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OPINION ©F THE COURT

Oun the motion to arvest the evidencey dels

wered Aupust 8x. ~Continued

Tt has been thought proper to discuss this
question at large and io review the opinion
of the supeme court, although this court
would be more disposed to leave the qirestion
of fact, whether an overt act of levying war
was commitred on Blannerhassétt’s island to
the jurv under this explanation of the law,
and to fnstruct theni, that unless the assem-
blage on Blannerhassett’s island was an as
-semblage in force, was a military assemblage
in a condition to make wary it was not a
1avying of war, and that they could nc?
construe it into an act of war, than to ar,
yest the further testimony which might be
offered to connect the prisoner with that
_ assemblage, or to prove the intention of those
avho asgembled together at that place. ~ This
Point, however, is not to be understood as
decided. It will, perhaps, constitute an es-
sential inguiry in another case,

Before leaving the opinion of the stipreme
court entirely on the questjon of the nature
of the assemblgze which will constitate an
act of levying war, this court cinndt for-
bear to ask. why is an assemblage absolutely
required ? Is it not to judge in some measure
of the end by the proportion which the
mea‘s bear to the end 2 Why is it thata
single armed individual, entering a beat and
suiling down the Ohio, for the avowed pur-
pose of attacking New Orleans, could not
be saidl to levy war? Is it not that he is ap
parently nat in a condition to levy war?

If this be so, ought not the assemblage to
furnish some evidence of its intertion and
‘Capacif,y to levy war before it can amount to
levying war ! And ought not the supreme
court, when speaking of an -assemblage
for the purpose of effecting a treasonable
object by force, be understood toindicate
an assemblage eshibiting the appearance of
force.
. The definition of the attorney for the
United States deserves notice in this respect,
1t is & when there is an assemblage of rer;
convened for the purpose of effecting by
force a treasonable object, which force is
meant to be employed before the assemblage
disperses, this is treason.”

To read this definition without adverting
40 the argument, we should infer that the
assemblace was itself to effect by force the
tredsonable object, not to join itself to some
other bodies of men and them to effict the
objeet by their combined force. Under this
construction it wonld be expected the ap:
peavance of the assemblagre wanld bear sowe
p'npm'tion to the object and would indwcate
the intention. At any -ate that it would be
an assemblape in force, This constriction
35 most certainly not that which was intend-
ed, but it serves to show that general phrases
must always be understood in reference to
the subject matter, and to the general prin-

“giples of law.

“ On that division of the subject which re-
spects the merits of the case connecied with
the pleadings, two points are also made.

15t. That this indictment having charged
the prisoner with levying war on Blanner-
hassett’s island and ¢ ntaining no overtact,
cannot be supported by proof that war was
levied at that place by other persons, in the
absence of the prisoner, even admitting
those persoris fo be connected with him in
one commen treasonable conspiracy.

2dly. That admitting such an indict-
ment could be supported by sach evidence,
the previons conviction of some person wh.
committed the act which is said to am
ount to levying war, is indispensable to the
conviction of the person who advised or
procured that act. 4

As tothe first point the indictment cop-
tains two counts, one of which charges the
prisoner with a number of pers ns unknown
levied warion Blannerhussett’s island, in the
county of Wo d, in the state of ‘Virginia,
and the other adds the circunistance of thei:

. proceeding from that island cown the river,
for the purpose of seizing New-Orleans by
force. -

In point of fact the prisoner was not on
Blannerhassete’s Island nor in the county of
Wood, nor in the district of Virginia.

In comsidering this point the ¢ urt is
led first to enquive whether an  indictment
for lying war must specity an overt’ act or
would be safficient if it merely charged the

. prisoner in general terms with having levied

war, omilting the expression of place o1

circomstance.

The place in which z crime was commit-
ted is essential to an indictment, were it
only to show'the jurisdiction -of the court,
It is also essential for the purpose of ena-
bling the prisoner to make his defence.—'
That, atcommon law, an indictment weuld
have been defective which dd n t mention
the place in which the crime was eommitt-
ed can scarcely’be doubted. Tor this, it
¥s suficient to refer to Hawkins B 2, ch.
25 sect. 84, & eh. 23, sect, g1.  Thisne-
cessity is rendered the stronger by the con=
stitutional pr vision that the ¢ offender shall
be tried in the district wherein the crime
sholl have been committed,” and by the act
of Congress which requires that twelve petty
jurors at least-shall be sammoned frow the
‘dounty where the offence was commitred.

