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Eatract of a ltier from the Secrctary of

Statey o James Munroey, Ksg. deted 5th
Janvary, 1604, relative to
menls.

We consider a neutral flag. onthe high ] S .
vwithout recurring to any teithunal whate- |

—assertsrrightto-scarch for: ond Sc'izc-h;n..J_.vu:.--«t.u_uxul-ninc_thu- crew of dneutral ves- |

sely to - dectde the mmportant question of

der 1t.

~own subjects s aifd under that cover, as

cannot but happen, are often scized and 3 their respectuive alleglances and to carry |

taken off, citizens of the United States,
and citizens or subjects of other neutral
countries, navigating the hich seas, under

the protection of the Aaerican flag.

Were the right of Great Britain, in this
case, not denled, the abusces flowing from
1t would justify the Uinted Statesin claime-

ang und expecting a discantinuance of its
excreise.
the best grounds.

But the rightis denied, and on

Although Great Britain has not vet a-

dopted, in the same latitude with most
other nations, the immunitics of a neu-
tral flug. shie will not deny the ceneral
frecdom ot the high seas, and of neutral
vessels navigating them, with such ex-
ceptions only as are annexed to it by the
law of natiuns.  She must produce then
such an exception 1n the law of nations,
An faror of the right she contends for.
But i wihat written  and received authos-
rity wili she find it 2 In what usage ex-
cept herown, will 1t be found ? She will
hind 1 both, that a neutral vessel does
not pretect certidn _Uhjtfctﬁ denominated
contrabund cf wur, including enemies
serving in the wur nor anrticles going into
a blockaded port. nor, us she has main-
talied, antd as we have .ot contested, ene-
my’s pronerty of any kind.  But no

where will ste find an exception to this:

freeduom of the seas, and of newtral Hags,
which justifies ¢ tking awayv of anv
Person, not an encmy, in military service,

found on beard a neutral vessel.

 If treaties, British s well as others, arc
to be consulted on this subject, 1t will
equally appeary that no countenance o
the practice can be found in them. Whilst
they admit « contraband of war, by enu-
reersting its articles. and the effectof a
Tral bluck.de by definingit, in no instance
do they affirm or imply a right in any so-
vereipn to enforée his claims to the alle-
glance of his subjects, on hoard neutral
vessels on the high scas.  On the contra-

Iy, whenever a belligerent claim agzainst

persons on board ancutral vessel, 1s refer-

«Ted 1o 1n treaties, enemies in military ser-

)

Vicejalone are excepted from the general

immunity of p-rsons in that situation ;

and this exception couflims the immuni-
ty of thuse wiig are not included in it.

- Itisnot than trom the lawor the usage
of nations, nor from the tenor of treativs,
that any sanction cin be dernived for the
Ppractice ig question,

not be pretended that the sovercignty of

any nation extends, in any case whatover
beyond its own domiuions, and its own
vessels on the high seas. Such a doctiine
would give us claiin to all nations, und
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Great Britain, on the contrary, |

And surely 1t wif]

l

more than anyv thing wonld countenaice |
the tmputation of aspiring to a universal |

empire of the seas.
admissible tro,as it would be applicable

It would be the less |

to times of peace, as well aSto times of

war, and toproperty as well as to persons.
If the law of allegiance, which is 2 muni-

~cipal law, be in torce at all on the high

seas, on oard foreigrn vessels, it must be
50 at all times there, asit is withinits ac-
knowledged sphere.

service of ull Lis subjects, it must he good
at all times, because at all times he has
the same right to their service. Waris

not the only occasion for which he may .
want their services, nor is external dan-

ger the only danger acainst which their

© services may be required. for his securi-

ty. Again, if the suthority of a munici-

pal law can operate on persons in foreign
vessels on the high scas, becouse within
the dominion of their sovercignthey would

~be subject to that law, and are violating

If the reason alledy-
cd for it be go d in time of war, namely,
that the sovereign has then a richt to the !

the law Uy being in that situations how'

reject the inference that the authority of

- ra_municip:-.:.l Iaw may L'qu:lll}' be cnl'urccd,
~-on board foreign vessels, on the high seas,

against articles of property exported in
‘violation of such a law, or belonging to

“the country from which it wus exported ?

