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FROM THE AURORA. Confidering it chercfore as wholly amat
ter of party the would occupy as little of the|
time of the court and jury as poffible.  He

would call upon the jury to recolledt the
time when this master of profecution ori-

46tive politician in this city—as indeed the|
moft aétive man of bis party.—Whether]
there was or was not another perfon of thel
name of Hollinfworth in this city the de.
fendant did not know, until the day after]

my birth right—of thofe rights which by
the laws of God and nature Lam entitled to
s it not coough' that through him and
this vinditive party profecution I fhould
be imprifoned thirty days, but that he

CIRCUIT COURT OF PENNSYL]
VANL

Levi Hovtrvswours v. W Duave.| party paumm ranhighfthe publication, he learned from a fnﬂld {hould now at the end of nearly two years
This was an aétion at law, Jaid o reco- when the vibration of public. opinion was|that though'the facts concerning the vel-lwhen he can fhew no injury done him, and

wer damages to the amouut of 5000 dol-|
Jars, upon a matter of libel charged i thel
Following article which was publifhed in the
{Aurora of the 9th Jaiuaty, 1800, as fol
o

fuch as to excite alarm on one lide, and hoj
on mmhc. 5 when the r;nndut\ of wen inl
power with a bold hand,
St chusdiem o cheln mnqmnuu fub]
jected to every fpecies of ignominy and re-|
pnmr.h, then it was that this caufe of ac|
tion occured, But lu i honeft manf
look back for a moment to the agitations
which marked that mﬂm,vpy pesiod—and ley
chem compare that time with the prefent,
the violence, the tusbulence, the contume.|
ly of that time, with the peace, tranquility
nd fecurity of the prefent. - How are men
‘the character of this prol
s amatcer of party oy of At b

(el were corredly ftated, that the perfon to
whom_the velll bxlﬂllgnd was el Ho!
fiind ot Les what
as 15 tonduél of the eendant  then?
The faks were flated in the paper of the 9th|
of January, in the papet of the 10th th
rior was rectified, und i of el
siven in the room of
et i ke Tpduk for hernfelyen
with the permiffion of the court he would
read the article which corredted the. érror|
i leave the confderations wifing from it—
t the jurys

whiere lie hus done me injuries which noth-

& can compenfate—this man comes for-
vard with three of the leading lawyers of
his party to purchale me==is this the evis
dence he gives of his good charadter, are
et the groiids apon whick Be ipprard
to dem«nd | damages of a Jery

entlenien, T fhall mip'\lx on you no
by hikes Heced ot bt 00 )
ljudgment without tio e fine
imess whict pmfm(ed themtioed 15 e
pardon of the court for faying
e bt propofed; I leave the iffue to
its courle,

The defendant then called as evidences;
Mr. Pelix Imbert andbis cleck Mr. George;
who depofcd that they recollected the {ale

of the veflel ; that the former had authos

rifed his clerk to bid for the veffel, but he
could not recollact  the fum; it might be
10,000 dollars or one dollar ; all hie knew
vas, he did not purchafe the vellcl.

M. Imbert's clerk was  alike Forgetful

Mr. Brown's Federalifin reminds s off
Leoi Hollinsworth's, who was fo miuch|
{diftinguifhed in the Late eledtion at the head|
of ‘the Pederal committee— Leoi had a fhipl
trading contrary to law, (not in the flavel
tride) he went and informed against him-|
Lself, and fo faved half to “a certaintyl
thit being the reward o the informer,
velleTand cargo were then fold by the mar
fhialy but a friend of Levi's threatened tofpaflions of that day to be called up in judg-|
Lyl & Wi bl tie i the Hver jment iowL—and 16 4 eqrorls Tokiim ks
if e bid agaift Lewiy and {0 he bought der|reified without folicitation, and. wholly
from a fenfe of right; to be treated in thisfi
hour asa fubjeck crimizal and injurious 2
, this matcer will appear from thel
five article itfeify of an ovigin in its|
ty even more remote than the date
ofof the publicasion, its origin may be traced|
o the cledtion of goveror forthis com.
snwealtho.ot] 0
M Kean, to which thig article makes |
Aexprefi allufion. Tn that eleétion the plain-

We find it was Yehu Hollinsiéorth's et
(el that was fowé time ago foldy by the
oafhaly for llicit trade, and not Zeoi's as|
we before flatedwWe are willing, accord.
inis to an old vulgar faying, to* give fo thel
devil kit due.

