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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

'BEDATE OF THE REFORT OF THE COMMITTEE
OF PRIVILEGES,
FRIDAY~~FEBRUARY Q.
( Continued from sefierday’s Gazette.)

The guefltion on the refolutien as amend-
ed was about to be put; when

Mr. GavraTix faid, he knew how late
in the day it was, and therefore his remarks
fhould not be lohg; but, as he confidered
there wasa point of view in which the fub-
je€t had not been placed, he withed to fay’
a few words before the queftion was taken.

On the fa& itfelf, he had no remark to
make; the evidence was dire&, and all could
draw their inferences from it.  Nor did he
cbnfider it very material, whether the infult
arofe from provocation, er net, Yecaufe he
did not think that any provocation could
jultify an indecency of that nature.  But
it appearcd to him that gentlemen who ex-
preffed fo muck fenfibility on the occafion,
had confined themfelves wholly to the inde-
cency -committed within the walls of the
boufe, without taking any notice of the na-
ture of the punifhment propofed to be 1n-
flited. Tt wason that part of the fubje&,
and on that alone, he meant to make fome
sbfervations.

Our government, he faid, was a govern-
ment by reprefentation. The people of the
United States had net vefted power with a
fparing hand ; they had given all powver out
of their hands, but they had guarded againft
thegabufe of it. Tiey had faid, this pow-
er fhall not be exercifed but by perfons ap-
peinted by ourfelves. This being the cafe,
{aid Mr. G. we, the reprefentatives of the
pecple, have only a limited pewer over in-
dividual reprefentatives in our body. 1t is
true, the Conftitution has given us the pow-
er of expulfion, bur under as much cautian
as power could be given. It is guarded by
making it neceffary to have a vote of two-
thirds of the wembers prefent—the fome
caution which was laid upon the Senate with
relpe@ to treaties.  He conecived that the
power of expulfion had not been given for
the piirpole of indulging our fenfibility ; for
the purpofe of impairing the principle of
reprefentation, but for the purpofe of entofc-
ing that principle ; and two cafes might ex-
ift in which the power of expulfion lodged
in that houfe might be confidered as a [afe-
guard to the principle of reprefentation.—
Thele two cafes were, when the houfe dif-
covered a perfon 1o be difqualified by fome
infamous conduét from voting, and when a
member pertinacioufly interrupted and pre-
vented public bufinefs from being carried on.

As to t¥: firft cafe, he could not fuppofe
that any man would ever be fent to that

houfe, who ‘had heen guilty ‘of any crime
that would difqualify him from Holding Ins
feat, if the people who fent him kgew it at
the time;  but if any fuch crime fhould be
afterwards committed, or be difcovered to
have been heretofore committed, then the
houfe has a right to expel and fead fuch a
member back to his conftituents.. The.pre-
fent cafe, every one will allow;doés pot come
within this rule; The charge againft the
member from Vermont, is a grofs indecen
¢y, which fhews the want of good manners
~—a want of goed breeding. - There could
be o doubt the a&t washighly indecent; bu
it did ot fhew a corruption of heart.. It
may difqualify ‘him from affociating with
fome gentlemen on this floor; but faid Mr.
G. we do not come here to affociate as indi
viduals, but to deliberate upon legiflative
fulijcéts in our reprefentative capacity. We
way, if we pleafe, affociate together, or we
may let it alone. He did net think himfelf
compelled to affociate with any member of
this houle whofe fociety he did not like

This wasnot then one of thofecafes which
difcovered a cor uption of heart, that would
@ fqualfy a men from giving a vote on a le-
giflative fubject, though it might fhew the
per(on 10 be Jiiqualified for polite fociety.

He would go on to the other cafe, which
was 12:d ro be a good reafon for expulfion.
He allowed that cafes might exift, in which
a man might fo far.perlift ininterrupting the
public bufinefs of that houfe, by his difor-
derly beharvior, as to render it neceffary, in
order that the bufinefs might proceed, that
he fhould be expelled. This led bim to en-
quire whethcr this was the cafe under con-
fideration, and whether the houfe had been
interrupted by the aét in queftion.

