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alliate his cwn é'vaﬁv:: ccr;dua.
iriy-t illings per cent. for the to-
ld‘mmdd-&hmpo;‘gf’ l::; mvglcrn:r before referred
B b frerwards difcovered that thers was
10, but having 2 i it Mo, S08 Y Ftl e
fomethicg "frc wh{;n was no: prized into the four
h«.‘éﬂ““f m?,f'ﬂ .avd which I fold at thirgg¥ive
hu}“fmh' l“;r:' this, with the charges cf over.
frlitogs pe; ‘C c'; “ht to Baltimore, reduccd the price
hacliag ans : 1):‘1" n ar cent. at which rate I
to acout tniry fn2hagt B By ofitive con-
fers'ed with Mr. Key. 1 v.n! draw no pofi -l ; .
Voiog from the falls above ftated, becauie | co not
dwo-nl know what pailed betwe:n Mr Key and
Stm;;rj'.‘s. (his remains for them to e At
;:I:'(im!‘t“.i; (rantattion was firit mc.n(io . M;’.
ke) Lad pewer given nie any explananon\ of 'E’ al-
i G prnmlfcd {5 to do, and as the tobacco
‘hwl‘i;mu in May 1783, ard Mr. Forbes had de-
W A e, Kev pave him an order for the to-
Gt L"‘“-‘k « that it was fhipsed fhortly after
bicco, ard knew that it was {nipped .
ohaeyet 1002 PIALT, and Mr. Koy fc&cgl moLtHs
i (0 wit, in Scptember ana Oaber, af-
b pet gippod the talacee, and zhat"l/.-:
ey witich implied that Mr. ey
Lejeved tne todacto td e tili in the warchoule;
ff;‘-.s Al Koy atlad underto 'k tu pay ior the tu-
E,;‘r‘), ‘al;d dicharged Mr. Forbes from ary cla:m
the ttate had ag Jnt him as the ﬁnvppcr of lhw_tab-.‘c-
o, I realiy did beieve that Mr. Key had uled the
v rwards intended to deceive
jts oBzer, and piocr ...tc‘payment. Wh?'h”..mty
cpinon was juit or not. ccpcndsy urea ns falct,
Did Mr. Iley give Mr. Forbes authority to .mp(:he
tobacco, or did he affent toitatany t‘.mcjbe,?re
he wicte the letters to me of Septemuer and Otto.-
ber? This f2&t is not recuced to certainty. Proba-
bly Mr. Forbes may think it o fuficien: concern-
sent 20 him 0 afcertain and fate it but I cannotre-
fiain from makisg fome remarks upon the {tate given
by Mr. Key, wrnick, inflead ot proving his perfect
inaocence, fvems rather to ccnﬁr'm what M. Fortes
always ailleged, From the cmiffion of dates, ard
the conciie marner in which Mr. Key flaes the fe-
veral tranizCicns, a pearfon unacquainted with the
fubjett would be induced to believe 2 very (hort
fpace of time intervened between the fhipping the
toracen and the final feitlement of the dufpute,
when, in truth, above eighte=n months elapfed from
the tune the ftaze’s property was taken to the time 1t
was agreed to be paid for; and every means had
been uied by the officerto have jultice donz the late,
and rot one eifétaal {tep had been taken by tne
perivn who proved ultimately to be the debtor to
ccme 0 a fettlement, although he had exprefsly
promifed that the moi ample fatisfaction thould te
giver, above twelve months before he thougiit pro-
per 1o advance toa fet:lement. Mr. Key alleges,
taat ke ofersd Mr. Forbes fime tobacco at Magru-
der’s warelioule in payment of a balance due him
‘cn a trbacco tranfadtion in November 1782, withe
cut fating any other intcrcourfe between them, un-
til after the tobacco was fhipped in May 1783
Mr K.y was a merchant, and had robacco tranfcc-
tims with many others as we!l as with Mr. Fortes,
who was alfo a merchant. Is it probable, at the
time referred to wien tobacco fold very freely, Mr.
Forbes fhould fuppefz that notes which Nir. Key
had offered him fix months before, were ilill his
property in May 1783 ; or, isit likely, that Mr.
Forbes kaviag refufed the notes would have or-
dered them to be fhippsd without previcufly con-
folting Mr. Key, or giving him potice alterwards,
Agaio, had Mr. Forbes inclined to have made fo
very tiee with Mr. Key, how was he to defcribe, in
his order to the infpector, the tobacco he defired to
be fhipped ? He did not know, according to Mr.
Key’s account, that thefe notes had ever oecen car-
ried to the infpector for the purpofe of having the
todacco reprized ; he then could only have wrote to
tae icfpector to fhip the tobacco correfponuing with
certain notes Me, Key had purchaled from the inten-
cant. Could the infpeltor have known what to-
ticco to have fhipped in cenfequence of fuch an
crder? How comes it that he fhipped only the 4
kozthieads of re-infpeéted tobacco, and left 2 hogf-'
heads of bad? Did the 4 hogfheads amcunt to the
balarce due by Mr. Key to Mr. Forbes? Do not
thele confiderations raife at leaft a very firong pre-
fumption in favour of Mr. Forbes’s affertion, that
h: thipped the tabacco with the knowledge, and by
the order of Mr. Koy ? Mr. Key ftates that, be-
lieving that the intendant wanted to make him pay
too much for the tobacco, he referred him to Mr.
Fortes for payment, at the fame time (as the miftake
had bappened from his not giving Mr. Forbes no.
tice thathe, Key, had relinquifhed his purchafe of the
tobacco,) he tock the irlt opportunity to affure M-,
Forbes, that ke hefd. himfelt bound to fecure him
from damage. Why did Mr. Key conccive the in-
teadan: wanted to make him pay too high a price?
Becaufe he demanded only what the tobacco fold
for? Why did Mr. Key refer the intendant to Mgr
Forbes for payment, and at the fame time give Mr.
Forbes the above affurance, and by thefe cvafions
kees the matter unfettled? Was it becaufe the in-
tendant might go out of ofiice about that ime, and
athers who fucceeded him might pog agjead to
the tranfaltions? Or what elle was the caufe?
But if nothing paffed between Mr. Key and
Mr. Forbes, except what Mr. Key flates, why
fhould he think himfelf boand to indemnity Mr,
Forbes ¢ Had Mr. Forbes, as he had refufed the to-

