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OBSERVATIONS, &c.

HE fpirit of jacobinifm, if not entirely a new
T fpirit, has at Jealt been cloathed with a more
gigantic body and armed with more powerful weapons -
than it ever before poffcfled. It is perhaps not too
much to fay, that it threatens more extenfive and
complicated mifchiefs to the world than have hitherte
flowed from the three great fcourges of mankind, W awr,
PestiLevcs and Famine. To what point it wil)
ultimarely lead fociety, it is impoflible for human fore-
fight to pronounce ; but there is jult ground to appre-
hend that its progrefs may be marked with calamities
of which the dreadful incidents of the French revolur
tion afford a very faint image. Inceflantly bufied in
undermining all the props of public fecurity and pri- -
vate happinefs, it feems to threaten the political and
moral world with a complete overthrow.

A principal engine, by which this fpirit endeavours
to accomplifh its purpofes is that of calumny. Itis
effential to its fuccefs that the influence of men of
upright principles, difpofed and able to refift its en-
terprizes, fhall be at all events deftroyed. Not content
with traducing their beft efforts for the public good,
with mifreprefenting their pureflt motives, with infer-
ring criminality from a&ions innocent or laudable, the
moft direét falthoods are invented and propagated, with
undaunted effrontery and unrelenting perfeverance.
Lics often deteted and refuted are ftill revived and
repeated, in the hope that the refutation may have beep
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forgotten or that the frequency and boldnefs of accu-
fation may fupply the place of truth and proof. The
moft profligate men are encouraged, probably bribed,
certainly with patronage if not with money, to become
informers and accufers. And when tales, which their
charaéters alone ought to difcredit, are refuted by evi-
dence and faéts which oblige the patrons of them to
abandon their fupport, they ftill continue in corroding
whifpers to wear away the reputations which they could
not dire&ly fubvert. If, luckily for the confpirators
againft honeft fame, any little foible or folly can be
traced out in one, whom they defire to perfecute, it
becomes at once in their hands a two-edged fword, by
which to wound the public charater and ftab the pri-
vate felicity of the perfon. With fuch men, nothing
is facred.  Even the peace of an unoffending and
amiable wife is a welcome repaft to their infatiate fury
‘againft the hufband. '

In the gratification of this baleful fpirit, we not only
hear the jacobin news-papers continually ring with
odious infinuations and charges againft many of our
moft virtuous citizens; but, not fatisfied with this, a
meafure new in this country has been lately adopted to
give greater efficacy to the fyftem of defamation—
periodical pamphlets iffue from the fame prefles, full
freighted with mifreprefentation and falthood, artfully
calculated to hold up the opponents of the FacTicn to
the jealoufy and diftrult of the prefent generation and
if poffible, to tranfmit their names with difhonor to
pofterity. Even the great and multiplied fervices, the
tried and rarely equalled virtues of 2 WAsHINGTON,
can fecure no exemption. .

How then canl, with pretenfions cvery way inferior
expect to efcape ? And if truly this be, as everyap-
pearance indicates, a confpiracy of vice againft virtue,
ought I not rather to be flattered, that I have been fo
Jong and fo peculiarly an obje& of perfecution? Ought
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I to regret, if there be any thing about me, fo formi-
dable to the Faction as to have made me worthy to be
ditinguithed by the plenitude of its rancour and
venom ? :

It is certain that I have had a pretty copious experi-
ence of its malignity. For the honor of human na-
ture, it is to be hoped that the examples are not
nurmerous of men fo greatly calumniated and perfecur-
ed, asl have been, with fo little caufe.

I dare appeal to my immediate fellow citizens of
whatever political party for the truth of the affertion,
that no man ever carried into public life a more un-
blemifbed pecuniary reputation, than that with which
I undertook the office of Secretary of the Trealury; a
chara&er marked by an indifference to the acquifition
of property rather than by ar avidity for it.

With fuch a charalter, however natural it was to
expe@ criticifm and oppofition, as to the political
principles which I might manifeft or be fuppofed to
entertain, as to the wifdom or expediency of the plans,
which I might propofe, or asto the fkill, care or dili-
gence with which the bufinefs of my department might
be exccuted, it was rot natural to expet nor did
I expeé that my fidelity or integrity in a pecuniary
fenfe would ever be called in queftion. v

Bur on this head a mortifying difappointment has
been expericnced.  Without the flighteft foundation,
I have been repeatedly held up to the fufpicions of the
world as a man dirc&ed in his adminiftration by the
moft fordid views; who did not fcruple to facrifice
the public to his private intereft, his duty and honor to
the finifter accumulation of wealih.

Merely becaufe I retained an opinion once ccmmon
to me and the moft influencial of thofe who oppofed me,
That the public debt ought to be provided for on the bifis
of the contrall upon which it was created, 1 have been |
wickedly accufed with wantonly increafing the I_mb-.—
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lic burthen many millions, in order to promote a -
ftock-jobbing intereft of myfelf and frierds. _ '

Merely becaufe a member of the Houle of Repre-
fentatives entertained a different idea from me, as to
the legal effe&t of appropriation laws, and did not un-
derftand accounts, I was expoied to the imputation of
having committed a delibcrate and criminal violation
of the laws and to the fulpicion of being a defaulter
for millions ; fo as to have been driven to the pain-
ful neceffity of calling for a formal and folemn in-

uiry.

¢ T};lc inquiry took place. It was conduéted by 2
committee of fifteen members of the Houfe of Repre-
fentatives—a majority of them either my decided po-
litical enemies or inclined againft me, fome of them
- the moft active and intelligent of my opponents, with-
out a fingle man, who being known to be friendly to
me, pofiefled alfo fuch knowledge and experience of
public affairs as would enable him to countera& inju-
rious intrigues, Mr. Giles of Virginia who had com-
menced the attack was of the committee,

The officers and books of the treafury were examin-
ed. The tranfa&ions between the feveral banks and
the treafury were fcrutinized. Even my private ac-
counts with thofe inftitutions were laid open to the com-
mittee ; and every poflible facility given to the in-
quiry. The refult was a complete demonftration that
the fufpicions which had been entertained were ground-
lefs.

Thofe which had taken the fafteft hold were, that
the public monies had been made fubfervient to loans,
difcounts and accommodations to myfclf and friends.
The committee in reference to this point reported
thus: < It appears from the affidavits of the Cathier
and feveral officers of the bank of the United Srates
and feveral of the directors, the Cathier, and other of-
ficers of the bank of New-York, that the Secretary
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of the Treafury never has either diretly or indire&ly,
for himfelf or any other perfon, procured any difcount
or credit from cither of the faid banks upon the bafis
of any public monies which at any time have been
depofated thereint under his dire€tion: And the com-
mittee are _fatisfied, that #o monies of the United States,
whether defore or after they have paffed to the credit of
the T reafurer have ever been direftly or indireftly ufed
for or applied to any purpofes but thofe of the govern-
ment, except fo far as all monies depofited in a bank
are concerned in the general operations thereof.”

The report, which Ihave always underftood was
unanimous, contains in other refpeéts, with confider-
able detail the materials of a complete exculpation.
My enemies, finding no handle for their malice, aban-
doned the purfuit.

Yet unwilling to leave any ambiguity upon the
point, when I determined to refign my office, I gave
carly previous notice of it to the Houfe of Reprefen-
tatives, for the declared purpofe of affording an op-
portunity for legiflative crimination, if any ground fgr
it had been difcovered. Not the leaft ftep towards it
was taken.. -From which I have a right to infer the
univerfal conviction of the Houfe, that no caufe ex-
ifted, and to confider the refult as a complete vindi-
cation.

On another occafion, a worthlefs man of the name
of Fraunces found encouragement to bring forward to
the Houfe of Reprefentatives a formal charge againft
me of unfaithful condué in office. A Committee of
the Houfe was appointed to inquire, confifting in this
cafe alfo, partly of fome of my moft intelligent and
altive enemies.—The iffue was an unanimous excul-
pation of me as will appear by the following extract
from the Journals of the Houfe of Reprefentatives of
the 1gth of February 1794.
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¢ The Houfe refumed the confideration of the re-
t« port of the Committee, to whom was referred the
* memorial of Andrew G. Fraunces : whereupon,

¢ Refolved, That the reafons affigned by the fecre-
* tary of the treafury, for refufing payment of the
 warrants referred to in the memorial, are fully
¢ fufficient to juftify his conduét; and that in the
¢ whole courfe of this tranfattion, the fecretary and
« other officers of the treafury, have afted & meri-
¢ torious part towards the public.”

¢ Refolved, That the charge exhibited in the me-
““ morial, againft the fecretary of the treafury, rela-
¢ tive to the purchafe of the penfion of Baron de
Glaubeck is wholly illiberal and groundlefs®.”
Was it not to have been expected that thefe repeated
demonftrations of the injuftice of the accufations ha-
zarded againft me would have abathed the enterprife
of my calumniators? However natural fuch an expec-
tation may feem, it would betray an ignorance of the
true character of the Jacobin fyftem. It is a maxim
deeply ingrafted in that dark fyftem, that no chara&er,
however upright, is a match for conftantly reiterated
attacks, however falfe. Itis well underftood by its
difciples, that every calumny makes fome profelites
and even retains fome ; fince juftification feldom cir-
culates as rapidly and as widely as flander. The num-
ber of thofe who from doubt proceed to fufpicion
and thence to belief of imputed guilt is continually
augmenting ; and the public mind fatigued at length
with refiftance to the calumnies which eternally
affail it, is apt in the end to {it down with che opinion
that a perfon fo often accufed cannot be entirely in-
nocent.

-
-

® Would it be believed after all this, that Mr. Jefferfon Vice
Prefident of the United States would write to this Fraunces friend-
ly letters ? Yetfuchis the fa& as will be feen in the Appendix, Nes.
XL1V & XLV. ,
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Relying upon this weaknefs of human nature, the
Jacobia Scandal-Club though often defeated con-
ftantly return to the charge. Old calumnies are ferved
up a-freth and every pretext is feized to add to the
catalogue—The perfon whom they feek to blacken,
by dint of repeated ftrokes of their bruth, becomes' a
demon in their own eyes, though he might be pure
and bright as an angcl burt for the daubing of thofe
wizard painters.

Of all che vile attempts which have been made to
injure my character that which has been lately revived
ia No. Vand VI, of the hiftory of the United States
for 1796 is the moft vile. This it will be impoflible
for any intelligent, 1 will not fay candid, man to doubt,
when he fhall have accompanied me through the ex-
amination.

I owe perhaps to my friends an apology for conde-
fcending to give a public explanation. A juft pride
with reluctance ftoops to a formal vindication againft
fo defpicable a contrivance and is inclined rather to
oppofe to it the uniform evidence of an upright cha-
rater. This would be my conduét on the prefent
occafion, did not the tale feem to derive a fEné'tion
from the names of threc men of fome weight and
confequence in the fociety : a circumftance, which I
truft will excufe me for paying attention to a flander
that without this prop, would defeat itfelf by intrinfic
circumftances of abfurdity and malice.

The charge againft me is a connetion with one
James Reynolds for purpofes of improper pecuniary
fpeculation. My real crime isan amorous conneltion
with his wife, for a confiderable time with his privity
and connivance, if not originally brought on by a
combination between the hufband and wife with the
defign to extort money from me.

This confeflion is not made without a bluth. I
cannot be the apologift of any vice becaule the

B
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ardour of paffion may have made it mine.” 1 ¢an
never ceafe to condemn myfelf for the pang, which it
may inflict ina bofom eminently inntied to all iny gra-
titude, fidelity and love. But that bofom will approve,
that even at {o great an expence, I thould effeQually
wipe away a umore ferious ftain from a name, which
it cherifhes with no lefs clevation than tendeérnefs.
The public too will I truft excufe the confeflion. The
neceflity of it to my defence againft a more heinous
charge could alone have extorted from me o painful
‘an indecorum.

Before I proceed to an exhibition of the pofitive
proof which repels the «charge, I thall analize the
documents from which it is deduced, and{ am mif-
taken if with difcerning and candid minds tore would
be neceflary.  But I defire to obviate the fuipicions of
the moft fufpicious.

The firft refle€tion which occurs on a perafal of the
documents is that it is morally impoflible I thould
have been foolith as wellas depraved enhough ko em-
ploy fo vile an inftrument as Reywolds tfor fuch én-
Significant ends, as are indicated by different parts of
the ftory itfelf—My enemies to be fure have kindly
pourtrayed me as another Chartres on the fcore of
imoral principle. But they have been ever bountifelia
afcribing to me talemts. It has fuited theit purpofe
to exaggerate fuch as I may poffefs, and o attri-
bute to them an influence to which they are mot
intitled.  Bur the prefent accufation imputes to me
as much {oily as wickednefs—AH the documents fhew,
and it is otherwife matter of notoriety, that Reynolds
was an obfcure, unimportantand profligate man. No-
thing could be more weak, becaufe nothing could be
more unfafe than bo make ufe of fuch an inftrument;
to ufe him too without any intérmediate agént more
‘worthy ‘of confidence who might kecp me ocut of
fight, to write him numerous letters fecording the

-
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objects of the improper conne&ion (for this is pretend-
ca and that the letters were afterwards burnt at my re-
quelt) to unbotom mylelf to him with a pradigality of
coniidence, by very unnecefiarily telling him, as he
alieges, of a connedtion in fpeculation between myfelf
and Mr. Duer.  Itis very exeraordinary, if the head
of the money department of a country, being unprin-
cipied enough to facrifice his truft and his 1ntegrity,
could nog have contrived abjeéts of prafic fufficiently
large to have engaged theco-operation of men of fay
greater impartance than Reynolds, and with whom
there could have been due fafcty, and fhould have
been driven to the neceflity of .urkennelling fuch 3
reptile to be the inftrument af his cupidicy.

But, marcover, the fcale of the concern with Rey-
nolds, fuch as it is prefented, is contemptibly narrow
for a rapacious fpeculating fecretary of the treafury.
Cliugman, Reywolds and bhis wife were manifeflly in
very clofe confidence with each other.  Jufeems there
was 3 free communication of f{ecrets.  Yetin clubbing
their different items of information as to the fupplies of
money which Reynolds received from me, what do
they amount to ? Clingraan ftates that Mrs. Reynolds
told him, that at a certain time her hufband had re-
eeived from me upwards of eleven hundred dollars.
A nete is produced which fhews that at one time fifty
dollars were fent to him, and another note is produced,
by which and the infarmation of Reynolds himfelf

through Clingman, it appears that at another time 300 -

dollars wepe afked and refufed—Another fum of 200
dollars is fpoken of by Clingman as having been furpifh-
ed ta Reynolds at fome other time.  What a fcale of
fpeculation is this for the head of a public treafury, far
one who in the very publication that brings forward
the charge is reprefented as having procured to be funi-
td at forty millions a debt which ought to have beey
difcharged at ted o hfieen millions for the criminal
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purpofe of eariching himfelf and his friends ? He muft
have been a clumfy knave, if he did not fzcure enough
of this excefs of twenty five or thirty millions, to have
taken away all inducement to rifk his charater in fuch
bad hands and in fo huckftering a way—or to have
enabled him, if he did employ fuch an agent, to do it
with more means and to better purpofe. Itiscurious,
that this rapacious fecretary fhould at one time have
furnifhed his fpeculating agent with the paltry fum of
fifty dollars, at another, have refufed him the inconfi-
derable fum of 300 dollars, declaring upon his honor
that it was not in his power to furnifth 1t. This de-
claration was true or not; if the laft the refufal ill

_ comperts with the idea of a fpeculating conneftion—if
the firft, it is very fingular that the head of the treafury
engaped without fcruple in fchemes of profit fhould
have been deftitute of fo {mall a fum—But if we fup-
pofe this officer to be living upon an inadequate falary,
without aay collateral purfuits of gain, the appearances
then are fimple and intelligible enough, applying to
them the true key.

It appears that Reynolds and Clingman were dete(ted
by the then comptroller of the treafury, in the odious
crime of fuborning a witnefs to commit perjury, for
the purpofe of obtaining letters of adminiftration on
the eftate of a perfon who was living, in order to re-
ceive a fimall fum of money due to him from the trea-
fury—It is cerrainly extraordinary that the confiden-
tial agent of the head of that department fhould have
been in circumftances to induce a refort to fo miferable
an expedient. It is odd, if there was a fpeculating
connedtion, that it was not more profitable both to the
fecretary and to his agent than are indicated by the
circumftances difclofed.

It is alfo a remarkable and very inftru&ive fa&, that
notwithftanding the great confidence and intimacy,
which fubfifted between Clingman, Reynolds and his wife,
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and which continued till after the period of the libera-
tion of the two former from the profecution againft
them, neither of them has ever fpecitied the objeés of
the pretended conneétion in fpeculation between Rey-
noldsand me. The pretext that the letters which con-
tined the evidence were deftroyed is no anfwer. They
could not have been forgotten and might have been
difclofed from memory. The total omiffion of this
could only have proceeded from the confideration that
detail might have led to deteétion. The deftruion of
letters befides is a fiction, which is refuted not only by
the general improbability, that I fhould put myfelf
upon paper with fo defpicable a perfon on a fubjet
which might e¢xpole me to iniamy, but by the evidence
of extreme caution on my part in this particular, re-
fulting from the laconic and difguifed form of the notes
which are produced—They prove inconteftibly that
there was an unwillingnefs to truft Reynolds with my
hand writing.  The true reafon was, that I apprehend-
ed he might make ufe of it to imprefs upon others the
belief of fome pecuniary connetion with me, and be-
fides implicating my chara&er might render it the en-
gine of a falfe credit, or turn it to fome other finifter
ufe—Hence the difguife ; for my conduét in admitting
atonce and without hefitation that the notes were from
me proves that it was never my intention by the ex-
pedient of difguifing my hand to fhelter myfelf from
any ferious inquiry.

