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ENRY TRAPNAILL beps leave to ine

form his friends, and the voters of the

city and county of Baltumore, grenerally, that

he still continues to otter fumself a candidate

dar the oflice of Sheridl’; and he aguin vespect.

fully solicits their fricndship—and sulirage at
the ensuing election. ;

Febru.-.r}' 12. | i
To the Voters of the City and
* Countyof Baltimore.

'GENTLEMEN,

AVING been solicited by a number of

my friends in the city and county, to ofier

Tnyself a candidate for the office of SHERIFF,

at the ensuing election, and teeling a consci.

ousness thut 1 possess the necessary qualifica-

fions to discharge the duties attached to that

-office, I now come forward and respectfully

.o solicit your votes and interest at the ensuing

election ; assuring you, that, if I should become

your choice, I shall make every exertion to

" discharge the duties attached to the ofice with

 punctuality, integrity and humanity, «s far as

ma) be consistent with the interest of those
whom I may have the honor to serve.

‘ JOHN KERNS.
February 12. d
Sale by Auction. .

| ON TUESDAY, L )
The 4¢: March, at 4 o'ci/ncé, o1 the premises,

il Le gold, on terms that il then e made

Anosan, -

A convenient Two Storv BRICK HOUSE
and LLOT, i'n. 122, Bond.sti;vet.

| VAN WYCK & DCRSEY, Auct’s.

February 28. |

. ' A Saddle was Lost

ROM tie back of ahorse running from his
ownacer, about Y days since. It was nearhy
new and had plated stirrups. A reward ot twa
dollars will be given to the finder, on leaving it
at the Indian King tavern, Water street,
| February 28 d4t

. A Convenient Houfe and Store

b O LET, enquire at No. 110, Market.
L . street, flve doors from the corner of
Calvert.strect. -

February 28 d6¢

Ben & Geo. Williams.

‘OFFER for sale at-No. 3, Bowly’s wharf,
80,000 lbe. green Coflee
45,000 lbs St. Domingo Cocoa ~]
110 bales Iniia Goods, consisting of
Gurrahs, Cossas, Lawne, Baftas, Sannahs,
Blue Gilla, Sooty Roma), and Fennclsoy,
Handkerchiefs, Red and Blue Custalis,
4 Blue Gurrah:, Blue Guineas, Chliecks,
% Pmim, &c. &c, ‘ "
600 pieces Russia Duck ~
- do** Ravens do.
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oo . 208 bags Pepper
AT 20 S 500 barrels Pork
3 50 do. Beef
¥ 300 kegs Lard

250 boxes Mould and Dipt Candles
- 20 hhds. N. E. Runm |
1 40 barrels do
. 10 pipes Brandy
¢ 20 chusts Hyson Tea
.80 tons Pig Lead
! 50 tons Russia Hemp
February 27 d3t2awt®

India Goods, &c. &c.

Ler last arrival, via Pliladelphia,

20 bl s, consisting of Check, Gilla & Sooty

Romalls, Blue Guriahs,
LD o o - Also on ;mnﬁ',

Flunders Shettings,Listadoes; Cliecks No. 2
Creas Bretagnes, Puryums Cossac, &c. by the
package, and entitled to drawback.

COPLE & BROTHERS,
No. 202, Market-street.

N. B. They will sell a very valuable saddle

and haruvess HORSE.

" February 273 | dBt

Tortby of Attention !
PERSON possessed of one of the best
Stands in this city, is about removing

from here and will dispuse of his present Stock
of GROCERIES and LIQUORS, on accom-
modating terms. The person purchasing can
have the store on a moderate rent. - )
- N. B. Itis well worth the notice of anv per-
son wishing to commence the above business.
For particulars enquire of the primter.
February 27.