potive to me, to p

2iterwarcs,
- )
fared

s o

fiate’s tobacco, and at

baccd, any right lo expe&t that Mr, Key fhould in:
form him of what he afterwards dié¢ with it? Was
M:. Key in the lcaft to blame for not intorinirg him
that he had returned the tobacco? Would any man
ot common {enfe ever have thought of giving the in-
formation under fuch circumitances? Would rot
Mr Forbes have thought Mr. Key infane it he bad
wrcte him on th: fubject ? An obiigation to give the
information omitted, p-efuppofes the perfon to be in-
formed had at leatt an intere? in the thixg to be in-
formed of ! Bat according to Mr. Key’s ttate, Mr,
Forbes had refufeq to take this tobacco, arnd these-
fore had no interefPin it or any claim upon Mr. Key
to give him information on the fubje@t. | 2fk, if
any man, except Mr, Key, would tave thought
himfelf bound to indemnily a perfon who had ufed
tobacco uncer the circumitances ftated by Mr, Key ?

—Mecn in general would rather have refented fuch

an ufurpation of their rights, efpecially when it

tended to invelve them in difficulties. Does any

perion who knows Mr. Key, believe he is apt to fa-

ther the mittakes pf his friends at his own iofs ? If

Mr. Forbes had taken the tobacco without crders,

would vir. Key, afierthe celays which were praéliicd,

have agreed to pay the monev, knowing that Mr.

Yortes declared ke fhipped the tobacco by tis or-

cer ? If Mr. Forbes had committed fo egregious a

mittake as Mr. Ilcy fuppofes, weuld he not have

fettled the matter with the intendant, rather than

have an izquiry which muit end to his ditadvartzge?

Mr. Forbes never offered to fettle for the tobacco,

and rather than have dore it, would have gone into

a judicial inquiry. But it appeared to me tha: Mr.

Key withed to avcid this, and that the appreherfion

ot it procuced a fettlement ‘which could not have
been obtained by any other means. Upon the whole
of this tranfaction, I cheerfully fubmirt tothe puclic,
whether I had not at lealt probable grounds, to
fuppofc that Mr. Key had rot conduéted himfelf as
he cught to have done in the above affeir, and whe-
ther his publication has proved my opinion to be
groundlefs ; and clfc, whether I can be juitly charged
with attempting to take an ungenerous advautage of
his ficustion, in the feitlement of a claim in whica [
had no perfonal intereft.

