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Counterdeclaration of the court of Denmark,
an reply to the memorial deliver:d by the
Britisk minister. 3
¢ The law of nations is unalterable. Its
principles do not depend on circumstances.
An enemy engaged 1n wat call exercise ven-
geance unon those who do not expect it ;
bat in this case, and without violating the
coipid law, a. fatal reciprocity may take
place ; but a neutral power which lives in
ipeace, cannot adinit of; nor acknowletdge
such. a ;compensation 2.1t can okly scieen
itself: by its impartiality and by its treaties.
Tt is not -pardonable for her to renounce her
rights in favor of any beligereat power, —
The bas's of ber rights isshe universal and
public law, before which all authority wust
vanish : -t is neither a party nér.a judge ;
nor do the treaties give xoow to, privileges
and favors. Allthese stipulations consti-

tute the perfect law : they are mutual obli-

gations. That would be ‘a very unnaturul
agreement which any of "the eontracting
parties miz oot pleasure suppress, interpret
or reftrain., An<this manner all treaties
would in general become impracticable, be-
canse they would be useless.” What becomes
of equity, fidelity and suwrety ?° and how

much more unjust must become oppression,”

when it sets aside the infringement of sa-
-cred duties, the advantages of w.'ch have
been enjoyed, but only acknowledged as
long as they suited self-interest,
¢ Denmark will surely never attempt to
justify the present government in France, its
natare and origin ;ibut she will neither give
her judgment, and her neutrality will not
permit her to express hér mind on this sub-
jeet.” We only confine ourselves to the la-
wmenting  the disasters which befel that
country, ayd on its account, all Europe ;
and the wishing to see” them brought toa
speedy termination. it this is not the
moment to own or acknowledge a form of
government, which we have always.efused
to ackunowledge. The nation -is.there, and
the authority which it acknowledges, -is
that to which application is made in cases
concerning individuals. - The commercial
connexions subsist  likewise in'the same
manner as’ they did between England and
France, as/long as the latterchoge to preserve
peace. The nation has not ceased to ac-
knowledge her treaties with us, at least she
conforms herseif agreeably to those treaties.
As she appeals to them, so do we appeal to
them—~-and frequently with good success,
both for ovrselves and in favor of those sub-
Jects of the belligerent powers, who commit
their éffects jo the protection of our flag.
In cases of refusal and delay, we have fre-
quently been obliged to hear often and re-
Iuctantly, that they only used to take repri-
sals, since the rnations with whom they
were at war, shewed as litt]e regard for their
treaties with us : and thus the neutral flag
becomes the vigtim of errors, with which 1t
cannot reproach itself, The path.of justice
still continues open in France. The consuls
and the mandatories of private ‘individuals,
are hieard. No omne is ptevented from apply-
ing to the tribupals of commeyce. This is
sufficient in .ordinary cases. , No fresh ne-
gociations are required for.the maintenance
of existing treatics, . Mihisters become guite
.Superfons in this respect 3 there are judges,
and this is sufficient.,
¢ These considenations arealready violated
that our grievances are
frequently heard “in France, and that tlhere
is no possibility of getting them redressed.
The municipalitiés to wliom application
must be made, are certain, not alike équitm
ble—sentences of the tribunals “of com-
merte, ave not founded upon uniform prin-
ciples—-the extreme means of refuge to a
medium of power 1s totally remaved-—and

“these circumstances -occasion at times grie-

veus acts of injustice. In this respect none
are greater sufferers than the peutial powers
who cry aloud against those unjust proceed-
ings, and yet seem to justify them by their
own imitation, .