And thus every ¢ mmercial regulation,
in-time of peace too, as ‘well as of war,

~would be madce obligatory on forcigners
and their vessels, not onlv whilst within'
the dominton ot the s'oi'ert'igli muking the
regulation, but In every s a, and at every
distance where an armed vessel mapeht
‘meet with them.  Another inference: de.-
" serves attentotrs— I the sabjects of on-

=

sovereign may b - tuken by force from the
vessels of ancthiery, on the high seas, the
ripht of teking thew when found, implies

the right of sewmching for them :

a, Ve Xd-

tion of commerce, especially in time of

peace, which has not yet been antempted
and which for that as w'?li as ot aerTeasons
- gnay be regarded as copftradict

ciple from which it-wéuld flow.

’
’

ing the prin-

o the rule v all cases 1s that the qQucstion

Taking reason and justice for the tests

of this practiee, it is peculiarly indefen-
stble ; brcause 1t deprives the dearest
rigghts of persons of a regular trialy to
which the most wconsiderable article "of
- property coptured on the high seas, isen-

utled 5 and leaves thar destiny to the
l will of an oflicery sometimes cruel, often
igeorant, and generally interested by his
want of marviners, in his own decisions.
Whenever property found in a neutral
vessel, 1s supposed to be liable on any
grounds to capture and condemnation, !

shill not be decided by the captor, but be |
tcarried before a legal teibunal, where a |
regular triid may be had, and where the |
captor bimselt is liuble to damages, lor

- an abuse ol his power.  Can it be reason-
able thary or justs that w belligerent com-
| mainder who 1s thus restricted, and thus

responsinle 1 o cause of mere property

that decision into Instant  execution, by

forcing every individual he may chuse
Into a service abhorrent to his feelings.

cutting him oft from his most tender
conncctions, expousing bis mimd and  his
person to the most huniliating discipline,
and bis life itself to the greatest danweers ¢
Reason, justice and humunity unite i,
protesting agalhist so CXtravagant 4 pre
ceeding.  And what is the pretext for it
It 1s that the similurity of langruage ana
of fiatures between American citizens
and Briush subjects, are such as not ea-
s1ly to be distinguished ; and that without

this arbitrary and summary  authority to

make the distunction, British stubjects
would cscape, under the name of Ame-
rican citizets, from the duiy wiich they
owe to thawr soverergzn.  Is then the dii-

hhcnli}' ! tiiatinguibhmg o mariner of e | - cossity for theirscrvices tnitme of war

country from the matiner ot the oL.e
and the
pood plea for relerring the question wiv .
ther he belongs to the one or to the olier.
to an wbitrary  decision on the spor, by
an interested and unresponsible oihicer
In all other cases, the ditficulty and  thic
lnportanec of questions are .considerad
a5 reasons lor requiving greater care an:’
formality inivestigating thom, und gre.t-
er security for a right decision on them.
1o say that precautions of this so:t are
incompatible with the object, 1s to admit
that the object s unjustifiable, sin-¢ the
only mwcans by which it can be pursucd

are such as connot be justificd.

The evil takes a deeper die, when

viewed inits practice as well as its prine- |

ciples. Were it allowable that  Britis!
subjvcts should be taken out of Americarn
vessels on the bigh seas, it mignt at leas
be required that the proot of their  alle-
ciatce should jle on the British side.
1'his obvious and just ruie s, however,
reversed ;5 and  every scamen on board,
though gotng from an Amnerican port,and
satling  under the Amevican i, and
sometimies even spealitng an idiom prove-
Iniy hitn not to be a British subject, i-
presumed to be such. uitdess shiewn to b
Americah citizen,

