T PP ——

i
i
;.
t.
.i’
!

-_-

. d.-r“rl'-'-l 1._ ‘q:-“‘ ‘*"’- Wu\q‘ F = ?"F " w——Y

»

TN T SRS T —

T g ragn Ty e T

Ll e R e I e -
f!* h;. "

Ja

- ahhs bk P oy T . g b j I e e o B W - it
gl N L . 5 'l iy - % i . - i ’ ‘\-'I ¥ u ¥
i o . W5 L 1{. n - i . L % i L i A 'I.“" iz ¥ A -II- \ . 1f -
i . 3\ _.-I k il = u . . ¥ . - - @ il N . 5 & r
' W Y g ki y - 5 A St L g TS . \ .
Sl "|' ; :‘I. " ' 4 ‘.‘ 5T - . 1 !
L B ' A . 3 5 i &
' k= £ ¥ 3
* ' - '
. iy - ; .
; - . . i L
| . # . i " .
L
-

AR [concrunzD.]
’ — ._

. Waepnespay, Decemacr 25w, 1811,
" The court being cleared, preceeded
to form and deliver ts definitive sen-
' tence as follows, viz : 3

On the first cnarge, and the ten spe-
cifications attached to that charge, (af-
ter hearing all the evidence both for &

against the accused, and due delibera- [

tion heing had thereon) the court is of
_opinion, that they are not supported,
and therefore acquits Brigadier Gene-
ral James Wilkinsoa of all and each of
them. ~ | _
It is due to the nature & magnitude
of this trial to state, that the testimo-
ny adduced in support of the two first
charges,and their several specifications,
appears to be well calculated to warrant
~ the suspicions which have long prevail-
ed, of a corrupt conncxion between said
Wilkinson and the late Spanish provin-
“¢ial government of Louisiana, and ful-
ly to justify a legal inquiry iato the
rounds of them. The court, to the
gm of ite ability, has pursued this in-
quiry—-what has been the more labori-
ous and perplexing, from the agree-
ment of the government and accused,
to admir, on all the charges and speci-
fications, without discrimination, the
documental testimony, €ollected and
-reported to the House of Representa-
tives by several committees of that bo-
dy, as also part of the testimony given
on the trial of Aaron Burr ; much of
which is unessential as to matter, and
incerrect as to form, and inadmissible
judicial proceedings on aay other prin-
ciple than that above stated. _
Hence the admission of testimony in
support of the two first specifications
to the first charge, though it is within
the knowledge of some of the court,
that, in 1798, (the time when it is al-
ledged the accused received of the a-
gents of Spain large sums of money on
account of a pension or stipend) said
Wilkinson did not hold a commission
in the army of the United States, and
therefore is not amenable to a military
tribunal for those alledged offences ;
nor do the records of this court exhibit
any evidence in support of them.
In support of the other eight specifi.
eations to the first charge, the evidence
avising from s2id dccumental testimo-
By is mostly relied on ; part of which
has been confirmed, under oath in open
court, by oneof the original deponents. *
Usguestionable evidence appears on
the records of this court, exhibited on
the patt of the accused, that General
Wilkinson, in the month of August,
1788, obtaiged of the Spanish provin-
¢ial government of Louisiana, the pri-
vilege of carrying the produce of Ken-
tucky to the New Orleans market ; that
the said prodacts, thus carried or for-
warded by him prior to the year 1790,
as appears by the several acceunts cur-
rent, sold in said market for more than
eighty thousand dollars—a sum of
greater magnitude than is aledged,
the specifications to the first charge, to
have been received by said Wilkinson
on account of his pensiow or stipend ;
that during the year 1790, the ship-
ments of said Wilkinson, to a very €on-
siderable amount, appear to have been
sold, by particular agreement, to gover-
nor Miro, who purchased them on ac-
count of the King of Spain—the, pro-
ceeds of which were subsequently re-
mitted to said Wilkinsom at various
times, by means of various persons,and
therefore a strong presumption results
fram the evidentge that the several spe-
cifications to the first charge, (alledged
to have been received by said Wilkin.
#op, cn account of his Spanish pension
or stipend) were part of the avails due
to said Wilkinsen, on account of the
several shipments made by Lim during
the period of his commercial transacti-
ens at New Orleans.
~ The preceding remarks are ground-
ed on proofs, both direct & collateral ;
from the whole of which a violent pre-
sumption -arises, that the connexion,
formerly subsisting between: General
Wilkinson aud the late Spanish pro.
vincial government of Louisiana, was
exclusively of a commercial nature,
which was maiotained on the part of
said Wilkinson, by such means as his
policy and interest suggested to ensure
success, though teadig'to excite jealou-
sies and uofavorable suspicions of his
views ; that said Wilkinson made no
shipments, subsequent to the year 1790,
and that the -avails -of said shipments
were occasionally remitted to him till
the year 1796, when the :account be-
tween general Wilkinson andGovernor
Miro was fnally closed and balanced by
their respective agents—after which
there is mo evidence of the receipt of
money by him from said Spanish pro-
vincial governmeat, or any of itsagents,
except in one ‘instance, by his own vo-
lustary confession, and that on accoun
of former mercantile-contracts.
On the second charge, and the five