A description of the purticular manger in

whch the war was levied, scem:also essen- ok
3 p SCOMI A0 CSEN- © ehas an accessary becomes a privcipal be not

t 1'to engble the -accused to make his de-
fence - The law does not expect a man (o

b rrepaed to defend every act of his life

which may be suddenly and without netice

o~

alledyed against him. In common justice
the particular fast with Which he is charged
cught to. be stated, and stated insuch a
manneras to afford a reashnable certainty of
the nature of the accusation, and the cir-
camstances which will be adduced against
him. The general doctrine on the subject
of indictments is full te this'poiit, Foster
p- 140, speaking of the treason ot compas-
sing the king’s death, says ** From what
has be g said it followeth that in every in-

dictment for this species of treason, and in-

deed for levying war and adhering to the

king’s enemies an overt act must be alledg- -

ed and proved. For the overt act is the
charge to which the prisoner must apply
his defence.”

In page 220, Foster repeats this declira-
tion.
ch. 17, séct. 29, 1st Hale 121. 15t East 116,
and by the other authorities cited, especial-
Iy Valnqhan’s case. In corroboration of

It is also laid down in Hawk, B 8, !

this opinion, it may be observed, that trea- .

son can only be established by the proof of
avert acts, and that by the common law as

well as by the statute of the 7th of William

3d, those overt acts only which are charg- |
ed in the indictment can be given in evi-

dence, unless perhaps as corroborative tes-
timony after the overtactsare proved.  That
clanse in the constitution too which says
that in all criminal prosecutions the accused
shall enjoy the right ¢ to be informed of
the nature and cause of the accusation” is

considered as having a direct bearing on this '

point. It sscures to him such information
as will enable him to prepare for his defence.

It seems then to be perfectly clear that it

would not be sufficient for an indictment to !

alledge generally, that the accused had le-
vied war against the United States, The

chargre must be more particularly specified !

by saying what is termed an overt act of
levying war. The law relative to an ap-
peal, as cited from Stamford, is strongly cor-
roborative of this opinion.

If it be necessary to specify the charge in
the indictment, it would seem to follow ir-
resistibly, that the charge must be proved
as laid,

All the authorities which require an overt
act, require also that this overt act should be
proved. The decision in Vaughan’s case is
particularly in point. Might it be otherwise,
the charge of an overt act would be a mis-
chief instead of an advantage to the accused.
Tt wonld lead him from the true cause and
nature of the accusation instead of informing
him respecting it.

But it is contetded on the part of the
prosecution, that .lthough the accused had
never been with the party which assembled
on Blannerhassett’s Tsland, and was at the
time at a great distance, and in a different
state, he was yet legally present, and there-
fove may properly be charged in the indict-
ment as being present in fact.

It is therefore necessary to inquire whe
ther in this case the doctrine of constractive
presence can apply.

Tt is conceived by the court to be possible
that a person may be concerned in a treason-
able conspiracy and yet be legally as wellas
actually absent while som2 one act of the
treason is perpetrated. If a rebellion should
be so0 extensive as to spread through every
state in the union, it will scarcely be con-
tended that every individual concerned in it
is legally present at every gvert act commit-
ted in the course of that rebellion. Tt weuld
be a very violent presumption, indeed, too
violent to be made without clear authority,
to presume that even the chief of the rebel’s
army was legally present at every such overt
act. If the main rebel army, with the chief
at its head, shonld be prosecuting war at one
extremity of our territory, say in N. H. if
*his ghief should be there captured and sent
to the other extremity for the purpose of
tvialy if his indictment, instead of alledging
an overt act, which was true in point of fact,
should alledge that he had assembled some
small party, which in truth he had not seen,
and had levied war by engaging in a skir
mish in Georgia at a time when in reality he
vos fighting a battle in New-Hampshire, if
such evidence would support such an indict-
ment-by the fiction that he was legally pre-
sent though really absent, all would ask to
what purpose are those provisions in the
constitution which direct the place of trial
and ordain that the accused shall be inform-
ed of ‘the nature and cause of the accusati-
0 P