dignity  wuich
tered to her own subjects, and her o

ﬂﬂgi NUI' i."i rt lllk\ SR ufr:lin;ﬂ thie ri”‘hf
presumption along, which Is in faver o

the clilzenship corresponding  with the |

flag, thit the violence 1s committed. Not
unfrequentiy it tukes place in doflance of
the most posttive proof, certified in du.
form by an American officer.  Let it noy
be sutd, that 1n granting to American
seasnen this protecuon for their rights as
suchy the point 1s yiclded, that the proof
lics on the American stde, and that the
want'ul 1t ipthe-prescribed form justifics
the nference that the seamen is not of
American allegiance. It is distinctly to
be understood, that the cerlificate usually
called a protection to American seamen,
1s not meant to protect them under their
own, or even any other neutral flage on
the high seas.  We canneveradimity that
in such a situatior, any other_protection
1s required for them, than the neatral flagr
itself on the high seas.  THe document
1s given to prove thar real character, in
situations to which ncither the law of na-
tions, nor the law of their own country,
arc applicable ; in other words, to protect

them within the jurisdiction of the Bri-

tish laws, and to sccure to them., within
every other jurisdiction, the 1 hts and
immunities due to them. If 1n the course
of their navigation even on the high scas,
the document should have the effect of
repelling wrongs of any sort, it is an in-
cidental advantage only, of which they
avail themselves, and 1s by no means to
be misconstrued into a right to exact such
a proof, or to muke any disadvantageous
interference from the want of it.

Were it even admitted that certifica‘es

for protection might Ue justly required

tn time of war, from Awmerican seamen,

they. could only Ye required in cases
where the labse of time from its com-
mencement, had gi\'cn an o portunity
fur the American seamen to provide
themselves with .such a document.  Yet
1t is certaih that in“a variety of instances
scamen have been impressed from Ame-
rican vescels, on the plea that they had not
‘tils prool of ¢citizenship, when the dates
and places of the impressments d-mon-
s'rated the impossibility of their knowing
An time to provide the proof, that a state
of war had rendered it necessary. .

- Whether'therefére we consult.the law

of nations, the tenor of treaticsy or the

. - = '
&

. . e .- 1 . . - T . . »
ImMmborance uf Lils servy LSy it | the I”'Ljilf!i(:': ol 1he “l'li.l:ill nNDulicn, Wit

It inay safcly be at. |
firmed that this is an outrase wand an .
has no precedent, anhd |
which Great Britain woul | he “Inonge the
last nations in the world to suffer, 1t of- !

. r r
dictates of reanon and justice, no warrant,

no pretext can be found for the British

practice of making impressments from

American vessels on the bigh seas,
Great Britain bhas the less to say in ex-

cuse forthis practice, as it is 1 direct
- contradiction to the |}rint:1[1hﬂ on which

she proceeds inother cases. Whilst she

~<lums and scizes on the high scas, her
-own subjects voluntarily serving 1o Ame-

rican vessels, she has constantly  given,
when she could rive, us a4 reason fornot
discharging from her service Ameri an
citizens, that they voluntarily enguged in
it.  Nay, mo ¢, whilst she impresses her
own subjects from the American service,
althouyrh they may have been settled and
marticd, and even naturalised in the U.
States, she constantly refuses to release
from her’s American citizens impressed
iInto 1t, whenever she can give fora rea-

|- sony that they were cither settled or mar-

rred within er dominions.  Thus, when
the voluntary consentof' the individual fa-
vors her pretensions, she pleads the-—vali-
dity of that conscent. When the volun-
tury consent of ti.e jnarvidual stands in the
wav of ‘her pretensious, it goes for no-
thiug ! When marriage or residence can
be pleadedin her tuvor, she avails herselt
ofthe plea, Whon mariiage and  resis
denceyatdd even naturalization are against
ey o respect whatever s paid to either !
She takes by foree her own subjects, vo-
luntanly  serving in our vesstls.  She
Keeps by force American citizens, invo.
Vintantly serving in hers. More flagrant
1cansistencles cannot be 1 nagined.,
Noiwwithstanding the powertul motives
winch ought to be telt by the British »o-
vernment o rehinguish a practice waich
CXPOsSCs 1t to so many reproaches; 1 1s
toreseen that objoctions of different sorts
Wil bhe proessed on vou  You will be toid