When le put gueftions to the witneffes
in relation to the order of the houfe, at the
time the a& complained of took place, he
did it not with a view of leflening the of-
fenceitfclf. He did not mean to enquire
whether the member from Vermonthad com-
mitteda lefs degree of indecency, becaufe
the houfe was in one fituation than it weuld
have been if it had been in another ; but
his obje® was to fhew, that the public bu-
finefs had mot been interrupted, and that
the houfe was in a fituation in which it could
not have been interrupted. It was true the
fpeaker had, in the morning, taken the
chair, and the houfe had net adjourned ;
but it muft alfe be allowed, that the houfe
was not at that time organized. What was
the Wufinefs before the houfe ? A commit-
tee of two members were counting the votes
for managers of an impeachment. Werce
they interrupted ; or could they be inter-
rupted by an incidest of thiskind ? He was
fure they were mot interrupted. If then
the public bufinefs was not interrupted, and
if the fac was mot of that nature which
fhewed a corruption of heart, he did not
think it would be proper to expel the mem-
ber from Vermont.

He faw, indeed, that it was unpleafant
for fome gentlemen to fitin the houfe with

the member from Vermont. He allowed
it was an evil ; but what is the evil, he al-
ked, on the other fide? It is this—They
all keew that a new ele@ion could not take
place in the ftate of Vermont for feveral
weeks, He remembered, fiom the con-

.

telted cle@ion which whs formerly before
the houfe from that ftate, that twelve days
notice is requifite before writs can be iffued;
a certain time would be required to bring
the votes to the governor; the neceffery
notice, a new elettion, afcertaining the re-
tirn, the notification to the member eleé&t-
ed, dnd the time neceffary for his jouruey
hither, would take up niany wecks ; and
by the laws of that ftate, if there be not a
majority in the firlt vote, a new ele@ion
will be neceffary ; fo that it may be pretty
eertainly faid, that if the prefent member
was expelled, qne half of the ftate of Ver-
mont would be deprived of a reprefentation
on that floor for thé remainder of the feflion.
And fhall we, faid Mr. G. in order to grat-
ify our fenfibilitics, deptive one half of that
ftate, for a number of weeks, and perhaps
for the whole feffion, of its reprefentation?
He was not willing to do fo, and therefore
fhould yote againft the refolution.

He knew that other gentlemen on that
floor had as great regard for the principle
of ‘reprefentation as he ; therefore, he fup-

ready, and made up their minds upon it.
When he ftarted thefe reafons he - did not
doubt they had had weight upen the minds
of other gentlémen. For his part, how-
ever, he was more apprehenfive of depriv-
ing Vermont of its reprefentation, than of
any ether confideration arifing from the fub-
je&.

y He thought genetlemen had laid too
much ftre(s on this indeceney, as it affeéted
the legiflature of the United States. How-
ever difagreeable the aft was initfelf, he
did not think becaufe a member fent there
by the people of Vermont does an impro-

| per a@t, that it could attach difgrace and

indelible infamy to the houfe itfelf, nor ‘did
he fee how it could affeét any other perfon
befides the member from Vermont himfelf.

Two members rifing, though the quef-
tion was loudly called for, the commijtee
rofe, by a fmall majority, and had leave to
fit again,

-—

MONDAY——FEBRUARY [2.

‘The Houfe having refolved itfclf info a Cemmittee
. of the Whole, en the Report.of the Committee
of Privileges, Mr. Dent in the Chair,

outrage had ever been committed in that
houfe like the prefent, though the gentle-
man from Virginia had {poken of fomething
analagous; It was true a challenge had
been fent by a member of the Semate to a
member of that howfe ; but this was not at
all comparable to the prefent offence.  Mr.
R. thought -the punifhment by expulfion,
was the only punifhment which could be a-
dopted, es nothing fhiort of it would be ef-
fedual.

