you ‘acted upon the firlt
principle, your fubfequent condu& in charging me
with acting improperly, when you were of opinion
I alted properly, can never be juftified; if from
the latter, your views were dire@ly contrary to that
;egard for juftice which you fo often profefs to

ave. : % .

Yoo have by way of recrimination alleged, that
1 have_meivcd commiffion on nominal fums, which
there is a probability the ftate will néver realize.
If thisyas the cafe my errors would by no means
juftify yours3 but the fa is not according to your
allegation, td'the belt of my knowledge and belief.
I have already given the ftate credit for the fum of
£+.18 1 6 for property fold, and not bonded for,
and for the fum of £. 112 10 0, commiflion on pro-
tcny fold to Mr. Hagar, which was given up to

im by the general affembly, although bond and
fecarity had been taken by me, and lodged in the
treafury. And, as [ told you before the goversor
and council, I now repeat, that if it can be fairly
fhewn that in any inftance I have received commit-
fion where a principal fum, upon which the com-
miffion is charged, has not been paid or fecured to
the treafury, I will immediately refund the commif.
fion; for I hold the pofition true, both as to the
commiffioners and intendant, that neither can be
entitled to any commiifion, except that which the
rate, allowed by the legiflature, will amount to on
the principal attually paid or fecured to the ftate by
a compliance with its laws in fuch manner that the
principal fum mult be brought into the treafury,
unlefs by unforefeen infolvency in the purchafer and
fecurities. If you agree to this pofition, we fhall
have no further difpute as to the fubje& on which
you can charge commitfion to the ftate: and this
article, in your account, may be fcitled by a fair
ap;!ication of the rule.

he fecond objeftion ftated to the commiffioners

accounts is, that they reccived a commiffion of two
and half per cent. fpecic on the fum of /. 35,000,
for which it appeared by their books property had
been fold, and for which bonds were not taken by
the commiffioners ; and it was doubtful whether the
ftate would ever recover the fum charged. It isal-
legcd by you, that the fum is exaggerated, but ad-
mitted that you have charged commiffion on about
£.30,000 unbonded debt, If the fum {tated by me
was exaggerated, which I do not admit, it was not
intentially done; but it is not fo material precifely
to afcertain the fum, as to examine the principle
upon which you attempt to fupport this charge,
which is, *¢ that when the accounts were (tated, ba-
¢« lances afcertained, and fuits commenced,” the
bufine(s is done as to the commiflioners, and they
arc entitled to reeive their commiffion,

It cannot be denied, but that the laws, under
which the commiffioners fold property, made it part
of their duty to take bonds with good fecurity for
the purchale money : and it muft be admitted that
the commiffioners did not comply with this duty, fo
far as relates to the unbonded debt ; and it muit al-
fo be granted, that the commiflion was given asa
reward for performing the whole duty enjoined, and
not for part only. And it woald feem to me to fol-
low as a confequence, that the commiffioners could
not legally claim payment of this part of their com-
miflion. But, appeuling to the reafon of mankind,
you flatter yourlelf no perfon capable to decide the

ueltion will deny your right to receive this commif-
ion. To fapport the pofition that you are entitled
to receive this commiflion upon principles of juftice,
it feems to me neceflary for you to prove beyond a
doubt, that the ftate is in as good a fituation with
refpe@ to the debtors avbo bave mot bonded, as it
would have been if bonds and fecurity had been
given according to law. This you have not at-
tempted to fhew, and the contrary is certainly true.
If we paj any attention to the judgment of the le-
giflature vpon the cale, it will militate ftrongly
againft you, for they were certainly of opimion the
flate was in a better condition by having bonds and
fecurity from the purchafers of property, than by
having a charge only on the commiffioners buoks,
or the direftions to take bonds with fecurity would
not have been given, But the matter does not reft
on the opinion even of the legiflature; for you
kaow, that when bond and fecurity was piven upon
default of payment, execution might iliue againft
the dcbrors as upon judgment; whereas, vpon an
account in the commifioners books, an ation muft
be brought, which might, under circumitances, be
delayed.  But fuppofing it tied the firlt court,
and judgment obtained, yet there might be delay
of paymeat injurious to the finances of the fate, and