(BY PERMISSION. )
AP ¢ i ¢ (o 1/  ididn g
g : S now ready for Exhibition, which the citi.
' | zens of Baltimore are invited to view as a
curiosity, which surpasses every thing that has
ever attractetl the attention, or commanded tlie
admiration of our Western Hgmisphere. The
scientific and mechanic.l will find ample field
for speculation The curious of every descrip-
“tion, will find wherewith to gratify their curi-
o . osity,*excite their ustonishment, snd command
- _their attention. The pfoprietor intends, for
¥ the accommodation of the Ludies amd Gentle-
g men, toeshibit from 10 in the moming till 9 in
; the evering, at No. 94, Market-street nearly
,  oppasite. Soutli-street; . | |
e Admittarce for grown persons, 50 ccnts,
T A Children half p.rice. ~
" "~ February !5 :

Nautical Almanacs,

ﬂ “ FOR 1806 AND 1807. iy
- B‘EQUISITE Tables,Heatht :’slatest charts,

d4t

X% -‘t."tf’*"'ﬁiwﬁ‘i:{r’_ ﬁ"'tﬂ?":* 2

Loz r, Gunter’s box.wood scales,
28 D"ngtc?: seamen’s journals, cargohooks,
*  Hamilton Muore’s s: stem of. Navigation, coast-

Ing Filot, with a general vanety of  °

- gt STATIONARY and BOOKS,
o . Now received snd offered for sale on the
Y *lt_:nire:j. terms,

A .
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s by the subscribers.
“IH _. ~ Alsn just recerved, ;
@~ - Yleetwood hy Godwin ; The Children of the

= Abbey, bvMrs Hozch, with a vaniaty of othier
. /mew. publications ; likewise, new Plays, Song-
b« ./ Books, & ory-Books, &c. a fresh collection, kept
‘. -/« aodfor sale by | - i |
E . . WARNER & HANNA.
’ February 23, N d4a
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Congress,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

1 I'ripay, February 21.
Debate on the bill from the Senate, firovid-

tng for the fruyment of the witnesses on
the trial of Samuel Chase.

In committee of the whole—=DMur. Gregg -

in the chair.

Mr. J. C. Smith said, at the close of the
last sesston, a bill providing for the pay-
ment ot the withesses on the part of the
United States had gone from the House
to the Senatey, & had been disagreed to by
theme  The Senate “on  thelr part, had
passed a bill providing for the peyment of
all the“witnesses, to which the House had
disaggreed. A conference had taken place
oh the disagreeingr votes of the Ilouses,

and the Lill had been lost trom a want of

concurrence. The conseouence was, the

withesges still remained uncompensated ;-

some ol whom have sustained heavy ex-
penses.  Petitions received this session
from several witnesses on the part of the
prosecution, had been referved to the
comynittee of claims, who had veported «
bill, which was the same 1n sabstance v ith
that adopted by the House the last sessi-
on ; the committee not considering them-
sclves at liberty to depart from the princi-
Ple then established by the House.

It was for the House to decide how
long this unprofitable contest | for unpro-
fitable it surely was to the witnesses)
should be kept up. M. Smith ssid he
was not disposed to go into a consideraii-

‘on of the question, whether the expenc. s

of an imprachment should in all cases be
mncurred by the government.  He would
bively observe that the Senate had been

i
e

=

seen, and le had examined all the do-
cuments ‘oy the subjéct, he hud found no
data upon which to determiune what wit-
nesses had been summoned on one side

or the other, unless from the recollection |

of gentlemen, by which he supposed the
House would not consent to be woverned.
W hen the question was befere the House

i

t
I

the last session, he had expressed his

doubts - whether they ought o pay the' ‘ _
witnesses of an accused man, whether he | bear, the burthen. It was not in reference to

was acquitted or convicted ; but he was |

now cohvinced that until Congress passed
a luw, prescribing how witnesses are to
be pald, they were bound to pay them.
No such iaw kad been passed.  He would
ask gentlemen Jearned in the law, whe-
ther a witness on the part of Judge Chase

could demand compensation from huin ?

H.ve we passed any law, prescribing how
much shall be paid, or how 1t shall be
done ? No such law has been passed.