L in cheap allo—and this was good federa,
o

!
The cargo was fuld_eheap likewifesit
s furpiifing that Levi did not ule his incer
et to have the lite marfhal retaived in of:
fice—the fervices of borh entitled thew tol
she good will of each others

Upon the face of this article, this cor-
o of error as to the nauie, is there]
dny sppcarance of malie, g charged by thelo the cxal fum; be was authorifed § wah
olcinti? Fvery man knows that in thefnot deterred by threats, but ech ine
 ontefts of party there arife little politicallforned thes it was an unfiappy Ao o ehi
bullitions, which excize a momentary fen-{orwner, and requelled not ts Liv—therefore
tion, and i ﬁvrgauen 4 they perith in

4id not buy her ; he did not recolleét ber

4l was a confpicuous churader oppofed tofthe cir birth ; & temper of far-worth—he might have bid, but forgots
he governor.  And the defendant was thefcafin Slended with joculiity ¢ @ giy feve-]  George Oscar was called, he was at the
nediun through whow the public was in-|rity that engages attention but niflicls noffile ; fev'a Frencl gentlemati bid for the
of all fubje@ts relative ‘to politics.|wound ; wheré paity fpirit proceeds no far-fveifel,~Mhe belonged to Yehu Hollingiworthy
The pxa..m(r was chairman of u comimiztee|ther than this, evil confequences are everlnot Levip—erfons had uled reproaches to
o wete nat very delicate about perfonaremotelthis _joculat  temiper prefervedithe Erench gendleman for bidding—chere
charadher—i n of that commiteeefends eveit to alluige rather than aggravate,lwis oily ane nian bid; more than 300 pres
was under fenunxubhganan» 0 the gover-funlels the perfons are of & caft of w —fome perfons id it was 4 pity to

nor 5 and it was conceived that he repaidjmuch more violent and revengeful than isfesife the price on the owners

thefl obligations very badlys The deten [compatible with thie comimon profeffions of| ~ Mr. Tngerfoll rofe after the evidence
dant was pollclled of thefe fadts, from thifmen, In the fpirit of reprobation, on afhad been clofed, nd animadverted upvn it
the moft certain and refpetable suthoritysfeafe which i the defendant’s opinion, de-fat large, and endeavoured to fhew that no
s to the obligations & ingratitude. Andf ninded miblic kpolita the article whichlcolufive lale had taken e e argued
in that Rae of kuowledge the informacionfis the' foundation of this proficution was{that even if the ficts had bee as it
was communicated to him, that the brigan-{ «ritten—when the error of name was diffrelated to_Jehu Hnllmgfwnnh,(hut il is
tine Exprefy, the propecty of Mr. Hoflin4covered, what mode’ could be more likely|was no 163 a libel on Lewi who was inncs
riby had o take away from the odium of the L?mrgr, cent ; that the def r.'ua..u was evidently,
commerce, that b had taken the precan{chin to st eith good humor and by bis own confeflion aétuated by nia-
A veflel is engay ged ik |llegﬂl trada ey end T it i tad aNrgcd of his
el T i et il

bty R callufion mm pldce be
seen “the owner, who s guilty of thelg troes
breach of the law, and e profits by his il | M. Ingerso! procecded to inveltigats
1.l condict, to the public lofs and wrong.fthe' churge and the evidenée, andto di-
The velTil is worth 5000 dolfars aud Ihe isfcant on the nature of libel, into which he

Y

Tc is proper'to_ oblerve, here, that thid
was the aition which, beig laid in the
deral Conrt, brought orl the queftion of ci
tizenthip, Which was argued ata former
court, and decded upon againft the birth|
sight of tie Editor, and which
ahe silgufion; in. confeqs
the court imprifoncd
month, on the ground of Lmurmpk.