But that a man may be legally absent who
has counselled or procured a treasonable act,
isproved by all those books which treat upon

hie subject, and which concur in declaring
that’such a person is a principal traitor, not
becanse he was legally present, but because
in treason all ave principals,  Yet the indict-
ment, I'say, upon general principles, would
charge him according to the truth of the
case,  Lord Cuke says, « if many conspire
to' levy war and some of them do lévy the
same according to the conspiracy, this is
high treason in «ll.” Why ? Because-all
were legally present when the war was le

vied ?° No. ¢ For in treason (continues Lord
Coke) all be principals, and war is levied.”
In this case the indictment, resaoning from
analogy, would not charge that the absent
conspirators were present,but would state the
truth of the case. i the conspirator had
done nothing which amounted to levying of
war, and if by our constitution the doctrine

adopted, in consequence of which the con-

spirator could not he condemiied under an |

indictment stating the truth of the case, it
would be going very far to say, that this

i words * command or procure” are used to
~ indicate the same state of things, that is a

{ Saunders, bemg accosted by }oxrd Town-

!

defect, if it be termed one, may becuted by
an indictment stating the case untruly. |

This doctrine of Lord Coke has been
adopted by all subsequient writers ; and it is
generally @iid down in the English books
that whatever will make a man accessary in
felonys will make him a principal in treason ;
but it is no where suggested that he is by
construction to be considered as present when
in point of fact he was abseiit.

Foster 3d has been particnlarly quoted,
and certainly he is precisely in the point.
¢ Tt is well knowsm, says Fuster, thatin the
langnage of the case, there are no accessa-
ries in high treason, all are principals. E-
very instance of incitement, aid or protecti-
on, which in the case ot felony will ren-
der a man an accessary before or after” the
fact, in the case of high treason, whether
it be treason at common law or by statute,
will make him a principal in treason.”” The
case of incitement and aid are cases put as
examples of a man’s becoming a principal in
treason, not because he was legally present,
but by force of the maxim in the common
law that whatever will render a man an ac-
cessury at common law will render him a
principal in treason. In other passages the

treasonable assemblage produced by a man,
who is not himself in that assemblage.

In point of law, the man who incites,
aids or procures a treasnable act, is not
merely in consequence of that incitement,
aid or procurement. legally present when that
act is committed.

If it does not result from the nature of the
crime that all who are concerned in it are
legally present at every overt act, then each
case depends upon its own circumstances,
and to judge how far the circumstances of
any case can make him legally p esent who
is in fact absent, the doctrine of construct-
ive presence must be examined.

Hale in his first volume. page 615, says
“ regularly no man can be a principal in
felony unless he be present.” In the same
page he says ¢ an accessary before. is he
that being absent at the time of the felony
committed, dath yet procure, counsel, or
command another to ¢ mmit a felony-”
The books are full of passages which state
this to be the law. Fo.er in showing what
acts of concurrence will make a man a
princnpal, says ¢ he must be present at the
perpetration, otherwise he can be no more
than an accessary before the fact.”

These strong distinctions would be idle to
treason, at any rate they would be inappli-
cable, if they weret: be entirely last to the
doctritie of constructive pieseice,

Foster adds, (p. 349,) * when the law
requireth the presence of the accomplice at
the perpetration of the fact 1n order to rens
der him a principal, it doth not require a
strict actual immediate presence, such a pre-
sence as wenld make him an eye or ear
witness of what passeth.””  The terms used
by Fuster ate such as would be employed by
a man mtending to show the necessity that
the absent person should be near at hand,
althongh fiom the nature of the thing no
precise distance could be marked out.  Au
inspection of the cases from wiich Foster
drew this general pinciple will serve to il
lustrate it. - Hale 339. In all these cases,
put by Hale, tiie whole party set about to-
gether to commit the very fact charged in
the indtciment, or to commit some uther
unlawful ast, in which they are all to be
personally concerned at the same time and
place, and areat the very time when the
crniminal fact s commitied. near encugh to
give actual personal md and assistance to
the mnan who perpatrated it.  Hale ' p. 449
giving the reason for the decision in the
case of the word decree says *¢ they all came
with an ntent to steal the deer and conse-
quently the law supposes that they came all
with the intent to oppose all that should hin-
der them in that design. The original cae
says this was their resolution.  This .ppo-
sition would bea personal opposition.  ‘I'his
case even as stated by Hale would clearly
not compreliended any man who entered
into the ¢ mbiwation, but who, mstead of
going to the park where the murder was
committed. should not set out with the
others. shonld gotoadfferent park, or sheuid
even bse his way. Hale 534.

[T be coutimied.’)
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BY THIS5 DAY’s MAILS.

HALIFAX, August 28.