ARe. . . : @
| tirst, ot the creat number of British sea-

men i tie American tradey,  and of the

il dangrer, Sceeondive ot the rightand
vespect to winat are called the Bittish ov
LBArrow seas, wihicre 1ts domain wonld b
zburaoned by the genced stipulation -
quircd. Thiidlv, of thic usy wuich weul
e made of such A sahretuary as tiet vl .\-
muericanvessels, for desertions, and trai-
lerous communications to Ler enhenii.s.
cspeclally actoss the channel to France.

Ist. Wautlt respect to the British  sea-
men serving in our trude, it may be re-
marked, first, that t' e number, thougl
considerableds probably Loss than moy be
supposcd.  Sccondly, that whut Is wrony
i tself cannot be  made right by consi-
ceraion of expodiency o1 advantage.
T'hirdly, that itis proved by the fact, that
the number ol veal Birtiah subjects gratned

by the practice in reqeisition, is ol 1 «oti-

st.l: rable importand ¢, even in the scale of
advantage.  T'he annexed reportto Cone-
wress o the subiect of imipressments,
with the cdditinn ol such cases as mav be
th the hands o, M Erving,  will vertly
toe.e renitk 1 IS uppﬁt:utiull to the plee
st wure The- stutement made by his
Drecece-soraucin, the last war; and which
s ul=0 annexed, 35 in the sume view still
T coeinslte. T'he statement con-
prehiends not only all the applications

!

taiaa Y Bitnata 0 e fost i stunce, for the

W oradacie of tienressed seameony between

Ui abtn 00 Jaae 1797, and Scenatember,
RO LGt yaany also which had been made
provions o L apency, by Mre. Pinckney
e My Ringoued which it wasn eesaary
lor bim to venew.  ‘These applications
therctore may firly be considered as eni-
bracing the greater part of the period of
the wary und os applications are knawn

to be protty ndiscri inately made, thoy

may tuither be considered as ebhracing,

1t not the whole, the far gecat-r pore of
theimpressinonts, thoseof British subjects
as wellas others.,  Yet the result exhibits
<059 cascs only, and of this number 102
seamien onlv, detuined as beilng British
subjects, which-is less than 1 20 of the
numbor napressed, and 1,142 discharged
or ardored to be so,%s not being—British

subjects, which is more than half of the

whole_number, leaving 805 for further

proofy, with the. strongeat presumption

that the greater prrt, if not the whole,were
Americuns or other Aliens, whose proof
ot ciuzenship had been lost or destroy..d,’
or whose situation would account for the
difficulties and delays in producing it. So
that it 1s certain, that for all the British

seamen gained by this violent procecding,

niore than an equal number who were not

so were the victims
ble that for every British semen so gained,
a number of others, less than 10 {or one,
must have beenthe victims, and it is even
possible that this number may have ex-
ceeded the proportion of 20 to one.

It cannot therefore be doubted, that the
acquisition of British sexmen, by these
impressmen’s.avhatever may be its ad-
vantage, 1s lost in :he wrong done to Ame-
ricans ignorautly or wilfully mistaken for

ritish’subjec s, in_the jealousy and ill-

. will excitedamong ull maritime nations

by anadherence to such a practice, and in
the particulur provocation to measures of
rearess on the part of U, So not less disa-
grecuble (o them than embarrassing to
G.Brit iy & which may threaten the good
inderstutdiug which ought to be faith.
fally cultivated by both. The copy ofa bill
biought inte Congressunderthe influsnce
of violations committed on our flag, gives
‘orceto this latter consideration. Whether

it will pass into a’'law and at the present’

segsion, is more than can yet be said. As
there s every reasotto believe that it has
been proposed with reluctance, it will
probably not be pursued into effect, if
any hopecan be supported of a remedy,by

4

itis highly proba-

|
|

1

. of this sortwould be tolerated.,

lan amicable arran

harbors or rivers of the country.

hations. |
~A’here is a further consideration which

~ought to have weight in this question.