Mr. Finprey faid, the queftion before
the committee was a qud’tio’n of indecency,
and vot of ¢rime; and he wifhed; for the
fake of decency, fo much had not been faid
upon it.  Informing the Conftitution there
had been a diftin€tion made betwixt punifth-
ment and expulfion. ' Expulfion’ was evi-
dently the higheft punifhment which the
houfe could inflik, but no one could fay in-
decency was the  higheft crime.. He never
underftood, either at the time the Conftitu-
tion was formed, or fince, that expulfion
was intended to be applied to any thing but
crimes—for what would be a fubje@ of im-
peachment in other bodies, where impeach-
ments ~could be brought. * This was not,
therefore, 20 opinicn formed upon the fpur
of the occafion. Mr. F. faid, he knew. of
an inftance of . this kind which happened in
another legiflative body, upon-which a com-
mittee was appointed to confider it, but
they never made report, but held their de-
cifion in terrérem over the offending member.
He tholght, if a fimilar courfc had been ta-
ken in this matter, ‘it would have been pre-
ferable te fpending fo much’ time in debate
upon it.

Mr. Sewavy rofe to reply to what fell
from Mr. Gallatin en Friday, with refpe&t

to the two cafes which he pointed out, as
coming onder the rule fot expulfion, and
referred to the law of Parliament in Eng-
land, to fhew that his doéirine was ill found-
ed. He faid po diftrict of country ought
to have it in its power tofend aman amongft
them as a legiflator for the 'United States,
who (hould be hateful to two thirds of the
houfe. . The Conftitution had defined no
particular cafes in  which the power of ex-
pulfion fhonld be exercifed ; the houle was
therefore left at liberty to -ufe it accerding
to its difcretion: -And if it were to be a-
bufed, inftead of punifhment it might be-
come the higheft honour to the perfon expel-
led, as if the houfe were become fo corrupt
a8 to expel a perfon. without jult caufe, it
‘might awaken.the pevple to a fenfe of the
neceflity of changing theip 1 eprefentativesi—
Mr. S. faid, it was a new doirine that the
bufinefs of the houfe fhould a&ually berin-
terrupted, before a perfon fkould be deemed
an offender againft its rules. It was necel-

fary to loek at the confequence of ations,
and referred to what might have been the
cafe if Mr. Grifwold had refented the - af-
front upon the fpot. Mr. 8. fpoke of the
importance of this decifion as a precedent ;
and of the danger to. be apprehended from
the conduét of Mr. Lyon in futwre, if the
prefent outrage was {uffered to pafs with-
out exemplary punifhment, and that it
would be neceffary to come grmed to the
houfe in order to guard themfelves againt
him.

‘Mr. Suerarp {peke again upon this fub-
je&t. If the imember from Vermont, was
not expelled, he fuppefed it would break
up the prefent feflion, without deing any
bufinefs ; that it would divide the ftates a-
gainft each other, and finally end in a ¢ivi/
war.

Mr. Pincxney faid, in order to infure
perfe&t freedom of debate, it was neceffary
to reprefs every perfenal violence in the firft
inftance. In confidering this queftion hg
confidered it as fixing a rule for their go-
vernment in future, and he thought if it

lwcu {o confidered, (and mo reference had to

the difpute which had produced the difcul-
fion) there would be a pretty unanimous o-

be- punifhed by e¢xpulfion, *He thought a
member thus violently offending the rules of
the-houfe, fhould. be immediacely deprived
of the. pewer of the people in that houfe,

the immediate commitment of the member
from Vermont to the care of the fergeant at
arms, when the oéencc was firlt made known
to the hoafe, not ‘enly for the fecurity of
his perfen, buk for immediate punifhment.
As the conftitution gave the houfe a power
to expel a member for diforderly conduét he
thought this cafe came clearly - within the
rule.  In fome cafesof offence, there might
appear mitigating circumftances, but there
was none in this.  The conduét of the mem-

! ber fince the tranfa®tion was committed had

been {uch as to convinee the houfe that he
felt no compun&ion for- what he had done.