‘% A negociation between a neutra} and a
belligerent power, which would have for its
cliject that the latter should not make use
‘of neatrality to the detriment of the former
cannot be thought of. A neatral power
has ‘fuifilled 'all its duties if it never
bhas receded from ‘the strictest: imparti-
ality, and from the acknowledged sense of
its treaties, in case the- neutrality should
prove more advantageous to one of the bel-
lizerent powers than to another, become fo-
reign to the neutrality and does not con-
cern it.. This depends on local situations
and circumstances, and does not remain a-
like. The detriments and advantages are
compensated and balanced by time. All
that dees not absolutely depend on g neutral
power, ought to have no influence on its
neutrality 5 otherwise a partialand frequent-
1y but mmomentary interest, would hecome
the interpreter and judge of existing trea-
ties.

¢ The distinction between private specu-
lations, and those made by the government
and the municipalities, seems to us tobe as
fnew as it is totally unknown. As this case
cannot at all find place here, it would be
superfluons to discuss'the guestion, whether
3 contract between a neutral government and
a Lelligerent ‘power, respecting supplies or
provisions for armies, garrison towns, or
ships of war, can be coptiary to a treaty in
which ne such exception hds been mention-
ed, The only question here is respecting

speculations, which might be made by pri-

vate individuals, respecting the sale of pro-
ductions quite harmless in tiieir nature, the
disposal of which is ‘not less important to
the vender, than the possession of them s to
the purchaser ; respecting the use of the'
ships of the nation, which must chiefiy seek
her subsistence in navigation add the corn
trade, - Nor is.the question here about ports |
of war, but about.ports of commerce 3 and if'
it be Jawful to reduce by famine blockaded
harbors, it would notbe quite so jost to ac-
cumulate this misery upon so many others,
when it befalls the innocent, and may even
reach provinces in France, which have not
deserved this incrense of wretchedness, ¢i-

‘ther onthe part of England oron that of

her allies.

% The want of grain, as a consequence of’
the failure of domestic productions, is not a
thing unusualy, which might enty take place
i1 the. present moment ; or which micht
be cccasioned by the grounds which con-
stitute the diference so often « alledged
between _the present and former warsi—
Frace isalmost censtantly able to make ims.
Jparts. from ~ abroad, Afri Italy, A.

merica, furnishés her with much more corn /
‘than the Baltic.

In the year 1709, Fiance

was more exposed to famine'than it is now;
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and yet Engtand could not then avail herself
of tue same ground. On the contrary, when
soon after Frederick 1v. king: of Denmark,
on account of his war with Sweden, which
‘requires almost constantly importations from
abroad like Frances could believe that he
might adopt the principle, that exportation
can be lawfully prevented,.if one has hopes
to conquer an enemy. by so doing, and he
intended to apply, with regard to the coun-
try. this principle,which is only consider-
ed as valid with régard to blockaded ports ;
all the powers remonstrated, particularly G.
Britain, and unanimously declared this prin-
cipte to be new and inadmissible—so that
the king convinced to the contrary, desist~
ed fromit. A war can certainly diffec from
others with regard to its occasion, tendency,
necessity, justice or irjustice. This can be
a most important concern to the belligerent
powers: It can and must havé influence up-
on the peace; upon the indemnification, and
other necessary circumstances.  But all this
istabsolutely of no .concern to the neutral
powers. “They will, upon the whole, give
the utmost deference to those on whose side
Jjustice beems to be ; but they have no right
to give way to this sentiment. Whese a
neutrality is not quite perfect; it Ceases to
be a nevtrality.

4¢ The ships bearing the British flag, like
those which bear that of the allies of Eng-
land, find in all the harbors of his majesty
every possible safety, assistance and protec-
tion—but those.cannot be reckoned among
their number, which havé been .captured by
their enemies. The French privateers can-
not be ccusidered as pirates by the neutral
powers, as long as England does not.consider
and treat them as such. In England the pri-
soners are deemed to be prisoners of war—
they are exchanged—and negogiations have
even been entered in'to for this purpose. The
usnal laws of war are there observed in all
respects ; and by this rule alone we onght to
go. The tri-colored flag was acknowledged
in Denmarl, at a period when it wasacknow-
ledged every where else. Every alteration
in this respect would, be impossible, without
involving ourselves in a war, or without de-
serving one.