Although the British seamen employed

i carryingon American commerce, be in
’ , - / a
- some respects Jost to therr own nation, vet

stch s the intimate and exXtensive connex-

~1onol this commmerce,direct and ercuttouss,

with the commcerce, the manufactures, re-

- venue, and the general resofrses ot the
Britsh nation that in other respects its
" mariners on board American vessels, may
Ctruly he said to be rendering it the most

valuable servees. It would not be extyrava-
ganttomake aquestion, whether G, Bii-
tatn wouldnotsutter more by withdrawing

hor seamen from the merchant vessdls of
the UL S. than her enemiles would sutter
from the addition of them to the crews of

her ships of war and cruizers,
Should uny ditticulty be started concer-

ning: seamen born within the Britsh do-
minions, and naturshzed by the UL S.
—sitice-the-treaty ot 1783, you may remove —

It by observing @ Firsty, that very few, if

any such naturalizations can  take place,
the law Liere l‘t:t'[uirlng A Preparatory rest-

dence of bve yearsy with notive ol the in-
tenttonto b comme a citizenentered of re-

coidtwo vears before the List necessary
formality, besiides a regular proot of good
moral character, conditioas nttle hkely to
b comphied with by orciney  sea-faning
Persons. Secondiv, that a-ot~continuance
ol impressments on the high scas wiil
preciude an actual. coalision  batweon
the tnterferiog claims. Within the juris-
diction of cach nation, and in thair ros-
peetive vesseds on thie high seas, cach
will «ntorce the allegiance which 1t clunms.
In other situations the mdividuals doubly
chamedy will be within o jurisdiction -
dependent of Loth natlons.

Ht_*tjmu”_r, The Bratish pretentions to don.
D 0Vt the BArrow seas are 50 ohsolete
and soae cnr-'l[}ll:, that Loty never “ O
have occurredas a probable objectionin this
CaSt, iflht'}' Lad not actually £ ustrated
an artanpement settlod by Mre King with
the Bostton mmstry on the subiyect of 1in-
prossments from Amorican vossels on the
high sceas. Atthe tnoment when the arti-
cles were expected to be sigrnedy, an ex-—
pected to be signed, an exception ot the”
varrow scas® was wrged and - nsistea on
by lord St. Viieent 5 and belng utterly
ladmissible on our part, the negociation
was ababdenhiod. Lok

The obection inatself has certuinly not
the shyntost foundation. The tume has
heen, mdeed, vihen l‘lﬂ;;lnmi not "'U!I]}'
claimed, Lut exercised pretensions scavce
I nferior to full sovereguty over the seas
surrounaitg the Beitish isles, und  cven
as far usCope D inistere to the south and
Nan Statet, 1o .\:HI'“';I}', to the north. It
was atitue, howevar, when re.son had
httle share in deternining the  law, and
the 1ntercourse ot nations ; when power
alone decrled questions of right, and
when the agnoronce and want of concert
among other marititne countrics facltlita-
ted such an usurpation. The progress of
civilization and information has produce d
a chavge In all those respects, and no
principle in the code of utlic law is at
present better estublisiicd, thun the com-
mon treedom of the seas beyond a very
It d distance from the'tertitories-wash -
d by them. This distunce is not, indeed,
fixed with absolute precision. It is varied
mm a small degree by written authorites,
and perhaps 1t moy be reasonably varied
in sone degree by local pecujiarites. But

the greatest aistance wlhich would now

be listened toany where, would make a

sniall proportian of the vurrowest putt of
the narrowest scas 1n quuestion,

\What are, in fuct, the preropatives
claimed and exercised by Great Baitain
over these seas ! If they were really a
pirt of her domain, her authority would

Le the same there as within herother do-

m.in.  Foreign vessels would be subject
to all the laws and regulations framéd for
them, as much as if they were within the
No-
Nothing
The only
Instances in which these seas are. diatine

thing of this sort is pretended.