pofed, they had confidered this fubject al-

My Rurtrepce denied that awy fimilar-

Mr. LivincsTon rofe to intreat gentle-
{ men, as they valued the refpe@ability of the
Houfe, the good opinion of their ¢onftitu-
ents, and the! public Treaflury, that they
would fuffer this bufinefs to come to a con-
clufion. Their conftituents, he was cer
{ tain, had 'long been tired of the difcuffion.
Nearly 20 days, which had coft as. many
thoufand dollars to the country, had been
confumed in this bufinels. Gentlemen rofe
to exprefs their abhorrence of abufe, in abu-
| frve termsy and their hatred of indecent aéts
with indecency. ~ 'The fimple queftion before
the houfe was, what degrec of punifhment
was proper to be inflited upon the member
from Vermont. [The Chairman informed
Mr. L. he was miftaken in faying 20 days
had been confumed in this bufinefs; it had

{aid it was in a fair way for being taventy.

Mr. CorT was forry to hure the feclings
of the gentléeman laft ‘up, by faying any
thing on this fubje&, but having been con-
fidered as. as advocate of Mr, Lyon, he
would makea few obfervations upon the fub-
je€t. He did not himfelf think that this
vote ought to have been taken without dif-
cuffion. If, indeed, it had been neceffary
to have enquired how does this man gener-
ally vote, then no difeuffion was neceffary;
but he could not confider that this was the
enly enquiry neceffary to be made.  With
relpe@ to the fa@, nothing need be faid,
every one allowed it to be brutal, indecent
and unmanncrly. The conftitution gave
the houfe the power of expulfion for diford-
erly coudu&@. It had been faid, this difor-
der muft be committed within the houfes but
he found nothing of this fort in the coniti-
tution.  He had ne doubt himfelf that the
Houfe was in féflien at: the time.. It had
been attempted to fhew that there waga pro-
vocation for the offence; butan enquiry in-
to this matter turned wholly againft the
gentleman from Vermont, as his previous a-
bufe of the whole reprefentation of Connec-
ticut was a fufficient ground for the retort
which was drawn from. his colleague. It
appeared, therefore, to him, that te retain
amongft them 'a man of this defeription,
was to retain a man who would produce no-
thing but diforder and confufion in their
proceedings.  HisTetter of apology did not
fay that this wasa tranfadion of heat, and
that he was forry for it, but that he was for-
ry the heufe had thought it neceffary to
take cognizance of it; and his defence be-
fore the committee of the whole, was far
from being contrite; it was, indeed, an at-
tack upon the witneffes, in order to invali-
date their teftimony. . He hoped the refol-
utien would be agreed to.

Mr. R. Wirrianms rofe and took notice
of the different arguments urged in favour of
the amendment, - He denied that the eom-
mittee ought to confider the confequences to
which an a& might peffibly lead; if {o, an
affault would, of courfe, be punifhed equally
with miurder, as it might poffibly lead to it.
He did not think the houfe ought to inter-
fere any further, than to prefcrve order and
decorum in its proceedings  If a member
of the houfe committed a crime, he was an-
{werable ta the laws eqffally with any other
man. Upon the whole, he confidered the
propofed punifhment as difproportionate to
the offence, and fhould, therefore move an
amendment. [He then moved the amend-
ment ftated in yefterday’s minute, confining
the punifhment to a reprimand by the Spea-
ker in the face of the houfe.]

Mr. DAvTon (the Speaker) faid the
length of the prefent debate had been com-
plained of; but who, he afked, had firft
breke filence after the gentleman from Maf-
fachufetts (Mr. Thatcher) had expreffed
his wifh that the vote might be taken with-
out.debate? Tt was the gentleman juft fat
down; and now he had given the committee
another..fpeech, ‘and intreduced a propofi-
tion caleulated. to produce further difcuffion.
He withes the gentleman from Vermont to
be reprimanded by the Speaker. What
could the Speaker fay to him? He could:
only fay, ©“ Qou have done an a8 which would
difgrace a blackguard, come and take your feat
in the houfes you have infulted us with evords
which Jbew your defiance of us, but come and
fit with us, undbe our brother Legiflator.”

