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iories exhibited en the part of the
';:T{a:;f Reprefentatives to William Lewis
4 Alexander ] pmaes Dallas, upon the en-

’ o the official condu@® of Samuel

LIy iﬁt .
{uir! or cither of

Chafe aad Richard ferers,
shem ¢

1. Were you prcséllt at the.tl‘i?.ls
sl John [ries for high treason, In the
cipcuit court of Pennsylvania—in the
ears 1799 and 1800. .

*"a, Who presided at those trials?

3, What were the: ci,rcumstances,
Lenerally, which attended them?
® 4 Were the counsel for the pri-
soner, at the first trial, permitted to
argue the point whether the otfen‘ce
charged amounted to high treason :

5. Were they preveutc(:l by the

court from arguing that poiut on the
SCCUnd tl'ial Z

"4, Was the prisoner condemned
sithout counsel being heard in his
defence ? :

7. Did any correspondcnce ever
15< hetween you and the Lixecutive
of the United States on that occasion?
and if any, of what nature ?

3. Is that correspondence now in
jour possession-? o

9. Relate every thing within your
knowledge which happened at the last
trial 2 | B
10, Are you acquainted with the
circumstances which attended the tri-
al of Thomas Cooper for sedition?

11. Relate those circumstances ?

12. Wasa subpeenato summon any
witness in behalf of the accused refu-
sed 2 how ? and by whom?

The anfwers of William Lewis to the above
wmnterrogatories,

I, William Lewis, ‘of the city of
Philalclphia, being one of those peo-
ple called Qualkers, and conscientious-
ly scrupulous of taking an oatli, on
my solemn affirmation declare and
dlirm as follows

That I was present at the trial of

Jon Fries, for treason in the circuit
curt of Pennsylvania, in the vear
1799y and assisted him as his counsel,
at his request, and I believe under an
assignment for that purpose by the
courgy but I have no recollection of
heing present at any part of his trial
for wreason in. 1300.

That the first trial was bclore the
honourable ¥amas Iredell, onc of the
associate justices of the supreme court
of the Unifed States, and the honour-
able Richard Petersy jydac of the dis-
trict court of Pennsvivania.

That Mr. Dallas, M. \W. Faving
and I were . council for the prisoaer,
and were paermitted freely to produce
¢very authority, and, to urre every
argument which we thousht preper
and relevant, on the law us well as
the facts, to prove that the olfence
did not amount to treason, thut the
trial was conducted, to the best of my
judgment and belief, with morleration,
paticnce and indulgence, awml 1 do not
recollect any thing to have tuken place
during the trial, that seems to me to
merit particular notice, except that,
atter the prisoner had been convicted,
a new trial was granted, on the mo-
tion of Mr. Dullas and myself; prin-
Cipally, 1 belicve, on the ground, that

ne ol the jurors, after he had been
summoned, and before he was sworn,
h?‘d. n}adc. decluvations manifesting a
Pl'_‘-’_]lldls.;u!on of the case ‘aguainst the
prisoners in general, and more parti-
Cu}al"_}' so against Johi Fries.

It is with great regret that T find
myself called on at this distance of

2

Hmc, when I fear that my recoliec- |

HON may in some degree fail me, to]
answer the fifth interrogatory, and I

cel it a duty to add, that althouzh

Wy memory is, I believe, a remark-

ably accurate one for a shert time, it

18 far from being so afler a consider-

able lapse of tinie; and it is there-

-OT€ Dossible that my answers to this
Intermgatnr_v may- not be so correct

as I wish them to be, . but they shall

} 3% much so as it is in my power
/ o make them,
. Tothe best, then, of &y recollec-
t‘:;?l and belief, the following circum-
;{ ces took place on the two days
¢Xt preceding the trial of John Fries
' ireason hefore the honourable Sa-
!:‘l}:el Chase, one of the associate
Miges of the supreme court of the
:zlt;id States, and the honoqral?lc
- Peters, judg:e of the district
urt of Pennsylvania, in the latter

K

of April er eaply in May, 1809.