‘guished from other s as, or in which G.

Britaln enjoys within them, any distinc.

t1on over other nations, are first, the com-
pliment paid by other flags to hers.

Se-
condly, tl:e extension of her territorial ju-
risdicticn In certain cases to the distance
of four leagues from the coast.
firstIs a rclic of ancient usurpation. which
has thus long escaped the correction,
which modern and more enlightened times
have applied to other usurpations. ‘I'he
precrogative has been often scontested,

‘however, even at the expence of bloody

wars, and s still borne with illwill and im-
paticnce by her neighbors. At the last

it was repeatedly and strongly pressed by
France
no remote day it will follow the fate ofthe

title of « King ol France,” so long worn by-

th.c Britsh monarchs, and at lehgth so
properly- sacrificed to the lessons of a
tugbanimous wisdom. As far as this
homage to the British flag has any foun-
dation at present, it rests merely. on long
usage and long acquiescence, wliich are
constried, asin a few other cases of ma-

rHime claims, into the effect of a general

though tacit convention.  Theseccond in-
stahice 15 the extension of the territorial
jurisdiction to four leagues from the shore.

‘T'Lis too, as far as thie distance miy ex- |
ceed that which is generally allowed, rests
on a like foundation, strengthened pep- !
haps, by the local fucility of smuggling,
and the peculiar interest which Great Bri-

taln has in preventing a practice of affect-

gement between the two

Ing so deeply her whole svstem n! rova.
ey commerce and manufactures ; whilut
the limitation jtselt 1o 4 leagues necessa-
rily implies thut beyond that distance no

territorial jurisdiction 1s assunedd!.
But whatever may b+ the ueotse o the
vialue of these preroratives over frazetse

Hags m one carvy ol within o linited

portion of these seas i another, 1t 1y ob-

vious vyat netther of them will be violate
cd by the ¢x mpuon ol Amcrican vessels

Aromy impressments, which ape No wise
connected with either ; hay e never been

made on the pretext either of wilhhr;h]in}r
the wonted Lhomage 1o the British ﬂap—:
or of sty ehng m o doflanece of l];-’ili_ﬁl
laws.,

This extension of the British law o
four leagues from the shore, i trfcrped
trom an act of [Lt:‘li;nna;:ll passcd i the

yearr 1730 9 (4, 2 c. 50 ) kg terins of

- Britain hevself,
~notonly a preference of a4 smuller ohject

rit_\'

This

] : and left of the MW
treaty of peace at Amiens, the abolition of

and 1t is not improbable that at -

timbered.

comimendation, willhear of a
applvin

which p;qnpl‘chul*tl all vessels forcien ag
well as British, It s possible |IU\{":TL'I',
that the tormer arc consiruciively CXCepi-
to be the case, vou will find vourselt on
better ground: than the concession here
macle. , |

With respect tothe compliment paid to
the DBuitish flag, it is also possihlc that
more ts here conceded tha youmay find
to by necessarv,  Adrer the prace ol 1783
this compliment wis peremptorily “with-
held by Frasce, in spite ol the ‘rt:fllf)ﬂ-
stratices of Great Britain; and it remains
tor vour enguivy, whether it did ot con-
tinuce 1o be refusdd, Ilutu':thst.amling the
fatlure at Amiens to oMtain fron, Cireat