“ The admittance of privateers in Norway
is a consequence ¢f this newtrality, before
which all regard must vanish, It has found
place in all the maritime wars that ever be-
fel Europe. All the nations in their turn
have availed themselves of and desired it.—
The local description allows no general pro-
hibition. It would only bring ns into di-
lemmas, becanse we could not abide by it in
a remote country,where there are cousts of
immense extent, numberless harbors and an-
choring places, and only a small nmunber of
inhabitants.

¢ The prohibition would therefore be illu-
sory, and even dangerous, as the French in
virtue of their decrees, would then destroy
the ships which they would no longer hope
to put in a state of safety. The subject is
otherwise of'small importance 3 & the means
against it are numerous and easily to be
applied. (Signed) '

“A. P, VON BERNSTOQRE.”

SUPREME COURT
OF THE
UNITED STATES, ’
Freruary Trry, 1807,
Erick Bollman
and
Saniuel Swarltwoni.

On motion for a kabeas corpus ad subjici-
endum,

Marshall, chief justice, delivered the opi-
nion of the court, as follows :

As preliminary to any investigation of
the merits of. this motion, this court deems
it preper to declare that it disclaims all juris-
dictien not given by the constitution, or by
the laws of the United States.

Courts which ofiginate in the commen
law possess-a jurisdiction which must be re-
gulated by theircommon law until some sta-
tute shall change their established princi.
ples 5 but courts which are created by writ-
tenlaw, and whose jurisdiction is defined by
written law, eannot transcend that jurisdic-
tion. It is annecessary to state the reason-
ing on which this opinion is founded, be-
cause it has been repeatediy given by this
court 3 and with the decisions heretofore
rendered on' this point, no member of the
bench has, even for an instant, been dissa-
tisfied. 'The reasoning from the bar, in re-
lation to it, may be answered by the single
observation, that for the meaning of the
term Zabeas corfius, Yesort may unquestiona-
bly be had to the common law ; but the
power to award the writ by any of the
courts of the United States, must be given
by written law.

This opinion is: not to be considered as
abridging the power of courts over their
own officers, or to protect themselves, and
their members, from being disturbed in the
exercise of their functions. It extends only
to ‘the power of taking cognizance of any
question between individuals, or between
the government and individuals.

To enable the 'court’ to decide on such
question, the %)me‘ to determine it must be
given by written law,

The inquiry therefore on this motion will
be, whether by any statite, compatible with
the constitution of the United States, the
power. to-award a writ of kabeas corfrus, in
such a. case as that of Erick Bollman and
Samuel Swartwout, has been given to this
court,

The 14th section of the judicial act,* has
been considered as containing a substantive
grant of this power,

Tt is in these words : ¢ That all the before
mentioned gourts of the United Stateg shall
have power to issue writs of scire facias,

Exparte

power ro grant writs of habeas corpus for the

_could not be contempleted by the legislature.

: in such a case.

haleas corpus, and all, other writs, not spe-
ciaily provided for by statute, which may |
" be .necessary for the: exercise, of their re- |
spective jurisdictions, and agreeably to the

principles and usages of law. And that ei-
ther of the justices of the supreme court, |
as well as judges of the district courts shall |
have power.to grant writs of kabeas corpus

for the purpose of an inquiry intd the cause’

' of commitment. Provided that writs of jfaciendwm *“ when a prisoner hath had

habeas corpus shall in no case extend o pri- |
soners in jail, vnless where they are in eus- l
tody under or by color of the authority of |
the United States, or are committed for tri-.
al before some court of the same, or are ne- !
cessary to be brought into court to testify.” }

The only doubt of which this section can |
be susceptible is, whether the restrictive
words of' the first sentence limit the power
to the award of such writs of kobeas corpus |

. 2s are necessary to enable the courgs of the
United, States to exercise their zespective ju-

| ticular cases in which an appesl lies from

' of ‘the United States.

risdictiofis in gonte cause which they are ca-
pavle of finelly deciding.