The accufation againft me was never heard cof ’till
Clingman and Reynolds were under profecution by the
treafury for an infamous crime—1It will be feen by the
document No. I (a) that during the endcavours of
Clingman to obtain relicf, through the interpofition of
Mr. Mughlenberg, he made to the latter the com-
menication of my pretended criminality. It will be
further feen by document No. II that Reynolds had
while in prifon conveyed to the ears of Meflrs. Monroe
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and Venable that he could give inteBligence of my being
concerned in fpeculation, and that he alio fuppofed that
he was kept in prifon by a defign on my part to opprefy
him and drive him away. And by bis letter o Cling-
mai of the 13 of December, aficr he was releafcd from
prifon, it alio appears that he was altuated by a fpirit
of revenge againit me : for he declares that he will have
Jatisfaction from me at all events ; adding, as addrefled
to Clingman, < And you only I truff.”

Three importantinferences flow from thefe circum-
ftances—one that the accufation again{t me was an
auxiliary to the efforts of Clingman and Reynolds to get
releafed from a difgraceful profecution—another that
there was a vindi&ive fpisit againft me at leaft on the
part of Reynolds—the third, that he confided in Clirg-
max as a coadjutor in the plan of vengeance. Thefe cir-
cumftances, according to every eftimate of the credit
due to accufers, ought to deftroy their teftimony. Ta
what credit are perfons intitled, who in telling a ftory
are governed by the double motive of efcaping from
difgrace and punifhment and of gratifying revenge >—
As to Mrs. Reynolds, if fhe was not an accomplice, as
it is too probable fhe was, her fituation would naturally
fubject her to the will of her hufband. But enough be-
fides will appear in the fequel to fhew that her tefti-
mony merits no attention.

The letter which has been juft cited deferves a more
particular attention—As it was produced by Clingman,
there isa chafin of three lines, which lines are manifeft-
ly efiential to explain the fenfe. It may be inferre
from the context, that thefe deficient lines would unfold
the caufe of the refentment which is expreffed.  *Twas
frem them that might have been learnt the true nature
of the tranfaction.  The expunging of them is a violent
prefumption that they would have contradi¢ted the pur-
poie for which the letter was produced—A witnefs of-
fering fuch a mutilated piece difcredits himfelf. The
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mutilation is alone fatisfaCtory proof-of contrivance and
mpolition.  The manner of accounting for it is frivol«
ous.

The words of the fetter are ftrong—fatisfaction is to
be had a2 all events, per fas et nefas, and Clinginam is the
chofen confidential agent of the laudable plan of ven-
geance. 1t muft be confeffed he was not wanting in his
Aart.
¥ Reynolds, as will be fcen by No. II (a) alleges that
amerchant came to him and offcred as a volunteer to
be his bail, who he fufpeted had becen inftigated co it
by me, and aiter being decoyed to the place the
merchant wifhed to carry him to, he refufed being bis
bail, unlefs he would depofita fum of money to fome
confiderable amount which he could not do and was in
confequence committed to prifon. Clingman (No. IV
a) tells the fame ftory in fubftance though with fome
difference in form leaving to be implied what Reynolds
exprefles and naming Henry Seckel as the merchant. The
depofitionof this reipetable citizen (No. XXIII) gives
the lie to both, and fhews that he was in faét the agent
of Clingman, from motives of good will to him, -as his
former book-keeper, that he never had any commu-
nication with me concerning either of them till afeer
they were both in cuftody, that when he came as a mef-
{enger to me from one of them, I not only declined in-
terpofing in their behalf, but informed Mr. Seckel that
they had been guilty of a crime and advifed him to
have nothing to do with them. ‘

This fingle faét goes far to invalidate the whole
flory. It fhews painly the difsegard of truth and the
malice by which the parties were actuated. Other
important infcrences are to be drawn from the tranf-
attion. Had I been confcious that I had any thing te
fear from Reynolds of the nature which has been pre-
tended, fhould I have warned Mr. Seckel againit hav-
ing any thing to do with them ? Should I not racher
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have encouraged him to have come to their affiftance ?
Should I not have been eager to promote their liber-
ation ? But this is not the only inftance, in which I
ated a contrary part, Clingman teftifics in No. V.
that I would not permit Fraunces a clerk in my office
to become their bail, burt fignified to him that if he
did it, he muft quit the department.

Clingman ftates in No. 1V, (a) that my note in an-
fwer to Reynolds’ application for a loan towardsa
fubfcribtion to the Lancafter Turnpike was in his pof-
feffion from about the time it was written (June 1792.)
This circumftance, apparently trivial, is very expla-
natory. ‘To what end had Clingman the cuftody of this
note all that time if it was not part ofa proje¢t to lay
the foundation for fome falfc accufation ?

It appears from No. V. that Fraunces had faid, or
was ftated to have faid, fomething to my prejudice. If
my memory ferves me aright, it was that he had been
my agent in fome fpeculations. When Fraunces was
interrogated concerning it, he abfolutely denied that
he had faid any thing of the kind. The charge which
this fame Fraunces afterwards preferred againft me to
the Houfe of Reprefentatives, and the fate of it, have
been already mentioned. It is illuftrative of the nature
of the combination which was formed againft me.

There are other features in the documents which
are relied upon to conftitute the charge againft me,
that are of a nature to corroborate the inference to be
drawn from the particulars which have been noticed.
But there is no need to be over minute. I am
much miftaken if the view which has been taken of
the fubjec is not fufficient, without any thing further,
to eftablith my innocence with every difcerning and
fair mind. )

I proceed in the next place to offer a frank and plain
folution of the enigma, by givinga hiftory of the or-
gin and progrefs of my connection with Mirs. Rey-
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nolds, of its difcovery, real and pretended by the huf-
band, and of the difagreeable embarrafiments to which
it expofed me. This hiftory will be fupparted by the
letters of Mr. and Mrs. Reynolds, which leave no
room for doubt of the principal faéts, and at the fame
time explain with precifion the gbjeéts of the little
notes from me which have been publithed, fhewing
clearly that fuch of them as have related to money had
no reference to any concern in fpeculation. As the
fituation which will be difclofed, will fully explain
every ambigious appearance, and meet fatsfactorily
the written documents, nothing more can be requifite
to my juftification. For frail indeed will be the tenure
by which the moft blamelefs man will hold his repyta-
tion, if the affertions of three of the moft abandoned
charatters in the community, two of them ftigmatized
by the difcrediting crime which has been mentioned,
are fufficient to blaft it—The bufinefs of accufation
would foon become in fuch a cafe, a regular trade, and
men’s reputations would be bought and fold like any
marketable commodity.

Some time in the fummer of the year 1791 a woman
called at my houfe in the city of Philadelphia and atked
to fpeak with me in private. I attended herinto a
room apart from the family. With a feeming air of af-
flittion fhe informed that {he was a daughter of a Mr.
Lewis, fifter to a Mr. G. Livingfton of the State of
New-York, and wife to a Mr. Reynolds whofe father
was in the Commiffary Department during the war
with Great Britain, that her hufband, who for a long
time had treated her very cruelly, had lately left her, to
live with another woman, and in fo deftitue a condition,
that though defirous of returning to her friends the had
not the means—that knowing I was a citizen of New-
York, fhe had taken the liberty to apply to my
humanity for affiftance. c : :
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I replied, that her fituation was a very interefting
one—that 1 was difpofed to afford her affiftance to
convey her to her friends, but this at the moment not
being convenient to me (which was the fact) I muft
requeft the place of her refidence, to which I fhould
bring or fend a fmall fupply of money. She told me
the ftreet and the number of the houfe where fhe lodg-
ed. In the evening I put a bank-bill in my pocket
and went to the houfe. Itnquired for Mrs. Rey-
nolds and was thewn up ftairs, at the head of which
the met me and conduéted me into a bed room. I
‘took the bill out of my pocket and gave it to her.—
Some converfation enfued from which it was quickly
apparent that other than pecuniary confolation would
be acceptable.

After this, I had frequent meetings with her, moft
of them at my own houfe; Mrs. Hamilton with her
children being abfent on a vifit to her father. In the
courfe of a fthort time, fhe mentioned to me that her
hufband had folicited a reconciliation, and affected to
confult me about it. I advifed to it, and was foon after
informed by her that it had taken place. She told me
befides that her hufband had been engaged in fpecula-
tion, and fhe believed could give information refpetting
- the conduét of fome perfons in the department which

. would be ufeful. I fent for Reynolds who came to me
accordingly.

In the courfe of our interview, he confefled that he
had obtained a lift of claims from a perfon in my de-
partment which he had made ufe of in his fpeculations.
I invited him, by the expectation of my friendfhip and
good offices, to difclofe the perfon.  After fome af-
fe@ation of fcruple, he pretended to yield, and afcri-
bed the infidelity to Mr. Duer from whom he faid he
had obtained the lit in New-York, while he (Duer)
was in the department.
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As Mr. Duer had refigned his office fome time be-
fore the feat of government was removed to Philadel-
phia; this difcovery, ifit had been irue, wasnot very
important—yet it was the intereft of my pafiions to ap-
pear to fet value upon it, and to continue the expecta-
tion of friendthip an4d good offices. Mr. Reynolds told
me he was going to Virginia, and on his return would
point out fomething in which I could fzrve him. 1do
not know but he faid forneting about employment in a
public office. , '

On his return he afked employment as a clerk in the
treafury department. The knowledge I had acquired
of him was decifive againft fuch a requeft. I parried it
by telling him, what wastrue, that there was no vacancy
n my immediate office, and that the appoinment of
clerks in the other branches of the department was left
to the chiefs of the refpetive branches. Reynalds al-
leged, as Clingman relates No. IV (a) as a topic of
complaint againft me thatI had promifed him employ-
ment and had difappointed him. The fituation with the
wife would naturally incline me to conciliate this man.
It is poffible I may have ufed vague expreflions which
raifed expeétation ; but the more I learned of the per--
fon, the more inadmiffible his employment in a public
office became.. Some material refleGtions will occur
here to a diicerning mind.  Could I have preferred my
private gratification to the public intereft, thould I not
have found the employment he defired for a man, whom
it was fo convenient to me, on my own ftatement, to
lay under obligations. Had I had any fuch conneétion
with him, as he has fince pretended, is it likely that he
would have wanted other employment ? Or is it likely
that wanting it, I fhould have hazarded his refentment
by a perfevering refufal ¢ This little circumftance
thews ac once the delicacy of my condud, if its public
relations, and the impofiibility of my having had the
conne&ion pretended with Reynolds. ‘
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The intercourfe with Mrs. Reynolds, in the mean -
time, continued ; and, though various reflettions, (in
which a further knowledge of Reynold’s charaéter and
* the fufpicion of fome concert between the hufband and
wife bore a part) induced me to with a ceffation of it ;
yet her condué, made it extremely difficule to difen-
tangle myfelf.  All the appearances of violent attach-
ment, and of agonifing diftrefs at the idea of a relin-
quifhment, were played with a moft impofing art.
- This, though it did not make me entirely the dupe of
the plot, yet kept me in a ftate of irrefolution. My
fenfibility, perhaps my vanity, admitted the poffibilicy
of a real. fondnefs ; and led me to acopt the plan of 2
gradual difcontinuance rather than of a fudden inter-
ruption, as leaft calculated to give pain, if a real par-
tiality exifted.

Mrs. Reynolds, on the other hand, employed every
effort to keep up my attention and vifits—Her pen
was freely employed, and her letters were filled
with thofe tender and pathetic effufions which would
have- been natural to 2 woman truly fond and ne-
glected. .

Qne day, Ireceived a letter from her, which is in
the appendix (No. I. b) intimating a difcovery by her
hufband. It was matter of doubt with me whether
there had been really a difcovery by accident, or whe-
ther the time for the cataftrophe of the plot was ar-
rived.

The fame day, being the 15th of December 17971,
I received from Mr. Reynolds the lecter (No. I. b)
by which he informs me of the dete&tion of his wife in
the a& of writing a letter to me, and that he had ob-
tained from her a difcovery of her conneion with me,
fuggefting that it was the confequence of an undue ad-
vantage taken of her diftrefs.

In anfwer to this I fent him a note, or meffage de-
firing him 1o call upon me at my office, which I think
he did the fame day. |
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He in fubftance repeated the topics contained in his
letter and concluded as he had done there, that he was
refolved to have fatisfaction.

I replied that he knew beft what evidence he had of
the alleged connection between me and his wifc, that I
neither admitted nor denied it—that i he knew of any
injury I had done him, intitling him to fatisfaction, it
lay with him to name it.

He travelled over the fame ground as before, and
again concluded with the fame vague claim of fatisfac-
tion, but without fpecifying the kind, which would
content him—It was eafy to underftand that he wanted
money, and to prevent an explofion, Irefolved to gra-
tify .  But willing to manage his delicacy, if he
had any, I reminded him that I had at our firft inter-
view made him a promife of fervice, that I was difpo-
fed-to do it as far as might be proper, and in my pow-
er, and requefted him to confider in what manner 1
could do it, and to write to me—He withdrew with a
promife of compliance.

Two days after, the 17th of December, he wrote
me the letter (No.III.b) The evident drifc of this
letter i3 to exaggerate the injury done by me, to make
adifplay of fenfibility and to magnify the attonement,
which was to be required. It however comes to no
conclufion, but propofcs a meeting at the George Tavern,
or at fome other place more agrecable to me, whichI
thould name.

On receipt of this letter, I called upon Reynolds,
and affuming a decifive tone, told him, that I wa- tired
of his indecifion, and infifted upon his declaring to me
explicitly what it was he aimed at—He again promif-
ed to explain by letter.

- Onthe 1 gth, Ireceived the promifed letter (No.IV. b)
the eflence of which is that he was willing to take a
thoufand dollars as the plaifter for his wounded honor.

I determined to give it to him, anddid {o in two pay.
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ments, as per receipts (No. V ahd VI) dated the 22d
of December and 3d of January. It is a little remark..
able, that an avaricious fpeculating fecretary of the
treafyry thould have been fo ftraitened for money as to
be obliged to fatisfy an engagement of this fort by two
diffcrent paymests !

On the 17th of January, I received the letter No. V.
by which Reynolds invites me to remew my vifits to bis
wife. He had before requefted that I would fee her no
more. The motive to this ftep appears in the conclu-
fion of the letter, Irely upon your befriending me, if
there fbould any thing cffer that [bould be to my advantage,
as you exprefs a wifh to befriend me.”’ Is the pre-exift-
ence of a fpaculating conneétion reconcileable with this
mode of expreffion ? . '

If I recolleét rightly, I did not immediately accept
the invitation, nor ’till after I had received feveral very
~ importunate letters from Mrs. Reynolds—See her let-

ters No. VIIi, (b) IX, X. : -

On the 24th of March following, I received a letter
from Reynolds, No X1, and on the fame day one from
his wife, No. XII. Thefe letters will further illufttate
the obliging co-operation of the hufband with his wife
to aliment and keep alive my conneétion witch her.

The letters from Reynolds, No. XIII to XVI, are
an additional comment upon the fame plan. Itwasa
perfevering fcheme to fpare no pains to levy contribu-
tions upon my paffions on the one hand, and upon my

prehenfions of difcovery on the other. It is proba-
bly to No. X1V that my note, in thefe words, was an
anfwer: ¢ To-morrow what is requefted will be done.
*T will hardly be prflible #0-dsy.” The letter prefies
for the lcan which is afked for to-day. A feareity of
cafh, which was not very uncommon, is believed t©
have modelled the reply. : '

" The letter No. X VIl is a mafter-piece. The hul-
band there forbids my future vifits to his wife, chicfly
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becaufe I was careful to avoid publicity. It was pro-
bably neceffary to the project of fome deeper treafon
againft me that I fhould be feen at the houfe. Hence
was it contrived, with all the caution on my part to
avoid it, that Clingman fhould occafionally fee me.

The interdition was every way welcome, and was
I believe, ftrictly obferved. On the fecond of June
following, I received the letter No. XVIII, from Mrs.
Reynolds, which proves that it was not her plan yet to
let me off—It was probably the prelude to the letter
from Reynolds, No. XIX, foliciting a Joan of 300
dollars towards a fubfcription to the Lancafter Turn-
pike. Clingman’s ftatement, No. IV, admits, on the
information of Reynolds, that to this letter the follow-
note from me was an anfwer—< It is utterly out of
my power I affure you *pon my bonour to comply with your
requeft.  Your mote is returned.” The letter itfelf de-
monftrates, that here was no concern in fpeculation on
.my part—that the money is afked as a favour and as a
loan, to be reimburfed fimply and without profitin lefs
than a fortnight. My anfwer fhews thateven the loan
was refufed. :

The letter No. XX, from Reynolds, explains the ob-
Jt& of my note in thefe words, ¢ Inclofed are so dollars,
they could not be font fooner,” proving that this fum alflo
l':)as begged for in a very apologetic ftile as a mere

an.