deftrullive of the punfluality intended to be efla
!)hfhed. It muft alfo.occur to every one, that there
is a much greater chance of infolvency whete no
fecurity is given, than where fecurity is taken, ahd
that the taking abond will give the debt a pre-
ference in payment to an acebbnt in cafe of the
death of the debtor. It muft alfo be obvious that
taking bond would prevent many groundlefs ob-
jeftions which might be attempted to delay or pre«
vent a recovery uvpon an account, and it muft be
admitted, that the public teveaue, fo far as the un-
bonded.debt extends, isin a ftate of dpubt and con-
fufion inftead of being clear and certain as it was
defigned to be by the general affembly, Thefe con-
fiderations prove that the fituation of the flate, with
refpe to the unbonded debt, is not fo good as it
bonds had been taken agreeably to law § indeed every
man may determine this cafe by afking himfelf this
fingle queftion, is my income aod cflate as certainly
fecured by having large fums charged t0 a number
of perfons in a book to be proved by witaeffes, ay
if I had the bond of each of thefe perfons with good
fecarity ¢ No perfon, I believe, would be at a lofs
for the anfwer he fhould make, and if the anfwer
would be made in the negative when the queftion
related to a man’s own affairs, it will certainly be
equally right when the ftatc is concerned; and if
it is true that the flate is in a worfe fituation, by
bonds not being taken, than it would have been,
had bonds been taken, your claim to receive com-
miflion is without any foundation in reafon or juf-
tice, and to fupport it you muit be driven to main-
tain the following pofition: The ftate has offered
the commiflioners reward for putting its revenues
in a certain condition; they have put them in a con-
dition much awerfe than avas intended, and yet are en-
titled to receive the ftipulated reward ; but you will
fay the commiflioners are not to blame ; the pur-
chafers made a variety of objeétions, and would not
give bonds. I think it has been wlly (hewn, that
this excufe is frivoious ; yet, 1f we were to lay afleep
all the powers of reafon, and believe this {urmife,
you would not be a ltep the nearer proving your
right to receive the commiffion, For your being
blamele(s, and having a right to commiflion, are as
diltiné& and uncoimeéted ideas, as your attention to
your duty, and regard to your intereit are. The
right to commiffion depends upon the fingle fa& of
rendering the fervice required by law. Your being
blamslefs, though the iervice is not rendered, might
depend on a variety of circumftances, none of which
however, 1 believe, in truth exifted, A man is
hired for a certain reward to go a journey, he falls
fick, or his horfe lame, or any other accident pre-
vents his performing the journey: He is not to
blame, butI am inclined to think no cafuift would
determine that he isthercfore entitled to the reward,
But fuppofe this man, initead of purfuing the di-
reftions given him, was to follow his own will, get
into a variety of crooked paths, lofe himfelf, and
not having reached ihe proper place, undertook to
bring fomething which he thought us good as that
he was fent for, and upon examination 1t was found
to be a much worfe commodity, though at as high
a price as the one he was direfted to bring. I be-
lieve his employer would think it an in&lt if the
flipulated reward was demanded by fuch an agent.
To be Continued.

DAN. or Sr1. Tno. JENIFER.

In the publication of lalt week, in the 3ft column

of the 3d page, 93d line, inftead of required, read
acquired.

L OND O N, Septs 9.
H E prince of Orange has written a very long
T latter to the Rates of Holland, complaining in ve-
pointe terms of their hafty decifion, concerning
the command of the garrifon at the Hague, by which,
with a majority of only one, his ferene highn:fs finds
himfelf deprived of what he calls an hereditary night,
exclufively granted to his family, Whether this ex-
poftulation was really too harfh and unfupported, or
that it appeaied (0 to their noble and great mightinefles,
the ftates of Holland have afferted tiiewr firm determina-
tion of abiding by the reiolution of the azth of July,
1786, by which the aforefaid command is transferred
from the ftadtholder to the faia ftates or their commit-
tee: feveral protefts have been enered againit the a.
bove refolution by the Jords of the equeltrian order,
the nobles, and the towns of Deiit, Briclles, Enkuy-
fen, Kdam, Medenbilk and Hooren, 1 he deputies of
Amiterdam have perfilted in their former annotation
upon the refolution of the faid azth of July y thofe of
the following towns, viz. Dordrecht, Hacrlem, Ley-
den, Gouda, Cannchem, Schiendan, schoonboevn,
Alkmaar, Monikendam, and Numerende, have ac-
ceded to the refolution of the ftates, referving to them-
felves the right ot entering (uch caveats againft the a.
bove protefts as to their conftituents may feem good
hereafter, .

