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motion by Mr. Speed, made the order of the day for Tuesa
- day the 30ih instant, viz. R o »
. The committee of grievances and courts of justice, to-
 whom was referred the petition of Danicl Bussard, . of the
. eitYﬂf George '['nwfn, bt’g |e:ive to I'GP‘“'t—That in the
year of 1815, thesaid petitioner became bound as security to
the United States, for certain individuals trading under the
“firm of Stull and Williams, who barvowed from the goveran-
went sixty thousand pounds of gunpowder, to be returneil

 on demand. Stull and Williams failed to comply with their

‘contract, because of insolvency, in conscquence of which
ti® petitioner was bound for the vestitution of the said
quantity ol gunpowder. In addition to this, the said peti-
~ tioner became bound to the government of the United -
~ States. for other quantities of gunpowder. The said peti-
~ tioner, in order to (ulfil these and other contracts, became
~proprictor of certain powder works in or ncar the town of
Bladenshurgh, and there - proceeded to the manufactere of
‘gunpowder, and the delivery of the seme, in conformity
“with his aforesaid contracts. Previously to the year 1318,
the said petitioner was enabled to deliver to the govern-
" ment of the United States, powder to the amount of twenty
thousand pounds, towards the fulliliment of his contract.
At this time an explosion took place. by which a part of
~ the buildings, necessary to the manufacture of gunpowder,
was destroyed. On the petition of the inhabitants of Bla-
~ densburgh, the Chancellor of Maryland granted an ipjunc-
tion, forbidding the rebuildivg of the works destroyed.
These works had. been crected during tie late war,
(sometime in 1812.) a time when'the proprictors of such
works were thought warthy of praisc, with the full
_.and frce approbation, (as your commitice believes) of
. the mhabitants of the said town, and had been employ.-
~ed in the manufacture of gunpowder until the periced

“of their explosion in 1818. The interference, on the-part

“of the people of Bladensburg, was the more astowishing,

~.as three successive explosions had taken place, and uot a

7 muemur of complaint was heard upon the subject,

~Your committee would further state, that the injunction |

ol the chancellor was zranted without any bend of indem-

“nity on the part of the applicants; sothat the said petitions
cor is without any redress whatever in a court of law ov

Cequity. : | - _

" “Your committee da not pretend to dispute the propriety

©of the chancellor®s injunction, how much soever it may
. y

" have violated the principles of equity.  But admitting tiat
the injunction was right and proper, and that, for the pafee
1y of the citizens of Bladeusburg, it was nccessary to pre.