The letters of the 24th and 30th of Auguft, No. XXI
and XX], furnifhed the key to the affair cf the 200 dol-
lars mentioned by Clingman in No. IV, fhewing that
this fom likewifc was afked by way of loan, towards fur-
nithing a fmall boarding-houfe which: Reynulds and his
wife were or pretended to be about to fet up. ‘

Thefe letters colleétively, furnith a complete eluci-
dation of the nature of my tranfattions with Reynolds.
They refolve theminto an amoerous conne&ion with
bis wife, deteted, ar pretended to be deteéted by the
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*

hufband, impofingon me the neceffity of a pecuniary -

compofition with him, and leaving me afterwards un-
der a durefs for fear of difclofure, which was the in-
ftrument of levying upon me from time to time jforced
loans—They apply direétly to this ftate of things, the
notes which Reynolds was fo careful to preferve, an
which had been employed to excite fufpicion. '

Four, and the principal of thefe hotes have been not
only generally, but particularly explained—1I fhall
briefly notice the remaining two.

¢ My dear Sir, Iexpected to Havc heard the day

after I had the pleafure of fecing you,” This frag-
meat, if truly partof a letter to Reynolds, denotes no-
thing more than a difpofition to be civil to a man,
whom, as I faid before, it was the intereft of my pai-
fions to conciliate. But I verily believe it was not part
of a letterto him, becaufe Ido not believe that I ever
addreffed him in fuch a ftile—It may very well have
been part of a letter to fome other perfon, procured by
means of which I am ignorant, or it may have been
the beginning of an intended letter, torn off, thrown
into the chimney in my office, which was a common
prattice, and there or after it had been fwept out
picked up by Reynolds or fome coadjutor of his.
There appears to have been more than one clerk in the
. department fome how conneéted with him.

T he endeavour fhewn by. the letter No. XVII, to in-
duce me to rendermy vifits to Mrs. Reynolds more
public, and the great care with wich my little notes
were preferved, jultify the belief that at a period, be-
fore it was attempted, the idea of implicating me 1n
fome accufation, with a view to the advantage of the
accufers, was entertained. Hence the motive to pick
up and preferve any fragment which might favour the
idca of friendly or confidential correfpondence.

2dly. ¢ The perfon Mr. Reynolds inquired for on
Friday waited for him all the evening at his houfe from

|
:
‘
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a lictle after feven. Mr. R. may fee him at any time
to-day or to-morrow between the hours of two and
threc.”

Mrs. Reynolds more than once communicated to me,
that Reynolds would occafionally relapfe into difcon-
tent at his fituation—would treat her very ill—hint at
the affaffination of me—and more openly threaten, by
way of revenge, to inform Mrs. Hamilton—all this
naturally gave fome uneafinefs. I could not be abfo-
lutely certain whether it was artifice or reality—In the
workings of human inconfiftency, it was very poffible,
that the fame man might be corrupt enough to com-
pound fer his wife’s chaftity and yet have fenfibility
enough to be reftlefs in the ficuation and to hate the
caufe of it.

Refle&tions like thefe induced me for fome time to
ufe pailiatives with the ill humours which were announ-
ced tome. Reynolds had called upon me in one of
thefe difcontented moods real or pretended. I was un-
willing to provoke him by the appearance of negle&t— -
and having failed to be at home at the hour he had been
permitted to call, I wrote her the above note to obviate
an ill impreffion.

The foregoing narrative and the remarks accom-
panying it have prepared. the way for a perufal of the
letters themfelves. The more attention is ufed in this,
the more entire will be the fatisfation which they will
afford.

It has been feen that an explanation on the fubject
was had cotemporarily that is in December 1792, with
three members of Congrefs—F. A. Muhlenberg, J.
Monroe, and A. Venable. It is proper that the cir-
cumftances of this tranfa&ion fhould be accurately un-
derftood. ]

The manner in which Mr. Muhlenberg became
engaged in the affair is fully fet forth in the document
{No. L a). It is not equally clear how the two other

D
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entlemen came to embark in it. The phrafeology,
in reference to this point in the clofe of (No. I.) and
beginning of (No. IL) is rather equivocal. The gen-
tlemen, 1if they pleafe, can explain it. .

But on the morning of the 15th of December 1792,
the above mentioned gentlemen prefented themfelves
at my office. Mr. Muhlenberg was then {peaker.
He introduced the fubje& by obferving to me, that
they bad difcovered a very improper connestion between me
and a Mr. Reynolds: extremely hurt by this mode of
introduion, I arrefted the progrefs of the difcourfe by
%'Eving way to very ftrong expreflions of indignation.

he gentlemen explained, telling me in fubftance that
I had mifapprehended them—that they did not intend
to take the fact for eftablifhed—that their meaning was
to apprife me that unfought by them, information had
been given them of an improper pecuniary conneétion
between Mr. Reynolds and myfelf; that: they had
thought it their duty to purfue it and had become pof=
feffed of fome documents of a fufpicious complexion—
that they had contemplated laying the matter before
the Prefident, burt bef%re they did this, they thought
it right to apprife me of the affair and to afford an op-
portunity of explanation; declaring at the fame time
that their agency in the matter was influenced folely by
a fenfe of public duty and by no motive of perfonal ill
will. If my memory be corrc&, the notes from me
in a difguifed hand were now fhewn to me which with-
out a moment’s hefitation I acknowledged to be mine.

I replied, that the affair was now put upon a dif-
ferent footing—that I always ftood ready to meet fair
inquiry with frank communication—that it happened,
in the prefent inftance, to be in my power by written
documents to remove all doubt as w the real nature of
the bufinefs, and fully to convince, that nothing of the
kind impurted to me did in faét exift. The fame even-
_ ing at my houfe was by mutual confent appointed ior

an explanation. :
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I immediately after faw Mr. Wolcott, and for the
firft time informed him of the affair and of the inter-
viewjuft had; and delivering into his hands for peru-
fal the decuments of which I was poffefled, I engaged
him to be prefent at the intended explanation in the
cvcmng.

In the evening the propofed meeting took place, and
Mr. Wolcott according to my requeft attended. The
information, which had been received to that time,
from Clingman, Reynolds and his wife, was communicas
ted to me and the notes were I think again exhibited.

I ftated in explanation, the circumftances of my af-
fair with Mrs. Reynolds and the confequences of it and
in confirmation produced the documents (No. I. b, te
XXII.) One or more of the gentlemen (Mr. Wolcott’s
certificate No. XXIV, mentions one, Mr. Venable,
but I think the fame may be faid of Mr. Muhlenberg)
was ftruck with fo much convittion, before I had got-
ten through the communication that they delicately
urged me to difcontinue it as unneceffary. I infifted
upon going through the whole and did fo. The re-
fult was a full and unequivocal acknowledgment on
the part of the three gentlemen of perfect fatisfaction
with the explanation and expreflions of regret at the
trouble and embarraflment which had been occafioned
to me. Mr. Muhlenberg and Mr. Venable, in par-
ticular manifefted a degree of fenfibility on the occali-
on. Mr. Monroe was more cold but intirely explicit.

One of the gentlemen, I think, exprefled a hope that
Ialfo was fatishied with their condu& in conduéting the
inquiry—I anfwered, that they knew I had been hurt
atthe opening of the affair—that this excepted, I was
fatisfied with their condu& and confidered myfelf as
kaving been treated with candor or with fairnefs and
liberality, I do not now pretend to recollect the exact
terms. 1 took the next morning a memorandum of the
fubftance of what was faid to me, which will be fegty
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by a copy of it tranfmitted in a letter to each of the
gentlemen No. XXV, :

I deny abfolutely, as alleged by the editor of the
publication in queftion, that I intreated a fufpenfion of
the communication to the Prefident, or that from the
beginning ta the end of the inquiry, I afked any favour
or indulgence whatever, and that I difcovered any
fymptom different from that of a proud confcioufnels
of innocence.

Some days after the explanation I wrote to the three
gentlemen the letter No. XXVI already publifhed.
That letter evinces the ]ight in which I confidered my-
felf as ftanding in their view. '

I received from Mr. Muhlenberg and Mr. Monroe
in anfwer the letters No. XX VII and XXVIIL

Thus the affair remained ’till the pamphlets No. V
and VI of the hiftory of the U. States for 1796 ap-
peared; with the exception of fome dark whifpers
which were communicated ta me by a friend in Virgi-
nia, and to which I replied by a ftatement of what had

affed.
P When I faw No. V though it was evidence of a
bafe intidelity fomewhere, yet firmly believing ¢hat
nothing more than a want of due care was chargeable
upon cither of the three gentlemen who had made the
inquiry, I immediately wrote to each of them a letter
of which No. XXV is a copy in full confidence that
their anfwer would put the whole bufinefs at reft. 1
ventured to believe, from the appearances on their
part at clofing aur former interview on the fubject, thar
their anfwers would have been both cordial and ex-

licit.

I acknowledge that I was aftonithed when I came to
read in the pamphlet No. VI the conclufion of the do-
cument No. V, containing the equivocal phrafe « #e
left bim under. an impreffion our Jufpicions were removed,”
which feemed to imply that this had been a mere piece
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of management, 2nd that the impreflion given me had
rot been reciprocal. The appearance of dupliicity in-

' cenfed me; but refolving to proceed with caution and

moderation, I thoughe rhe firft proper ftep was to in-
quire of the gentlemen whether the paper was genuine.
A letter was written for this purpofe the copy of which
I have miflaid.

I afterwards received from Meflrs. Muhlenberg and
Venable the letters No. XXIX, XXX, and XXXI.

Receiving no anfwer from Mr. Monroe, and hearing.
of his arrival at New-York I called upon him, The
iffue of the interview was that an anfwer was to be given
by him, in conjun&tion with Mr. Muhlenberg and
Mr. Venable on his return to Philadelphia, he think-
ing that as the agency had been joint it was moft pro-
per the anfwer fhould be joint, and informing me that
Mr. Venable had told him he would wait his return.

1 came to Philadelphia accordingly to bring the af-
fair to a clofe; but on my arrival I found Mr. Venable
had left the city for Virginia.

Mr. Monroe reached Philadelphia according to his

appointment. And the morning following wrote me

the note No. XXXII. While this note was on its
way to my lodgings I was on my way to his—I had a
converfation with him from which we feparated with a
repetition of the affurance in the note—In the courfe -
of the interviews with Mr. Monroe, the equiveque in

- document No. V, (a) and the paper of January ad,

1793, under his fignature were noticed.

['received the day following the letrer No. XX XIII,
to which I returned the anfwer No. XX X1V ,—accom-
panied with the letter No. XXXV, which was fucceed-
«d by the lerters No. XXX VI—XXXVII—XXXVIII
—XXXIX—XI.. In duetime the fequel of the cor-
refpondence will appear.

Though extremely difagreeable to me, for very ob-
vious reafons, I at length determined in order that no
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cloud whatever might be left on the affair, to publith
the documents which had been communicated to
Mcflrs. Monroe, Muhlenberg and Venable, all which
will be feen in the appendix from No. I, (b) to No.
XXII, inclufively.

The information from Clingman of the 2d January
1793, to which the fignature 'of Mr. Monroe is an-
nexed, feems to require an obfervation or two in ad-
dition to what is contained in my letter to him No.
XXXIX. :

Clingman firft fuggefts that he had been apprized
of my vindication through Mr. Wolcott a day or two
after it had been communicated. It did not occur to
me to inquire of Mr. Wolcott on this point, and he
being now abfent from Philadelphia, I cannot do it at
this moment. Though I can have no doubt of the
friendly intention of Mr. Wolcott, if the fuggeftion
of Clingman in this particular be taken as true; yet
from the condition of fecrecy which was annexed to
my communicaticn, there is the firongeft reafon to
conclude it is not true—If not true, there is befides but
one of two folutions, either that he obtained the in-
formation from one of the three gentlemen who made
the inquiry, which would have been a very difhonour-
able a&t in the party, or that he conjeétured what my
defence was from what he before knew it truly could
be—For there is the higheft probability, that through
Reynolds and his wife, and as an accomplice, he was
privy to the whole affair. This laft method of ac-
cobunting for his knowledge would be conclufive on the
fincerity and genuinenefs of the defence.

But the turn which Clingizan gives to the matter
muft neceffarily fall to the ground. Itis, that Mrs.
Reynolds denied her amorous conneion with mt
and reprefented the fuggeflion cf it as a mere contri-
vance between ber bufband and myfelf to cover me, al-
leging that there had been a fabrication of letters 30
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receipts to countenance it—T he plain anfwer is, that
Mrs. Reynolds’ own letters contradict abfolutely this
artful explanation of hers ; if indeed fhe ever made ir,
of which Clingman’s aflerticn is no evidence whatever.
Thefe letters are proved by the affdavit No. XLI,
though it will eafily be conceived that the proof of
them was rendered no ezy matter by a lapfe of near
five years :—They fhew explicitly the connetion with
her, the difcovery of it by her hufband and the pains
fhe took to prolong it when I evidently withed to get
nd of it—"This cuts up, by the root, the pretence of a
contrivance between the hufband and myfelf to fabricate
the evidences of it.

The varicty of fhapes which this woman could af-
fume was endlefs. In a converfation between her and
agentleman whom I am not at liberty publicly to name,
fhe made a voluntary confeflion of her belief and even
knowledge, that I was innocent of all that had been
laid to my charge by Reynolds or any ocher perfon of
her acquainrance, fpoke of me in exalted terms of
efteem and refpeét, declared in the moft folemn man-
ner her extreme unhappinefs left T fhould fuppofe her
acceffary to the trouble which had been given me on
that account, and expreficd her fear that the refent-
ment of Mr. Reynolds on @ particular fiore, might
have urged him to improper lengths of revenge—ap-
pearing at the fame ume extremely agitated and un-
happy. With the gentleman who gives this informa-
ton, I have never been in any relaton perfonal or po-
hitical that could be fuppofed to bias him—His name
would evince that he is an impa«ial witefs. And
tiough I am not permitted to make a public ufe of
it, I am permitted to refer any gentleman to the pe-
nfal of Lis letter in the hands of William Bingham,
Flquire; who is alio fo cbliging as to permit me to
depofit with him for firnilar infpeion all the original -
papers which are contained in the appencix to this
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narrative, The letter {rom the gentleman above al-
luded to has been already thewn to Mr. Monrce.

Let me now, in the lait place recur to fome com-
ments, in which the hireling editor of the pamphlets
No V and VI has thought fit to indulge himfelf. |

The firft of them is that the foft language of one of
my notes addreffed to a man in the habit of threatening !
me with difgrace, is incompatible with the idea of in- |

‘nocence. The threats alluded to muflt be thofe of be- |
ing able to hang the Secretary of the Treafury. How |
does it appear that Reynolds was in fuch a babit? No |
otherwife than by the dgclaration of Reynolds and Ciing-
man. If the affertions of thefe men are to condemn me, |
there is an end of the queftion. There is no need by |
elaborate deductions from parts of their affertions to en-
deavour to eftablifh what their affertions colleétively
affirm in exprefs terms—If they are worthy of creditl
am guilty ; if they are not, all wire-drawn inferences
from parts of their ftory are mere artifice and nonfenfe.
But no man, not as debauched as themfelves will believe
them independent of the pofitive difproof of their ftory
in the written documents.

As to the affair of threats (except thofe in Reynolds’
letters refpeing the conneétion with his wife, which
it will be perceived were very gentle for the occafion)
not the lealt idea of the fort-ever reached me ’till after
the imprifonment of Reynolds. Mr. Wolcott’s certi-
ficate thews my condué in that cafe—notwithftanding
the powerful motives I inay be prefumed to have had
to defire the liberation of Reynalds, on account of my
fituation with his wife, I cautioned Mr. Wolcott not .
to facilitate his liberation, till the affair of the threat
was fatisfactorily cleared up. The folemn denial of it
in Reynolds’ letter No. XLII was confidered by Mr..
Wolcott-as fufficient. This is a further proof, that
though in refpe& to my [icuation with his wife, I was
fomewhat in Reynolls’s power, I was not difpoled to
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nce of his own difgrace, become the mercenary of
gc p:tkfy,' with whom to blaft my charatter in any way -
is a favourite objeét ! .

Strong inferences are attempted to be drawn {rom
the releafe of Clingman and Reynelds with the confent
of the Treafury—from the want of communicative- '

~ mefs of Reynolds while in prifon—from the fubfe-
quent difappearance of Reynolds and his wife, and
Afrom their not having been produced by me in order
to be confronted at the time of the explanation. -
.. As to the firft, it was emphatically the tranfa&ion
of Mr. Wolcott the then Comptroller of the Treafury,
and was bottomed upon a very adequate motive—and
one as appears from the ‘document No. I, (a) early
contemplated in this light by that officer. It was cer-
tainly of more confequence to the public to deteét and
expel from the bofom of the Treafury Department
. an unfaithful Clerk to prevent future and extenfive

.mifchief, than to difgrace and punith two worthlels
.individuals. Befides that a powerful influence foreign
to me was exerted to procure indulgence to them—
that of Mr. Muhlenberg and Col. Burr—that of Col.
‘Wadfworth, which though infidioufly placed to my
account was to the beft of my recollection utterlyun-
~known to me at the time, and according to the con-
feffion of Mrs. Reynolds herfelf, was put in motion
by her entreaty. Candid men will derive ftrong evi-
dence of my innocence and delicacy, from the re-
fletion, that under circumftances fo peculiar, the
culprits were compelled to give a real and fubftantial
equivalent for the relief which they obtained from a
department, over which I prefided. '

- The backwardnefs of Reynolds to enter into detail,
while in jail, was an argument of nothing but that
confcious of his inability to communicate any parti-
culars which could be fupported, he found it more
convenient to deal in generals, and to keep up ap-
pearances by giving promifes for the future.