The coule wis appos or trial on
Thusld iy, and Me. Holfinsworth appeared
with Meflvs. Ingersaly Ev Lilghman, and
Lewis, as his -counfel.
fendant employed no counfel, fo
tatead in his arguments, belowa
Filghnan difcanted brietly on
Ao yblicetiut, Whigh befased o by ol
Iy maliciousand flfy avd calculaed i
jue die reputation o Hollinfworth,

bl ghatader e Rised, to bo il

"z

ed for exemplary piety and attachmen
the government and laws of his counry.,
Tha

& he had no doube th jury would|

¢ their duty to do julice tol
975 c'mr‘«c\tl of his client, by cxemplary!
s

'l'hx Llef::vhm addreffed the court.

cargo 3 aut dxtfunc]ul'emem on' decoune of s
feveral pecfons attended to bid for the
Vellely that fom were perfuaded and others|
deterred by shreats from bidding, and tha:
the Tl et e ek e GiE e 40

He

appeared without cownfely and vufted 106000 dollars, was baught in by M. HoloJio1 for fomething more than one thoufind
the fiberalty of the caue 1o believe el lnfuarih forle 1500 dovlars. Tief—perfons defirons of purchafing are deters|
it was not from any want. of refpeet.to]velel had boen advertileds and it was fuch irel thN fats e pubhledy 460 & miRSKL[Binchone, ExlKine, asd among athers the

them, nor from any want of confidnce mfa \mmatunu as could not but arreft the]
the gentlemen who bad hitherto ufforded) every man, who had 4 coneern|
i vhele-sid. 1x Tadysrs naithep was. itfun pah:lal trantadlions. It was the duty]
from any confidence in tof of the defendant as the only Editor on the|
Iay the matter before the court and jury, as|fpot, and indeed very few were in the union
it miglit be done, by profeffional méi, it wheo seed Yo Galéindr e Wlkaltad 00 sl
from motives particularly assached to thelides for their politics, and who. were
«afe, and his owi fitua charged with anti-federalifa 5 it was a part
s pofecution he confidered as being|of his duty to fhew what the condut of thel

wholly from its com tiencement, to the pre-|rivals of thefe men, il i ftrange d-.|
l‘em moment a bulinefs of party—it com-[velopements were made, and when this|
at ating of party men, and is at him in fach an app:lrcnklv 4\!![»“\.
ic hape, he confidered it his dut

¢ made in the name  of one perfon whof
G MRl bk AObdes
“cond s common to both—the er.
% difc¥eted the abat ady, i \bee
after the :nrveﬂmnuf!llt error, 4 pro|
kr\ll\nn is cotmenced.

“The defenmit here catled for e recordi
she ety GhICh e i s e Gt v
0 information laid in the f Jothu,
Humplireys, charging the bngmmw Yix
refs with a breach of the Taw, in tradng
‘vith the French colaniess the fecond wa|

clebrated letters  of ~Juniug, s
15, of the proface, as fullows—¢ 1t ¢
A AEr “of privace Toen e faltiecd
abjured, a double remedy s opened to
thim by action and indictment, 1fthro*
indolence, filfe tame, o indifference,
they will not appeal to the lyws of
their country, they fail in their duty to
fociety and are ugil so. dhemt
He ally adverced to the cale of Juha
Poer Zenger, at o Yok, in 1785,
where the rlwquenl Andrew Hamiltor