Were thefe proper words to be addreffed
to the member 2 The Speaker would fooner
addrefs him in words of Thunder which
fhould drive him from his prefence. Mr. D.
then taok notice of what fell from the gen-
tleman from New-York with refpett to the
lengthef the prefent debate,which hethought
fully jultified by the importance of the fnb-
je&t, and concluded by faying, that if there
fhould be found a majority' in this houfe
in favour of the amendment; - he fhould be
athamed of having a feat in it.

Mr. NicHoras hoped the committee
would not be prevented from doing what it
thought proper, becaufe therej might bea
difference betwixt the private epinion of the
Speaker, and what he might be called upon
to do in his capacity as Speaker.

Mr. R. Wiriiams denied that he was
the firlt whe began the debate.

Mr. Davron repeated that he was the
firkt who brekes fileuge after the gentleman

pinion that an offence of this kind ought to |

and it was on this gronnd that he moved for

been before tte houfe only fourteen.] Mr, L. |

" from Maffachufetts had wiflicd the vote to
be taken without debate. - =
" Mr. R.Wiciimas faid, t}zat it would
appéar from the manner in whicli the gen-
tleman had faid he broke the filence, that he
had begun the debate, which he did not.
Mr. W. faid he was now more ftrongly con-
vinced than ever of the impropricty of ex
tending the power of expulfion, fince hehad
heard the paflionate expreffions of the gen-
tleman from New-Jerfy. Was this the lan,
guage of a Fudge ? He would not only pafs
the law upon the offender, but he would de
it with thunder and veiigeance. In his opin-
ion, Mr. W. faid, nothing weuld tend more
to difgrace the councils of America than
fuch beated language as this. It was fuffi-
cient to induce the People to fay,* we have
to0 much liberty~too much freedom of [pecch—
our government is bad,”’ and to be ready to
lay hold of any other that is offered to them

I-A {entiment of this kind tended more to

i deftroy the government than any thing he
_had heard.  Gentlemen talk of heat io de-
{ bate ; but where did it come from ? Not
" from the geatlemen in opinion with him,
 muft be evident to every. one. Whatever
- opinion might be held of . his amendment,
| he thought it proper, and therefore made

it ; wer did he think it. liberal in any man

to treat it as it had been treated. Was it
{ right to be told by a member, becaufe he
{ moved ‘an amendment like the prefent, that
L he fhould be afbanied to ft with him ? Was
| this what the publie expeited to hear in its

{ legiflative councils? He believed not, He |

thought it would de'no credit to him who
utiered the fentiment,

Mr. Dayron faid that the gentleman
from N. Carolina had mis-fated what he
bad faid in feveral inftances ; but he did not
think it worth while to fet him. right—it
would be a wafte of time and words. There
was one thing he would netice, he called
him a Fudge. "Was he net in cemmittee of
the whole on this fuﬂk& ? Was he mere
ajudge than that gentleman ? [Mr. W
offered to explain]. Mr. D. fzid the gen-
tleman had already four timesexplained him-
{elf. If he had any thing more to fay to that
gentleman, it would be a little more pein-
ted. He fhould fay what he pleafed, and if
hé chofe he might call upos him in the houfe
or out of the houfe. (privileges afide) [4
loud cry for order was heard.] Mr. D. faid
he knew when he was in order. :

The Cuaixman deelared fuch language
improper.

Mr. D. concluded by juftifying what he

er’sreprimanding the member fromVermeont,
as the language of a majority he was aflured
would dire& him thus o fpeak, and he could
not be expeéted to vle the fentiments of a
minority in his reprimand. He had ftated
the matter in a &reng light, to fliew the im-
propriety of the meafure ; and he meant to
appeal to the breaft of every bonorable gen-
tleman whether the members of that houfe
wouldconfent to fit in amity with fuch & man.