To Mr. Key’s keen refentment of the fuppofed in-
jury dore him by the meafures taken to compel him
to account for the ftatz’s property, may probtably be
traced, his urfuccelstul attemgts and diltirguithed
a&ivity in the houfe of del-gates againft the late in-
tendart, and motives equally tonourable, and which
may be explained in due time, I have no doubt, go-
verced fome others,

DAN. or St. Tho. JENIFER..

Annapolis, March 7, 8786, c

TS

February 27, 17:6.

To be SOLD, by the fubfcriber, at his plantation

on Herring-bay, on Monday the third day of April
next, if fair, it not the day foliowing,

W F. L VE or fourteen likely heaitny negroes, con-

fiting of men, women, boys, and girls, one of

them a good blackfmith. A credit of fix and nine

months will be ;B:n, nd on intereft with approved

1e:ur*.ty./d;}/

By the PRESIDENT and DIRECTORS of

the Patowmack company, March 2, 1786,

R DER E D, That the fubfcribers and proprie-

tors of the Patowmack company pay into the
hands of William Hartthorne, of Alexandria, treafurer
to the company, ten pounds fterling on each refpective
fhare, cn or betore the fitteenth day of April next, and
the further {um of ten pounds fterling on or before the
fifteenth of June next.

The fuccefs of the work hitherto is ple2fing and en-
couraging, and the prefident and directors flatter them-
felves the tuture puntuality of the fubfcribers will ena-
abie them to procesd with vigour to accomplith the
purpofes of the inftitution. 1

7T he inattention of fome of the {ubfcribers to repeated
requifitions to pay in the two and a half per cent,
formerly ordered, and of fome to pay in even the five
per cent. fuft called for, will lay the prefident and di-
reétors under the difagreeable necefity of publifhing
their names and defauits, and proceeding to fales of
their fhares, and eventually to bring tuits for recovering
the balances that may be due agreeable to law, unlels
prevented by immediate payments.

By order of the board,
Vit

DAVID WEEMS.

JOHN POTTSH, jun. fecretary.
oA

St. Mary's county, February 21, 1786.

HAVE lately received a letter from Ergland re-

quefting me to make inquiry aftera certain THOMAS
Lowe, fon ot E/ward and Mary Lowe, of Maryle-
bone, London, who came to Maryiand about thirty-
five years ago, to fettle with his uncles Meflieurs John
and Robert Chefley ; therefore if the faid Thomat
Lowe be ftill living, he may be informed of the faid
letter more particularly, which, it is probable, may
be advantageous to him; it the faid Lowe be dead
and has lett heirs, they may be likewife informed
therewith, by applying to me. Should the afcrefaid
Thomas Lowe bhe dead withou®'heirs, I fhould be
thankful to any perfon, knowing the fame, to inform
me of the time and place of his deatb, that I may

lcquliw friengs of the fame. wé
/ /79 ZACHARIAH FORREST.
S March 6. 1786.
Tm S is to give notice to the legal reprefentatives
of the late rev. Mr. James Macgill, that the dif-
tribution of his perfonal eftate will be made at hislate

dwelling houfe, on the azft day of this instant, where
thofe concerned are defired to attend.

72 s KSARAH MACGILL,,aéminm:'mi-.

k)& e h . March 4, 1784

THE prefident and dire&ord of the Patcwmac

company are defircus ot entering into a‘contiact
for furnithing the hands employcd in carryingen the
woik at and below the Shenanduah with rations for one
year, each of which 15 to confiit of one and aha?f
pounds frefh mear, or one and a quarter pounds fait
beet, or one pound falt pork, ong and a hdlt pouncs
flour or br:ad, and thiee gills g:&fpin'tuous tiquer
per day, alfo onegiii of falt, ai ne of vinsgar pet
week to cach ration; that from the firtt ot Apiiito the
fifieenth of October the men are to be fuppiicd with
two thirds fait and one tricd freth, fiom the fiiteenthi
of O&ob:r until the firit of Januaiy three fourtrs rreth
and one fourth f{alt, and from the fift of January tor
the remainder of the year one hait freth and the other
haif falt provifions, and it is expefted the number to
be iffued will not be leis than two bundred,

Periors who with to contrat are to (end in their
fealed propotals to the board, on or before toe fifteznth
day of April next, when a ineeting at the coffce-houfe
in Alexandria wiil be held, and the contraét given to
him who engages to fupply themn on the loweft terms;
on hLis entering into Lond with fecurity for the pere
forinance ot 1.