i

e soria s eyl o pul o clin (5t up by thc ownars Jef Holfgive il opinions o Shofe of of Jusive
por beE 28Ta aqytaeher sy Seim 4| LITLHS S o 6 PRl Rt fingemerth Shlror . Lo, ey iifkive, Glynn, and oth i
Conllicuous fisvation, fallen into the. fany|corre, and will be proven by the records]iny tradey and as uﬁnl, e Horiicas SO whichWe egesk e Waile

exror which produced the article charged as
alibel, there is no reafon to believe apr-|  With regard to the perfon, however, the
fecution would ever have been commencdfcourt and jury will perceive that the defon.
and even in moderate times of party i| lant has ndt now to acknowledge that thei]
i bt L A P e o e s
miltake—or it was wholly the miltake of]ng the vell-l were truc, there was an crro,
a name, and not a falfehood in fact—ih |:1 the name of the perfon and that error| —
correction of the miftake would have fereci | wofisy ot from malice nor any envy of th |<hiis

) this court, and by other evidences eafons why he fhouldnot be condemned.fof notes, and prefer waiting the reports of
55 Ehind (wi ot kabe Eois beAfity v VR hat ok wITHeIoD
wards brought) was the decree of the conrt fof wilful mifreprefentation of the feeches
condemning the ship and eargo for trading|of this genleman and Mr. Lewis who fol-
ity 1o o osed bim,

& the defendant addrefled the jory
ok gentleqat e NEA(e sakoreCyoul]
the tranfaction upon which you o

3, then afked permiffion of
S Juy on el of
the Defendant, to 1

ed any man otherwile cireunttanced, f or|
the fuceeffive perfecutions which have beei|
earvied o, on this account.  Satisficd|
therefore, of the matter being wholly of

party nature, and perfuaded that it was |
condnéted, fie had thought it morcc:mﬁ(
tent to appear without countel, efpy

a3 the expences attendant on fomany ,-n»
fecutions mu be naturilly beavy 3 b
parcicalarly 2s he did not wifh to fuljec
any gentlemnan o fuch unworthy treatmes.
25 hal been fhewn by one of the oppofi

counfel to the gentlemen whio had -~ here
tofore honored bim with. their profefion
aid.

“ondition, as he was forry to hear, ftatec
in the charge of the plaintiff, for there it
1othing in she condition of Mr. Holling(
worth at this time, for which be would cx.

e conditions, nor at any other time |
Hut in truth the defendant. had no pers
“iowledge of Mr. Hollinfworth at the
sne—the firll time he ever fiw him to dif

minate him from the mafs of fociety was
when at the laft fising of this court b
< ame forward with a witncfs fo deprive th
“fendunt of his birtheright. The defer
ot fetew neithier the perfon nor the con

o dettrmie. the amount of daniages fuf]
ained by i perfon who was chairman of th
Dunwaoly commitie,for g the ft
sicion being th

a7 WhereieHow M e injury, bees

(flone, where is the malice praven in thif

ablication—if it is fhewn ¢ you thit fuchi
S s L
“hat will be your judgment of this profe
e Yot e AR o sssltacal
Good Gud i bk ehosh o
R s T fhould have s
bien brought beforé this c.,.m to whicl)

ik
the libel, Aanding o the ground ‘of tlis
9

s

ition of Le: he kuew hi
wlitical «.Im adier and his :amlu& asa very|

R S Tihouitbe cpiived of

oncerned for ong|
o

o publications, of t

Lhowled

Mo Lewis objded. but was over-ral

ed by the Goure e having the righ to re-
iy

Mr. B. obferved to the Jury, that the
jgle confideration before them’ was the
¢ meafiire of Dumapes far any real in-
ury which the Phaintiff had (uftaived from

nwary, 1800
ontaining the libel, and the other of the
text dayy containing the Defendnat’s al-
t ofa iftake in_the nama
of the Plaintiff. Error was incident tor
very i, but no malice conld be fairly
mpatable i a cafe where the ehrifbu