On Wednesday last, a court martial was
held on beard H. M. S. Belleisle, rear ad-
nural siv A. F. Cochrane, K. B. capt. N.
D. Cochrane, for the trial of Sfobn Wilson,
alias Fenkin Ratford (lately 1aken from the
American frigate Chesapeake) on charges ol
Desertion, Muting and Contempt,

It clearely appeared un the trial, thatthe
pristner was born in Londen—was a volun-
teer 1n the service—nad bcen some vears in
H. M. 8. Leopard, but last in the Halifax.
That, on the 7th of March last, the ship
being then in Hampton Roads, the prison-
er was sent with four ether men, under a
petty-officer, m the jolly-boat, to weigh a
kedge anchor, when, taking advantage of
the dusk of the evenmg, the men mutinted
upon the officer, and some of them threat-
éned to murder buin 3 but the rest interfer-
ing, they desisted-—and landing at Sewell’s
point, the five made their escapes A few
days after, the deserters were seen parading
the streets of Norfolk, n triumph,  under
the American Flag :=——One of them, I

send, asserted that he had no intention of
deserting, but was compelled by the others ;
and would embrace the first opportunity to
returd on board. At that moment the pri-

soner, Jenkin Ratford, toek the arm of

Saunders, declaring that ricither he nor any
of the others should return to the ship—with
a contemptuous gesture, asserted—that they
were then in the ZLand of Liberty, and in-
stantly dragged Saunders away* ; That the
prisoner had entered on board the Chesa-
peake—had proceeded to sea in her—and
had been found on board that ship, after the
action (by an officer of H. M .S, Leopard)
hid in the coal-hole.

A VJariety of other circamstances were de-
veloped in the course of theevidence. The
whole ot which tended to prove,. that altho’
Descrters from the American naval or mili-
tary establishrents had been readily given
up by H. M. ships on the station+ yet, on
the other hand, they had ever been refused
by the Americans, when demanded by Bri-
tish officers.

Two men had entered on board H. M. S.
Chichester : who, being demanded by an
American officer as deserters from their ser-
vice, were instantly restored, notwithstand-
ing they were confessedly Englishmen,—
But W. Phillips, corporal of marines, John
Mahoney, 37th regiment, and others, hav-
ing deserted from the Chichester, and en-
tered, with their unifirms on, into the
American service, were positively refused
to be given up to the British officers sent to
demand them. g

Afier a full and patient hearing of the
‘evidence on both sides, the court withdrew

for ubout half an hour ; and, on its return, |

the Fudge Advocate pronounced the senterice
Deuth!

* Application was then made to Lt. Sin-
clair, the American officer, at the Rendexvous ;
but awithout effect.

September 1.

The above sentence was carried into ex-
ecution yesterday merning, ata quarter past
nine o’clock, at the fore-yard-arm of his
majesty’s sloop of war Halifax—the ship he
deserted from—IHe was one of the four de-
serters taken out of the American frigate
Chesapeake.

NEW.YORK, September 13,
*Arrived,

Yesterday, the ship Robert Barns, Wait,
from Liverpool (mentioned in our last) in-
torms, that the ship Mars, of New York,
sailed August 2 : John and Alice, fi r Phi-
ladelphia, do. ; Alexander Hamilton, for
Savannah do 5 Hercules, and Abeona, for
Baltimore, do. 5 Chatham. Wasser, fr N,
York, the gth ;Caroline & Ann, for Char-
leston, do. The ship Phocion, « Stanton,
for New-York, in g days ; Ann, Flowers,
for do. in 8 ; Eliza, for do. in 5 days. Au-
cust 23, lat. 30, long. 38, spoke ship Ma-
ry of Newburyport, 29 days from St. Pe.
tersburg, for Boston. 3oth, lat. 44, lon .
55, spoke ship Philadelphia ; and the Brit-
ish brig Androm .da, 14 days from Wiscas-
cet for Whitehaven.