A letter from Algiers, dared July 18, fays ¢ The
two negotiators who came here from the United States
of Amenica to treat about a peace with our regency,
have not met with any fuccels.  Wien they arrived a-
bout the latter end of March, they took up their lodg-
ing at the houfe of the French conful, Two daysafter
they had an anlience with the deyy he received them

indeed with atfability, but would hear nothing about:

peace, faying, ¢ that he could not enter into any ami-
cable connexions with the Awnerican congrels, until
the irter (hall have agreed about that attae with the
grand fignor* Neverthelels he added, “thatthey might
redeem their ninsteen countryn:n, that were in fiave-
ry here, on paylagthe fum of 23,000 pialtres, befides
the charges,” L'l two depuiics not prefulning to take
upon themfelves the payment of fo large a (um, to dea
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Vver thofe unfortunate juen from ‘captivity, one of
them s e out on board a Spanith briganune to get

fredh initructions.™
l R1 ¢ HMOND, Nowember 5. )
A letter 'rom a ventleman in Danville county, to his
r it in s City,
c:)’rcl:‘c“;:‘:};;a :»nd‘:‘:‘ the command ot g‘c.neral Clarke,
cotwned the gsth inftant, anc I am intormed, the

were arrefted and-br: ke by & court martial on their
march to pott St. Vincents, w h'nch occaﬁpnzfl an uneafi-
pefls among the loldizrs'. wh_u:h was ditpeiled in fome
me.fure hy the generai’s reinftating them again to
tieir former commands : ‘Thus they arrived at poit it
Vincents, where they mate 42 Indians prifoners, who
were with the French and Americans at that place in a
fri nd'y manner ; they were kept in confinement but a

For Havre-de-Grace and London,

)

- NK
é

dated G&Qoher 27, flays, d

preatelt diorter prevaled among them from the time  freight or paflage apply to captain Chap
e e | tville ; fome of the othicers bourd.
Ry e S il iy Annapolis, December 7, 1786.

three inches high, nine years old, has a itarin his
forehead, his jaws much cut with the bridle bit, a wa-

The Ship WASHINGTON,
Captain WirriaMm CHAPMAN,
e

‘}'4 HE is a remarkeble fait failing
{ M.‘IS O vellel, and has excellent accommo-

#
N

For
on

the latter end of this month,

et s

man
21
TEN POUNDS REWARD,
November 24, 1786.

TOLEN out of my pafture, on July a4 latt, at
night, a blaick H O R S E, about 13 hands two or

—_—

in Virginia or Marylang, fro
accounts with Mr, Jolin Petty, that gonceman heg
been p..:.{--% th return for fm!xr vy thet oy probiingy
X was as unjult as my atlegation was without toundation
\ : : .
o that it was .with concern he fonnd Lim'elt under
kf*ﬁqﬁ’ 3 : r : 4 wi! h . naer the
c’::.':):t;f.\,\f-.\!%-'-ﬂlons for paflengers, and will fail by

R e L
P " 1.:&

N r Tyt . .
I.\ rnn'.\qu-nr:c of an avet'r -nmn‘nf mine fore.

waring an perfons, ind=brag ot sivivee o my tres

mofettting ny of their

ty of entering 1nto 2 pubiic =ltercation arwut hig'

private affaiss, and fhoutd [ porfiit tn wy wajuttifiable
acculations, a full account ot my waslatious wih
and condult toward:, Yates and Peity, woul! :--..::L;
an impartial public to judge which of the parties had
the greatett realon to complain of il treatment, |
would beg leave to inform the gentieman, tharit i g
ditagreeib e to me as it can poflibly be to him ro ap.
pear in the public prints, though, at the fame time,
very willing to appear any where to juftity that con.
duét which [ have and hope ever fhall be able to se.