ppecifications attached to that charge,

(alter hearing all evidence, both for and

&imt the accused, and due delibera-

tion had thereon) the court is of opiui-
- o, that said charge and specifications
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are not supported, and therefore acquit
Brigadier General James Wilkinson
of all and each of them. '

The evidence adduced in support of
said charge and specifications, appears
in a great measure, to grow,out of t_he
private correspondence of gen. Wilkin-
son withthe Spanish officers and agents,
the statement of one witness, and the
oral tertimony,deposition aod narrative,
of another, e
It appears evidentto the court, that,
in 1795, a consin. rable sum of money
was due to general Wilkinson from the
Spanish government at New-Orleans,
on account of his commercial transac-
tions. This circumstance is deemed
sufficient to account for such parts of
said correspondence as has been prov-
ed, which was apparently intended to
preserve the friendship of the officers
and agents of the Spanish power ; to
magnify the importaace of general Wil-
kinson in their view ; to secure the pre-
perty then under their control at New
Orleans,and to facilitate its remittance
from that place.

There is no proof before the court,
that the lerter said to be in cypher,bear-
ing date 22d of September, 1796, was
actually written by general Wilkinson
and foerwarded by him to gov. Gayoso,
as said letter imports : On the contrary,
the only witness who has testified onthis
point,does notpretend to the least know
ledge of the fact ; and all he pretepd
to know 1s, that said letter was put into
his hands by said Gayoso,who certified
it to be a decyphered letter of one writ-
ten by general Wilkingon, & addressed
to himself.

Strong deubts are entertained by the
court whether gen. Wilkinson ever di-
rected the emmissary,* mentioned in
sald specifications,lay before baron de
Carondelet and gav. Gavoso the ver-
al observations alluded to in the first
specification, because the court has no
other proof than the testimony of said
emissary, whose general character,as to
truth and veracity,has been impeached
by several creditable witnesses,& whose
conduct before the court, while under
the obligation of an oath, was sach
as to render his allegations suspicious
—because his testimony, in gene-
ral, appears to have been given under
the dominion of strong prejudices, if
not malice—because the testimony of
said emissary, so far as it is applicable
to the points in issue, is contrary to the
most selemn assurances, both written
and verbal, previously made, and ut-
tered by him to various persous, even
sorecent as 1807-—and becausesaid tes-
timony appcars to have been voluatari-
ly offcred, after a lapse of many years ;
which in any case ought to be admitted
with some caution, and much more so
{rom the eharacter of the witnesses and
emissary in question,

The court is of opinion that the in-
structions to said emissary,alleged to be
in the hand writing ef Philip Nolan,
(if any such were ever authorised by
general Wilkinson) were mostly intend-
ed to accomplish an object by no means
eriminal, which grew eut cf the dispute
at thattime unfortunately subsisting be-
tween him and the late general Wayne.