Y
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. As to the difappearance of the parties after the Ii-
beration, how am I anfwerable for it ? Is it not pre-
fumable, that the inftance difcovered at the Treafury
was rot the only offence of the kind of which they
were guilty 7 After one deteétion, is it not very proba-
ble that Reynolds fled to avoid deteion in other cafes?
But exclufive of this, it is known and might eafily be -
proved, that Reynolds was confiderably in debt! What
more natural for him than to fly from his ereditors af-
ter having been once expofed by confinement for fuch
4 crime ? Moreover, atrocious as his condu& had been
towards me, was it not nataralfor him'to fear that my
refentment might be excited at the difcovery of it, and
that it might have been deemed a fufficient reafon for
retralting the indulgence, which was fhewn by with-
‘drawing the profecution and for recommencing it?
One or all of thefe confiderations will explain the-
difappearance of Reynolds without imputing it to me-
as a method of getting rid of a dangerous witnefs.
That difappearance rendered it impralticable, if it
had been defired to bring him forward to be confront--
ed. As to Clingman it was not pretended that he knew
any thing of what was charged upon me, otherwife:
than by the notes which he produced, and the infor-:
mation of Reynolds and his wife.. : As to Mrs. Rey--
nolds, fhe in fa€t appears by Clingman’s laft ftory to~
have remained, and to have been" acceffible through-
him, by the gentleman who had undertaken the inqui--
r{ If they fuppefed it neceffary to the elatidation of
the affair, why did not they bring her forward ? There"
can be no doubt of the fufﬁyciency of Clingman’s influ--
ence, for this purpofe, when it is underftood that Mrs. -
Reynolds and he afterwards lived together as man and
wife. Burt to what purpofe the confronting ? What
would it have availed to the elucidation of truth, if
Reynolds and his wife had impudently made allega-
sions which I.denied. Relative charafler and the
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written decuinénts muft fHill determine. “Thefe could
decide witheut it, and they were relied upon.  But’
¢oald it be expected, that I thould fo deba'e myfelf ag
to think it neceffary 0 my vindication to be con-
fronted with a per on fuch as Reynolds? Could I
have borne to fuger my veracity to be expofed to
the humiliating competition ? -
For what P—why, it is faid, to tear up the laft twig
of jealoufy—but.wienl kncw that 1 pofleffed written
ocuments which were decifive, how could I forefee
that any twig of jealoufy would Yemain ! When the
grbbfsl did produce to the gentlemen were admitted
y them to be completely fatisfaltory, and by fome of
them tobe more than fugﬁcient, how could I dream of
the expediency of producing more—how could I ima-
gine that cvery twig of jealoufy was not plucked up ¥
If after the recent confcflions of thegentlemen them-
felves, it could be ufeful to fortify the preof of the full
conviction my explanation had wrought, I might ap-
Peal to the total filence concerning this charge, when
?; a {ubfequent period, in the year 1793, there was
ch an a'gtive legiflative perfecution of me. It might
not even perhaps be difficult to eftablifh, that it came
under the eye of Mr. Giles, and that he difcarded it as
the plain cafe of a private amour unconnected with any
thing that was the proper fubje& of a public attacks
'.lius has my defire to deftroy this {lander, com~
pletely, led me to a more copious and particalar ex- -
amination of it, than 1 am fure was neceffary. The
bare perufal of theletters from Reynolds and his wife
is fufhicient to convinte my greateft enemy that there is
pothing warfe in the aﬁ’nir%han an irregular and inde-
licate amour. For this, I bow to the juft cenfure which
3t merits. 1 have paid pretty feVere{y for the Jolly and
cah never recollegt it without difguft and {elf con~
demnation—It might feem affe&tation to fay more.
Lo ynfold more cleatly the malicious intent, by
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which the prefent revival of the affair muft have been
influenced—I fhall annex an affidavit of Mr. Webfter
tending to confirm my declaration of the utter falfe.
hood of the affertion, that a menace of publithing the
papers which have been publithed had arrefted the
progrefs of an attempt to hold me up as a candidate
for the office of Prefident. Does this editor imagine
that he will efcape the juft odium which awaits him
by the miferable fubterfuge of faying that he had the
information from a refpeable citizen of New-York ?
Till he names the author the inevitable inference
muft be that he has fabricated the tale.

ALEXANDER HAMILTON.
Pliladelpbia, Fuly, 1797.






APPENDIX .-
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_ Philadelphia, 13th of December, 1792.

Jacob Clingman being a clerk in my employment,
and becoming involved in a profecution commen-
ced againft James Reynolds, by the comptroller of
the treafury, on a charge or information exhibited
before Hillary Baker, Efq. one of ‘the aldermen of
this eity, for fubornation of perjury, whereby they
had obtained money from the treafury of the United
States, he (Clingman) applied to me for my aid
and friendfhip on -behalf of himfelf and Reynolds,
toget them releafed or difcharged from the profecu-
tion. 1 promifed, fo far as refpe@ted Clingman, but
not being particularly acquainted with Reynolds,
in a great meafure declined, fo far as refpetted him.,
In company with Col. Burr, I waited on Col. Hamil-
_ton, for the purpofe, and particularl{g' recommend-
ed Clingman, who had hitherto fuftained a good
character. Col. Hamilton fignified a wifh to do all
that was confiftent. Shortly after, 1 waited on the
comptroller, for the fame purpofe, who fcemed to
have fome difficulties on the fubje ; and from fome
information I had, in the mean time, received, I
.could not undertake to recommend Reynolds; as
I verily believed him to be a rafcal; which words I
made ufe of, to the camptroller. On a fecond in-
terview with the comptroller, on the fame fubje&,
the latter urged the propriety of Clingman’s deli.
vering up a certain lift of money due to individuals,
which, Reynolds and Clingman were faid to have
in their pofleflion, and of his informing him, of
whom, or thro’ whom, the fame was obtained from
the public offices: on doing which, Clingman’s re-
queft might,. perhaps, be granted with greater. pro.
priety. ‘This, Clingman, I am informed, compli-
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ed with, and alfo refunded the money or certificates,
which they had improperly obtained frem the treas
fury. After which, | underftand the action againft
both was withdrawn, and Reynolds difcharged from
imprifonment, without any further interference of
‘mine whatfoever. During the time this bufinefs was
thus depending, 'and which ‘fafted upwards of three
weeks, Clingman, unatked, frequently dropped hints
to me, that Reynolds had it in his power, very mi-
‘terially to injure the fecretary of the treafury, and
«hat. Reynolds knew feveral very improper tranfac.
dons of his. 1 paid little or no attention to thole
‘hints, but when they were frequently repeated, and
it was even addcd, that Reynolds faid, he had it in
his power to hang the fecretary of the ‘l'rcafury,
that he was deeply concerned in fpeculatian, thathe
had frequently advanced money to him (Reynolds)
and other infinuations of an improper -nature, it
"created confiderable uneafirefs on my mind, and I
conceived it my duty to confult with fome friends on
the fubje&.—Mr. Monroe and Mr. Venable were'in-
formed of it yefterday morning. :
' - .bigned by Mr. Muhlenburg.
No. IL (a)
Philadelphia, 1 3th December, 1792.
Being informed vefterdzy in the morning, ‘that a
perfon, of the name of Keynolds, from Virginia,
"Richmond, was confined in the jail, upon fome
criminal profecution, relative to certificates, anfl
that he had intimated, he could give fome intelli-
gence of fpeculations by Mr. Hamilton, which
ﬁxould be known, we immediately called on him,
as well to be informed ot the fituation of the man,
as of thofe other matters, in which che public might
be intercited. We found, it was not the -perion,
we had been taught to believe, but a man of that
name from New-York, and who had, for fome timé

.
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palt refided in this city. Being there, however, we
queftioned him, refpeting the other particular: he
informed us, that he could give information of the
mifcondud, in that refped, of a perfon high in office,
but muft declineit for the prefent, and until relieved,
which was promifed him, that evening: that at ten
to-day, he would give us a detail of whatever he
knew on the fubjett. He affirmed, he had a perfon,
in high office, in his power, and has had, a long time
paft : That he had written to him in terms fo abufive,
that no perfon fhould have Tubmitted to it, but that he
dared not to refent it. That Mr, Wolcott was in the
fame department, and, he fuppofed, under his influ-
ence or controul. And, in faét, expreffed himfelf-in
fuch a manner, as to leave no doubt, he meant Mr.
Hamilton. That he expelted to be releafed by Mr.
Wolcott, at the inftance of that perfon, although he
believed that Mr. Wolcott, in inftituting the profecu-
tion, had no improper defign.,  That he was fatisfied
the profecution was fet on foot, only to keep him low,
and opprefs him, and ultimately drive him away, in
order to prevent his ufing the power he had over him ;
—that he had had, fince his refidence here, for eigh-
teen months, many private meetings with that per-
fon, who had often promifed to put him into em-
ployment; but had difappointed him :—That on hear-
ing the profecution was commenced againit him,
be applied to this perfon for counfel, who advifed
him to keep out of the way, for a few days :—That
a merchant came to him, and offered, asa volun.
teer, to be his bail, who, he fufpefts, had been in-
ftigated by this perfon, and after being decoyed to
the place, the merchant withed to carry him, he
refufed being his bail, unlefs he would depofit a fum
of money to fome confiderable amount, whict he
could not do, and was, ig confequence, comunitted
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vo prifon :—As well as we remember, he gave, asa
reafon why he could not communicate to us, what
he knew of the falts alluded to, that he was appre-
henfive, it might prevent his difcharge, but that he
would ccrtain%y communicate the whole to us, at
ten this morning ; at which time, we were inform.
¢d, he had abfconded, or concealed himfelf.
Signed by James Monroe and
Abraham Venable.

No. IIl. (a) ,
Phi'adelphia, 13th December, 1792.

‘Being defirous, on .account of their equivocal
«compledtion, to examine into the fuggeftions which
had been made us refpeting the motive for the cen-
finement and propofed enlargement of James Rey-
nolds, from the jail of -this city, and inclined to ful-
pe&, for the fame reafon, that, unlefs it ‘were im-
‘mediately done, the opportunity would 'be loft, as
‘we were taught to fufpe& he would leave the place,
immediately after his difcharge, we called at his
houfe laft night for that purpofe; we found Mrs.
Reynolds alone. It was with difficulty, we .obtained
from her, any information on the fubjed, but at
length fhe communicated to us the following part-
«culars : ’

That fince Col. Hamilton was fecretary of the
treafury, and at his requeft, the had burned a confi-
derable number of letters from him to her hufband,
and in the abfence of the latter, touching bufinefs
between them, to prevent their being made public;
—the alfo mentioned, that Mr. Clingman had feve-
ral anonymous notes addrefled to her hufband,
which, fhe believed, were from Mr. Hamilton) which
we have) with an endorfement ¢ from fecretary
Hamilton, Efq” ‘in Mr. Reynolds’s hand writing:
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~That Mr. Hamilton offered her his afliftance
to go to_her friends, which he advifed :—That
he alfo advifed that her hufband fhould leave the -
parts, not to be feen here again, and in which cafe,.
he would give fomething clever. That the was fat-
isfied, this with for his .departure did not proceed
from friendfhip to him, but uporr account of his
threat, that he could tell fomething, that would
make fome of the heads of departments tremble.—
That Mr. Wadfworth had been altive in her behalf,
firft at her requeft; but, in her opinion, with the
knowledge and communication of Mr. Hamilton,
whofe friend he profefled to be ; that he had been
at her houfe yefterday and mentioned te her, that
two gentlemen of Congrefs had been at the jail to
confer with her hufband ; enquired if fhe knew what
they went for ; obferved, he knew, Mr. Hamilton
had enemies, who would try to prove fome fpecu-
Jations on him, but, when enquired into, he would
be found immaculate :—to which, fhe replied, fhe
rather doubted it. We faw in her pofleflion twa
notes ; one in the name of Alexander Hamilton, of
the fixth of December, and the other figned ¢ S. W.””
purporting to have been written yefterday, both ex~
prefling a defire to relieve her. .

She denied any recent communication' with Mr..
Hamilton, or that fhe had received any money from.
him lately..

Signed by James Monroe and
F.. A. Muhlenburg.

No. IV. (a)
Philadeipbia, 13th December, 17972.
Jacob Clingman has been engaged in fome nego--

ciations with Mr. Reynolds, the perfon, who has
Iately been difcharged from a profecution. inftituted:
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frainft him, by the comptroller of the treafury r—
That his acquaintance commenced in September;,
- 1791 :=—That a mutual confidence and intimacy ex-
ifted between them ;—~That in January er February
laft, he faw Col. Hamilton, at the houfe of Rey-
nolds ;~—immediately on his going into the houfe
Col. Hamilton left it ;—That in 2 few days after, he
(Clingman) was at Mr. Reynold’s houfe, with Mrs.
Reynolds, "her hufband being thea out, fome per-
fon knocked at the door; he arofe and opened it,
and faw that it was Col. Hamilton : Mrs. Reynolds
went to the door ; he delivered a paper to her, and
faid, hc was ordered to give Mr. Reynolds thar =
He afked Mrs. Reynolds, who could order the fec.
' retary of the treafury of the United States to give
that ; fhe replied, that fhe fuppofed, he did not want
to be known :—This happened in the night. He
afked her how long Mr. Reynolds had been acquaint-
ed with Col. Hamilton ; fhe replied, fome months ;
~That Cel. Hamilton had aflifted her hufband ;
that fome few days before that time, he had received
upwards of cleven hundred dollars of Col. Ha-
milton. Some time after this, Clingman was at the
houfe of Reynolds, and faw Col. Hamilton come
in; he retired and left him there. A little after
Duer’s failure, Reynolds told Clingman in confi-
denee, that if Duer had held up three days longer,
he fhould have made fifteen hundred pounds, by the
affiftance of Col. Hamilton : that Col. Hamilton had
iniormed him that he was connefted with Duer.
Mr. Reynolds alfo faid, that Col. Hamilton had
mude thirty thoufand dollars by fpeculation; that
Col. Hamrilton had fupplied him with money to fpe-
culate. ‘that, about June lalt, Reynolds told Cling-
man, that he had applied to Col. Hamilton, for
money to fubfcribe to the turnpike road at Lancafter,
and had received a note from him, in thefe words,
“ It is utterly out ot my power, I affure you
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¢ upon my honor, to comply with your requeft,
* Your note is returned.”” Which original note,
accompanying this, has been in Clingman’s poflef-
fion ever fince. Mr. Reynolds has once or twice
mentioned to Clingman, that he had it in his pow-
er to hang Col. Hamilton ; that if he wanted money,
he was obliged to let him have it :—~That he (Cling-
man) has occafionally lent moneyto Reynolds, whe
always told him, that he could always get it from
Col. Hamilton, to repay it—That on one occafion
Clingman lent him two hundred dollars, that Rey-
nolds promifed to pay him thro’ the means of Col.
Hamilton, that he went with him, faw him go into
- Col. Hamilton’s ;—that after he came out, he paid
him one hundred dollars, which, he faid, was part
of the fum he had got ; and paid the balance ina
few days ; the latter fum paid, was faid to have been
‘received from Col. Hamilton, after his return from
Jerfey, having made a vifit to the manufa&uring fo-
ciety there.  After a warrant was iffued againft Rey-
nolds, upona late profecution, which was inftituted
againft him, Clingman feeing Reynolds, afked him,
why he did not apply to his friend Col. Hamilton,
he faid, he would go immediately, and went ac-
cordingly ;—he faid afterwards, that Col. Hamilton
advifed him to keep out of the way, afew days, and
the matter would be fettled. .That after this time,
Henry Seckel went to Reynolds, and offered to be
his bail, if he would go with him to Mr. Baker’s
office, where he had left the officer, who had the
warrant in writing ;—that he prevailed on Reynolds
to go with him ;—that after Reynolds was taken in-
to cuftody, Seckel refufed to become his bail, une
lefs he would depofit, in his pofleflion, property to
the value of four hundred pounds ;—upon which,
Reynolds wrote ro Col. Hamilton, and Mr. Seckel
carried the note ;—after two or three times going,
he faw Col. Hamilton ; Col. Hamilton faid, he knew
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Reynelds and his father ;—that his father was a good
whig in theé late war ; that was all he couldfay =
‘That it was not in his power to aflift him ;—in con-
fequence of which, Seckel refufed to be his bail,
and Reynolds was imprifoned. Mr. Reynolds alfo-
applied to a Mr. Francis, who is one of the clerks in.
the treafury department : he foid, he could not do-
any thing, without the confent of Mr. Hamilton ;
that he would apply to him. He applied to Mr.
Hamilton ; who told him, thatit would not be pru-
dent ; if he did, he muft leave the department.

After Reynolds was confined, Clingman afked
‘Mrs. Reynolds, why fhe did not apply to Col. Ham--
ilton, to difmifs him, as the money was ready tobe
rcfunded, that had been received ;—fhe replied, that
dhe had applied to him, and he had fent her to Mr..
Wolcott, but direCted her, not to let Mr. Wolcott:
know, that he had fent her theére ; notwithftanding
this injunttion, fhe did let Mr. Wolcott know, by
-whom the had been fent ; who appeared to be fur-
prized at the information, but faid, he would do
what he could for her, and would confult Col.
Hamlton on the occafion. Col. Hamilton advifed
her to get fome perfon of refpettability to intercede
for her hufband, and memioned Mr. Muhlenburg.