CBrrain o formal renuneiation ofthe clatine

From every view of the sib) ct, 1t s
reasomable to expect that the vXeeption of
the narrow  seus, from the stipulafion
dganst impressments, will not be infl x.
Iy muintaine L Should it Le SOy, YOUur
negociation will e at aneind. “I'he v uth
1S, thutao preat a prof sition of ous trade
dircet & cir uitou, pagses throuish those
chinnels, and suchis its peculiar expo-
sure an them to the wrones practised, that
Wita such excepiion iy remedy waould
b very partiol, And vwe can never con-
sent to prichise u pattiul remedy, hy
::“uhﬁrmihj; a reneral el and by subject-
R 14 _tHlI‘St'h'L'h (O OUT OwWr r't-!}lrmci;u, o3
wellaa to thoLe of uthior nations.,

Third, It sppearsy as well by a letter
fiom Mr. ‘Thornton, in snswer to one
ftom ey of hoth wiid b coples are enrlgsa
cdy as from conversations with My, Mep-
Py that the facility whi-h would be siven,
ptculanly in the British ci.unnel, by the
nmunity claimed for American vessels,

1o the escape of traitors, and tie deserti-

o of uthers whuse services intime of war
may be purticularly import it to an ene-
my, lerms one of the pleas tor the Bri-

Ctish practice of exumining  American
- crews, and will be one of the bhjections to
~a formal relingaishmont of it.

Fhis pleay like all others, admits a solid
and satistuctory reply.  Inthe fiest place,
if it could prevail at oll agaimst the ney-
tral clatm, ot <oould authorise the seizure

, of the persons described onuly, and in ves.

sels bound to a hostile country only ;

~whereas the practice of Impressing is ap-

phicd fu persons, few or any of whom are
allegred to be of either descriptions, and to
vessels whithersoever bound, even to G,
In the next place, it is

on - one side o a oreater ohiect on the
other 3 but o sacrifice of righit on one side
to exvediency on the other side.

————

e . [ —

 SHERIFFALTY.

ENRY ‘I'R APNALL begs lr:a\'c. to in.

form his friends, and the voters of the

and conunty of Baltimore, grenerally, thas
he still coantinues to otter himself 4 candidate
for the office of Sheritl; and he aginrespecte
fullv solicits their friendship—and sufirage at
he ensuing election. '

—- i M T S A by -

_ HE fire proof WAREHOUSFE, on Bow-
ly’s wharf; Litely occupied by Mr. Richard

Nicols. For terms apply to

. WALES & CLOPPER.

Nov. 28 | ]

T . .,

- THE COMPLETE
VALENTINE. “’I(f[!‘ER,—
FOR BOFH-SEXES -
Cenratning vrtn of

VALENTINES

Far almest every Trade in Thawn and Coun-
rruy with Micir ansaers,

JUST PUBLISHED AND FOR

-- FRYER & CLARK,

Curpf:r of Second-street and Marsh-Matket.
Price 12 1.2 cents.

Februar. 4

To be Sold

And immediate possession given by the
| IFFERENT tracgsof Laxp Aying about

2 miles aboge Réister’s.town, tg the right

. listers-town road, namelyt
part of Copper-Ridge, Beet-Hall, Pnrk-l{afl.

| 4t

amproved with a two-story log tlwulling‘, nearly -

ncew, three apple orchards, & other frust trees,
and possessing several grood springs—the turn-
pike road from Reister’s-town to Hanbver rins
through the abeve lund : and iny undivided half
part of part of Nicholson’s Manor, the lutter part
purchased in Company ag tenantsin common &
not as joint tenants, with  Isaac Dickson, the
whole about 350 ucres.  For terms cr particue.

lars enauire of the subscriber, living about two

miles from the ety of Baltimore, on part of

Mount - Roval  truet, nearly adjoining  Moaunt
Roval Mills, ER :

Soutii-street, in the said city, . .

| ABRAHAM LARSCH.
1T A proportion of the above land is well

Septembre 4 T law

Wanted,

: WOMAN who is well acquainted with
house-work, and can give satisfactory re-

. gcood sltuation by
at this office, £ i,

| ,Fcimary 10
- T LU,
Ih”

i -|-":. i'

cd. Should youranguirics useort i HIRTY

SALE BY

orto WALTER ROE, Broker,