Mr. Goopricu thought to have given
afilént vote on this fubjeét ;but when a pro-
‘pofition likethe prefent was brought forward
he could not refrain from delivering his fen-
timents upon it.  Mr, G. complained of
the flanderous manner in which he and his
eolleagues had been treated by the gentle-
man from Vermont. Every one allowed
fome punifhment was proper for the offenc-
es of this member; they differed only as to
the proportion. For his part, he thought
nothing fhort of expulfion would be fuéci-
ent; for it was evident from his cenduét,
that a reprimand would not be confidered by
him as any punifhment at all. He knew
not how to account for the firange mananer
in whieh he had conducted himfelf fince he
committed theinfult upon his colleague; ex-
cept, indeed he was perfuaded, that de what
he will, it was not in the pewer of the houfe
to expel him;  that his friends would fup-
port him. Ifthis were his apinion; he hop-
ed he would find himfelf miftaken.

Mr. Harrer was ftrongly oppofed to
the amendment. . He was forry to fee gen-
tlemen, determined to fupport the member
from Vermont, at all events, rather than
lofe a vote on favorite political queftions.—
The reprimand propofed, he was confident
would have no effeét upon him; befides it
was a punifhment of the lighteft kind which
the houfe eould infli&, and by no means pro-
pertioned to the higheft poflible outrage.—
He correfponded in fentiment with the gen-
tleman from New-Jerfey with refpeé to
this amendment, and if it were approved
by a majerity, he fhould feel afbamed and
degraded at belonging to that houfe. ~ If this
were the eafe, every man who had any re.-
gard for his chara&er, would make his e-
feape from the polluted habitation, as fuch a
vote would attach difgrace and infamy to the
houfe, becaufe it was an old and true adage,
¢ He avbo does not repel vile adls, participates
in the infamy.

Mr. Sitcrraves faid, if this amend-
ment prevailed(and he trufted it would not)
it could only be upon ene of two confidera-
tions ; both of which had been fuggefted
in the courfe of the debate, viz. the fup-
pofed want of power in the houfe to expel
a member for an offence of this kind, or that
the punifhment is not proper for the offence.
Mr, S. went into a varicty of arguments
to prove that both thefe obje&ions were ill
founded, examined the different theories
which had been laid down as applicable to
the power of expulfion given by the contti-
tution, endeavoured toprove that the offence
under. confideration was of the higheft mag-
nitude, and that, therefore, it ought to be
punifhed with the higheft punifhment which
the houfe has the power of infli®ting, which
is.expulfion. A mere reprimand, he faid,
was by no means, a proper punifament, it
was applied to offences of the loweft kind
merely. Thefe being his views of the {ub-
je&, he fhould vete againft the amendment
and if it were to. prevail, he fhould vote a-
gainft the refolution itfelf ; for, fo far ftom
fuch a meafure fecuring them from future
injuries, it would enly encourage them:—
He would, therefore, have nothing to do

had faid asto the impropriety of 'the Speak- |

te€t his own honor. It will then be necef-
fary for them; not only to bring learning and
information te Congrefs, but alfo a fufficient
degree of flrength and courage, or if defici.
cient in ftrength, arms fr their defence:
With refpeét to the length of this difeuffion
it was wholly owing to that .part. of the
houfe who declined to a¢t upon the bufinefs
immediately, but who chofe to have the fub-
je@ referred to a committee, and afterwards
to have the evidence before a committee of
the whole, and not to thofe who have  al-
ways been ready to adopt the moft prompt
meafures.
( Debate to be continued.)
TUESDAY~——FEBRUARY I3. |

Mr. Otis from the committee to whom
was referred that part of the Prefident’s
fpeech which has relation to foreign Cenfuls
directed him to alk leavesto be difcharged
| from the confideration of that bufinefs, in
{ order that it might be referred to the com-
mittee of the whole to whom has beer refer-

government for the year 1798,, as an item
ceuld be introduced into that bill witheut
going through the formalities of a bill for
the purpofe.

that the expences alluded to were authori-

be proper to authorife the expences, be-
fore they appropriated money to pay them.