It has been urged that in strict grammati-
cal construction, these words refer to the
fast antecédent, which is, ¢ all other writs
not speciaily provided for by statute.”

This criticism may be correct, and is not
entirely without its inflnerce ; but the
sound construction which the court thinks
it safer to adopt, is, that the frue sense of
the words is to be determined by the nature
of the provision and by the contxt.

It may be worthy of remark that this act
was passed by the first congress of the UL S.
sitting under a constitution which had de-
clared * that the privilege of the writ of ha-
beus-corpus should not be suspended unless
when in cases of rebellion or invasion the
public safety might require it.”

Acting'under the immediate influence of
this injunction, they must have felt, with
peculiar force, the obligation of providing
efficient means by which this great.consti-
tutional privilege should receive life and ac-
tivity 5 for i the means be not in existence,
the privilege itsel would be lost, although
no-law for 1ts suspension should beenacted.
Under the impression of this obligation they
give, to.all the courts, the power of award-
ing writs of habeas corpas.

It has been truly said that this is a gene-
ric term and includes every species of that
writ., To this it may be added 'that when
used singly, when we say tke avrit of Habe~
as Corfius, without addition, we most gene-
rally mean that great writ which is now ap-
plied for ; -and in that sense it is used in tire
consti tution,

The section proceeds.to. say that “either
of the justices of the supreme court, as well
as judges -of the district courts, shall have

purpose of an inguiry into the cause of com-
mitment.””

It has been argued that congress conld ne-
ver.intend to give a power of this kind, to
one of the judges of this court which is re-
fused to all of them when assembled.

There is certainly much force in this ar-
gument, and it receives additional strength -
from the consideration that if the power be
denied to this.court, it is denjed to every o-
ther court of the U. States; the right to
grant this important writ is given, in this
sentence, to every judge of the circuit or
district court, but can neither be exercised by
the circuit nor district court. It would be
strange if the judge, sitting on the bench,
should be unable to hear a motion for this
writ where it might be openly made, and o-
penly discussed, and might yet retire to his
chamber, and in private receive and decide
upon the motion. This is not consistent
with the genius of our legislation, nor with
the course of our judicial proceedings. It
would be much more consonant with both;,
that the power of the judge at his chambers
should be suspended during his term, than
that it should be exercised only in secret,

Whatever motives might induce the le-
gislature to withhold from the supreme court |
the power to award the great writ of babeas
corpus, there could be none which would
induce them'to withhold it from ewery court
in the United States ; and as it is granted
to all in the same sentence and by the same
awords, the sound construction would seem
to be, that the first sentence vests this pow-
er in all the courts of the United States ;
but as those courts are not always insession |
the second sentence vests it in every justice
or judge of the United States.

The doubt which has been raised on this
subject may be further explained by examin-
ing the character of the various writs of ha-
beas  corpus, and selectige those to which
this general grant of power must be restrict-
ed, if taken in the limited sense of being
merely used to enable the cotrt to exercise
its jurisdiction in causes which it is enabled
to decide finally.

The various writs of habeas corpus as stats
ed and accurately defined by judge Black-
stone, (3 Bl. Com. x29) are 1st. The writ °
of babeas  corpus ad respondendum ¢ when a
man hath a cause of action against one who
is confined by the process of some inferior
court ; in order to remove the prisoner and
charge him with this new action in the ceurt
above.” g

This case may occur when a party having
a right to sue in this court, (as a state at
the time of the passage of this act, or a fo-
reign minister) wishes to institute a suit a-
gainst a*person who is already confined by
the process of an inferior court. This con-
finement may be either by the process of a
court, of the United States, or of a state
court. If it be in a court of the United
States, this writ would be inapplicable, be-
cause perféctly useless, and -consequently