\
1

[ Chase began 10 speuk, the clerk hand-

Mr. Dailas and I were the counsel ot 1
the prisoner; at his request, a:nd I |
believe by the appointment of the ||
court. On the first of these days, i
when I entered the court-room, _ the
judges were en the bench, the jury |/
were soon after called and maay of
them appeared, I.am unable to say
whether John Friés was at tl-us time
in the bar assigned for criminals or
nbt; but if he was not then, I _fccl
sure that he was placed there 1n a
few minutes afters Mr. Dallas was
not at this‘time in court, and before !
he came, judge Chase handed, or
threw down to Mr. Caldwell, the
clerk of the court, one or morc pa-
pets, and at the same time delivered
hiinself, in substance, and as nearly
as can be recollected, to the follow-!
ing effect: That he undersweod, or |
had beeun informed, that on the for- '
mer trial or tmals, there had been |
great waste of time, by council-ma- i
king long speeches to the jury on the

law as well as on the facts, and on |
matters which had nothing to do with !
the business before the cour?; and[
he particularly noticed<in strohg and |
pointed terms of disapproliation, their
having read, and I think having been |
permitted to read, certain parts Ofl
certain statutes of the United States, |
relating to crimes less than treason, |

—

case came within them, and which, |
he said, he or the court (Idonot re-|
collect which) would not suffer to be |
read again, as they had nothing to do
with the question. He added, that|
we are judges of the law and undcer-
stand it, or we are not fit to sit here ;
that cases' st the commnon law, orun- |
der the statute law of LEngland pre- |
vious to the.English revolutiony had
nothing to do with the guestion, and
that they wonld mot sufizr them to
be read ; that they had madce up their '

|
)

|

. - ]
in order to shew that the prisoner’s i

tunation was reivdered independent, |
had been able and upright, it did not
nllow that the law of treason, as set-
tledin that gountry. was applicable
here, because the judges there had,
since the revelution and since their
independence, hell. themselves in
many partiedlars bound by former
derisions, but that our judges were
not bound Dy them 1n the construc-
tion of a new statute of our own, and
that I therefore could not submit to
the doctrine, that whatcver was the
present law of treason in England, as
to the levying of war, was the law of
treason in this country. That it was
important to gtiard at the beginning
against a latitude of constiuction of
our own constitution and jaw,byshew-
ing the eéxtravagant lengths which
courts in ngland had gone undei the
statute of lZdward the Ill1d: before
the judges were independent, and
when many od'the constructions which
prevail at this day were established ;
that T deemed it the right of counsel
to shew this, and if I was deprived ol
it, and if the court had made up their
mind on the law before the jury werc
sworn, before any evidence was given,
aud before the piisoner’s counsel liad
been heard, and if the counsel were
now to be restricted inthe munner
declaved by pudge Chuse, 1 despuaired
of being able to render e prisoner
arv service, as there wus but litde, af
bany dispute. &s to the fucts, and his
case depended in a great measure, if
not altogeiher, oh the low. It isime-
possible for me at this distance of
Ptime to repeat the precise 2 o=ds that
were made use of, in so sudden and
unexpected an oltercation ; but I fee}
conittent that T have stated the sub-
sfance, and most material parts, an!
although T @m niet conscious of it, it
s possible that some parts of what 1
hrave mentioned, os being said by me,

mind on the luw, and had reduced it
to writing, and that the counsel might
conduct themsclves accordingly (or|
conformably to it); he or they had|
ordered copies of it to be mude, and !
one of them (o be delivered to the
counsel in support of the prosecution,
and another to the prisoner’s counscl,
and that as soon as the case was open-
ed or geie through (I am not sure
which was the expression) on the
part of the prosecution, he ”hdm}
(I am not certain which) should or-|
der one to be delivered to the jury.
He also added, that if we had arny
fault fo find with the opinion of the
court, or had any thing to say on the
iaw, to shew that they were wrong
or had mistaken it, we must adMvess
oursclves to the courty and not tothe
ry.  Aboyt the time when Judge

ed mc one of the papers.  1f I looked
at ity it has escaped my recollection.
butif [ did, I am confident that I
read but a very small part of it, as
my attention was immediately en-
gaged by the declarations made by
judge Chase, and [ very scon threw |
it {rom me, declaring in court, but
whether addressing mysell to it or
not I cannot recollect, that myv hand
should never be tainted by receiving a
prejudeed opinion in any case, much
less in a capital one.  The novelty,
as well as'the nature of the proceed- |
ing, agitated me considerakbl ., and I
replied with that warmth which 1
thonoht the “occasion demanded, as
nearly us 1 can recollect, as follows:
That in civil eases I deemed it pro- |
per that the consideration of the law
and the facts should be kept as sepa-'|
!
:

rate as possible, and that the former i
should be determined by the court. |
and the latter by the jury ; but that}
in criminad cases, and especially in |
capital ones, it was the constitutional |
right of the jury to determine the }
law as well as the facts; that it was !
the right of the prisoner for the jury |
to pass between him and his country
on hoth of thent ; that it was the right |
of his eounsel to address the jury on |
the law as well as the facts ; that I}
deemed this right a sacred and great !
constitutional one, which should ne-
ver be sacrificed by me ; and Iadded |
that I never had, and never would
address the court on the law in any
criminal prosecution whatever.- {
That although the constitution-and
statute of the United: States might

not perhaps: be materially different

as to levying of war, and although

‘the judges in England, since their si-'

from the English statute of treason, {}
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nassed on the second and not gn the
aest day,

Judge Chase apparantly heard rie
with impatience 71 mean on the first
day) and most certainly without seem-
ing to pay much icgard to what had
becn said by me.