The motion was put and negatived, 37
1o 33. :

The meflage yefterday received from the
Prefident of the United States was read as
follows : v

¢ Gentlemen of the Senate and

Gentlemen of the houfe of reprefentatives,

“¢ In obedience to the law, I now prefent to
both houfes of congrefs, my “annudl account. of
expenditure from. the contingent fund, during
the year 1797, by which it appears, that on
the firfl of Fanuary laft, there remained.in the
Treafury a balance of 15,404 dellars and a4
centsy fubjed to future difpofitions of gowern-

ment. ;
; JOHN ADAMS.”
¢ United States, Feb: 12, 1798.”
It was ordered to be printed.

informing the houfe, that they had paflcda
bill for the fale of landsin the Nerth-wefs

{ tern territory ; and that theyhad -alfo paf-
| fed the bill for the relief of the refifm :

nd-

from Canada and Nova-Scotia, with a
ments,

4

ing a light-houfe in the harbor of George-

foil having been made to the United States.
Referred to the committee 6f the whole to
whom has been referred' the bill making ap-
propriations for the fupport of government:
for the yéar 1798 ; which bill afterwards
coming under. confideration, an item ‘was
introduced into it, providing for this -Exf;
pence. A s

Mr. Coit reported a bill in addition to
an aét for promoting the progrefs of the
ufeful arts, which was committed for mon-
day next.

The {peaker laid before the houfe a letter
which had been received by the Clerk from
the legiflature of Virgiuia, inclofing an au-
thorifed copy of their agreement to the a-
mendment propofed to the cenftitutiop ref-
pecling the fuability of fates. Ordered to
lie on the table. :

commerce and manufa@ures, reported a bill
for ere&ting a light-houfe on Eaton’s Neck,
and for placing buoys in the feveral places
therein mentioned. Committed for Monday.

The fame gentleman alfo made a -report
on the petition of Sylyanus Crowell, mana-
ging owner of three {chooners employed in
the cod fifhery in the year 1796, but a fire
having deftroyed the agreements between
the owner, mafters and erews, he was pre-
vented from receiving the bounty: allowed
by law. . The committee finding there was

port favorably and recommend a bill for his
relief; which report was concurred in by the
boufe. ' ;
Mr. Otis prelented a petitiodfrom Mofes
Gill, prayiug payment of the principal and
intereft of 840e dollars laid out in" fix ' per
cent, Loan-Office Certificates iffued by the
ftate of Georgia during the'war. , Alfo the
petition of Elias Strong, praying to haye
remitted certain duties on falt deftroyed by
fire at BoRon. The former was referred to
the committee of the whole to whom has
been referred the report on the-expediency
of excepting certain claims from the operd-
tion of the limitation aéts; the latter te
the committee of commerce and manufag-
tures. gty .
Mr. D. Fofter, from the committee of
claims, made an unfavorable report on.the
petition of Jehu Jarvis, a foldier in‘the late
war, who prayed for compenfation forda-
mages done to his property, which was cof=
curred-in by the houfe. :

The Speaker faid the bufinefs firlt in or~ ~

der was the unfinifhed bufinefs of the bill

providing for our istercourfle with foreign

nations.

Mr. Gallatin moved to poftpone the un-
finifhed bufinefs, for the purpofe of taking
up the bill making appropriations for the.
fupport of government for the year 1798,
as government was at prefent drawing me-
ney by way of anticipation. ~ There was
alfo a report of the committee: of elaims,
on the fubjeét of cxcepting certain elaims
from the operation of the limitation a&s,
which he thought it would be well foon te
a® upon, as the delay of it, might induce
{peculations, whah it wonld be better to
prevent. :

After fome few obje@ions toa poitpone-
ment of the unfinithed bufinefs, it was, at
length, agreed to poftpone it for the pur-
pole of taking up the appropriation bills
)T he houfe acgardingly refolved itfelf inte

' ; -
with it, But leave every gentlenian to pro.

red the bill providing: for the expences of

This motion was oppofed by Mefl. Gal-"

latin and Nichelas, ‘as they were not cextain | |

fed by law; and if they were not, it would

A meflage was received from the fenate,

. Mr. Harper, from the committee of ways .
and means, made a report in favor of ereét-

towan (S. C.) the ‘neceflary ceffion’ of the

Mr. Livingfton, from the commitk"e of

at leaft prima facia evidenee of the fa&, re- .

e~

e