It 'would not be required, in such ease, to
bring the body of the defendant actually in-
to court, and he would already be in the
charge of the person who, under an origi-
nal writ from this court would be directed
to take him into custody, and would alrea-
dy be confined in the same jail in which he
would be confined under the process of this
court if_he should be unable to give bail.
If the party should be confined by pro-
cess from a state court, there are many ad-
ditional reasons against the use of this writ

The state courts are not, in any sense of
the word, #nferior courts, except in the par-

their judgment to this court, and in those
cases the mode of proceeding is particularly
prescribed, and is not by Habeas Corpus.
They are not. inferior courts because they
emanate from a different authority, and are
the creatures of a distinct government.

2d. The writ of Hgbeas Corpus ad satis-

judgment against hitm in an action, and
the plantiff is desirous to bring him up to
some superior conttto charge him with pro-
cess of execution.” ‘

This ease can never oceur in the courts
One court never
awards executionon the judgment of another.
QOurwhole juridical system forbids it.

ad, Ad prosequendum, testificandum,. deli-

" wherein the fact was committed.”

‘most limited construction of the words- in

offence, and of the evidence, and of the usa-

prosecute, or beat testimony, in any court,
or to be tried in the proper jurisdiction

This® writ ~might . unquestionably be
émployed to bring up a prisoner to- bear
testimony in a court consistently, with the

the act of congress: but the power to bring
a person up that he may be triedin the pro-
per jurisdiction 1s understood to be the very
question now before the court,

4th and last, “The common writ ad fa-
ciendim et recipiendim, *¢ which issues out
of any of the cdurts of Westminster-hall,
when a person is sued in some infcrior ju-
risdiction, and is desirous to remove the
action into the superior court, commanding
the inferior judges to produce the body of
the defendant, together with the day and
cause of his caption and detainer (when the
writ is frequently denominated an habeas cor-
pus cum pausa) to do and receive whatever
the king’s court shall consider in that behalt.
This writ is grantable of common right,
without any motionin court, and it instant-
ly supercedes all proceedings in the conrt
below.”

Can a solemn grant of power to a court
to award a writ be considered as applicable
to a case in which that writ, if issuable at
all, issues by law without the Jeave of the
court ?

It would not  be difficult to dempnstrate
that the writ of babeas corpus cum causa can-
not be the particularwritcontemplated by the
legislature in the section under cohsiderat-
on ; but it will be sufficient to observe ge-
nerally, that the sdme -act prescribes a dif-
ferent mod¢ for bringing into the courts of
the United States, suits bronght in a state
court against a person having a right to
claim the jurisdiction of the courts of the
United States.-* He may, on his first ap-
pearance, file his petition and authenticate
the fact, upon which the cause is ipso facto
removed into the eourts of the U. States.

The only power then, which on this li-
mitted construction would be granted by
the section under consideration, would be
that of issuing writs of babeas corpus ad
testificandum. The section itself proves that
this was not the intention of the legislature.
It concludes with the following proviso s——
¢ That writs of babeas corpis shall in no
case extend to prisoners in jail, unless
where they are in custody under or by color
of the authority of the United States, or
are committed for trial before some court
of the same, or are necessary to be brought
into court to testify.”

This proviso extends to the whole secti-
on. It limits the powers previoucly granted
to the courts because it specifies acase it
is partioularly applicable to the use of the
power by courts—wliere the personis ne-
cessary to be brought into court to testily.
That construction cannot be a fair one
which would make the legislature except
from the operation of a proviso, limitting
the cxpress grant of a power, the whole
power intended to be granted.

From this review of the extent of the
power of awarding writs of babeas corpus,
if the section be construed in its restricted
sense 3 from a compatison of the nature of
the ‘writ whigh the courts of the United
States would, on that view of the subject,
be epabled to issue 5 from a comparison pf
the power so granted, with the other parts ‘of
the section, it is apparent that this limited
sense of the term cannot be that which ‘was
contemplated by the legislature.