Mr. A. said he thought gentlemen were |

carrying their prejudices too far in this
instance.  He had voted for five out of
ctght of the articles, but the Senate had
acquitted him of all of themn. " He was
contented with this decisiony and so far as
he was acquainted with the sentiments of
those lie represented, hie believed they too
were satisfied. It was not now a questi-
on how  this principl€ should be settled.
If o meneral law were brought betore them,
there was no doubt, but, that if a man o
conducted Liimself as to bring himself to
a triuly, he should pay hisown witnessces,
provided such law declared how much
they should be pand.  “The hon, Speaker
had said there was not a state in the union
1n which the witnesses ofa person indict-
ed and acquitted were paid by the state.

unanimous—andtthe House stiould ad:
here to the ground they had taken, no

compensation would be allowed the wit-
e SSes.,

He submitted 1t, whether under
these circumstances, it were proper to

Keep up such a confliet. | It had so hap-
pened that many of the witnesses, sumn-
moned by the accused, had been used by
tie managers, and the process of sum-
mening them hed been siv.ilar on both
stdes.
to provide fur the expences incurred by
the managers.
proposed an amendme:it, he sheuld tiink

In the billy theie was an oniission

If no other gentleman

Mi—Alston—satd-hebeheved-in—Virginie
wheth a-man was indicted and acquitted,
he was not subjccttu the payment of costs.
If this were true, one state at least, and
that the largest in the union, had set a
alfferent ex imple, & 1if prec alent was en-
ttled to anyintluence, 1t was against the
Mr. AL suid this however had
nu weight with him. The great objerti.
O wit him was that they could not dis-

L ‘ .
] JI‘ -:l‘l"ltl -

criminate the withesses ol the U. States

froin those o!f the accused, and 1f they

could ascertain them, there was no Jaw
preseribing how the latter should be paid

|

it his duty to offerone. providing for these
hoped the committee
Some rentlumen
might think, by agreeing to it, they evir-

expenses. lle
would a: reeto the bill.

ced an opinion of the guilt or Innocence

ot the accused. But such
not be viewed in this light,

the accused.

a taxation of costs by the court who sat
on this occasion. e
Mr. Macon, with the view to try the
question, whether the House would agree
to pay all the witnesses, moved to insert
aiter the word witnesses the words—* on
behalf ot the United States.” He said
the history of tlis business given by the
gentleman from Connccticut was correct.
T'he accused had beenacquitted by .a con-
stitutional majority, consisting of a mino-

a vote could

T he House
had exercised their constitutional riglit by
voting animpeachment, while the Senate
had exercised the same right in acquitting
The same body who hal
acquitted, had sent down this bill, involv-
ingr thelr opinion that the propousod com-
pensation to witnesses was right. . Indeed
+he considered the bill from the Senate as”

Ly the accused.

Mr. Tackson bLelieved Congress bound
to render compensation to the witniesses
on the trial of Judge Chase, on the ab-
stract principle of justice and right, as

well as from precedent and practice. The

argument of the Lonorable speaker mili-

tated ogaingt the inference drawn by hin,

He says the accused may multiply wit-

nesses 1o such an extent, as to defeat o
prosecudon. Ifthe propo-sition, however
be exanuned 1t all its bearings, it will be
found to operate most sev. rely, and al

most exclusively, on the man impeached
by the IHouse of Rcpresentatives ; no
matt. r for what tause, or whetl.err he 1s
guilty or innocent. It the House are
determined to destroy him, it 1s only ne-
cussary to vote an impeachment, which
will 1impose upon him a ruinous burthen.
Mr. J. suid he didnot apply these remarks
exclusively to the tmpeachment of Ju.lg.

Chase, The-journalsot the House wouls
shew that he was In favor of his ime
peachmont.  Buatas he had been acquit

ted by the constitutional tribunal, clothed

rity of the Senate. It was not, he beljey- | With authority to pronounce him - guilty
¢d, the practice in any criminal court, of | oV Innocent, th: dernler tribunal consti-

any state in the union, for withesses sume.
moned by the defendant, to be paid by
the state. - The states 1n many instunces,
pay their own witnesses, where the per-
son accused 1s not convicted, but with res-
pzct to the conflict between the two
Housces, he was convinced the decision of
this House was correct ; and that.it ac-
corded with the general usage throughout
the United States, It there-was un ex-
ception, he did not recellect it It was
true that one or other House must give
way, or the bill wotild be lost. He would
much rather, that it should be rejected by

the disagreeing votes of the two Houses,
If

than it should pass as it then stood.
the Senate had offered this bill, it is ¢qual-
ly true that the grind jury who make a
bill, have refused 1t. T'he two Houses
stood on the same ground. - One are the
tiiers, and the other the hearers.

an impeachment, the impeached may run
the expences to such an amount as to
prévent a‘trial.  Why pay the expences
in this case, if not in any other ?  Shall