The records of this court will shew
that the witness first alluded to, | by
two letters addressed to said emissary

just before he exhibited his statement

under oath, in January 1808, and in
contemplation of that statement, mani-
fested such a decided hostility to said
Wilkinson, as apparently to meditate
his ruin without regard to the means.
The motives of that statement, as fully
explained in said letters, are sufficient
to shake his credibility as an impartial
witness ; and considering that his cha-
racter as to truth and veracity is like-
wise impeached the statement just men-
tioned, which is inevidence before the
court, cannot be received as veracious,
=specially as it is not supported by
proofs of a more creditable nature.—-
This statement, likewise, appears in
some measure repugnant to the sentj
ments of the sarae witness,as expresse
nearly ten years before in a memoir on
the trade of Louisiana,and deposited in
the office of state. |
If, in 1795 and 1796, the said emis-

sary,f as is alledged by him, visited

said Wilkinson with the view of pro-
moting a separation of the union 3 and
if.asheintimates,said Wilktasondisclos-
ed to him the whole scheme or project
of dismemberment, it does not appear

te the court, that said Wilkinsoa took.

any measure to aid such separation ;.
on the contrary, a strong presumption
exists that, if he apparently listened to
propositions of this nature, it was to ad-
vance his pecuniary interest, and notto
injure that of his country.

io the mission-of said emissary in 1797,
to implicate general Wilkinson. - This
mission appearsito have been undertak-
en with ‘a view to two ol:tcn—a&m,

western

second, the delivery to general Wilkia-
son of an official despatch from the ba-
ron de Carondelet, relative to the des

tention of the posts to the north of .the:

¥ Thomas Power.- _ | Burr, general Wilkinson endeavoured to

jengage the governor of Indiana, ina &lﬂl to

1 Daniel Clark.
& Powse, |
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31st degree, ¢
viously concluded between the United
States and Spain. If said emissary
disclosed to gederal Wilkinson the first
object of his mission,it does not appear,
even by his own testimoany, that he fa-
vored it: on the contrary,said emissary
was received coolly ; and confined to
the quarters of the officers : the delive.
ry of the posts, according to treaty,was
urged by said Wilkinson in conversa-
tion with him ; aad it likewise appears
that he sent said emissary under guard
to Loeuisiana, and at the same time in-
structed the officer commanding at
Fort Massac not to permit said emissa.
ry to return up the Ohio agaia, but to
send him back in case he made the at-
tempt. On the second object, general
Wilkinson, in his reply to the letter of
the baren de Carondeleét, urged the ful-
flment of the treaty, and endeavored to
remove all apprehension of an invasion
of Louisiana by the English of Canada.

Iv-appears sufficiently evident to the
court, that general Wilkinson, during
the time he had property in New Or-
leans, held the language of conciliati-
on, if not that of a temporising poliey,
with the officers and agents of the Spa-
nish government ; & his views appear-
ed to have been directed te the securi-
ty of that property, and by no means
against che tranquility of these states.
But subsequent to 1796, at which time
it 1s believed he had drawn most of his
preperty from New Orleans, and pro-
vision was made for the free navigati-
on of the Mississippi, he seems to have
changed his language. If said emissa.
sary 18 to be credited, General Wilkin-
son declared to him in September, 17-
97, that he had relinquished all inter-
course with the Spanish government ;
and at the same time intimated his de-
termination te oppose its projects. It
must be remembered that gencral Wil-
kinson was at that time at the head of
the army, and that, while that station
opened new and safe channels of com-
munication with the officers and agents
of Spain, and multiplied the means of
dismemberment, he appears to have
disregarded them, and at the mowment,
too when he had it his power to favor
their designs with effect. It is perti-
nent to remark, that if attempts were
made to corrupt the patriotism and in-
tegrity of General Wilkinson, the re-
cords of this court exhibit no one act
of his military life which can, by the
most constrained construction, be con-
sidered as the effect of such corruption.
[f General Wilkingon actually formed
a corrupt cosnection with the Spanish
government, the repeated applications
made by him many years ago for an in.
quiry into his cenduct, appears rather
inexplicable—especially as many of the
witnesses ot his guilt, if he was guilty,

| then lived to testify on the subject.