In an ecarly staze of the business 1
vas struek with th eides, thar if jndge
Unase had made up his mind on the
law, 1t was nat Bicely that any thing
which Mpr. Ballas or T could say
| would alrer it and that if we with-
drew from the prisoner’s defence un-
der the circumstance which took
place, and left him without counsel,
and if he should be condemnned, it
was not likely that he would be exe-
cuted; and I thevefore concluded in
my own mind that it would be hest
tor us to do so, move especially as
we had been assigned by the court,
and I thought we micht do it with-
out dishonour to outrsclves.

As soon as I saw Mre. Dallas com-
ing into conrt, T met him, and gave
himy a brief (I believe not g full) ac-
count of what had tuken place, and
of my determinacon if he concurred
in it He did concur, and we went
to the bar togcther, where he repeat-

was called on in court the next day,
might ofizr to assign him other coun-
sel ; and as I supposed that the rea-
son which influenced the conduct of
Mr. Dallas and ne, should equally
apply to them, 1 zdvised-him not to
accept of ity aud he agreed to follow
mnyv advice.

When I have said that Mr. Dallas
aud I told the prisuner, thatif he in-
sisted on it we would go on in his
Jefencey, I am not to be understood,
ihat we would have done it under
the restriction which had been at-
tempted by judge Chase, But that we
would have gene on in the usual man-
aery, and in the exercise and enjoy-
ment of all our professional rights,
until we were stopped by the court ;
and so far as concerns miyself, 1 so-

own mind, 1 would haye gonhe on in
this way, or not at all; that I would
not haye tainely surrendered any one
ot ithe rights for which 1 contended ;
that 7 held them, and still hold them
s0 sacred, that I should have persist-
cd in thern, vintil T was stopped by an

conrt; and that if thishad taken place,
nothing could have induced me to
have proceeded further, whatever the
consequueice might have been.
Having, as 1 believed, with Mr,
Dallas, fuithiully done our duty on
the first day, and satistied John Fries
af the propricety of bur conduct, and
prevailed on him to follow our ads
vice, I went to court the next ddy
with a mind somewhat indifferent as

to what micht take place, and 1 be-
Jlicve intending to neither say nor do
tamy thing mcre than to inform the
I‘c-.'m-t. that neither Mr. Dallas nor [
|~..'.1~; any longer the counsel for the
prisoncr, and that we should take no
part in his defence. Soon after the
opening of the court, judge Chase
addressing hiniself to Mr. Dallas and
me, asked if we were réady to pro-
ceed 3 on which 1 answered, that we
were no longer the prisoner’s coun-
stly and T began to state in a few
woirds our reasens lor oup-withdraw-
mg ouiselves from Lié defence, when
I wus interrupted by his telling me,
tha. we might go on in our own way,
las we pleased, anud that the court
would hear us; and to the best of
{ my recollertion he expressed himself
in terms which evidesitly shewed a
b willinoness that *ve might go on with-
out the previous resttictions which
i ad been insistud on the dav bicfore.
' Wi - fused, on acceunt of what had
passed, and of the determination
which we had taken. The court en-
deavoured to prevail on us to proceed;
but it was in vain, for we were posi-
tive and determined not to do it
Judge Poters said that we might take
das lurge a range as we pleased, and
asked if an erroe had been comymitted,
if we would not suffer it to be cor-
rected ? or words to this effect. He
added, that the papers which had
siven so rnuch oilence had been all
called iny and I think he said that

‘ed, 1 part, the sentiiments which had
been delivered by me, with some ad |
ditional ones.  The trial did not come ’
on that day. T am not sure of the |
cause whiclr prevented ity nor have 1
the least recolflection of hayins heavd
judge Peters on that day say u sin- |
sle word on the subject which 1:33'
 been mentioned. '

Mr. Dallas and 1 informed John
I'ries of oyur determination to  withe-
draw ourselves from his defence, if
he would agice to it; and we strong- |
ly recommended to him to do so, us
we did not think itlilely, after what
had passed, that we could render him
any service in court; and as our with-

!
i

bly would, be of matirial use to him !
with the Precident, if he shoull Le

ed at his sitvation, and perplexed to
know what todo. We told bim that
Af he insisted on i, we would go on
in his defence, and vender him all the |
-service in our power; but that, mier
what had passed, we feared it would
be Iittle, if any.

