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DOCUMENTS, _

companying the report of the Committee ap-
inted to enquire into the official conduct qf
SAMUELCHASE W REICHARD PETERS,

—— e

[cONTINUED.]

terrogatorieslexhibited on the part of the
House of Representatives to George Read,

Esq. United States attorney for the district -

of Delaware; and Robert Hamilton, Esq.
late Marshal of the said district, . in the
anatter depending before the committee of

he house of representatives, instituted to

pnquire into the official conduct of Samuel
hase and Richard Peters, Esqr's, or -¢is
her of them,
» Were you present at a circuit court of
pUnited States holden at New-Castle, in
tmonth of July 1799, or 1800, it and for
district of  Delaware, before Samuel
se onc of the judges of the supreme court
pe United States for Delaware ?
Were you present when the grand jury
having received.a charge from the said
uel Chase, retired to their room, and al-
hen they returned to the bar of the court?
« Did the said «rand jury, through their
man, upon being asked by thecleitk ol the
it conrty whether they had any bills of in-
tment, or presentments to deliver to the

id court. answer that they had not?

4. Did the smid Sumuck Chase, then
heve, in your hezring, observe to the
prand jury  That he had undersiood that
1ere was a.great deal of sedition in that
tate ; that there was 4 very seditious prin-
ger, who resided inthe town of Wilimington,
nd whose name was"'—

and
said

hut checking hime

P8l sal'—pearhaps it might be going too far

to mention his nuine' - dr words to that ef-
fect—or what other words did he use on that
subject ?

5. Did the said Samuel Chase then and
there further observe that he would not con-
gent to discharge the grand jury on that day,

HLhough sobened by severul 80w do;
id he direer th,

."'{
m to attend, on the nextduy,
br the purpose of examining a fie of the
pors published Ly the said printer?

6. Did Le also order the said district attor-

y to procure a file of the said papers, to be
jury, and were
procured by hum and laid belore them !
Did the suil grand jury, on the next

s retuen into conrt after having exam ned
]

i;. '..n't. the satd ;:ru.’\f{

of the &y

| papers, without any bill or

sntment, an
hl' court !

1)a vour xhosy ans

weie they then dischurged

rela-
t ol the said Samuel Chase,
Lthe

W ook place in upen court
! 's1|'|'.(l (.IHI\"

v O L said (1. blicl

MY conversat

non
sl and the said

allurney, or

late the same fully and atlarpee. as if
1 W

ere thercunto particularly mterregu-

10, Did the said Samuel Chase, at any
pric, express s surprise at the conduct of
e said prand jury. and observe that whilst
e Red ra-'|1i' nit

NarEinin,

cral state of Lolaware he
Liogs printer indicted,
L not ontv ret th

s andiicted, Lut con-

i IJ..hn;l.'lL of words Lo that el

JOHN RANDOLPH,
' an }' the Commiliee,
~af the United Siates
the Délaware dis

town ol New-Cantl
| 7 yérs and up-
sworn and exami-
rofsatories exhil
'rl, L] ol |‘|l
the

re the committee ol

sl States, I
instituted to

amdloct al Samus

"N, |\|r s OF

Lo 4 commisyinn
lireeted Lo

Wl Alexan-

(. '|':l'

wl

Ty Ui | come-
noselll as nlloweth

wterroeviory 1his o neat

g was prescit an th

ch tet i
I aacier ol

the district attorney of the United : States of
America, in and for the Delaware district
at a cireuit court of the said United States,
holden at New-Castle, on the Z7thand 28th
of June, 1800, in and for the said district, by
and before Samuel Chase, one of the judges
of the supreme court of the said United States
and Gunning Bedford, district judge of the
United States, aforesaid for the said district.
2. Tothe second interrogatory, this depo-
“nent saith, that he was present in court on
the first day of the said court, mentioned in
this deponent’s answer to the first interroga=

tory, when the grand jury then and there ate

tending, after having received a charge from
Abhe said Samuel Chase as presiding judge,
retived to their room, and also when they re-
turned to the bar of the said court.

3. To the third interrogatory this depo-
nent saith, thaf the grand jury, through their
foreman, upon being asked by the clerk the
question stated in the third interrogatory, did
answer, that they had found no bills of in-
dictment nor had any presentments to make.

4. To the fourth interrogadory this depo-
nent saith, that the said Samuel Chase, did,
on receiving the answer from the grand  jury
mentioned in this depopent’s answer 1o the
“third interrogatory,” observe to that body

+in his héaring : — T hat he had been inlorm-
ed, or heard, a highly seditious temper, or
disposition had manilested itself in the state
of Delaware, among a certain class :,f]nu]'~$c,
particularly in New-Castle county, and more
especially in the town ol Wilmingten, where
lived a most seditious printer, unrestrained by
any principle of virtue and regardless ol so-
cial order—* thut the nume ol this printer
was''—(Here the learned judge paused fora
momenty-and then observed)—** Perhups it
might be assuming too much to mention the
name of this person, but it becomes your
special duty, and yon must enquire diligently
into this matter.”  That although this de-
ponent will not undertake to say that every
word, as here set forth, is preciscly what the
honaaralle judee expressed ;3 yet L is per-
feetly eonvineed thut the languspe is for the
most part, what was used by the sud jutlee,
and the idens conveved by ham at the thne,
precisely what the contextimpors.