But the 38d section throws much Iight
upon this question. It contains these words,
“and upon all arrests in criniinal cases, bail
shall be admitted, except where the punish-
ment may be death ; inwhieh cases it shall
not be admitted but by the supreme or a cir-
cuit court, or by a justice of the supreme
court,'or a judge of the district court, who
shall “exercise their discretion .therein, re-
garding the nature and circumstances of the

ges of law.” L

The appropriate process of bringing up a
prisoner, 1ot committed by the court itself,
to be bailed, is by the writ now applied for.
Of consequence,a court, possessing the pow-
er to bail prisoners not .committed by itself,
may award a writ of habeas corpus for the
exercise of that power. The clause under
consideration obviously proceeds on the sup-
position that this power was previously gi-
ven, and isexplanatory of the 14th section.

If by the sound construction of the act of
congress the power to award writs of habe-
as corpus in order to examine into the cause
of commitment is given to this court, it re-
mains to inquire whether this be a_case i
which the writ ought to be granted.

The only objection is, that the commit-
ment has been made by a court having pow-
er to commit and to bail.

Against this objection the argument from
the bar has been so conclusiwe that nothing
can be added to it.

If then this were res Zntegra, the court
would decide in favor of the motion. But
the guestion is considered as long since de-
cided. The case of Hamilton is expressly
in point in all its parts ; & altho’ the ques-
tion of jurisdiction was not made at the bar,
. the case was several days under advisement,
and this question could not have eseaped the
attention of the court. From that decision
the court would not lightly &epart. (U.S.
v Hamilton, 8 Datlas™17.) 57 AL

If the act of congress gives this court the
power to award a writ of habeas corpus in
the present case, it remains to inquire whe-
ther that act be compatible with the eonsti-
tution.

In the mandamus case { it was decided
that this ccurt would not exercise original
Jurisdiction except so far as that Jurisdiction
was given by the constitution, But so far

naland appellate jurisdiction, that which the
court is now asked to exercise, is clearly ap-
pellate. 1t is the revision of a decision of
an inferior court, by which a citizen has
been committed. to jail, .

It has been demonstrated at the'bar that
the question brought forward om . a habeas

as that case has distinguished between origi- |

on whether ilie ‘
soniedyis alwrys distinet fronf the questiom
whether be ghall be convicted or racguitted
ot the charge on which he is to be tried, and

may be decided an difgrent cov

The decigion that the individnal sholb be
imprisoned must always precede the  appii-
cation fur a writ of habeas corpns, and this
writ must always be for the porpose «¢f red
vising that decision, and theiciore appellite
1L its nature.

But this point also is decided in Hamilton’s
case-and in Burford’s case.d

If at any time the publicsafety should re- |
quire the suspension of the powers vested Uy |
this act in the courts of the U. 8. -it is 101
the legislature to say so.

That question depends on political consi.
Cerations, on which the legisiature is to- de-
cide. Until the legislative wilt be expressed.
this conrt can only see it§ duty and must
obey the laws.

The motion, therefore, must be granted,

% Laws U, S. veli 1, pet58.

1. Crinch’s reportsy, Mabury v Madison,

t At February term, Y806, zn thiés court.

[(Vudge Jolmsen’s Opiinion To-Morrow. * |

-

Translated for the dmerican. |

PR O C- L A N TEelthehs ‘1
TO THE *

PEOPLE AND ARMY OF HAYTI.