After a full hearing of the evidence, both
for and agninst the accused, on the third,
fourth and fifth charges, and after the most
mature deliberatiou therson, the court is of
opinion that they are not supported, and
therefore nequits brigadier James Wilkin.
son of the said charges and their respective
specihcations

The impressions naturally made on the
minds of the citizens of the E’nited States,
by the events which gave rise to the third,
fourth and fifih charges, justify a few ex-
plenatory remarks.

Gen. Wilkinson is said to heve conspired
with known traitors, and en thie notoriety
all the legal force of these charges depend,.'
Inthe eye of the law, as well as of reasen
and humanity, every man is presumed to be
innocent tll proved guiliy: consequently
there can be nn Anown trai‘or, unless the
proof be established by the racord of his
conviction; and itis not within the know-.
iedge of this court that any Anrown treitor
did exist in the space of time designated by
these churgal ; ho man, as it appears, having
been convicted of treason.

As 'the accused has taken no exception to
defects of matter or ‘form, and as a full in
vestigation 1s desirable on oll sides, the if
ficulty, which thus appears at the threshold
of enquiry, will be passed over.

‘The period of time embraced by these
three eharges, is hetween the commencement
of March, 1805, and the end of Qetober,
1806.

Among the last acts of that session, which
terminated the vice presidency of Aaron
Burr, will be found an act erecting the ter-
ritory of Upper L.ouisiana inte a govern.
ment, and soon after the close of that sessi
on, general Wilkinson was appointed its
chief magistrate.

{t 1s 1n evidence before this court, that
the general engaged with great zeal ina
scheme to cause Aaron Burr to'be electey
a member of congress for the state of 1'en-
nessee ; and after the failnre of that scheme,
he gave him warm introductions to influen.
tial characters at New Orleans. It also ap-
pears in evidence, that one specnlation was

ontemplated for catting a canal round the
::‘.ll of the Ohio,on the Indizna side; ano

_ [ | _ al inte |
The court cannet perceive-ady thing her for opening a commercial intercourse

between the territori g of Spain and upper
Liuisiana ; and in all these ncﬁemn it 1s self
evideat, that their ultimate success was es-
sentislly ‘connected with the integrity and
tranquility of the unien, as well as the pros

pect of permanency in the general’s newly
acquired civil and.impartant station ; for a

public commotion would have inevitably de-|

stroyed them all, ~ - _
It further appears in evidence befare this

court, that afier the failure of previous at

tempts to gain & seat in congress for Mr.

estite bim 1o be elected a delegate

#10 the treaty pre- [tetritory ; and the manner of doing this im.

plies an apprehension, that Mr. Burr would

do eome desperate act ifhe failed.. The ex-

fessions are, *“ [ will demand from youmr
riendship & boon, in its influence and ef
fects co extensive with the union ; a toen
pari:l;pl, on which that union mey much de
end,”
v It is in evidence before this court,
that in the month of October, 1805, sub-
sequent to this last and inefTeettial cffor!
to serve col. Burr, but twelve months
before any discevery was made by any o-
ther person, gen. Wilkinson communi
cated to one ol the heads of department,
his suspicions that Mr. Burr « was ahout
something, whether internal or external
he could not discover, but he thought he
ought to have an eye upon him.” These
facts seem to be irreconcilable with any
views hostile to the peace, orderand in
tegrity of these United States,

Respecting the 5th charge, it ought to
be remembered, that gen. Wilkinson,
was, by the order of government, at the
heal of an avowed expedition against
the Sprniards, at the very time he i:
thus charged with being concerned in »
secret and criminal one ; and it is self
evident that he had it in his power, by a
single skirmish omly, te have carried
such a scheme into the mest complete
effec , with theaid of the public force un-
der his command, and with the probabi.
lity of receiving the fruition of all his
views in case of success; with a certain
ly also, of receiving neither loss nor
blame in case of failure. But it is in e-
vidence before this court, that from the
time of his leaving 8t. Louis, to the con-
cluding convention necar the Sabine, ge.
neral Wilkinson was zealously & inces-
santly employed in effecting an honour-
bie peace ; and particularly so, after the
criminal views of Aaron Burr were dis
covered by him a*+ Natchitoches; it i-
hesides, a contradiction in terms, to say
that general Wilkinson favored thosc
views, when it is avowedly owing to him
that they were discomfitted,