5. o the Hlth interrogatory this d¢ ponent
*saith, that several members of the grand
jury on the behalt of themselves and their
hrethrers did, as scon as the said judye bad
closed the observations detailed in the answer
to the fourth interrogatory and there
carnestly request the court 1o dismiss them
from further attendance on that duty, men-
tioning to the court, as areason for the re.
quest, thir they were generally farmers, and
it beipg the season of harvest, their personal
allention was most reguisile on their larms ;
to which the judge replied, “that the busi-
ness 1o which be had called their attention,
was of a most urgent and pressing nature
and must be attended to, that he could not
therefore discharee them until the ensuing
day, when further information should be
communicated tothem on the subject he had
referred to,—or words to that ¢flect—but
Lh .lfL]ll nent did not at the time hear the
judge say that his detaining  the grund jury
wis for the purpose ol cxaminmng a file of
papers published by the suid prioter.

6. Tothe sixth interrogatory thisdeponent
safthy that immediately aftér the conversation
mentioned in the answer te the fth interro-
patory had been terminated, the said

Samucel Chuse .\1!11[‘\'-,'-'.'1.1 himse i 1o this de.

then

pone nt, who then alse was the distrct attors
ney for the him
whether he had dny criminal enarge (o predcr

said district; and asked

to the p,;r..mi im_\’. to whid b this deponent re-
plicd, that no indictabile offence b il come Lo
his knowledge—and he had no reason to e
leve that any business of such sart « wld oo
cur ns would require the attendance ol a ju-
vy during the term—=but certainly, Siry ob-
served judge Chase, you might by pursuing
Proper ressas hes, make some discoverigs.~-
Have von no persons
state who have made it a unilorm practice
liel the administration ol the government « i
the United States: 1 have been told, Sir
enntinued lee Chase. and the gene ral ¢

ta bielieve it

in this [Delaware)

cilation ol the t'tl.v--.tmlll" 5 Tt
true, that there is a prbler
who '.m'.sh\h“\ a most scandalous and seditions
paper—=but it will not do to mention names ;
have you not Lwo printers in that town? o

i'l A l;nl'-‘ (il

,
which this deponent answered in the
i}l‘u}nti\‘t, Judge Chause further obscrved, that’
1850, and encof them,, il report does not
much belie him, is a seditious printer, and
must be tuken notice of s Teonsider ita part
of my duty, and it shall or must be noticed.
Anditis your duty, M. Attorney, to examine

ninutely and unvemittingly into afliiis of

this nature; the times, Sir, require that this
seditious spirit which pervades 6o many of
our presses should be discouraged and  re-
pressed.  Can you not procure some of this
printer's pupers between this tme and to-
morrow nierning, ond by sirictlyy exami-
ning them,  find out whether he Lis been
gwity of hliclling the government of the U-
nited States, or some ol the officers thercol,
‘T'his, Isay, Sir, must bé done; Ithink it's
your duty. That this deponent not appro-
Ying of the manner in which tlis subject was
pressed upon himy then stated o the judge
b substence, that he was well acquainted
Jilh the dutics of his effice, and would cer-

inly perlorm them, but that he Lad never
leen in the practice of hunting out oflences ;
hat he had not i lis jrossc ss10n the prapers
alladed to by the honouralle judpe, nor had
he read themy il however, this deponent
should be furnished with thenyy e would
miske the cxaminution and communicate
with the grand jury on the sobject.. Judge
Chase then said he was satisfied; and turn-
mg to the grand jm‘_\'. observed, that they
could not be discharged, and however incon-
venient it may be, they must attend on the
suhseguent davy at the usual hours  Judyre
Chase then ditected that a file of the said
papers should be procured and laid before this
deponent. The newspaper, the files of which
were 1elereed Lo, was then understood to be
that which was stiled ** Mirrdr of the Times
and General Advertiser;”  but the deponent
docs not recollect thut this tite of the paper
was at the time mentioned by . judge Chase ;
and this deponent furthersaith, thata file of
the said newspapers was procured by some
persen in the afternoon of that day, after the
sdiournment vl vhie conrty, and delivered 10
him—that after examing the file of papers
for ome time, he discovered. no libellous
matter oruny publication coming within the
provisions of the sedition law—that this de-
piment conlormably to the divections of the
jadge, seoton the next morning the said file
of papers tothe grand jury
#1 their room,

7. To the seventh interrogatory this depo-
acnt saith, that the said grand jury did, sher
examining the suid file of pupers, retun in.
to the said courty then convened, and in an-
swer 1o the usuul questions put by the clerk,
suid through their foreman, that they had not
agrreed on any bills, vor had they ahy pre-
senilments to make.