Reynolds continued to be kept in cuftody, for fome:
time ; during which time, Clingman had converfa-
tion with Mr. Wolcott, who faid, if he would give
up alift of claims which he had, he fhould be relea-:
fed :—After this, Mrs. Reynolds informed Cling-
man, that Col. Hamilton had told her, that Cling--
man fhould write a letter to Mr. Wolcott, and a
duplicate of the fame to himfelf, promifing to give
up thelilt, and refund the money, which had been’
obtaired on a certificate, which had been faid to
have been improperly obtained.

Clingman atked Mrs. Reynolds, for the letters,
that ker hufband had received from. Cel, Hamilton,-
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#from time to time, as he might probably ofe them
to obtain her hufband’s liberty ;—fhe replied, that
«Col. Hamilton had requefted her to burn all the
letters, that were in his hand writing, or that had
his name go them: which fhe had done; he pref.
fed her to examine again, as the might not have de.
ftroyed the whole, and they would be ufeful ;—She
examined and found notes, which are herewith
fubmitted, and which, fhe faid, were notes from
Col. Hamilton.

Mrs. Reynolds told Clingman, that having heard,
that her hufband’s father was, in the late war, a
commiffary under the dire&ion of Col. Wadfworth,
waited on him, to get him to intercede for her huf-
band’s difcharge :—~he told ker, he would give her
his affiftance, and faid, now you have made me your
friend, you muft apply to no perfon ele~—"That-on
Sunday evening Clingman went to the houft of Reyv.
nolds, and found Col. Wad{worth there : he was in-
troduced to Col. Wadfworth by Mrs. Reynolds:
Col. Wadfworth told him, he had feen Mr. Wol-
cott ;—that Mr. Wolcott would do any thing for
him (Clingman) and Reynolds’s family, that he
could ;—that he had called on Col. Hamilton but
had not feen him ;—but he might tell Mr. Muhlen.
burg, that a friend of his (Clingman’s) had told
him, that Col. Wadfworth was a countryman and
fchoolmate of Mr. Ingerfoll, and that Col. Wadf-
worth was alfo intimate with the governor, and that
the governor would do ‘almoft any thing to oblige.
him ;—that his name muft not be mentioned to Mr.
Mubhlenburg, as telling him this; but that if My,
Mublenburg could be brought to fpeak to him firft,
on the fubjet, he would then do any thing in his
power for them ; and told him not to {peak to him,
if he fhould meet him in the ftreet. and faid, if his
name was mentioned, that he would do nothing ;—
That on Wednefday, Clingman faw Col. Wadf-
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worth at Reynolds’s houfg ; he did not find her at
home, but left a note; but on going out, he met
her, and faid he had feen every body, and done ev-
ery thing,

Mrs. Reynolds told Clmgman, that fhe had re-
ceived money of Col. Hamilton, fince her hutband’s
confinement, enclofed in a note, which note the had
burned,

After Reynolds was difcharged, which was, eight
or nine o’clock on Wednefday evening :—about
twelve o’clock at night, Mr. Reynolds fent a letter
to Col. Hamilton by a girl ; which letter Clingman
faw delivered to the girl ;—Reynolds followed the
girl, and Clingman followed him ;—he faw the girl
go into Col. Hamilton’s houfe ;—Clingman then
Joined Reynolds, and they walked back and for-
ward in the ftreet, until the girl returned, and in-
formed Reynolds, that he need not go out of town
that night, but call on him, early in the mormng.
In the morning, between feven and eight o’clock,
he faw Reynolds go to Col. Hamilton’s houfe and
go in : he has not feen him fince, and fuppofes he
has gone out of the ftate.

Mr. Clingman further adds, that fome time g
he was informed by Mr. and Mrs. Reynolds,
he had books containing the amount of the cath due
to the Virginia line, at his own houfe at New-York,
with liberty to copy, and was obtained thro’ Mr.
Duer.

The above contains the truth to the beft of my
knowledge and recolleétion, and to which I am rea-
dy to make oath.

1

Given under my hand, thls 1 3th
of December, 1792.

Signed by Jacob Clingman.
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Col. Hamiltent
* Dear Sir
+ IHave not tim: toulell you the' ¢ivfe of oV prafim
#oubles-ondy diat Mr. Bas rofe yourthis néoriing and
Tinew not’ wethier you have gor the fetter'or notand
R ras (wore that lgyou'db' ot ae{wer 1t of If Be dofe:
fot fe o Rear fromi yowto day lie will write Mys. Fha.
tiilton he Has juft: Gone oute and T amra Lone Frllink
gn ftad betrer come here one'momernt that you May
ow the Caufe dien you will the'Better kmow how! to
28 Ol my God' P feel more for you than myfelf and
with I Bad nevet been born to give y . fo- mueh: u
Happinefs db not write to himr no net a Line bat come
Rerd-foon- do ot fend: or-leave any thingimhi;ﬁp:.m
) . 18-

-
No: I

's' - Priladelphia, ¢5th Devemth; 1761

n’ .

Fani véry forty o find out tlat ? have beert fo Cri
efly treated By & perfon that P took to be' my beft
friend inftead of ' that my greateft Enimy: You have
deprived me of every thing thats near and dear to me,
I dif¢ovred whenever I Came into the houfe: after be-
ing out I foand Mrs. Feynolds weeping I afk’d her
the Caufe ot being fo unhappy. She always told me
that fhe had bin Reding. and fhe could not help Cry-
ing when fhe Red any thing that was Afelting. but
feing ler Repeatedly in that Serevation gave me fome
fufpicion to think that was not the Caule, as forrain
would have it. before matters was carred ro two great
a leugth. F difcovercd a letter direfted to you which 3

G
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copied of angd put it in the place where I found i
without being difcovered by Her. and then the even-
ing after. I was Curious anough to-watch her. and
fee give a leter to a Black man in Market Street.
which-1 followed him to your-door. after that 1 Re-
turned home fome time in the evening, and I brouch-
ed the-matter to her and Red the Coppy to her,which
fhe fell upon her knees and afked forgivenefs and dif-
covered every thing to me Refpedting the matter and
fes that the was unhappy. and not knowing what to do
without fome affiftance. She Called on yeu for the
lone of feme money. which you toald her you would
call on her the Next Evening. which accordingly you
did. and there Sir you took the advantage a poor Bro-
ken harted woman. inftead of being a Friend. you
have aGted the part of the moft Cruelift man in ex-
iftance. you have made a whole family miferable.
She fes there is no other man that the Care for in
. this world. now Sir you have bin the Canfe of Cool-
ing her affetions for me. She was a woman. ]
thould as foon fefpeét an angiel from heven. and one
where all my happinels was depending. and I would
Sacrefife almoft my life to make her Happy. but Row
Y am determined to have fatisfation. it fhant be onel
one mamily thats miferable. for I am Rabbed of aﬁ
happinefs in this world [ am determined to leve her.
and take my daughter with me that Shant {ee her poor
mother Lot. now Sir if I Cant fee you at your houie
call and fee me. for there is no perfon that Knowes
any thing as yet. And I am tiremd to fee you, by
fome means or other. for you have made me an un.
happy man for eve. put it to your own cafe and Reflet
one moment, that you fhould know fhuth a thing of
your wife. would nat you have fatisfacton yes. and
{fo will I before one day paffes me more,
I am yours James Reynolds.
Ms. Alexander Hamilton.
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No. L. - I
. Saturday Evening 17th December 17gx.
ir; -
T now have taken till tuefday morning to Confider
on What Steps will be Beft for me to take. I thould
not have let the matter Refted till then, if it had not
been for the newes of the death of my Sjfter. whichit
Semes as if all my troubles are Comming om me in one
moment. if it had been any other perfon except your-
felf. that treated me as you have done. ¥ thould not
‘have taken the trouble to Callon them more thanonce.
but your being in the Station of life you are. indufes me
to ‘way every Surcomcance well Refpeéting the matter
it will be impoflible for me ever tothink of liveing or
Reconfiling myfelf to Stay with a woman that [ no
has plafed her affe&ions on you. and you know if you
Refle® one moment. that you have been the fole Caufe
of it. I have all Reafon in the world to believe jts-
true. I am that man that will always have Satisfac-
tion by fome means or other when treated ill. Efpe-
cially when I am trcated in the manrior, as you have

.done. you may reft afhured that the matter as yet

is Not known. If think proper to Call at the fighn
of the George tuefday morning at 8-eclock I will be
there, for your houfe or office s no place to converfe
about thefe matters. if that is not agreeable-to you.
let me no what place I thall fee-you at. at that time,
for I am determined to know what corfe I fhall take,
more miferable' I cant be than Tdm at prefent. let the
confiquence be as it will. for when ¥ come into the
houfe. I find the wife always weeping and praying
that I wont leve her. And its all an your aecount. for

.if you had-not feeked for her Ruin it would not have

happined. Could you not have Rélieved the difstrefl--
ed without. tranfgrefing in the mannor as you haye.

. done. Sertainly you did not thow the man of honnor..

in taking the advantage of rhe. affliCted, when Calling;
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*When we where Jalt togeather you then . would wis
20 know my.Determination.what L would do and. you
wax{pefs-a -with to do-any thing that was.in your pawer - .
to Scrye me, its true its in yaur pawer to.do.a great
deal for e, but.its out af your;power to.do any thing
that will Reftore-me 10. my Happinefsagainfor if you
flhould give-me .all .yau paflefs .would-nat de-it. god
L tiomes I lave the- wamamand with evesy blefling may
attend her,.you have bin the Caufe :of Wipging her
love. .and I 1dont think. ] .Gan be Reganfiled to live
with Her, when I.know 1 hant her love. - now Siril
have Confidered.on the . matter Seroufly. I have 1his
'quoﬁal to make to you. -give me-the Sum Of thay,
- dand .dellars-and I will :love the -town. and take . uyy
danghter with me.and, go.wheremy Friond. Shantheae
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-am Reconfiled to live with her, I would wifh to do
every thing for' Her happinefs and my own, and Time
‘may ware of every thing, So dont fail in Calling as
Foott as you Can fake it Conveanant. and I Rely
6n_yodr befriending me if there thould “any thing
“Offer that would be to my advamtage. as you Expreéfs
8 with to befrind me. Sol.am o “
yours to Serve '
- James Reyrmolds

Mr, Aleir, Hamilton
No. VIIL
¢« Manday Night Eight C; L
Sit, B T

¥ need niot acquaint that I had Been Sick aH moaft
Ever fence I faw you as I am fure you allready no It
Not would I folicit a favor wich Is fo hard to obtain
were It not for the Laft time Yes Sir Reft affurred
1 will never afk you to Call on me again I have kept
Aty Bed thofe tow dayés and now rife fram My pilliow
wich your Negleét has filled with the fhorpeft. thorns
1 no Longer doubt what I have Dreaded to no but ftop
1 do not with to fe you to to fay any thing about my
Late difappointment No 1 only do it to Eafe a heart
wich is ready Burft with Greef I can neither Eate or
flesp I have Been on the point of doing the moaft
horrid aés at I fhuder to think where I might been
what will Become of me. Int vain F'try to Call reafon
to aide me but alas ther Is no Comfart for me I feel
as If I fhould not Centennue long and all the wifh
.1 have Is to fe you once more . that I may my doubts
:Cleared up for God fake be not fo voed of all hus
.mannity as to deni me this Laft requeft butif you
.will not Call fome time this night I no its late but
- any tim between this and twelve A Clock I fhall be up
Let me Intreat you If you wont Come to fend me a
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veflore fo My thritured boforh 28d do' MY d@ir Cot Hat
milton on my kneefe Let mb intieatee: you for redde
iy Letter and Comply with ity requeft télt the bett
er of this or give her a line you ne&d! not B thie: daft
affraid let me not die wath fear have pity on me my
freend for I deferve it I would not folicit this favor
but I am fure It canriot injuee you and will be all the
happinefs I Ever Expe& to have But oh-1 am-difftrefl-
4d more then I cam' tell My heart Is neady to barft
and my tears wich' oncé could fow with Kafe are riow
denied me Gould I only woep 1 woudd :thanki haaves
and blele the hand- that: .

ey .
- No: XL o
- - Samduy Eveinng 24¢h' Mardh. vpga:
1t : '

On my entéring e Rovri the MR evetting, |
fourid Mrs Reyfoldd M @ fetuvation iitde different
from' diftraion and' for fome titne conld net prevait
ont her totell e the Caufd. av [aff She imformed
e that you Rad beert Reré likewife of a letter fhe
fad wrof€ you' in « fiight. which fhe néed: fiot hawe
don as 1 Never intended doing any dking | told. ifer
but did it to humbke Her. for the imprudent lan-
guage fhe made yeufe of to me. and You wtay Reft
athured fir, that I have not a with to do any thing
that may give you or your family 2 moments pain
1 know not what you may thirk of me. but fuppofe
yourfelf for a moment in my fetuvation. that youy
wife whom you tenderly love. fhould plafe her af-
fe&tions on another cbject and here her fay. that all
her happinefs depends intircly on that obje&. what
would you do in fuch a Cale. would you have a&ed
as | have don. 1 have Confented to things which I
thought I never could have don. but T have dun it to
make life tolerable. and for the fake of a perfon whofe
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‘happinefs is déarér fo me than my owd. ¥ have anb.
ther afliGtion aded to the Reft that is almeft infupper-
table. I find when ever you have been with her, fheis
Chearful and kind. but when you have not in fome
tmmeo fthe Is Quite to Reverfe. and withas to be alone by
“her felf. but when I tell her of it. all her anfwer is fhe
Canr help it. and hopes 1 wiil forgive her. fhurety you
Cannot wonder if I fhould a& ever fo imprudent.
though at prefent if 1 could take all her Grief upon
-myfelf T would do it with pleathure. the excefs of
-which alarm me uatill now. | have had no idea of.
I have fpent this day at her bed fide in trying to give
her the Confolation which I myfelf ftand in need of.
fhe alfo tell me, ycu wifh to fee me tomorrow even-
. ing and then I fhalt Convince you. that f would net
-with to trifle with you And would much Rather add
1o the happinefs of all than to diftrefs amy
- :  am fir Your <o '
: James Reynolds .
-Mr. Alexr. Hamlltom : :

. L ]
: , - No. XH.
Read this all .
.  Sunday Night eme OChck
My dear friend |

- -In a ftate of mind wich know language can paint I
take up the pen but alas § know not what I write er
how to give you an idea of the anguith wich at this
moment rends my heart yes my friend Iam doomed to
drink the bitter cup of afflition Pure and unmixed
but why fhould T repine why pour forth my wretched
foul in fruitlefs complainings for you have faid It you
have commanded and I muft fubmit heaven tow Inex-
orable heaven Is deaf to my anguifh and has marked
me out for the child of forrow oh my dear friend
wether fhall 1 iy for confolatien. oh all all confelatiog
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.35 fhut againft me there is not the leaft gleme of hope
. but;oh merciful God forgive me and yoa my friend
. Comply with this Lat Requeft Let me once mote fe
cyou and unbofom Myfelf to you perhaps I fhal be
yhappier after It I have mutch to tell wich I dare not
oweite And which you ought to know oh my dear
.8ir give me your advice for once In an affair on wich
.depends my Exiftence Itfelf Think not my friead that
«1 fay this to make you come and fe me and that I
1haye nothing to tell yon for heaven by wich I declare
Jknows that I have woes to relate wich I never Exfpe&-
:ed to have known atcept by the name Come therefore
.to-morrow fometime or:Els In the Evening do 1 beg
.}:utto come gracious God had I the world I would
slay 8t at your feet If 1 could only fe you oh I muft or
'% fhall Jofe my fenfes and It is not becaufe I think to
prevail on you to vifit me again no my dear Col Ha-
milton I do not think of It but will when I fe you do
judl as you tell me fo doant be offended with me for
pleadeing fo hard to fe you If you do not think it pro-
per to come here Let me know by a line where 1 thal
{e you and what hour you need not put your name to
It or mine Either Juft dire& Mr or Els leve It blank
adiew my Ever dear Col hamilton you may form to
yourfelf an Idea of my deftrefs for I Cant deffcribe It
20 you Pray for me and be kind to me Let me fe you
death now would be welcome Give

No. Xml
Philadelphia 3d, April, 1792.