! eneral fet them at liberty, and  tural pacer, trots up hiil or in heavy ground, is neither
2|:n:l;:$n;2\:i:‘czr: f:::ren ghe poft with him, and lpp’:nnled docked nor kranded, ftrong l}\lde; he was fometime
officers to command them, to keep garrifon at puft St.  ago at Mr Thomas Baidin.'s, but' Mr.. B.\u_lmg fzys
Vincents fer one year: This bufinels detained them he was ftolen out of his pal}ure. W hl;x ver b,,.,,g, laid
ten days. In this time the foldiers began to grow very ho.rfe to me, living near Bladenfburgh, and makes the
vnealy, and wifhed to return home : However the ge- llpl.-i !mow.n, or who has made way. with him, or
neral prevailed with them to mare h from that piace to- gives intelligence foas I get him again, fhall be enti
wards the principal towns on the Wanath river, with tled the above reward upon ¢unviétion, or hf‘ d(')lmr‘s

— ould b 2 id t ne .
affuring them the nufine(s which they came on could be  for the/h%g}ly/v o J GERARD BOA<MAN.

etiected in a few aays: On the third day’s march t|o-
ward the towns, about 200 of the men were very cla- - .
mourous, and 'in the afternoon refufed to march any  To be §O L D, at public ven'lue,"on t e 1yt day of
forther : the firft information the general received of December, at the late dwelling of Fhomas Watkins,
it, he srn\er-.d a halt, and in the moft preffing manuec late of Anne-Arundel county, deceafe!, o
h:’gch them only to march with him on'y thre= days U N DR Y valuable negroes. ftock ':ud“houftho;d

T g

e et

e in which time he had reafon to believe the In- furniture, for .eady money. 2
mms’wmn.x either be received in a hoftile mznner, or E! IZARETH WATKINS, ad
they would m.ke app'ication for peace No 'ﬂ%‘:‘ November 21, 1786,
in-ts the general cou'd make ufe of had any effet HE (ubf riber begs leave to -nfo mi the pnbii.,
with them. ‘The general thought it moit advifable to that he purpofes to occupy mdkeep'tavir “at the
co 12¢t his officers 1n counail, when 1° was agreed upon g0 wiere Mr, Leontid Davis Dives, a¢ Mot oinery
to reru'n, and they accordingly fet off. The general (o houl-, after the firk w ek i D:canber, 1nd
Biotelt faid at Polt €2 Vincents w.th a view of hold g evers himlelf that all tho e who vieale to - all on-or
ing o teaty with the Indians provided they were in gooue him  with their cuftom, will meet witk goou
clined forat, ufage and general fatisfattion, trom their m ft be

« Cot. Looan marched from the mouth of Lime- dient,
ft ‘ne, aout the 1ft nft. with 800 m:n, (600 of whom L SAMU+L BARRON.,
FIVE POUNDS REW &k D.

were on horte back) aganft the Shawanel: towns on
a defert=r that got in and informed the Indians of their Upper Marlborough, Prince.George's county, Septem-

iniltratrix.

the h-ad of the great Miamig and had it not been for
approach, in ali probability the who' army would have
been in their towns betore they hat known any thing
of toeir coming. 1t app-ars that pefore the deferter got
in, moit of the warriors had gone out in order to meet
general Clarke, no” knowing of any other varty march.
ing againlt the.w:, (o that by the time col. Logan arri-
ved i fight, moit of t e Indians had left the towns;
thev mad= prifoners thirty two women and chiidren,

ber 13, 1786.

AN away from the fubfcriber,

on the 4th of lune, a ne, ro
man named CH 2 RLES, twenty.
five years ol age, a fhort thick ftel
low, abtcut five feet fix inches high,
has a fho:t #at nofe, a very b fhy
head ot hair, thi k lips, with a lump

an! ki''e! fix men, among them was their chief king  on the upper one, he is a randy fellow, «nd works
Mea tha, who gave h mtclt up without any refiltance  well at the whip faw; had on when he went way his
with his wi‘e and chil ren, and atteswards was mur= common working drefs; | have veafon- to believ: he
deced iy a col. M'Gary; they burnt ten towns and  has other cloaths with him, but cannot parti ularly
v liane. and all thor corn, brought off feverai horles  delcrive them, theretore he provanly may chun, e his
an. :qun'm'\' of plunder. he fquaws and children apparel. ~s 1 purchafed him of Naotley Young, Efg;
pritoners artived here tie 1ath init, where I expett on Patowma.k, I apprehend he 18 lurking ahout an that
they will continue until exchaage '." nerghbourhood.  Whoever takes up and fecures the

faid f llow, fo that his m fter may get him again, fhall
ANnNNAPoOL1S, December 7.

receive if above ‘en mil s from home toirty fhilings if
On Thurfday 11t the general affembly proceeded to

out of the county forty fhillings, and 1f out uf the ftate
the ahove reward, including what the law ailows,

the choiv e of a governer ol the ftate, whent e honour«

able Wil.amn sm.lwood, E:quire, was re.elefted.