And to enable the contrator to proceed in the bufic
nefs, a seatonable tum of money <n fecurity wili be ad=
vanced hum 1t Le d-thes it.

Q By order of the board,
/ﬂ F// g JOUBN PO Ts, jun, fecretary.

Newport, February 27, 1786,

WE hereby forewarn all perions fromg hauing
feans at cur fithing landings, huntifgg witnin

our enciofures, or fixing hedges acrois the runs of
water that pais through our lanas.

o’ﬂ/{ RICHARD MASON,
March 6, 1586,

JOHN CAMP3ELL,
W E defire all perfons that are indebteit to us in

WALTER WINTER.
current money, to make immediate payment,

thofe that neglest complying with thiggequety/piil be
fued without retpsct to perfens, {m
RICHARD and BENNETT ALL.
TWENTY DOLLARS REWARD.
February 22, 1736,
ADEL his efcape from Charles county gaol, in
the night between the iath and 13thinnant,
JosepH BraDsHaw, heisa native of this ftate, born
i St. Mary's county, avout thity or thirty.one years
of age, five fcet nine or ten inches high, fair com-
plexion, and thin viage; he was feyerally committed
for theft and murder; his clcathing=tXannot Jef.1ibe,
as tney were reduced to rags, Whoever apprehends
the {:i4 prifon-r arnd Srings Lim to the fubferiver thall
receive thie abcve reward.
Z FRANCIS WARE, fheriff,

— -

Miarch-7, 1785,

SWEEPE R,

ILL fand at Mount Stewart plantation, near

South river church, from the it <t April un.
til the firlt of July, and will cover ¢ pounds each
mare, and a dollar to the groom.

Sweeper was bred by colone! Sharp, and was got by
Di. Hamiiton's imported horfe Figure, which was bred
by the late duke of Hamilton, and got by Ins gray horfe
Figure, which was got by Standart ocut of Mariamne, a
daughter of Old Partner,

Sweeper's dam was got by Othello, fon of Crabb, his
grand-dam by Morton’s Traveller, wid¢h horfe was
bred by John Croft, ot Bartterth, in Yorkfhire, arrd
got by his noted horfe Partrer, out of a Blocdy Bute
tocks mare, the dam of Mr, Shaftes’s squirrel.

Sweeper's great-grand-dam was got by the Gedolphin
Arabian, To prevent trouble hereafter, no mares will
be covered unlefs the money iz fent with them. Good
paflturage for mares at three fhillings and nine-pence per
week, but will not be anfwerable for efcapes and otner
accidents.

Sweeper is th,c{? of manphood runners. 4N\ ..
W4 737 JOHN CRAGGS.

To B SOLD,

ART of atralt of jooo acres of land, all wood
P and well timbered, lying on Bennett's creek, in
Frederick county, Maryland; the land is weil adapted
to planting or farming, and is well fituated, being
about 10 miles from Frederick-town, 3o from Georgea
town on Patowmack, and about 45 from Baltimore,
The purchafer may fuit himfelf as to quality. One
half muft. be paid down. for the remainder credit will

be gived. Thofe inclined to purch w% pleafe to
apply to Mr. THouMas Brarp, living neir Queen-
Anne, in Anne-Arundel county, or Mr, JoHY BorD~
kY, near Chefter-town, Kent cocnry. é g
L R CROST RIS
ALMANACKS,

For the year of our Lord 1786,4
To be SOL D at the Poft-Office.

LL perfons who bave juft claims againft the eltate
A of the late lgnatius Digges; Efq; deceafed, are
defired to bring them in properly authenticated, and
all thofe indebted to the faid- eftate are requefled to

make fpeedy payment,
d MARY DIGGES, executrix,
- 1

rd
HIS8 is to give notice to all perfons who are in-
debted to the fubferiber, by bond, note, of opert

“ account, that unlefs they come immediately and pay -
off the fame, fuits will be ‘commiericed againft them vo -

March term, wishout refpeét to perfons.”
’Z‘ P JAMEs MACKUBIN,
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