Sir
I hope you will pardon me in taking the liberty I do
In troubling you fo offen. it hurts me to let you Know
my Setivation. Ifhould take it as a protickeler if you
will Oblige me with the lone of about thirty Dollars
I am in hopes in a fue days I fhall be In 3 more better
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Setivation. and then I thalt Be able to make you am.
ple Satisfalion for ﬂym.ur Favours thewn me. I want it
for fome little Necflaries of life for my family. fir yoif
granting the above favour this meorning will very mucH
Oblige your moft Obedient and humble Servant
James Reynolds -»
Alex. Hamilton Efgr. . ,

N B the inclofe is a Receipt for Ninety dollags, that
isif you Can Oblige me with the thirty. thats Inclyd-
ing Boath Sums e iy

Received philadelphia 3d. April. 1797 of A]exan%
der Hamilton Efqr. Ninety dollars which I promifg
to pay on demand : S

James Reyjplds ;

90, Dollars -
No. XIV.: !w')_“ l

Philadelphbia, 7th, April. 1792 - »

. Sir AT

1 am forry to inform you my fetivation:is agifuchv £
am indebted to a man in this town aboukt 4y:dollars
which he will wate no longer on me. now fir I ‘an¥
forrey to be troubleing you So Offen.’ which if you
Can Oblige me with this # day. you will.do:mie infes
nate fervice. that will pay Nearly all I owe in: thig,
town except yourfelf. I have fome property on the
North River which I have Wrete to my Brother felh
which gs foon as it Come in my hands. I pay you
every fhilling with ftriteft Juftice you Oblige me:
with. the inclofe is the Receipt, for the amount

‘1 am fir with due Regard. your humble fervant

James Reynolds:
Alexr. Hamilton Efgr. e
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Reeeived philadeiphia. 7th. April. 1709, of Alex--
gnder Hamiltor. Ffqr. Forty five dellurs which | pro-
®ife to pay op dempnd

45 dollary

Jumes Reynokds

No. XV. ' s
. Phiiade’phia, v7th. April, 1793,
Sir ,
¥ am forry to be the barer of So difagreeable. an
unhappy infern:aticn. 1 mufl tell you Sir that I have
bin the moft w happiet man. for this five days in
Fxiftance, which you aught to be the laft perfon I
ever Should tcll my troubls to. ever Sence the night
you Calld and gaye her the Blank Paper. She has
treated*me more Cruel than pen cant paint out. and
Ses that the is determed never to be a wife to me
any more, and Ses that it Is a plan of ours. what has
‘paft god knows I Frecly for.ive you and dont wifh
to zive you fear or pain a moment on the account
of it. mow &ir 1 hape you will give me your advife
as freely as if Nothing had eve paffed Between us 1
think it is in your power to make matter all Lafy
again. and I fuppofe you to be that Man of fealling
that ycu would with to make every perfon happy
Where it in your pcwer ~ fhell wate to See you at
the Office if its Convenant. 1 am fir with Aftceny
yours

.Alexr Hamilton Efgr. -
 No. XVL , o
Phi'acelphia, 33d. April. 1793

James Reynolde -

Bir .
T am forry Tam in this difagreeable futivation which
Dbliges me to trouble you So offen as] do, but I hops
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itwont be long before it will be In my power to dif-
charge what I am indebted to you Nothing will give
me greater pleafure 1 muft Sir afk the loan of thirty
dollars more from you, which I fhall efleem as = par-
tiealar favour, and you may Refk athured that 1 will

y you with Strickeit JuRtice. for the Reliefe you
E:va aforded me, the Inclofed is the Receipt for the
thirty dollars. I thall wate at your Office. Sir for am
anfwer | am fir your very Humble Servant

Jamas Reynalds.
Alexr. Hamilton Efgr,

No. XVIL :
. Philadeipbia, ad May, 1794.
) g .

Imuft now for ever forbid you of vifiting Mrs. R
axy more I was In hopes that it would in time ware
off, but I find there is no hopes. Solam determed to
putafinell end to it. if its in my power. for I find by
{our Seeing her onely Renews the }riendfhip, and
ikewife when you Call you are feareful any perfon
Should See you am 1 a perion of Such a bad Care&or.
that you would not with to be feen in Coming in my
houfe in the front way. all any Perfon Can fay of me
is that I am paoye and | dont know if that is any
Crime. So I muft meet my fave. I have my Reafons for
it for I cannet be Reconiiled to it. for there is know
perfon Can tell the pain it give me except the were
plafed in my futivation } am fure the world would de-
fpife me if the Onely new what I bave bin Reconfiled
10, I am in hopes in a fhort time to make you amends
for your favour Rendered me 1 am Sir your humble

Servant.
J. Reynolds
Alexr, Hamilton Efqr,



(" xxiv' §°
- m—

Saturday Morning the ¥une £
Dear Sir 3 K
1 omce take up thie pen to folicit The favor of feing
n oh €ol hamilton what have I done that you
Id thus Neglett me Is it becaufe I am unhappy
But ftop I will not fay you have for perhaps you have
caled and have found no opportinity to Come In at
Teafk T hope you have I am now A lone and fhal be for
afew days I believe till Wenfday theugh am not far-
tain and would with to fe you tgis Evening I pofeble
1f not as foon as you can make ft Convenent oh my
deer freend how fhal 1plede Enough what fhal I fay
~ Let the beg of you to Comeand If you never fe me
again oh If you ¢think It beft I will fubmit to It and
take a long and laft adiew Mari
Co! hamilton . = = ' ‘
~+ fot heaven fake keep me not In fufpince Let me
know your Intention Fither by a Line or Catline.

Iy
o—t

NO- XIX(
Sif ~ :

Tam now tndet the neceffity of afkirg a favoat frome
z{ou which if Can Oblige me ‘with the loan of three

undred dollars. it will be in my power to make five-
hundred Before the Next week is out. and if you Can
oblege me with it. you tay rely en haveing of it again.
the laft of Next Week. if I am alive and well. the ufe
T wont it for is to Subfcribe to the turn pike Road.
there is a nombet of gentlethari in towh wants me to
go up to Lancafter to Subferibe for them. no fir if
you Canobligeas I want to leve town tomorrow morn-
ingand the books will be open for fubfcribing on mon-
day morning Next. fo that I fhall have Little time to
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get there. you never Sir Can oblige me more than

Complying with the above, pleafe to let me know be-

gween this and 4 oClock if you dont I fhant be able

to go—from your Humble Sevt,
3 , . - James Reynolds,
Alexr, Hamilton Efgr. =~ - -

| oe———
o

No. XXIL

: - Philadelpbin, 23d Yuns., 1792,
Honnored Sir, '
Your Gaodnefs will I hope overlook the prefent
application you will infenately Oblige me if you Can
‘fet me have the Loan of fifty dollars. for a few ‘days.
"what little money 1 had I put iato the turnpike Scrip.
and I dont like to fell At the lowadvance theare fellin
at. at prefent, as its very low. if you Can Oblige me
‘with that-much in the morning fir you fhall haye' it
in a fhort time again and you Will very much Oblige
your Humble and Obed. Serv., j
-R.
Alexr. Hamilton. Efq.
: NB.you will I hope pardon me in taking the liberty
to call to day. but my Neceflaty is fuch that it Oblige
mmetodo it: funday evening.

Received philadelphia 24th Juge. 1792 of Alexan.
der Hamilton Efg. Fifty Dollars. which I promife to
pay on demand to the faid Alexr. Hamilton or Order
-as witnefs my hand James Reynolds

50 Dollars
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: CLr g
- Philadelphia 24th. Auguf. 1792,
Honored Sir. ) \ e
When I Converfed with you laft I mentioned that
I was going to moove. Sence that I have mooved I
have taken a very convenant houfe for a boarding
houfe. but being difappointed ip receiving Some mo-
ney. put it iutirely out of my power to furnifh the
houfe | have taken. I have four genteal boarders will
come to live with me. as foon as I Can get the Rooms
furnithed. dear :vir this is my Seruvation. Iam ia no
way of bufinefs. the Cath laft lent me. ingble me to
pay my Rent..and Some little debts I had Contracted
for my Familys youfe. now fir if 1-Can afk a favour
once m.re of the loan of two Huadred dollars. I
will give you Surity of all [ progefs. for the payment
of what I owe you, without y..ur affiftance. this thme
I dont know what I fha'l do, Mrs. Reynolds and my-
felf has made a Calculajion. and find with that much
money will inable us to take in four boarders. and I
am in hopes in the mean time will. fomthing will turn
up in my favour. which will enable me to help myfelf
and famy. dear Sir your Complying with the above
will for ever, lay me¢ under the greatift Obligation te
“you and I will. you may Reft afhured. Repay jtagain
as foon as itsin my powcr. )
' - 1'am Honored Sir with
Relpe@ your moft Qbedt. "
and Humble Servt, .
. James Reynelds
" Vine Strect No. 161 Second-door
from the Corner of fifth Strest
Alexr. Hamilton Efqr. S
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wiife this' Deponent applied.to the faid Hilary Baker
:and obtained from hing a warrant upon which the faid
:Clingman. was arrefted and carried again to the faid
Hilary Baker—That faid Clingman again urged this
Deponent to become his bail but e declining faid
~Clingman requefted this Deponent-to go and bring'te
him cne James Reynolds from whom as this Deponent
underftood the faid Clingman expeéted to obtain affift-
.ance towards his releafe from Cuftedy—That this De-’
-ponent went accerdingly to the faid James Reynolds’
-and in the name of Clingman engaged him to accom-
qany the Deponent to the Houfe of the faid Alderman
where the faid James Reynolds was alfo apprehended
and detained That thereupon the faid James Rey-
nolds requefted this Deponent to carry a letter for
him to Alexander Hamilton then Secretary of the
Treafury—that this Deponent carried the faid letter
23 requefted and after two or three calls found the
faid Alexander Hamilton and delivered the letter te -
him—that the faid Hamilton after reading it me=n.
_tioned to this Deponent that he had known the fa.
ther of the faid Reynolds during the war with Great-
Britain, and would be willing ¢o Terve the faid James,
if he cauld with propriety, byt that it was not confift.
ent with the duty of his office to do what Reynolds
now requefted ; and alfo mentioned to this Deponent
that Reynalds and Clingman had been doing fome-
thing very bad and advifed this Deponent to have no.
thing ta do with them left he might bring himfelf in~
to trouble—And this Deponent further faith that he.
never had any converfation or communication what-
ever with the faid Alexander Hamilton refpecting
the faid Reynolds or Clingman till the time of carry-
ing the faid letter. And this Deponent further faith
that the faid Clingman formerly lived with this De-
onent and kept his books which as he fuppofes was
the reafon of his fending for this Deponent to be-
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~some-his- bail thinking that this Deponent might be:

willing to befriend him..
- HENRY SECKEL..
“Sworn this 19th day of July :
" mbpccxcvil before me }

~ “HiLary Baker, Mayor.

No. XXIV..

" _Having' perufed . the fifth and fixth numbers of a:

“fate publication in this City entitled * The Hiftory

+ of the United States for the year 1796” and having:

- reviewed certain letters and documents which hatve
.remained in my pofleffion fince the year 1792, I do
“hrereby at the requeft of Alexander Hamilton Efquire

of New York Certify and declare, :

That in the Month of Decembet 1792, I was defir--

"ed By Mr. Hamilton to be prefent at his houfe as the

- witnefs of an interview which had been agreed updn -

between himfelf and James Monroe, Trederick Au-

guftus Muhlenberg and Abraham Venable,,Efquii'és, ,

'_with which-I"accordingly complied.

‘The object of the interview was to remove from the -

minds of thofe Gentleman, certain fufpicions which

. ‘had-been excited by fuggcftions of James Reynolds -
‘then in Prifon and Jacob. Clingman a Clerk to Mr..

“Muhlénberg, (againft both of whom profecutions had
“been inftituted for frauds againft. the - United States;)

*that Mr. Hamilton had been concerned in promoting |
~or aflifting fpeculations in the public funds, contrary-

to Law and his-duty as Secretary of the Treafury.

The conferemce was commenced on the part of M. .

* Monroe by reading certain Notes from Mr. Hamilton
and a Narrative of converfations which had been held .
‘with the faid Reynolds and Clingman—After the -
grounds upon which the fufpicions refted, had been:

tully ftated; Mr.-Hamiltoh entered into dn explaid.-



( =xx )

. tion and by a variety of writien documents, which
were read, fully evinced, that there was nothing in
the tranfaltions to which Reynolds and Clingman
had referred, which had any conncétion with, or
relation o {peculations in the Funds, claims upon
the United States, or any public or Offiial tranfai-
ons or duties whatever. This was rendered fo coms -
pletely e:ident, that Mr. Venable requefted Mr. Has -
milton to def:ft from exhibiting further proofs. As
however an explanation had been defired by the -
Ger *leman before named, Mr. Hamilton infifted upon -
beiuyg allowed to read fuch doeuments as he poffefled,
for the purpofe of obviating every fhadow of doubt
refpeding the propriety of his Official conduét.
~ After Mr. Hamilton’s explanation terminated
. Mi«firs. Montroe, Muhlenberg and Venable, feverally -
a:knowledged their entire fatisfaltion, ‘that the affair -
"hairo relation to Official duties, and that it ought -
tiot to «fe@ or impair the public confidence in Mr.
Hamilton’s charadter j—at the fame time, they ex-
" prefled their regrets at the trouble which the expla-
' mation had occafioned. ‘During a converfation in
the ftreets of Philadelphia immediately after retir-
ing from Mr. Hamiiton’s houfe. Mr. Venable re-
peated to me, that the explanation was entirely fa-
“tistaltory, and expreffed his concern, that he had
been a party to whom it had been made. - Though
in the courfe of the converfation Mr. Venable ex.
prefled his difcontent with public meafutes which had
been recommended by Mr. Hamilton, yet ke mani.
{efted a high refpe& for his Talents, and confidence
in the integrity of his charaer, 3
" When Mr. Reynolds was in Prifon. it was reported -
10 me, that he had threatened to make difclofures in-
!}J;ious to the ehara&cr of fome kead of a Department,
is report I commuricated to Mr. Hamilton, whe
sdvifed me te taks no ftep towards a iberation-of-Rey-
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noldss while fueh- a repoft exifted and remained-unex.
plained. - This was antecedent to the interview be.
tween Mr. Hamilton and Meflrs. Monroe, Muhlenberg
- and Venable, or to any knowledge on my part of the -
_circumitance by which it was occafioned. o
The Offence for which Reynolds and Clingman
were profecutcd by my diretion, was for fuburninga
perfon to commit perjury for the purpofe of obtaining
Letters of Adminiitration on the eftate of a perfon
who. was living, After the profecution was com.
menced, Clingman confefled to me, that he and Rey-
“nolds were podefled of lifts of the names and fums -
due to certain Creditors of the United States, which
- lifts had been obtained from the Treafury-—Both .
Clingman and Reynolds obftinately refufed for fome °
time to deliver up the lifts or to difclofe the name of
the perfon, through whofe infidelity they had been
obtained. At length on recsiving a promife from me,
that I would endeavour to effect their liberation from
the confequences of the protecution, they confented
to furrender the lifts. t : reftore the balance which had .
. been fraudulently obtained, and to reveal the name
of the perfon, by whom the lifts had been furnithed. .
_‘T'his was done conformably to the propofition con-
tained in a letter from Clingman dated December 4,
1792, of which a copy is hereunto annexed. The
original letter and the lifts which were furrendered
_now remain in my pofleflion. Agreeably to my en-
gagement I informed Jared Ingerfol Efgr. Attorney
. General of Pennfylvania, that an important difcovery
had been made, and the condition by which it could
be rendered ufefui to the- public in preventing future -
frauds ; in coniequence of which the profecutions
againft Clingman and Reynolds were diimiffed.
In the publication refesred to, it is fuggefted that the
lifts were furnithed by .Ir. Duer; this is an injurious
miftake——nathing qccurred at any. time 1Q my Knowe;
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-fedge, whith could give colour to 2 fufpicion, tRat
-Mr. Duer, was in any manner diretly or indire&ly.
-eoncerned with or privy to the tranfaltion. The in-.
-fidelity was eommitted by a cletk in the office of the
Regifter—Mr. Duer refigned his office in March,
+1790, while the Trealury was at New-York—the
.Clerk who furnithed the lifts was firft employed in.
‘Philadelphia in January 1791.. The Accounts from
<which the lifts were taken, were all fettled at the.
-Treefary fubfequent to thé time laft mentioned ; on:
-the difcovery above ftated the Clerk. was difmifled, .
:and has not fince been employed. in the public offices..
;  Thenante df the Cletk who was difmifled has not
.been-publicly mentioned, for a reafon which appeats:
An Clingin’s lettet ; but if the diftlofure is found
neceflary to the vindication-of an iandcent chara&er,
-t fhall be made, : 3 b
: €ertified in Philadelphia, this twelfth diy of.
July, 1797 .
: OLIV. WOLCOTT. :

- €apy of aletter from Jacob Clingman, to the Comp--
. troller of the Treafury. -
Phila. 4 Detember, 1792.
Sir :
Having anfortunately for myfelf, been brought into -
a very difigreeable fituation, on account of Letters of
Adminiftration taken out by a certain John Delabar.
on the eflects of a certain Ephtaim Goodanough, who,.
-t fince appears, is Rill living.. I beg leave to mention
~that I am ready to refund the money. to the Treafury
or ta the proper owsier or his order, and if it can be
-of any fervice to the Treafury Departinent or to the
United States, in giving up the }its of the names of
the perfons to whom pay it due, and to -difclofe the.
name of the perfon in the utmoft confidence fronr
-whom the lift was obtained, sarneftly hoping, thet

»
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my ‘be fome inducement to withdraw -the aBion
againft me, which if profecuted can only end in injug.
dng my chara&ter without any further advanstage o the,

Paited States.
¢ . I have the honor te be
-3 . your moft humble Servant .
RET Signed,
EPRCIET DI - Jacob Clingman.
~ Hon. Oljver Wolcott, ¥fq. :

I S DU oo NO-_X.X,V.
cete New-York Fulv 5, v797.
'.[b.&i [

. In a pamphilet 1ately publithed entitled ¢ No. V, of
the Hiflory of the United States for 1796 &c.”” are
fundry papers refpeting the affair of Reynolds, in.
which you once had an agency, accompanied with
thefe among other comments. ¢ They [certain at.
tacks on Mr. Monroe] are ungrateful, becaule he dif-
played om an eccafion, that will be mentioned imme-
diately, the greateft lenity to Mr. Alexander Hamilton,
the prime mover of the Federal party. When fome of
the papers which are now to be laid hefore the world
were fubmitted to theSecretary ; when he was inform-
ed that they were to be communicated to Prefident
Wafhington he entreated in the moft anxious tone of
deprecation that the meafure might be fufpended. Mr.
Monroc was one of the three gentlemen who agreed
to this delay. . They gave their confent to it on his
exprefs promife of a guarded behaviour in future, and
becaufe he attached to the fuppreflion of thefe papers
a myfterious degree of folicitude which they teeling
1o perfonal refentment againft the individual, were un-
willing ta augment.”” Page 204 and 2035. It is alfo
{uggeited page 206 that I made ¢ a volunteer acknow.
Jedgment of feducior” and it myft be underftocd trom
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the context that this acknowledgment wis made fo
the fame three gentlemen. '

- The peculiar nature of this tranfa&ion renders it
impoflible that you fhould not rzcolled it in all its
parts and that your own declaration to me at the time
contradi&ts abfolutely the conitruction which the edi-
tor of the Pamphlet puts upon the affair.