Jeveo dah T. Chate, James Biice, James Hindman,

paid by 7

WILLIAM BOWIE, id.

John Kilty, and Joln Davidfon, E'quires, were the
day toilowing chofen imemrers of the honouranle coun-
1 .

“ T'he honourable Samuel Hughes, Benjamin C. Stol-
d t, nd Percgr ne Tighman, :f{quires, are chofen
membeis of the {=nate, m the room of Thomqa John-
{0, @ichard Barnes, and Wilham Paca, Elquires, re-
i, ned,

h;.' he 2ivals was aéted laft night in this city, by the
Americon Company, muth to the fatisfattion of a
re. wdtab.e and numervus audience. Gentlemen who
hive fr=quent'y (en it afted on tie London theatrrs,
are of avinie, that it was, in every part, luppuned as
we i ik evening, as they ever recol.ected to have feent,

' P T T Lt P e B W N N

To be SCLD, at PRIVATE SALE, on
tw-lve r eightecn months credit,
r3*HREE young negro women and (even cln‘ldren,
boys and giris, which wil be jold Yvilh their mo
thers,  Any perfon inclinable to purchale, may fee the
neproms by appyg w the fubfcriber, at his ltore, in
ornhnl-ttrect,
S 7  R'CHARD MACKURIN.

— o - .

THE ATTENTION OF LOVERS OF LITERATURE,
Js requeited to a

SALE by PUBLIC VENDUE,

Of an Elegant

CorLLecTion of BOOKS,

In moflt Arts and Sciences,

The fale to be held at Mr. Joleph Brewer's, and to com.
menee th s evening.  The hours of fale from four to
fix each atternoon, and to continue each fucceeding
afrernon until the whole is fold,

o » Caralogues d livered gratis ginthe place of fale,
December 7, 1786, / 7 /
A 4
Novembher 15, 1786
YO v1C  is hereby piven, that the bicribe
W ntenis to preter a petition to the noxt gencral

aflemb'y o tne {tate of Maryland, to pals a »I:lw to ena-
ble wer o fell a o dit ote ot a teact of Jand in Worcel.

ture,

7 77/87  HANNsH BIsHOP.

D APURRIVADDVIDE

ANNAPOLIS:

on the

Annapolis, July 31, 1786,
Lands tor Sale.

HE fubfcriber has for fale all that tra& of land

called Beall's Piantation and snowden’s Reputa.
tion Supported, .ontaining a out 700 acies, fituated
about three miles trom

ead ot South nver,

navigahle water, and contiguous to the eitate of Mr,
Richard Hopkins, of Gerard,

This is a molt eligitle fituation, being about twelve

miles from the city of Annayobs, twenty-cight from

Baltimore-town, twenty tour from George-town, and

feven from the intpettion houfes of indian landing
and O\ulun-:\nne is well adapted tor corn, wh-at, and
partict
a very good mill ftream runs through it there is fome
meadow ground, and much more may be made,
he improvements upon it are, a good lwelling

houfe with three large rooms on each floor, k tchen,
quarter, cornhoufe, ftables, tobacco houfr, a very fine
apple orchard, together with a number of other valua.
ble fruit trees.

Mr. Richard Hopkins wiil fhew the premiles shove
meationed ; further particulars may be had of the prin.
ters, of Mefficurs William Patterfon and brothers, Balti.

ilarly tobacco, alfo well ttmbered and watered,

more, or of tf
/‘” JOHN WADDINGTON, in Philadelphia,

O&ober 3, 1786.