- He at length sqid, (hat his depend-
_ence was on 215, that he was sure we
would advise hira 10 the best, - and.
‘that he would do as we thought pro-
per. It was then agrced that we
-should withdraw curselves, as had
been proposed. I belicve it was not
* this thne; but tervtainly before he

F
|
¥
!

drawing ourselves might, and proba- {

convicteds  He seemed greatlv alivm- i

3

‘ibd to conduct ourselyes improperv.

tiey had been buraed or destroved.
I oliserved that withough that might
be the cuse with respect to the papers,
it was not so with respect to the pre-
deteraination on the minds of the
jndges, which still remained, and
would have the same cffcet as if the
papers were still in existence.
ded, that many of the jurymen who
had been present and heavd what had
passcd, might be on the trial wih
a!l the prejudices which the declura-
ttions from the bench on the preced-
ing day kad created.  The court ap-
peared snxtous to indirce Mr. Dallas
and me to undertake the prisoner's
tdefence, and certuialy offered to re-
THOve every previous vestriction which
thad been insisted on the day before.
We repeated and insisted on séveral
Lol the grounds which we had taken
jon the preceding day, and absolutely
|refused to have any thing further to
| do with the prisonci’s defence Lfore
!.:lecmn't. I thenlelt ity and do not

uitil T was informed of bhis trial and
conviction; and I therefore cannot

{second trial. It is proper to add, that
when judge Chase desived My, Dallas

lemnly declare, thati if 1 knotw my’

!
l

t
i

‘| spoke to me ‘in court, and said hi

| father wished to know the points dnd

H
L]
!
1
!
"
L]

|

: tion of the court, which would ]udge
it struck me. that pervhaps the couit . of what was right, or words t_o this

effect. .

believed the prisoner was condemned
without counsel being heard in his
defence ; butnbt having been present
at the second trial, I cannot assert 1€
of my own kiowledge. .

That soon after sentetice of death
had, as I uné:ritood, been pronoun=

| jections to his seeing them ?

-

the son of the then President Adamsy/

authorities which Mr. Dallas and i
had intetided to rely on in favour of
Fries, if we had defended him on hid
last trial ; and asked if I had agy ob-
' I said
that I had not; but the President he=
ver sent to me for them, nor did L
ever send them to him: Shortly afe
ter this, Charles Lee, Esq. the them
Attorney General, made a similar re-
quest of me, and assigned as a reasomn

i for it, that he might perhaps be con=

sulted by the President on the occa=
sion, and wished to consider the case §

quest came from the President, nor
that he intended laying the statementy
which he asked {or, before him. I
spoke to Mr. Dallas, and we agreed
to comply with Mr. Lee’s requesta
Mr. Dallas prepared a statetment in

copied, and theti sent to Mr. Dalias
the otiginal draft and alterations. to=
gether with the copy, signed Ly mes
The letter was, as I undersiced, sign-
led by Mr. Dallas, and sent to Mri
Lee. Mr. Dallas being in possessich

(of the original draft and alterations,

1s more capable of proving the <on-
tents than I am: He bhas sent me a
copy, which I suppose to be'correct ;
but as I have not compared it with
the original, I cannot prove ‘it to be
so. . He iseliso in.possession of a-lets
tér in answer to it, from Mr. Lee ro
him and me, and can better prove its
contents than I can, aithcugh he bas
furnished me witha copy which I sup-
pose to be correct. :

. I know of no other correspondence

—m——

I u(l_ {i The “ealon Hizy ha

{
i

I Luned if the Mares do not

trecellect to have been there again ] Guin mer o fareited wsib o ot e SR, bt

suy what circumstances attended his}

and me on the second day to go op

lin our own way, end as we pleased,
the said it would be at the risk or ha-
1 zavd of our characters, if we attemnt-

'qnd that it st be nedoi'the

Ao
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} boarded gratis,

1 Srevhoundy Mukelafs, Brimmers Plice’s WA

. -

(oo o R i il i

that ever passed between the Execu-’

| tive of the United States and e, on ©

i the occasion mentioned in the' last
interrogatory,

(3 Mr .Dallas’s anfwer te thfe o < ea
gaturies, being of fimilar import, 15 sumistc 3,

The thorough bred Horle .

CHARIOT.