I think myfelf entitled to afk from your candour
and juftice a declaration equivalent to that which was
made me at the tiie in the prefence of Mr. Wolcott
by yourielf and the two other gentlemen accompanied
by a contradition of thereprefentations in the com.
ments cited above—And Ifhall rely upon your deli-
cacy that the manner of doing it will be fuch as one
gentl-man has a right to expet from ancther—efpe-
cially as ycu muft be fenfibic that the prefent appear -
ance of the papers is ¢ ntrary tc the courfe which was
underftood between us to be proper, and includes a
dithonourable infiiclity fomewhere—I am far from-
attributing it to either of the three gentlemen; yet
the fufpicion naturally falis on {ome agent made ufe
¥ of by them. }

I fend you the copy of a Memorandum of the fub.
ftance of your declaration, made by me the morning -
after our intervicw. :

With confideration
I have the honor to be,
Sir,
Your very obed. fervt.
Alexander Hamilton.
P.S. I muft beg the favour of expedition in your
reply. "\
Nemorandum of SubRance of Declaratisn of Meffrs.

Monroe, Mublenberg and Venable concerning the af-

Jair of ¥. Reynoids.

That they regretted the trouble and uneafinefs which
they had occafiened to me in conicgucnce of the
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reprefentations made te -them—That they were per-
fealy fatisfied with the explanation I had given and
that there was nothing in the tranfa&tion which ought

to alfe& my character 4s a public officer or leflen the
public cenfidence in my integrity, :

P
No. XXV

_ . Philadsiphia, Decombsy; sytps,
Gentlm’ Pbl‘ m
On refletion, § deery it ddvifable for me to have
Copies of the feveral papers which you communicated
to kie iti Gyr interview om Saturday evening, including
the notes, and the tragmenr &f Mr. Reynolds® letter
to Mr. Clingman, I therefore requeft that you will
either caufe copies of thefe papers to be furnithed to
me, taken by the perfort m whofe hand-writing the
declarations which you fhewed to me were, or will
fet me have the papets themfelves to be eopied. It
is alfo my with, that all fach papers as are orighwaly
- be defaired ftony the parties of whont they weré
had, to put it out of thert power repedt thé abaf
of them In fituations which may deprive me of the
advantage of explamation, Confidéring of how abo-
minable an attempt they have been the inftruments,
¥ traft you wilt feel no fcruples about this detention,
With confideratioh,
I have the henout fo be,
- Gentlm,
Your obediesst Servane, .
ALEXANDER HAMILTON.

f. Auguftus Muhlenberg,”
-, James Monvoe, md§ Efguires,
’ Abraham Venable, )

| 3
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h No. XX VII.

. Pbhilad. December 18th. 1792,
1t,

{ have communicated your letter of yefterday te
Meflrs. Venables and Monroe. The latter has ail the

apers relating to the fubjet in hijs pofleflion, and f
'ﬁave the pleafure to inform yon that your very rea-
fonable requett will be fpeedily complied with, [
baye the honor to be, with much efteem, .
: " Your moft obedient,
Humble Serv’t,
o FREDK. A. MUHLENBERG,
Alexander Hamiltot, Efq.

. No, XXVIIL
. Sir,

1 have the honor to inclofe you cepies of the papers
requefted in yours a few days paft—That of the notes
you will retain; the others you will be pleafed, after
tranfcribing, to return me. -
.. . With due refpeét, I have the honor to be,

Your very humble Servant,
. , JAS. MONROE,
. Every thing you defire in the letter above-mention-
ed fhall be moft ftri¢tly complied with. :

Pbiladeiphia, Dec. 20, 1792.
The Hon. Alexander Hamilton, Efq.
Philadelphia.
No. XXIX, _
. Philadelphia, Yuly 10th, 1797,

Sir, .
As I not refide in the city at prefent, your letter
of the sth inft. did not reach me time enough to an-
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fwer by Sarurday’s poft. Whilft I lantent the ‘Publis
cation of the papets refpe@ing the affair of Reynolds
¢of which I hope need not affure you that I had nei«
ther knowledge or agency, for I never faw them fince
the affair took place, nor was I ever furnithed with 2
copy) 1 do not hefitate to declare that I regretted the
trouble and uneafinefs this bufinefs had occafioned,
and that I was perfettly fatisfied with the explanation
you gave. At the fame timte peranit me to remind
you of your declaration alfo made in the prefence of
Mr. Wolcott that the information and letters in our
pofleflion juftified the fufpicions we entertained before
your explanation_took place, and that our cofiduc®
towards you in this bufinefs was fatisfaCtory. Hav.
ing no fhare or agency whatever in the publication
of comments you are pleafed to cite I muit beg to be
excufed from making any remarks thereon. Werel
to undertake to contradi€t the many abfurdities and
falfehoods which I fee publithed on a variety of fub-~
je&s which heretofore came under my notice, it
would require more time than I am willing to facrifice-
' I have the honor to be -

Sir, :

Your obedt. humble fervt. -

' Fredk: A. Muhlenberg;
A, Hamilton, Efq. : :
. No., XXX. :
Pbiladelphia, F¥aly 9th, 1797, -

sir : f

1 have received your letter of the fifth iaftant by
the hands of Mr. Wolcott. .

I had heard of the pamphiet you mention fome
days before, but had not read it. I am entirely ig-
motrant of the Editor,.and of the means by which he
procured the papers alluded to. )

I have had nothing to do with the tranfadtion fince:
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tho intoryiow with yon, 1do net pOﬂ'gfl % sopy of cha
apers 3¢ prelent, nof have | at auy timie had the pls
fion_ef any of them, | aveided taking 2 eopy bes
taule | feared that the greateft eare which § could
:xer,cxfe in keeping them fafely, might be defented
¥ lome gecident apd that fopte perion or otber
rnghﬁ improperly ebtain anh infpe@ion of them, |
ave endeavoured to racolle@® what pailed af the clofg
of the :nterview whieh took place with pefpest to thie
wanfadlion ; it was faid I belicye by ug i genera)
terms, that we were fatisfied with the explanation
$hat had been given, that we regretted the ueeeffity
we had beea fubjefied to in heing ebliged te maky
the inquiry; as well as the troubls and apsietyl it had
eccafioned yon, and oB your past yah admitted in
gcneral terms that the bufinale as prefented to wo
of¢ fuch 3 doubtful afpeét as to juRtify the Wmquiry,
and that the manner had been fatisfalory te you
. 1 have pow fo exprefs imy {urprife at the consents of
# letter publifhed yefterday in Fenno’s paper, in which
¥ou endaavour to imputg to party metives, the part
which I have had in this bufinefs, and endeavour to
conhe& me with the relgafement of perfons, committed
as yoy [ay for heinows erimes: Clingman had been re-
leaicd bofore | heard of the bufinefs, and Reynolds on
the very day I received the firft intimation of it, ape
rangements having been ptevioufly made for that purs
pofe, by thofe who had interefted themfelves to bring
it about, {o that no ap; lication was made to me on that
fubject, either direétly ot indire@ly the objeél being
entirely accomylithed by other means, and before I Was
informed of their confinement ; If you will take the
srouble to examine the tranfa&ion you will fiad this
fatement corred, and you cannot ba infenfible of the
#njury you do me when you fay, this was an attempt t@
releate themielves frow impriic nipenthy favor of prty
$pinit, and that § was oas of the yaifona reforted aon
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that ground. 1 appeal ¢o your eandour, and stk you
if any part of my condeét in this whole bufincls has
jullified fuch an amputation, This having been a joing
bufinefs and Mr. Monroe living now in New-York,
I muft avoid faying any thing more on shis fubject un,
til | cam foe him and Mr, Muhlenberg together, which
¥ bope will be in the prafent week. :

- ' {em 8ivr Humble Servant ;

Abw. B. Venable

S———

N». XXXIL : :
MR, Moneoe las the honor to inform Col. Hamily
ton that he arrived in this city yefterday A, M. 12—
That Mr. Mublenberg and himfelf are to have 2 meet.
‘ing this morning upon the fubje® which concerng
bim, and after which Col. Hamilton fhajl immediate
ly hear from them. :
Monday msrning, Fuly 16, 1797

—

No. XXXIII.
Philadeiphia, Fuly 19, 1797.

9

It was our wifh to have given a joint anfwer' with
Mr. Venable to your favour of the sth inftant concern-
ing the publication of the proceedings in an inquiry
n whiclg we were jointly engaged with him in 1742,
refpeéting n affair between yourfelf and Mr. Rey-
polds ; and inta which, from the circumftances attend-
ing it, we deemed it our duty to enquire. His depar-
ture however for Virginia precludes the poffibility of
fo doing at prefent. We neverthelefs readily give fuch
explanation upen that point as we are n‘gw able lt)o

ive; the eriginal papers having been dcpofited in the
ga-uds of 3 tﬁfpcﬁabﬁ charader in Virginia foon af-
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ter the tranfaction took place, and where they now 2#é&
We think ptroper to obferve that as we had no agen-
¢y in ot knowledge of the publication of thefe papers
till thiey appeared, fo of ¢ourfe we could have' none
in the comments that were made on them. '

But you particularly wifh to know what the im.
prefion was which your explanation of that affair
tnade on our niintds, m the interview we had with you
upsn that fubje@ at your own houfey as ftated in the
paper No. 5, of the publication referred to ; and to
which we readily reply, that the impreflion which we
lgft in your mind as f{at‘ed in that number, was that
which refted on our own, and which was that the
expfamation of the nature of your connetion with
Reynotds which you then gave remtoved the fufpi-
tions we had before entertained of your being con-
netted with him in fpeculation. Had not this been
the cafe we fhould certainly not have left that imprefs
fion on your mind, rior fhould we have defifted from
the plan we had contemplated in the commencement
of the inquiry, of laying the papers before the Prefi-
dent of the U, States. - .

We prefume that the papets to which our figna«
tures-are annexed are in all cafes corre&. °Tis pro-
per howevet to obferve that as the notés contained in
No. 5. were interided only as memoranda of the ex+
planationt which you gave s il that interview, as
likewife tHe information which twas afterwards given
us by Mr. Clingham on the famé fubje&, and without
4 view to any particular ufe, they were entered con-
cifcly and without form. This is fufficiently obvious
from th= difference whichi appears in that refpe, be-
tween the papers which preceded our interview and
thole contained in No. g, of the publication. -

We canriot conclude thia lettet without exprefing
otir furprize at the contents of 4 paper int the Gazette
of the United States of the 8th maftant, which ftates
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: No. XXXIV,
Gentlemen,

1 have your letter of this date. It gives me pleafurg
10 recejve your explanation of the ambiguous phrafe
in the paper No. V. publithed with your fignatures
and that of Mr, Venable, and your in}};rmation of the
{a&, that my explanation had been fatisfactory to you,

You exprefs your fyrprize at the contents of 2 papey
in the Gazette of the U. States of the 8th inftant. If
you will review that paper with care, you will find,
that what is faid about party fpirit refers to the view
with which the accufation was inftituted by Reynolds
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anid Clingaam, not to that with which the inqoity wis
enterdd o by you. They fought by the faver of party
JSpirit to obtain liberation from prifon—-but tho’ they
may have refted thewr hopes on this ground it is nat
fxid, nor in sty opinion implied, that yos i making
the inquiry wers aftomed by thas fpirik-1 canmiot
however alter my opinion thus they were inflaenedd
by the motive afexibed to them-«For though, a3 you
obferve Clingmian wasmot i prifon (and fo far my
memory Mas erred) and though is be trus, that Rey.
olds was releaflcd befove che mqnﬁ%hzgm by virtue
of an agreement with the Fecafory Department (theat
i the Comprroller of the ‘Ereafury) for a reafom of
public wtiliry which kas been explatned 16 you,w<Ya
¢ will be obferved thar Clingmans 25 welk s Reynolds
was adfiwally undera profecution for the fame offemca,
and thae it appedrs by No. 1. of the papers umder
r fignatures, dan for a period of mose than shwoe
weeks, while Clingman was in thea® of foliciting the
 aid and friexdbip of Mr. Mublenberg on bebaif of
bimfelf and Reynolds to got shsm redegfed or difcharged
from the profecution’” he Clingman {requencly dropped
hines to Mr. Mubkwberp, that Reynolds had it in his
power wery matevially toinjure the fecretary of the Trea-
Jury and that Reynolds ke feveral very improper tranf-
aclizns of bis ;—and at lalt went fo far as to ftate that
Rejnolds faid be bad it in his power te bang the fecre-
tary of she Treuynry who was. desply soncorned in fpecu-
tation’” FProw this it appearsy that the fng#‘mn
to my prejudice were eurly made, and were comned-
ed with the endeavewr to obtain refief through M
Mahlenbery—a? derive from all thie a confirmation of
my opinfon founded en the general mavers of the
proceeding that Re nolds and Clingman, knowing the
exiftence in Congrefs of a party hoftile to my sondws®
in adminiffration, and that the newfpapers devoted 8o
ft, frequently centeiwed infinuations of my being con-
cerned in impropér [peculations, formed upon that
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bafis the plan of conciliating the favour and aid of that
party towards getting rid of the profecution by a¢cufing
me of Speculation. This is what I meant in the pub-
lication alluded to and what I muft always believe.

With this explanation, you will be fenfible that there
is nothing in the publication inconfiftent with my de-
claration to you at clofing our interview. It is very
true, that after the full and unqualified expreffions
which came from you together with Mr. Venable, dif-
fering in terms but agreeing in fubftance, of your entire
fatisfaCtion, with the explanation I had given, and that
there was nothing in the affair of the nature fuggefted ;
accompanied with expreflions of regret at the trouble
and anxiety occafioned to me—and when (as] recolle&
it) fome one of the Gentlemen expreffed a hope that the.
manner of conduing the inquiry had appeared to me
fair and liberal—I replied in fubftance that though I had
been difpleafed with the mode of introducing the fub-
je& to me (which you will remember I manifefted a¢
the time in very lively terms) yet that in other refpects I
was fatisfied with and fenfible to the candour with which
I had been treated. And this was the fincere impreflion
of my mind. -

With Confideration®
I am Gentlemen ‘
Your moft Obedt. and hum. ferv.
: Alexander Hamilton,
No. XXXV.
Sir,

Ifend herewith an anfwer to the joint letter of Mr.
Muhlenberg and yourfelf. It appears to me on re-
fietion requifite to have fome explanation on the note
of January 2, 1793, with your fignature only. It may
be inferred from the attention to record the information
of Clingman therein ftaced after what had paffed be-
tween us that you meant to give credit and fantion to
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the fuggeltion that the defence fet up bly me was an
_impofition—You will, I doubt not, be fenfible of the

propriety of my requefting you to explain yourfelf on

this point alfo.

JTremain with confideration
Sir your obedient fervant
Alexander Hamilton.

——

No. XXXVL

«  Pbhiladelpbia, Fuly 17, 1797.
Sir :

It is impoflible for me to trace back at this mo-
ment, occupied as I am with other concerns, all the
impreflions of my mind at the different periods at
which the memoranda were made in the publication
to which you refer in your favour of to-day, but I
well remember that in entering the one which bears
my fingle fignature, altho’ I was furprized at the com-
munication given, yet I neither meant to give or
imply any opinion of my own as to its contents. I
fimply entered the communication as I received it, re-
ferving to myfelf the liberty to form an opinion upon
it at fuch future time as I found convenient, paying
due regard to all the circumftances conneéted with it.
: Iam Sir with confideration

your very humble fervant
James Monrae.

No. XXXVIL
Sir, ’

Your letter of yefterday in anfwer to mine of the fame
date was received laft night. I am forry to fay, that
as'I underftand it, it is unfatisfatory—It appears to me
liable to this-inference that the information of Cling-
man had revived- the fufpicions which my explanation
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had removed. This would include the very derogatory
fufpicion, that I had concerted with Reynolds not only
the fabrication of all the letters and documents under
his hand bur alfo the forgery of the letters produced as
thofe of Mrs. Reynolds—{ince thefe laft unequivocally
contradiét the pretence communicated by Clingman.
[ therefore requeft you to fay whether this inference be
intended.
' With Confideration, I am, Sir,
Your very obedient fervant,
Alexander Hamilton.
Fuly 18, 1797.
James Monroe, Efqr.

——

No. XXX VIIL
Philadelphia, Fuly 18, 1797.

Sir
Ican only obferve that in entering the note whichbears
my fingle fignature I did not convey or mean to convey
any opinion of my own, as to the faith which was due to
it, but left it to ftand on its own merits referving to my-
felf the right to judge of it, as upon any fa afterwards
communicated accordmg to its import and authenticity.
With due refpeét Iam Sir
Your very humble fervanc - -
James Monroe.