-they be paid because this manis a judge,.

and not a man arraigned belore a judge ?
When a juage is tried he deserves no
more indulgence than a private individual,
and though he 1s acquitted the acquitul is
not such asto convince the natjon, or any
nther body of men, that he is innocent.
It was not that kind of acquital which an
honest man would. wish,

obliged to pay the witnesses he has cho-
seh to summon ! Beheving, as he did,

the man guilty, and the charges in many

Instances, supported, the payment of his

- e

o
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o
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If
Congress agree to pay all the expences of

tuted for suchmeus s, he did not consider
hinisclf justified to say, after their decisi-
on, that he was guilty. He held him-
self bound by the judicial decisions and
laws of the country, thoujh as an indivi-
dual, he might dissent from some of them.
The Uuited States might, in case a per-
son acquitted on un impeachmentis coms-
pzlled to pay his witnesses, multiply
charges embracing the whole life of the

- accused, and tracing him from the dis-

trict of Muine to Georgia, 30 as to com-
pel him, in order to refute the charges, to
adduce ten times as "niany witnesses as
would otherwise be necessary.  Lhe true
rule i, that the court shall decide what
witnesses are proper to be taxed in the
costs, and what are not. The Senate,
who in this instance are the court, have
decided that all shall be taxed. They
were perfectly competentto decide, whe-
ther any witnesses of the accused were

brought forward without sufficient cause, .

or whether they were essential to the de-
fence. It is anifest by the bill under
consideration, that they have made tht
latter decision. The gentleman {rom N

It was consti-
tutional, but not by a majority of the Se-

nate. Are we, under these circunstances,-

Carolina 1s correct in his statement of
precedent.  The uniform course in Vir-
ginia is to tax the attendance of witnesses,
who are paid out of the public treasury—
and those on the patt of the defendant on

- the same way.as those on the part of the

prosecution. This practice has bevn ex-
tended so far as to embrace the payment
of witnesses from another state.  In a

late case, although as far as the opinion

wittiesses appeared to him a very strange

thing.

uiston, but he could never consent to
the witnesses of the accuscd.

"Mr. ALsToN said the amendment yent™
to try the question, whether the House

would agree to pay all the withesses suin-
moned on the trial of Judpge Chase. Be-
fore it waus made, the hon, Speaker ought
to have told the louse whether they
could determine which witnesses were

In this, as in every othercase, he

was willing to yield to a censtitutional de- . a0 individual is convicted.

Py

t
!

summoned on the part of the Uniied-

of the court could go,a man was declared
guilty of the crime  with which he was
charged, yet the jury having pronounced
him innocent, a witness on his part, brot’
from Kgptucky, was paid out of the puh-
lic treasury. ‘T'his is not thecase where
If he possess

sufficient property, that is answerable for

the exnenses, -

The Senate undoubtedly possess th?:r'ight to
- say whether the witnesses ad lu_ctd are neces
sary ; dnd if in any future cuse, impraper: wit. .

nesses shall be brought forward, they may re.
fuse to tax them. This bill dovs not provide
for all cases of immpeachment, but is confined to
the case of Samuel Chase. Mr. J. said he
would submit whether it was propcr «r _ms:l:[:
compel men at xpreatexpense to attend at the

-scat of guvernment in an inclement acason of

" ] '

States, and which on the Part of Jﬁdg:_‘ﬂ:e year, without giving them a cdmpensation.
Chase. Fom every thing which hehad | If a lawhad been previously passed,

! bet evioL Yrcscrib-
ing that the witnesses of the accused should

be paid by him, they would have required some
assurance from him.  But as o discrimination
had been made between the witnesses, they
came forward tn full faith that the povern.
ment would alluw them a liberal campensation,

Mr. Nicuornsox said he had but a fisw ohser-
vations to make on this subject.  Indeed indis.
position disabled him from making manv., He
considered this bill ascaleulated to establish a
great principle ; a principle whether in all ca-
scs of impeachment the United States are to

an individual that he was induced to advocate
the amendment of his honorable friend, the