Odobes, 1700 ; when he wa; purchafed by Sir Will-
Gerard, Baroucta  He was got by the cclebrated ~ | <
Highflyer, his Dam Patou, by eld Ecliplc a Klwr -
teat fone as any in Englead, s
_CHARIOT is a Sac Boy, Rands nearly fixteen, nase o
high, and for Rene, Sinew, fymmetry, and aftin:,
i fearcely to be zqualled.  biiy runuing eatitlesn » Lo -5
£ nked amongh the 6t HWorfes in the Teountryl  1iiy
excellence has been ditlimguifhed in foar Miledieats, . n-

the race.

gour, and will {taid the enfuing Seafon at 54 20 XL 5.

Nulbufh, Cranviile Ceuaty,

at: H | - *, ¥ o

Mine ‘Md:.‘ from Mafkin's Ferry, £x Miles from Wile
liawntborough, and fixtecn from Warsey 5, # & -

And w1 be let o Marce xt Tga Dollars the

at the Stable-deor, Twenty fars the Seainn. e <h|

! she &rit dav oi’ Ofloker next, and Forty GalTas: tin.

: {uica Foal ; und i every imitance half'a Deo'ie 1o the

Groom at the Stablé-duor. .

ay b difcharged by tue payiacn

_ 1 1 paid withim the seafon, weo-n

comirence i firit day of Marchand cnd the £=-»

[ Sixtecn Dollars,
I

iy
L A ks
Sngl L B )

;

Vof Augult. o cales of infurance, the Money L.

e Ly
) ! prové with Feal, =r 14 ¢
the praporty is in no inflance ehinged. .
edrce vut te hiam by the Seaflon, which fyil p*:- r
wita Yeal, may have the benefli 'of another Seaioi, o
tis; 25 ke will fand at the (ame place from Scale.. .5
Scafon, witaoutl g reGioy ad, ; -
_ CHARIOUT {sa fure Foal-gerter, [is Colts ar¢ tuw:.
; i'l:‘lur{.‘l-l‘pc:?m,. tathoir of 1y Herfe anthe. ‘gitiacn. -
s Codis n England are on the iritith Turi
ure confidored the fuvourites of the profing day, heving
inevery initance preved fucreisfal .
Lis Running Férformances hasn heen equal te v eis
ot mok Horles oa the Contincnt, re cheip g hud 1
hll;.u;‘a;‘:;g: ;.;J;nur: for the years 1792, 1792, 7945 1795
Goody extenflve and well inclofed wviith
Wheat Lots, ted and white Clover Lats, gratte,, & 1 '.;
care end sttention paid 1o provent wes ide s dr it e,
ot will not be hable fur any tuat may Lappen. >
CHARIOT being the fule property of tuz Wibitr iy ssg

they have 1t n their power to pledge thaafelvs, fay

lerend

padvria:
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Teut W hti,
JAMES & MENRY L ¥ o
4% Thelr Gentlemen who with their \I‘al:-‘ fom (iR

cemts perdav to cach Mare, Perfons bringing Mg

. PEDIGREE. " ¢
CHOARIOT was 3ot by Higbflyer, fon of Hero !, fan
of Tarter, lon of Partner, out of Meliora by Fox - .«
am Poteti by Fliple, Grudamn by Bla k, f§on of fig
dolphin Arabian ; great great Grandam by Godolprd
Arabian, great great great Grandam by Swips, off s
% Cbsldtr!}jnqofSnap, oat of tife Withcrhgt; '

{ Paitoerg Sikerto quitrel’s Bam by Bloody B
. 'quh'v‘c ri, Layton's Bard Mare ;. Faving £y
Arabian Civlics, and fixtcen Royal Mares, By
D‘.. 3 Ll Ve LS = At o
UUWILLIAM Ok

Forw' % wcfopnce may be e €%

St i TIamA

ced on Fries; Mr. Thomas Adamss.

Wi LEW S

in no inftance where the con'a 8 was groat, but he proves’
fuccefsful, naving frequencly rus fosr heats tadecitle;

iy };3“ >
We'”

‘That T have always understood and |

but he did not tell me that the re= ,

the form of & letter, from bhim and "~
'me, to Mr. Lee, and sent it to me ;
'T made some alterations in it. had it

.
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Brad by John CHMtor! Efg. who kept aod ran 1’[‘!“.’1‘1'-1!3' '
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CEHARIOT sow exhitits the greote hialth and vie

| FAMES LYNE's HOUSR. G

Withinone Mileof the Subfcitere’s Sters, o8

State of North-Carolina, Syl

puetited aticution besug paid to fucn MATECIAY Fov Lz
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