The ship Factot. Riddle, 30 days from
Greenock, with coal and dry goods.
Some passencers. Aug. 10 was boarded by
a frigate’s bat, and treated politely ; same
duy, sp ke the ship Jobn Adams of New-
Port, forthe isie of Mays ~24th, spoke ship
Nancy of Pravidence, 19 days from City Pt.
for Liverpool. 3oth, lat. 44, §8;long. 48,
spoke brig S ift, Mash, 42 days from Co-
penhagen for R Island who infarmed that
the British had got possession of e Dan.
ish fleet.  Sept. 6, spoke a ship from G t-
tenburg, for Boston, and a scho'ner, 6%
days from Lisbon, for Cape Ann. 10th,
ship Elissabeth, 57 days from Amsterdam  for
Baltimore. ¢

The ship Magnet, Burger, 55 days from
Liverpool, coals, salt, crates and dry go ds.
Sept. 1, lat. 41,7 long. 62, spoke ship Bru
tus of New-Orleans, oat 25 days for Eu-
rope—the day before, the Brutus sp ke the
ship Fanny, Galloway, from Liverjool [ r
New-York, having Icst here fore and mizen
masts—=sapplied her with provisions.  Sept.
9,. lat. 40, 39, long. 65, spoke ship John
and Alice, Taylor, 36 days from Laverpool
for Phila 5 and the ship Frederick-Augusta,
Potter, 33 days from Amsterdam for do.
10th spoke brig Nancy of Hartford, from
New.London, for the West-Indies, with
the loss of her masts and deck load return-
ing, Ang. ¥1, lat. 42, long. 36, spoke
ship Shefiield, 16 days from Norfolk for
Rotterdam.  Passenger, capt. Pigot.

The ship Devoticn, Noble, 64 days from
St. Petersburgh, hemp, iron, piecegoods
and tallow, Sailed from BElsineur in co.
with ships Edward and Charles, for Phila-
delphia ;  Ulysses for Boston; Moran-
da for do: ; and from St. P. ship John, for
Salem:; brig Fame, for R. Island ; Acorn,
Folger, for Lisbon ; Triton, 'Appleton,
for New-York., Left, brig , Hiteh-
cock, for New-York in* 10 days; ship
Messenger, arrived 2 days before from Phi.
ladelphia 5 ship , Gardner, from do.
8 days before. July a1, off Fair Island,
spoke ship Fanny Almira, Hicks, of New-
York, 30 days from Laltimore for Newcase
tle.

The ship Rhoda and Betsey, Terry, 40
days from Liverpool, coal. August 4, in
the Channel, spoke the brig Bedford, from
Liverpuol for New-York. August 29,
spoke a ship from St. Croix for Denmark.
Sept. 1, lat. 43, 15, spoke brig Concord,
39 days from Boston, and ship Nabby, Ri-
der, of Wiscasset, 20 days from Liverpool
for Norfolk-—had spoken the brig Bedford
the 26th for New-York-—had lost some of
her spars, but repaired the damage.

The ship Cincinnati, Matlock, 38 days
from Livgrpool, dry goods and coal. [ Ves-
sels left have been reported.] Off cape
Clear, spoke ship Alexander Hamilton, 3
days from Liverpool for Savannah.  August
16, lat. 50, 9,long. 23, brig Prudence, for
New-York: 3oth, lat. 43, 42, long. 51,
spoke ship Georgiana, 34 days from Am-

long: 8, 33, ship Fair, Trader, 44 day
from Tonningen for Philadelphia. 2d, lat.
42, 49, long. 58, 10, Jbrig Cynthia, 42

duys from Malaga fr Salem. 6th, lat. 43,

12, long. 61, ship George, of Boston, 43

days from New-York fir London. Same
day, schr. Betsey, 48 days frem Bilboa for
Marblehead 5 having on board the passen-
gers, of the ship Sheppardess. captured on
ber passage from Lon.on fo this povt. 4th
lat. long. 60, 40, spoke ship Presi-
dent Adams, Wood, from Liverpool for

. Boston, that sailed in co.

i Tlte brig George, Doyle, in 88 days from
New-Orleans, with logwood, cotton, leads
&c. August 26, lat. 25, long. §0, 40, spoke
schr. Dart, 25 days from Boston for the Bay

; of Honduras, had that day struck on the

! Florida shore, and unhung her radder,  29th,
lat. 28, 57, long. 78, 80, b'rig Susannah, Bis-

» sell, of New York, 4 days from Havanna

 for Savannah. Sept. 8, lat. 38, 42,long. 83,

i 42, ship Hebe, 86 hours from Philadelphia

; for Amsterdam. Passengers, Messrs. Lin-

tony, Wellman, Johnston, Buchan, M*Herony

and others.

The brig Prudence, of and from New-
Orleans, and 14 days from Halifax,logweod,
and dry goods.