I wish to lay open to your yview those
perfidious machinations which a handfal of
evil disposed persons have dared to put in
practice against yoyr freedom.  These men,
strangers to cvery humane sentiment, have
compelled me, against my will, to war with
them.  'What right have they to pretend to
domineer over the people ? What servicey
have they rendered to the public liberty )
3y what sacrifices have they manifested theix
devction to theit country? It 1s the
Petion that betrayed Gen. Toussaint (v
had advanced  him to a superigr grade) twd
unite himself with Rigaud, whom he after-
wards abandoned, joined the French in'or-
der to combat us, until, from personal dan-
ger, he was compelled to seek his ewn
safety 3 for, whom they lave claimed a right
to public gratitude. This crafty man, at
all times tull of deception, entertains an™
immeasurable ambition, to which he has'
given himself up; and, under the mask of
a deceitful philosophy, proceeds, step: by
step, in the execution of his odious designs =
Who has been seen, from a hypocritical
disposition, to affect a weariness of the bur-
then of command, and appear to abandon
it to his-subalterns, whilst he has pretended
to regret in public the fate of the cultivators
and of the soldiers, and to lament the rigor
of those privations which they have experis
enced, in order to sgcure, by a false com-
passion, the esteem of those deluded men,
who, at the momeut he.spoke to them of
freedom, were by him precipitated into,sla-"
very. /He did not wait for the favorable
instant_ to unveil’ the atrocity of his souls
be determined to nnmask hiriself ! Aided
by wretches, known only by the baseness
of their dispositions, he has dared to insult
the public authority.

Bonnet, the Fnglish spy, at Petit-Guave,
where hie turned traitor, where he*was af-’
terwards the instroment of the 3oth Ven-
tose, and where, after having deluded the
toofeasy Gen. Vilatte, peaceably withdrew
himself before the event, and has been one
of the causes of all the disgraces of that
estimable, but unbappily, teo credulsus
officer. Blanchet, the élder, who, having
been trepsurer at Jeremie, during the ‘civil

. war of the South, transported to the comii

nent the funds of the state which had been
confided to him, and employed them for his
cv.n purposes. Blanchet, the younger,
known only by his ambition, his fury, and
his hathred of the whites and blacks.—
Domaicqg, of whem the name alone is an
injury 3 others, such as Lys, whom it is re«
pugnant to name ; together with the rest of
the low and vile blood-hounds " of this in-
famous’ horde.  Who shall guarantee that
they will not betray you in the same manner
that they have betrayed all the parties they
have heretofore embraced ! -

Where can we find an equal assemblage
of crimes! After having massacred- the
emperor, whom they charged with shedding
the blood of the Haytians, did they not:
cruelly assassinate more ¢han thirty of the
superior officers ? And: for what reason?
One reddens to think of it! Solely because
they are blacks, and enlightened.

‘What motives can they have for the com.
mission of such unheard of crimes, unless
it be the thirst of command, and the un-
happy rage of their cruel  hatred against
those men who, a long time singe, excited
their unjust jealousy.?

'

They have- dared to attribute to the un-
happy Dessalines, those very crimes which
they had, suggested to him, and of which 1
they have been the violent instigators, A
ter haying teased him with continual’solics
tations, and when he bad yielded to theiz®
atrocions entreaties, ‘did they not charge®
him with decreeing the death of Lhomus
Thoudt, which they had instigated with so
much rage ? '

Dessalines was peaceably at Gonaives,
when they forged a falsg correspondence be-
tween that merchant and Ferrahd, by the
aid of which they denounced him as a tral~
\tor, that they might be enabled, by his death,
to obtain the pillage of his eflects.

They bave dared to impiite to the empe-
ror, as well as to the blicks, the massacre
of the whites ; but to whom can you attri=
bute the excitement of these crael butchenies;
unless to these barbarous men ¢ They have
declared, ¢ T'hat the women and tvgn t"»?!
children shordd  be > destroyed” —and  havd
said, Gelt is dime that «we should take ¢
place of the whites, and gport on the tabor o

betandum, &c. *¢ which issue when it is
necessary to xemove a prisoner, in order'to

corpus is always distiuct from that whicit
is involved in the cause itself.  The questi=
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