From the evidence adduced on the
sixth charge and jis specification, both
tor and against the accused, the court is
of opinion, that the written orders and
Instructions irom the war department
bearing date April 30th, 1809, relative
to the removal of the troops from New
Orleans to the high grounds in ihe rea
of Fort Adams and Natchez, were suffi
ciently explicit and imperative to have
authorised an expectation of a prom
sbedience, had they reached New Or.
leans prior to the removal of the troops
from that place to Terre au Barf-=hut
as there is no cvidence thet said order:
and instructions arrived at New Orleans,
antecedent to the 14th of June, 1809,
which was subsequent fo said removal,
the court acquits brig. gemeral James
Wilkinson of the suid sixth charge, and
of the specification attached to the same.

After a full examination of the evi
dence, bath for and against the accused,.
on the seventh charge, and afier the
most mature deliberalion thereon, the
court finds the accused not guilty of the
said charge, nor of any of its three spe-
cifications, and does accordingly acqu't
him of all and each of them.

On considering the great mass of tes-
timony which has teen produced to this
court relative to this charge, there ap.
pears a dectsive preponderance in favos
of the aitention, acivity and humane ex.
ertions of brigadier general Wilkinson ;
and when it is considered that the troops
censisted mostly of new levies—that the
climate on both sides of the river Mis.

| sissippi, to a very great cxtent, is at best

insalubrious—and the summer and au.
tumn of 1808, were unusually sickly—
the court is of epinior, that the misfor.
tunes alluded to in the second specifica-
tion, are amply accouated for.

On the eighth charge, and its three
specifications, (afier hearing all the evi
dence, both for and against the accused,
and due deliberation being had thereon)
the court is of opinien, that brigadie:
general James Wilkinson is not guilty:
of said charge, nor any of its specificati
ons, and therefore acquits him of 214 and
each of them. .

1he court deem’ it necessary to offer
1 few remarks in explanation of the a.
bove decision, especially as it regard:
the two first specifications to the eighth
C l'mrr!;e. '

The trangpertation of the baggage of
Gen. Wilkinson by the public, appears

| oot to be prohibited by the ¢ Act fixing

the military peace establishment of the
United States,” nor by the rules and
articles of war. It is, therefore, pre-
sumed, that his claim to transportation
is 2s equitable as thatof other officers;
and in this view of the subject, the or.

der for the payment of transportation,

as mentioned in the first specification,
cannot be considered by the court as a
military crime—more¢ espe=cially as the
sum paid by the assistant military agent
at Pittsburg, appears to have been de-
bited to General Wilkinson as long ago

{as 18035, on the books of the accountant

of the Department of War.

The court cannot perceive that the
public sustained any injury from the
short halt ot the dctachment on the O-
hio, to take on board the horses of Ge-
neral Wilkinson ; nor does it appear

thatthe public sustainedany injury frem

the transportation of said herses, in
public boats, te New Orleans, .

t does not appear, in evidence, that
Gen. Wilkinson directed said horses,
on their passage down the river, to be
fed at the public expense ; but it does
appear in evidence, that General Wil-

| kinson saved a quantity of public corn,
thas’ which was sunk in the Miesissippi, op

L

board of a public hoat, in fiont of | "3

quarters ut New Orleans ; cut ol v i |

aftér he caused it to be remor o n

shore and dried, he detained two b+

dred and three flour barrells ful] ¢
jaid corg, in the ear—-and for wh: I

quantity he afterwards sent bis re-

ceipt to Colonel Russel, under b -
charge said corn was transported from
the Ohic to New Orleans, as vill
more fully appear by reference to the
testimony. The court is, therefore,

of epinion that, under all the cir-
cumstances of this case, the taking of

said corn in the mamner above stated,

does not constitute a military offence,
especially as it appears not to have bean
claimed or regularly drawn on accouat
of forage,

On the whole, the court thinks it
proper to declare, that, from a comga-
rison of all the testimony, general Wii-
kinsom appears to have performed his
various and complicated doties with

zeal and fidelity, and merits the appro-
bation of his country.