OTICE is hereby given, that

a petition will be prefented to
the general aflembly, at their next
feffion, praying that an a&t may pafs,
explanatory of that part of the char-
ter of the city of Annapolis which
relates to the rcfidence of the electors
or free voters thereof. 7 8 w

HERE is at Talley's, the plimtation of Mr,
Og'e, a fmall bhandfome black M AR &, which

ter county, known by the name of Philip's Advea- has a ftar, and hee near hind foot white, The owner

is defired to pay charges of advertifing and take hey

awiy. 3w z

concile to mny own conlcience, As he has now broaciied
the matter, Linfit on his laying beiore the pubiic my
‘conduct to Yates and Petty, and truit ihaii be very
exily atle fo'contute any u tiuths he may expelt ty
impolz up.n the pudlic, by an open and candi{ de.
fisition of the-fame; that my prohibition is uwjus, is
an affertion as whberal as ‘s ‘ungrounded. | hope
thofe gratiemen iudebted as vefore mentioned, wil
poy-no atigntion to Mr. Petty’s requett of piying tucic
relpeéting accaunts to him, as it will only tuvolve them
in jawefuits, for 4 am determined to fus every perfon
that has or (hall pay any woney to Mr, Petty (for
deaiings at either of my floiks previous to the fourth of
Fesraary) fince the public notice T have give,

i HOM:’\? RUTLAND,

TRAYED or ftolen from fhe,
fubfcriber, hiving néar annagolis,
on the Churfday night of the cnnj.

v},m o #OIIs races 1785, Ailark bay HORSE,
& : four years old neither docke!, brond.
Lh‘:@ d or broke, butis viry geatle, about
3 thirt -en han 's oneaach high, is ana.
tuial pa gy vas hiair of bis tii) bad be n cut and almoft
grown out agding ¢ bad.alfo bren cuty, and wag not
LqQut walwien he went away 3 he had been ftaked,
and cas areinaraahve (car og Lis ne r brifket where the
grrt gors rounl. \Who-ver brings the faid horfe to me,
or yivesme infor uftion to thar @' him again, fhill
recewvs {or'y llul;i*;x reward, paid by

J ot

BALDWIN LUSBY.

Ncgro Shoes
F IVE hundred pairs of the beft quality, to be fold,
on the lowelt terms, by the 1ubicrier, in Lon.
don town, who recieves Lides tor tanning as utual,
EDWARD EF ) ON.
N. B. They may aifo be had of Mefliurs Ab
fal 'm Ridyeiy, Willlam Wilkins, James Weil, and
John Wife han, in Aunapolis.

September 21, 1786,
H IS isto give notice, that fundry of the inhihi.
tin's of Montgomery, Frederick, and Wathing.
ton counties, inte d to prefent-a petition to the next
general aftembly, tor one more intpection for tobacco,
at George tuwn, on Patowmack river, (ﬂ X w

November 14, 1786,
To be 501D, tor final fettiement certificates,
FUUR tundred and twenty a.res of uncultivated
land, lying wi hin two miles of a mark:t tuwn,

in this ftate. For turthe: particulars enquire of the
pl’lﬂ((l"-

* H E debtors to the eftate of the reverend Wilham
Hanna, late of Anne-Arundel county, are in
formed, that unicis they (peedily fettie their relpective
accounts, tuits wili be commenced againit them withow
relpett to pertons, or further notice,

yH AANNA, adminiftratrix
S 15 to give notice, that [inte preteri
petition to the next general affembly for an at to

confirm my rightto patof a traé of land, cil'ed
Beall's Goodwill, the late property of Henry Hunter,
deceafed, whi. b he devifed to be fold. 8w

THOMAS MORTON.

. « November 15, 1786.
Juft imported in the fhip Wathington, captain William
Chapman, from Lon'on .ant nos opening at the
fublcriber's flo e, in Annapolis,
N affortment of goods, co: fiiting of a great variety
of articles fuitanle to the feafon, which he will
fell on the moft reafonable terms for ready money. He
has aifo tor fule, ail kinds of wet . 0ods as ulual, among
which is fome molt excellent Barbados cain fpirit
4“ WILLIAM WILKINS.

’I‘AKEN up asa ftray, by Jacob Green, living
in Prince.George’s county, a finall M * RE,
ahout twelve hands high, branded on the near file C.

The owner may have her again on proving property
apd paying charges. . é x

THERE is at the plantation of Jofhua Yates,
living near South river chucch, in Anne. Arun-
del county, taken wpas a fteiy, « bak MARE
about 14 hands and an halt high; brand:d on the near
fhoulder C D, The owner may lave her again of
proving property and paying churges, i

2 al 04

o be RENTED,
VERY good gnit-mill with two pai ol ftones,
: bolting-clothes, and every thing convenient, with
a large meadow, lying on the Head of South river.
Any perfon inclinable to rent may have poffefiion i

December, 7

—

w
i‘RANClS RAWLINGS.
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