Speaker, but becuuse its eliegt would be to es-

tablish a principle that would hercufter JOVET
in similarcases. 1t the principle were  estab.
lished that in all cases of impeachmnent the gro)e
vernment 13 to bear the whole expense, it will
put it in the power of the individual impeached,
to increase the burthen to any extent he plea-
ses.  And whenever a manshall be impeached,
base enough to hate the government under
which he lives and holds an office, in a case
which requires but two witnesscs, he muy
siummon two hundred. This bhill will establish
such a principle, and we shall in all future
cases be told, that the witnesses of' the accu-
sed were paid in the case of Chase. It was for
this reason, Mr. Nicholson said he advocated
the amendment, and toconvince the individual
that subjected himself to an impeachment, that
he-must sutier some pains and penalties. For

it was not to be presumcd that the House of

Representatives wonld impeach any manunless
there was sntne color forit, some reasonto in.
duce the nation at large to believe him  ruilty,
Animpeuchment speaks the language ofthe na-
tion, expressed through their representatives;
and whenevera m.nin offiee so conducts him.
s¢lfas to make the nation believe him . guilty,
it was not desircable to the protection held out
inthe bill, particwlarly when a mujority in the
other branch also believed him guilty,

But gentiemen say, thisis not the practice
in the stawe conrts ; and we are told in Virginia
whena manis acquitted, the state pavs the ex-
pence of lus witnesses, Mr. N. said this migh

them point to the law which authn=isee enei o
recovery. Wuil they suy it can Le fiad g ler
the common law ! A majorsty of this Hovse
will nut bear them out in the ‘.'H'_.l:{l.lmq-nl_ Feor
itis a standing principle with us, that the com.
mon luw is not in forege 1in the vomts of th e
Uaited States. But put this obyection aside ;
how mnch shadi they recover ? .
law fixinge their per dica allow aice ?
s a perfect chasm on the snnject,

Mr. K. repeated that his opinion was gFoverne.
ed by the lwruliar circustances of the cone -
by the omission of the Senate to insert i tlu;
subpoena, on whose siude the Withceyseg \,
summoned, or to provide for muaking unv ye.
covery from the accused ; or how much, and
where the recovery should be made. He con.
sidered the watnesses summoned, awiy,. tothis
omission, as being without a remedy, {rog
which resulted the obligation un the'p:.rt of
the povernment, as they made the O SSion
to provade a remedy.  The gentleman fm:r:
a\l:u'}'l;uul, 1) nu!iring the obuervations rel
to the practice of Varginig, stated, thut if a §1e
milar reciprecity eisted on nnpeachments, g
objection to this bill in wile or in Parctwould
be done away.  Mr. E. said, in his opmion, this
observation fortiticd the ground hie hud taken.
It there were 0o recipro ity in this case, it way
for want of a general proviston. Let us then
pass a law muking this provision, and let it
operute in all future cases. ‘I'his would be
t*quitahlt. But the want ot ruci;u-ncitv, which
arose with themsclves, wus no croumd for omit.
ting to make the only provision fir the witness.
es which the case wllowed,  When it tie last
SCSHION, N consequence of the disugrecing
votes of the two Louses, Cottice of um:
teronice had been apbeinted, Mr K. soid Lie 1ce
cobiccted that a astitpu shed memocer of the
other branch, now absent i consequence of an
uniortunate acendent, tank thie o und —that
the subpocna did not cistinguish on which side
the witnesses were swunmoned, and made a praoe.
pousition that the bill should be so mocified as
Lo pl;u‘t: the alihrwancee made to Lhe u'itnt'!hel
of the respondent on this Pt cubar grroundd. [hie
propusition aut not then obtain, but Mr. Larly
saltd he was st tor tuking such a course. e
hoped the amendiment of the honorable Speake
vr wotla not prevail, in which case he would