(Signed
P. GANSEVOORT, Brig. Gen.

Test, President,
(Signed) '
WALTER JONES, %un,
Officizting as Judge Advocate.
The court then adjouracd, sine die,

I have examined and coesidered the
feregoing proceedings of the general
ccurt matial,held at Fredericktown,for
the trial of brigadier general James
Wilkinson—and altheugh I have ob-
served, in those proceedings, with re-
gret, that there are instances in the cog-
duct eof the court, as of the officer on

trial, which are evidently and justly
objectionable, his acquittal of tha seve-
ral charges, exhibited against him, is
approved, and his sword 13 accordingly
ordered to be restorcd,
(Signed)
JAMES MADISON.
February 14, 1812,

The general court mertial, of whick
brigadier general P, Gansevoort is pre-
sident, is hereby dissolved.

By command of the Secretary of War.

MAIL STAGE.

THE subscriber respectfully informs the
public that he hes centracted to carry

the Mail from FEaston via Centreville to
Chestertown, which makes the line of sta<
ges complete to Philadelphis ;—he has tur-
nished himsclf with several pair of good
horses, an excellent and commocd . us stage
for the conveyance of passengers, and a
careful, sober driver, and hopes by his at-
tentian to this establishment, to ensure pube
lic patronage. :
Toe mail leaves Easton on Mondays nnj.
Friduys at 6 o'clock, and arrives at Che
tertown 10 the afternoon of the same days 3
retarning, leaves Chestertown on 7Tuesdays
and Saturdays, at 6 o’clock, and arrives at
Eastc.. in the afternoon. ‘The subscriber
begs leave further to inform his friends and
the public generally, that he is prepared ot
all times to accommodate with the t:n ene
tertainment, passengers and others who may
be pleased to call on him at the sign of the

Fountaan Inn.
SOLOMON LOWE.

Easton, sevtember 10 ——m

BY HIS EXCELLENCY
ROBERT BOWIE, Esquing,
GOFERNOR OF THE STAYE OF MARYLAND,
A PROCLAMATION.

HEREAS, it has been represent-
ed to me by the Mayor of the City
ol Bal‘imore, and the Attorney General
of the State of Maryland, that an atroci-
ous murder hath been committed on the
person of a certain VINCENT LE
HHERMITE, late of the City of Balti-
more, (Barber) by some unknown hand ;
and praying the interpoesition of govern-
ment, and whercas the quiet and sccu-
rity of the State depend on the vigis,
lance of the comstituted authorities in
causing the laws against such enormi-
ties, to be duly exccuted. I have there-
fore thought proper to issue this my
Preclamation, and do, by and with the
rdvice and consent of the Council, hereby
offer a reward of TWO HUNDRED
DOLILARS, to whoever will discover
the author or perpetrator of the said
murder j provided he,she or any of thean
be canvicted thercof 3 and moreover, k
do, by virtue of the authority &.powere
vested in me, hercby promise a full anc
free PARDON, toany person, being an
accomplice, who shall discover the perq
petrator or perpetrators of the aforesaid
murder on the said condition, -
Given in Council, at the City of Anna.
Rdclil. under the seal of the State of
aryland, this thirty first doy of
January, in the yeatr of our Lord,
one thousand eight hundred and
twelve, and of the Independence ol
the United States of America, the
thirty sixth, \
ROBERT BOWIE.
By his excellency’s command, o
Ninian PingNEy,
Clk. of the Coupgil.
Tobe published twice in each week,
for'the space of four weeks, in the Ma.
ryland Republican.: and Maryland Ga-
zette, at. Annapolis ; the Whig, Ameriy’
can, Sun and Federal Gazette, at Balti-
more ; Intelligencer at Washingrony
Bartgis® pepcrat Frederiek Town § Mas:
ryland’Herald at Hager’s Towng Star at
Easgon-* ¥ " e
[ebruary 4, (11)—8 -
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' A LARGE SUPPLY OF
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BLANK AND SCHOOL BOORS '
‘JOR SALE AT THE 8TAR OFRIGH . .,