The brig Bedford, Dunbar, 40 days from
Liverpool, coal. August 25, passed the ship
Nabby, of Portland, from Liverpool for
Norfolk. 8l1st, lat, 48, 53, spoke ship Fair
Trader, of Portland, 25 days from Tonnin-
gen, for Philadelphia, very leaky. Sept. 6,
lat. 43, spoke schooner Woodbury, Smith, 60
days from Lisbon for Gloucester.

The schooner Hamilton, Pierce, 65 days
from Cadiz, sherry wine. Left at Cadig,
July 12, the ship Globe, Flanders ; brig Fran-
cesy Dunlevy, of and for Philadelphia, in 5
days ; Eliza, Horton, for Boston ; Fuititude,
Boyd, of Wiscasset, for Ivelund ; Albatross,
Arnold ; Hope, Williams, of New.York, for
Ireland ; Harriot, Gardner, i Jersey,
Grabam, of Philadelphia ; Friendship, y
of Boston ; and John Adams. July 12 off
Cadiz, was boarded by the British frigate
Euryalus, examined and treated politely.—
August 2, spoke schooner Sally & Priscilla,
Parker, out 28 days from Norfolk, bourd te
Teneriffee.  15th, lattitude 88, longitude 40,
80, schooner Delight. 16 duys from Nantuc-
ket, bound te Bonavista. 17th, was bearded
and examined by the REoglish priva.eer
Harmony, and treated with much civility —
supplied ber with some wine ad lemn ons.
27th, . ship. Belle Savage, Joues, 50 doys
from Amsterdam, Sept. 2. spoke the barq: @
Two-Brothers, of New-Bedford, 12 duys
from New Yotk, bound to Antwerp, 6th,
spoke the schr. Trial, Harding, out 64 days
from Cadiz, bound to Boston, in a very dis-
tressed situation, having lost wnost of her
sails in a gale of wind -vessel in a very lea-
ky condition, and short of provisions, be-
ing on allowance—supplied her with scme
bread. Oth, spoke ship Frederick Augus-
tus, of Newport, with a number of passen-
gers on board. Same day, spoke the ship
John and Alce, from Liverpool, bound to
Philadelphia.

The English schr. itebecca, Ferguson, 7
days from wialifax, fish.

The schr. Hunter, Sneeden, from Rich-
mond, and 7 days from Noifotk, with flour,
September 5. off the Capes of Virginia,
spuke the sloop Semiramis, Slocam, 7 days:
from Rhode-Island, for Charleston,

Cleared, ship Resolution, Banker, Am.
sterdam 3 brigs Mary, Norton, Jamaica ;i
Charlotte, jones, Bermuda and  Turk’s
Iand ; schi’s Betsy, Gifford,  aAntigua 3
Augustus, Johnson, Bahamas ; Cornelia,
Bain, Charleston ; Huntress, Montgomery,
Philadelphia ; sloop General Hodgson, New~
bold, “utigua.

The ship Protection, Bearns, at Belfast
in 26 days from tlis port.

Llyd’s Lest, August 8.

At Gravesend, Ainerica, Congdon, New-
York ; Gulford, Baltimore. At Plymouth,
Minerva, Cleveland, Wilmington. At Biis-
tol, Johns, Robertson, Wilmington. At
Dover, Young Factor, Gault, New-York 5
Four Friends, Livington, Charleston ; Cors
nelia, Hatbaway, from Holland, for Si..
Michesls.

Below at 12, ship Fanny, Galloway, 49
days from Liverpool, with the loss of two
of her masts—sch’r Atlantic, from Curracoay
2 ships, a brig and several schooners..

The Pilot, a London paperof the 8th ult.
after publishing the president’s proglamation,
subjoins the following remarks v

Notwithstanding the adverse sentiments
which breathe throughout the above State-
paper, both in respect to the late aff.ir be-
tween the Leopard and the Chesaveake,and
other transactions alluded to in that docu-
ment, we are not wholly without hopes,
that with a spirit of conciliation, the mis-
understanding between the two governments
may be removed.  We are happy to see
that the door of accommdation is not yet
closed ; but that the American govern-
ment, which we learn from an article in the
Washington Federalist, was about to sengd
a schooner from Baltimore, with at extrom
ordinary minister to this conniry, for the
purpose of requiring explanation. s there:
a sound under-ta dingin ti.e conntry, which"
in the present position of sarrounding eir-

cumstances, can  wish f.r a- interroption

of the peaceable relations between the twa
governments.” :
Lowpon, AugustQ.

sterdam for Nerfolk. Sept. 3, lat 43, 3,

We insert somé extracts from the Am g
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