There

48
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it was not so, however, in the conrts of the U,
States.  Any yrentleman who doubted this, haa
only to referto the treasurer’s accounts since
the government had been in op2ration, and hi
called upon uny such centleman to shew a sin.
gle charge for witnesses in cases of acquiit.l
It 1s nut the practice in England, nor could it
betmade to appear by any document extant, that
the witnesses summoned by. Waurren Hastings,
though he was acquitted, had been paid by the
guvernment. HBut admitting, for argument
sake, the practice to be sucli in the United
States us it isrepresented to be in the courts of
Virginia, would that meet the present case?
No. In Virzinia there was a reciprocity:
There, if a man was convicted, he paid all the
costs, and if acquitted the sate pavs them.- But
in the United States do we inske the convict.
edpay the costs? Had the accused judge
been convicted, would gentlemen advocate liis
paving all the costs? No. In that case, he
wonld have been Scot free, as to the payment
of money, though he might have sunk in repu.
tation. In Virginiathereis a reciprocity. The

convicled either pays the expences of the pro-

secution, or goes to gnal. Whereas in this case
the United States are called upon to bear the
whole burthen. When Judge Pickering was
convicted, was he called un tupay the cliargaes
Such a thing was not then dream’t of. It was
then eonsidered properthat the United States

-should pay their own witnesses The argument

therefore fails. The only objection of any
weirht is that raised by the gtndﬁm:n from N.
Carolina. It is said to be impossible to discri-
minate the witnesscs. The gentleman says
that he has examined the journals of the Se

nate, and cannot find any diserimination. But

‘has he looked at the journal of impeachment ;

ed the fact, Mr. Early

wilere 1t appears tliat such witnesses were
sworn on the part of the United States, and
sitch on the part. of the uccused. Besides if

this evidence were not on the journal, itaguuld

be got frem the parties themsclves, who could
sweir they were suinmoned on the part of the
Unitrd States, or the defendant. This was
a common thing in the courts of Maryland, and
Mr. N. supposed it was Lkewise s0 in other

courts.  He concluded by expressing a hope
that the amendment would be aduptti

Mr. Early said it was his misfortune the last
session to differ frum a majority of the House,
and his present upinion was what it then was.
His opimion was not founded either on general
principles, or on the practice of the several
states, or United States’ courts. It was found-
ed on the peculiar circumstances of this case.
Some of these circumstanges had already been
stated by gentlemen; but there were somé
important points of view in which thev might
be considered, which had not been noticed. It
was true, as had heen stated by the gentleman
from North Curolina, that it could nrot be djs.
tinguished which witnesscs were summoned
on the part of the prosecution, and which on
the part of the respondent, from an omission
by the Senate, when they prescribed the form
of the subpocna, to distinguish; as'it is usual,
for which party.it “was issued. This fact was
abundantly proved by the form ef thc sub
How, then, were witnesses to kiiow that they
were summoned on the part of the United
States or the respondent! They could nat
know. There werc no circumstances by which
thev could acquire such knowledge. The par-
ty did not serve.his subpoenus in person, but
they were all sent to the marshal of a given
state. A number of them were taken out in
blank, and sent ¢o the marshals by post. The
gentleman from Maryland has endeavored to
obviate the force of this fact, by inferming us

that a discrimination may be made, by the cir- ~port-them.

cumstance of the fact on which side the wit-
nesscs were sworn. True; but no gentleman
knows better than himself that the witnesses
summonecd on one side were in some instances
sworn on the other; and he would call his re-
collection to the testimony given by Messrs.
Tilghman and Rawle. |

(Mr. Nicholson here explained, and contest.

agreed that these two

witnesses had been summoned both on the part

of the pmsecution and the respondent.) ,
Mr. Early said whetherhe was correct or not

as to the particular cases he had alluded to, he -

was not mistaken as to the ral fact. The
gentleman from Maryland, he said, had endea-
vore:l to obviate the force of this argument in
anothiér way, hzyfcpmcnting that the witness.
es might be called on to swear on which side
they were sworn. But this could not be done,
but by the passage of some law on the subject.
There was no authority which would justify the
secretary of the Senate in'demanding siych an
oath, andif-the circumstance could be proved,
there was no power, under any existing law, by
which the witnesses could recover a compen.
sation for their "attendance. They were com.

pelled to attend—<DBy whom?! By u branch of

indemnified ?

can recover fromr the respondent !

this legislature, on'pain of imprisoament jn
case of disobedience. Whence shall they be
Will any gentieman say thev

1f 50, lct

pocna.