8. Tothe Bth interrogatory this deponent
saith, that soon after the suid.court had cun-
vened on the morning of the second day of
the said term, this deponent ut the request
of the grand jur}'. attended in their room ;
when the foreman of the jury directing the
attention of this tlt‘pnntm to & certain para-
gruph in_a public ation contmined m one ol
the said papers, dated the 2ist of luhe,
1800, and republished from the * Aurora” [a
truecopy whereol is containg d in schedule
Asannexdd lo these answers, which
the deponentrefers] refleclingin very strong
and pointed language on-lormer «f nduct of
judge Chase ;| observed there is a dillercnce
ol o] inion among the members of this body,
with regard to the nature of that paragraph,
whether lthellous ornot,  and ;;I'th‘li:h it
were a libely whether it would be proper [or
the rami Mry 1o present it as such to the
which this deponent an
swered==that he had adverted to the para-
graph the preceding day, and Rorther obser-
veel, 1t would not be nec CAsArY for him 1o
Hye an ninmnn o the Jurys whether it were
Libelin
it might be considered, the said court o uld
take no eoguizance of the matter of ity ns o
was not within the provisions of the sedition
law, that law not embracing cases of ibellous
publications aguinst the judges ol the courts
of the United States, apd so not bging cog
those

then assembled

and 1o

cireanil court—-to

s or not, forthet in whatsoever liyght

nizable as an offence by courts by

virtue of any acts of Congress §  the said cir-
lt“ianllll(':li‘\t not take coggnizance ol ity as
an ollence at enmmon law ; u “:" Chase

limsell having decided in the Circuil court

. zovernment, or

for the district of Pennsylvania, thizt the

courts of the United States could not tuke

cognizance of offences at common law; in

the case of the United States of America a-

gainst  Worrel, 2d Duallas's rveports, 334,

with which.the grand jury declaring them-

selves satislied, this deponent left them, and
returned into courty and the said file of pa-
pers being soon afier sent and luid on the
table within the” bar of the court; judge
Chase observing ity asked this deponent
what had been done, and whether he or the
grand jury had discovered any seditious pub-
lications, to which the deponent. answered,
none of the character which the said court
could take cognizence of. unless the said
Haragraph, which this deponent then sub-
mitted to the inspection of judee Chose, were
of thatmature 5 and after fu: had rearl ity ths
deponent repeated to the suid court the sume
obscervations hevein Licfore stited to have
been made by him toithe grand jury on the
subject, with which the said court acquies-
cing, the business was passed over with much
appavent good humour en the partof judge

Chase; and the grand iury, scon after re-

turning tothe bar, were dicchurged by the

courty without finding any bills or making uny
presentments.

9. To the ninth interregatory this depe-
nent saith, it containing  only matter of pe-
ferrenee to the Bth interrogatory, is already
answered by the answer to that interrogra-
tory.

10. To the tenth interrogatory this depo-
nent «uithy that he doth not remember to
have hieard judge Cliase, at eny time, make
use of any expressions of the nature alluded
o in this interrogatory.

G. READ.

The preceding anwsgwers to the interro-
gratories annexed, were duly taken, sworn to,
und subscribed by George Read the depn-
nenut, onthe 31st day of Januvary, in the year
of our Lord. one thousand eight hundred
and four, before

ARCHIBALD ALFXANDER.

Schedule (_-\j referrad to, in 0. Mend’e

swer to the Bth interrogatory.

Fxteact from the Newspaper stiled the

Mirror, &c. printed at Wil-
mington, of the date of
June 21. 1500,

“ Tor this time we shall dismiss Mr, Pick-
cring, hecause we have about forty other
fricnds of regular government to bring in re-
view, and to account for themsclves belore
the public, whom they have so long disgrace..
fully flattercd, while they bLetrayed.

“ Judge Chase has laid down a doctrine
which must cover him with infamv, as dura-
bie as the history of the mon and the trans.*
action ; he held up the doctrine that public
recordswere notto be brought forward in a
court of justice, though they were alledged
to contain truths, which would benefit the
country, expose the hostility of persons to the
prevent abuses. If this
judge’s doctrine were to be tolerated, the ser-
vints of the people might forever hide the
enormous nbuses, We are thercfore detér-
mined to face the doctrine of this ‘arbitrary
mdge, and to stend upon the ground of j,u;o
tice and the decision of the people, who have
the power of depeiving these men of power,
who have abused or proved incompetent to
the discharge of their trust,

‘We Impt the |'..:}' is not far off when
judge Chase will be 1mpeached forthid and o-
ther athitrary acts of his."

Interrogatories exhibited on the part ofthe
Hovse of Representatives of the U, States,
to William S, Buddle, dguehing the official
conduct. of Samuel Chase and Richard
Peiers, Lsquires, or either of them.

1. Were you present at the second trial of
John Fries lor treason before the circuit court
of Pennsylvania, at the spring term of the
vt l RiM) !

1. Have you a correct copy of the opinion
of the court delivered in writing to the coun-
scl for the prisoner at that tripl ?

i. How came it in your possession.

b+ Are you confident that the eopy which
you now produce, is exactly corresponde
with the briginal !

JOHUN RANDOLPH.

Loper, Mohlen Dicherson,

( To b¢ concluded vn our next)

’ fiom )