*pense of Archibald

the cause of it I neverdiscovered.—

in seven months ,before my; s

move, by vay ot hreamble to the bill, what
would place the allowance on the peculiarp

ground he had statad, and thus remove the ob -
jectiuns of tite Speaker. ;

M. Nicholsen made some explanatiun of

whut he had previously stated in regard to the
pracucce of courts, and obscerved that a witncss
summoned on one side was nat permiitted to be
swaoern on the other, uniti! he had been ﬁrcvit)us-
ly examined by the party summoning Lim., He

also passed over the jowrnul of impicachnient,
to shew that the witticsses on the part of tha

prosecution had all been exumined in the first
instance, with a few exreptions, whi.h were
speciatly noted beture those on the part of the
respondent were calledd,

_ Mr.Smilie, being of opinion that the ques.
tion was uot ripe for decision, moved that the
committee should rise and ask leave to it
agraii,

‘This motion having prevailed, the committes
1ose, and the House wdjourned.

R———— e S
NEW-YORK, Fobruary 26.

It 1s said a schooncr has arrived ut Duxe-

bury in 50 days from Livorpool—if 0,

news may Le expected by this morning’s
mail.

Tne BriTisi Navy.—The tota] nume-

ber of ships ot war now in cominission
aniounts to 734, Of these 129 are ol the
line 5 19 ure from 5010 44 guns; frigates
150 ; sloops and lesser vessels 437, ‘I'here
are 1n port and fitting 134 ; in the En-
rlish and Irish Chunnels 133 s 1n the
Downs and North Scu 164 s 10 the West
Indics 45 ; JamSca station 33 ;s at Gibe
raltary and on the Cadiz und Mediterrae
neare station, 42 sal of the line, and a
great number of fiigutes.—"There are 18

~sall of the line preparing for service. 31
building, 22 in ordinary, and 6 employed

as recelving ships.

About 1 o’clock yesterday afternoon a
fire broke out in a cluster of wooden build-
ings in Nicholas-street, bick of the Buli’s
head, and destroyed the buildings in which
it originated and two or three others.

On Thursday last, the House of As-
sembly, in committee of the whole, after
a very lengthy debate, passed the bill die
recting the execution of Stephen Arnold,
for the murder of Betsey Van Amburgh,
on the last Fridav in May pext.
bate was principally upon a substitute for
the billy offered by Mr. Van Ness, which
went to the pardon of Arnnld, upon cone
dition of his being imprisoned in the State
Prison {or life, at hard lubor. The substie
tute was rejected. '

PHILADELPHIA, February 26,
To the eontributors to the Pennsylvania Hospital,

LADiEs & GENTLEMEN,

By the blessings of God, on
the skill & exertionsofa kind bengactor. Doc-
tor Philip Syng Physick, one of the physicians
of your hospital, the care and attention of Dr.

Joseph Hartshorne, your resident physiciap, &

the kindness of your steward, matron and ser.
vants, my life has been preserved, and I am
able to retum home to the bosom of my wife &

The de-

nine children, and renew my labours to sup-

For these favours gratuitously bestowed b
you and ‘Dr. Physick, I desire to be thankfuf,
and to acknowledge the benefits I have receiv.
ed from your institution, for the Iprosperity of
which, I earnestly pray. |
Atthe same time I publish mv case for the
cncouragement of others, of my poor fellow cj-
tizens who may be affiicted as I have been :
and know not where to obtain relicf, I wish they
might seek it and not delay their applications

too lt?ng'. least they increase their miscry, as [
have'done mine,

1 was admitted into the Pennsylvania Hos
ital the 23d of November, '1805,3;1: the age n;}

fty years, from Dauphin county, to the state of .

Pennsylvania. I was brought down at the fex-
M‘Callister, whose saw

mill I attended. Dr. Casper Wistar recom.

mended me to undertake this journey, when ha

passed my neighborhood in'the summerof 1
Judge Henry, Judge Carson and My, Mlgﬁ:

lister also advised me to it, as themosttiketv—
Wen, whlc{

means of beihg rclieved from a

spread over my check and upon m _
This Wen appeared about tm},‘}}' neck.

years it progressed gradually, but ity - ;
ecame mp:st}-cu'ilhin the last three ycls::-‘;:i;:

ring which I think it doubled its sjze.

I was byt Jittle gersible of‘pain, uneil \&:ith-

.!1 \

or forfeit their lives for w ‘
of timely attention, s _int. ‘

CArsago g .
or Hc?ﬂa T .

Missicn in the .

1