—————

No. XXXIX.
Fuly 20, 1797.
Sir,

In my laft letter to you I propofed a fimple and direét
queftion, to which I had hoped an anfwer equally
hmple and dirc&. That which I'have received, though
amountmg, if I underftand it, to an anfwer in the
negative, is conceived i n fuch circuitous terms as may
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leave an obfcurity upon the point which ought not to
have remained. In this fituation, I feel it proper to
tell you frankly my impreflion of the matter.

The having any communication with Clingman,
after that with me, receiving from him and recording
information depending on the mere veracity of a man
. undeniably guilty of fubornation of perjury, and one
whom the very documents which he himfelf produced to
you fhewed fufficiently * to be the accomplice of a vin-
ditive attempt upon me, the leaving it in a fituation
where by poffibility, it might rife up at a future and
remote day to inculpate me, without the poffibility
perhaps from the lapfe of time of eftablifhing the re-
futation, and all this without my privity or knowledge,
was in my opinion in a high degree indelicate and im-
proper. To have given or intended to give the leaft
fan&tion or credit after all that was known to you, to
the mere affertion of either of the three perfons
Clingman, Reynolds or his wife would have betrayed a
difpofition towards me which if it appeared to exift
would merit epithets the fevereft that I could apply,

With confideration I am Sir,
your very humble fervant
Alexander Hamilton.
James Monroe,  Efq.

® See the letter from Reynolds to Clingman in which he declares
that he will have fatisfaltion of me at all events and that he trufts
onty to Clingman. -

No. XL.
Philadelpbia, Fuly 21, 1797.

Sir
Your favour of yefterday (to ufe your own lan-
guage) gives an indelicate and improper colouring to
the topic to which it refers. I will endeavour in a few
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words to place the points in difcuffion where they ought
to ftand.

It was never our intention other than to fulfill our
duty to the public, in our inquiry into your condu&,
and with delicacy and propriety to yourfelf, nor have we
done otherwife. :

To this truth, in refpe¢t to the inquiry, as to our
conduct upon that occafion, you have fo often aflfen-
ted, that nothing need now be faid on that point. In-
deed I fhould have confidered myfelf as highly crimi-
nal, advifed as I was of your condué, had I not united
inthe inquiry into it : for what offence can be more
reprehenfible in an officer charged with the finances of
his country, than to be engaged in fpeculation ? And
what other officer who had reafon to fufpect this could .
juftify himfelf for failing to examine into the truth of
this charge ? We did fo—apprized you of what we had
done—heard your explanation and were fatisfied with
it. Itis proper to obferve that in the explanation you
gave, you admitted all the fats upop which our opi-
nion was founded, but yet accounted for them, and for
your connetion with Reynolds on another principle.
Tis proper alfo to obferve that we admitted your ex-
planation upon the faith of your own ftatement, and
upon the documents you prefented, though I do not
recolle& they were proved or that ptoof was required
of them, >

You will remember that in this interview in which
we acknowledged ourfelves fatisfied with the expla.
nation you gave, we did not bind ourfelves not to hear
further information on the fubje&, or even not ta
proceed further in cafe we found it our duty fo to do,
This would have been improper, becaufe fubfequent
facts might be difclofed which might change our opinion
and in which cafe ir would be our duty to proceed
further. And with refpe® to Mr. Clingman we
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thought it highly proper to hear what he had to fay,
becaufe we had before heard him on the fubje, and
becaufe you had acknowledged all his previous infor-
marion to be true, and becaufe he wasa party and
had a right to be heard on it. You obferve by the
entry that we did not feek him, nor even apprize him
of the explanation received from you, on the contrary
that he fought us and in confequence of information
received from Mr. Wolcott.

The fubjet is now before the public, and I repeat
to you what I have faid before, that I do not with
any opinion of my own to be underftood as conveyed
in the entry which bears my fingle fignature, becaufe
when I entered it I had no opinion upon it, as fuffici-
ently appears by my fubfequent condué, having never
alted upon it, and depofited the papers with a friend
when Lleft my country, in whofe hands they ftill are.
Whether the imputations againft you as to fpecula-
tion, are well or ill founded, depends upon the faéts
and circumftances which appear againft you upon your
defence. If you thew that they are ill founded, I fhall
be contented, for I have never undertaken to accufe
you fince our interview, nor do I now give any opi-
nion on it, referving to myfelf the liberty to form one,
after I fee your defence ; being refolved, however, fo
far as depends on me, not to bar the door to free in-
quiry as to the merits of the cafe in either view.

T'his contains a juft ftate of this affair fo far as I re-
memiber it, which I prefume will be fatisfattory to you;’
and to which I fhall only add that as on the one hand
I fhall always be ready to do juftice to the claims of
any one upon me, fo I fhall always be equally prepared
to vindicate my conduét and, charalter againft the at-
tacks of any one who may affail them.

With due refpe&, Iam Sir,
Your obedient fervant,
James Monroe.
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No. XLIL
City of Philadelpbia, [

Mary Williams of the City aforefaid Boarding Houfé
Keeper maketh Oath that She is acquainted with Mrs.
M. Reynolds formerly reputed to be the Wife of Mr.
James Reynolds that her acquaintance commenced by
the faid Mrs. Reynolds calling upon her to obtain ad-
mifian as a lodger which the Deponent declined that
afterwards the Deponent frequently faw the faid Mrs.
Reynolds and alfo frequently faw her write that from
this the the Deponent conceives herfelf to be well ac-
quainted with the hand writing of the faid Mrs. Rey-
nolds and is well fatisfied that the hand writing of the
letters hereunto annexed numbered [—VIII—IX—X —
X1—XXIII is of the proper hand writing of the faid
Mrs. Reynolds to indentify which letters the more par-
ticularly this Deponent hath upon each of them en-
dorfed her name.

July Mpcexcvir. be-
fore me
Robert Wharton
One of the Aldermen of the
City of Philadelphia.

Sworn this XXIft day of
Mary Williams

No. XLII

, Wednefday §tby December, 1792.
Honnoured Sir,
too well you are acquainted with my unfortenate fe-
tuvation, to give you an explanation thereof, I am in-
formed by a Note from Mrs. Reynolds this Evening,
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wherein She informed Me that you have bin informed.
that I Should have Said, if I were not difcharged in
two days. that I would make Some of the heads of the
Departments tremble. now Sir I declare to god, that I
never have faid any Such thing. nor never have I faid
any thing, againft any Head of a departmet whatever.
all I have Said, Sir. is that I am under the Neceflfaty
of letting you Know. which of the Clarks in the pub-
lick Office has givein out the Lift, of the ballance due.
from the United States. to the individual States. and
when it Comes to your knowledge, that the would
tremble, Now Can I have an Enemy So bafe as to lndge
fuch Falfe alligations to my Charge, which is tortely
Groundlefs. and without the leaft foundation Immagi-
nable. now Sir, if you will give me the pleathure of
waiting uppon vour honour tomorrow I will give you
every information that lies in my power Refpeéting the
Matter. which I hope it will give you final Satisfation.
what I have done never Was with a wifh to Rong the
-United States or any Other perfon whatever, the
ﬁcrfon that Adminifter On this mans pay. which he
cceived from the United States. had my monies in his
hands and would not transfer the Certificate to Mrs.
Clingman and myfelf untill wee figned the bond of in-
damnification. to him now dear Sir. that was our Situ-
vation. to Secure our own Intereft. wee executed the
Bond, which was an Overfight of ours. now Sir Can
you Suppofe In my prefent Setuvation, that I would
fay any thing againft you Sir or any Other head of de-
partment whatever, where it even was in my power
which was not. Efpicially where all my hopes and De-
pendance where. now dear Sir think of my poor in-
nocent. family. not™of me, for them I Onely with to

live Iam, honnored Sir

Y our moft Obediant and
Humble Servt.
' James W, Reynolds
Oliver Woolcot Efqr.
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Having feen in a pamphlet publithed in Philadelphid
entitled ¢« The Hiftory of the United States No. §”
a paragraph to the following Effect : ,

« During the late Canvafs for the Ele&ion ofa Pre-
¢ fident, Webfter in his Minerva, gave a2 Hint that
€< Mr. Hamilton would be an advifeable Candidate.
<¢ A perfon in this City who chanced to fee this News-
< Paper, wrote immediately to a Correfpondent in.
¢« New-York. The letter defired him to put himfelf
¢ inthe way of Mr. Hamilton and inform him that, if
<« Webfter fhould in future print a fingle paragraph
on that Head, the papers referred to wete inftantly
¢ to be laid before the World. The Meffage wasde-
¢ livered to Mr. Hamilton and the Minerva became
¢ filept.” ‘ ,

I declare that the Contents of the. foregoing para-
graph, as far as they relate to myfelf, are totally fale.
I never entertained an idea that Mr. Hamilton was a
Candidate for the Prefidency or Vice-Prefidency at the
late Ele&@ion.—I never uttered, wrote or publithed a
Hint or Suggeftion of the kind; nor did I ever receive
from Mr. Hamilton or any other perfon either directly
or indire&ly, any Hint or Communication to difcon-
tinue any notice or Suggeftions on that fubject. I have
examined the Minerva for feveral Months previous to
the late Ele&ion, and I cannot find a Suggeftion pub-
lifhed in that paper, of Mr. Hamilton’s being 4 Can-
didate as aforefaid, either from any Correfpondent or
republithed from any other paper ; nor have I the leaft
knowledge what the fuggeftions in the foregoing para-
graph allude to. /

My own idea uniformly was, that Mr. Adams and
Mr. Pinckney were the only Candidates fupported by
Mr. Hamilton and the friends of eur Government in
general. '

Sworn the 13th, July 1797.
before me Abm, SkinnerN.P.{ Noah Webfter Jun.

M

({1
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No. XLIV.
Philadelphia, June 27, 1797.
Sir
It would have highly gratificd me had itbeen in my
power to furnifh the relief you atk: but I am prepar-
ing for my departure and find, on windin§ up my af.
fairs, thac I fhall not have one dollar to fpare. Itis
therefore with fincere regret I have nothing better to
tender than the fentiments of good will of
3ir, '
Your moft obedient fervant,
Th. Jefferfon.
No. XLV.
Philadelpkia, Fune 28, 1797.

Sir,
I know well that you were a clerk in the Treafury
Department while I was in the office of Secretary of
State ; but as I had no relation with the interior affairs
of that office, I had no opportunity of being acquaint-
ed with you perfonally, except the fingle occalion on
which you called on me. The length of time you
were in the office affords the beft prefumption in your
favour, and the particular mifunderftanding which hap-
pened to you with your principals may account for
your not having obtained from them thofe certificates .
of charater which I am not able to fupply. Idoubt
not however that a knowledge of your conduct wher-
ever you eftablifh yourfelf will foon render all certifi-
cates unneceflary, and I fincerely wifh you may ob-
tain employment which may evince and reward good

conduét.” I am, Sir, .
Your very humble fervant,

Th. Jefferfon.
No. XLVL
Sir, L

I have maturely confidered your letter of yefterday
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delivered to me at about nine laft night and cannoe
" find in it caufe of fatisfaction. ~ .-

There appears to me in the firft place an attemptto
prop the veracity of Clingman by an affertion which is
not corre€t, namely that 1 had acknowledged all his
previous information to be true. This was not and
could not be the fa&t—I acknowledged parts of it to be
true but certainly not the whole—on the contrary, Iam
able to prove that a material part of it, according ro
its obvious intent, is falfe, and I know other parts of
it to be fo—Indeed in one fenfe I could not have made
the acknowledgment alledged without acknowledging
myfelf guilry. )

In the fecond place there appears a defign at all
events to drive me to the neceflity of a formal defence
while you know that the extreme delicacy of its nature
muft be very difagreeable to me. It is my opinion that
asyou have been the caufe, no matter how, of the bu.
finefs appearing in a thape which gives it an adventiti-
ous importance, and this againtt the intent of 2 Confi-
dence repofed in you by me, as contrary to what was
delicate and proper, you recorded Clingman’s tefti-
mony without my privity and thereby gave it coun-
tenance, asIhad given you an explanartion with which
you was fatisfied and which could leave no doubt upon
a candid mind it was incumbent upon you as a man of
honour and fenfibility to have come forward in a man-
ner that would have fhiclded me completely from the
unpleafant effeéts brought upon me by your agency.
This you have not done,

On the contrary, by the affected reference of the
matter to a defence which Iam to make, and by which
you profefs your opinion is to be decided—you imply
that your fufpicions are ftill alive. And as nothing ap-
pears to have fhaken your original conviétion but the
wretched tale of Clingman, which you have thoughe
fit to record, it follows that you are pleafcd to atrach a
degree of weight to that Communication which cannot
be accounted for on any fair principles, The refult in
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my mind is that you have been and are atuated by mo-
tives towards me malignant and dithonourable ; nor
can.I doubt that this will be the univerfal opinion when
the publication of the whole affair which I am about to
make fhall be feen. Iam Sir,
: your humble Servant,

- Alexr, Hamilton,
- Philadelphia July 22. 1799, '

J. Monroe Efqr, ,,

——

' No. XLVIL

. Philadelpbia, Fuly 25th, 1797.
T Il

I received your letter of the 22d inftant by Major

Jackfon and have paid it the attention it merits.
- Always anxious to do juftice to every one, it would
afford me pleafure could I anfwer it in a manner fatis-
factory to your feelings: but while the refpe@ which I
cwe to myfelf forbids my replying in that harfh ftile
which you have adopted, that fame refpet with an
attention to truth, according to the impreffions exift-
ing on my mind, will compel me upon all occafions to
place this affair on its true ground.

Why you have adopted this ftile I know not. If
your object is to render this affair a perfonal one be-
tween us you might have been more explicit, fince
you well know, if that is your difpofition, what my
determination is, and to which I fhall firmly adhere.
But if it is to illuftrate truch and place the queftion on
its true merits, as I have always been difpofed to do,
it appears illy calculated to promote that end.

I have conftantly faid and I repeat again that in
making an entry which appears after our interview
with you, and which ought to have been figned by
the other gentlemen as well as myfelf I never in-
tended to convey an opinion upon it, nor does it con-
vey any opinion of my own, but merely notes what
Clingman ftated, leaving it upon his own credit only.
But you with me to ftate that this communication made
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no impreffion on my mind, and this ¥ fhall not ftate
becaufe in fo doing I fhould be incorreé. On the
other hand, I do not with to be underftood as intima-
ting that this communication had abfolutely changed
my opinion, for in that event I fhould have acted on
it, whereas the contrary was the cafe as you well know.
And with refpe to the propriety of noting down that
communication, I have no doubt oh that point, fince
I thould jhave noted any other that might have been
made on the fame topic by that or any other parcy.
Indeed if it was proper to note the communications
firft received, it was equally fo to note this, 3nd that
you did not difapprove. Had weé proceeded in it you
may be well affured we fhould have apprifed of it, as
in the other cafe, as well from motives of candour
towards you, as propriety on our own parts.

It is not my wifh to difcufs the fact whether you ad-
mitted all-or only parts of Clingman’s communication
in our interview with you, becaufe upon the principle
in which I ftand engaged in this affair, not as your ac-
cufer, but called on to explain, itis one of no import-
ance to me.  Such was the impreffion upon my mind ;
if however the contrary were the cafe, and you thew-
ed to be fo, I fhould be equally contented as if it were
otherwife, fince it is my with that truth appear in her
genuine character, upon the prefent, as upon all other
occafions, I am, Sir, with due refpeét

Your obedient fervant,
James Monroe.

No. XLVIIL

New York, Fuly 28, 1797.

- Sir, :

Your letter of the 25th inftant reached me yefterday.
Without attempting to analize the precife import of
your expreflions, in that particular, and really at a
lofs for your meaning when you appeal to my know-

ledge of a determination to which you fay you fhould
firmly adhere, I fhall obferve, in relation to the idea
of my defiring to make the affair perfonal betweep us,

i
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that it would be no lefs unworthy of me to feek than to
fhyn fuch an ifflue.—It was my earneit with to have ex-
perienced a condud on your part, fuch as was in my
ppinion due to me, to yourfclf, and to juftice. Think -
ing as Idid on the cooleft refle@ion, that this had not
been the cafe, I did not hefitate to convey to you the
impreflions which I entertained, prepared for any con-
fequences to which it might lead. ‘

“Neverthelefs, it would have been agreeable to me to
have found in your laft letter fuflicient caule for relin-
quifhing thofe impreflions.  But I cannot fay that I do
~—The 1dea is every way inadmiffible, that Clingman’s
latt miferable contrivance fhould have had weight to
fhake, though not abfolutely change the opinion which
my explanation had produced; and that having fuch an
effeét it thould have been recorded and preferved in
fecret without the flighteft intimation to me. There
was a vaft difference between what might have been
proper hefore and after my explanation; though I am
not difpofed to admir, that the attention which was
paid to fuch characters, even before, would have
been juftifiable, had it not been for the notes in my
handwriting.

But the fubject is too difgufting to leave me any
inclination to prolong this difcuffion of it. The pub-
lic explanation to which I am driven muft decide, as
far as public opinion is concerned, betweenus. Paine
ful as the appeal will be in one refpeét, 1 know that in
the principal point, it muft completely anfwer my pur-
pofe. . Iam, Sir,

' Your humble fervant,
Alexander Hamilton.
No. XLIX.
Pbiladelpbia, Fuly 31, 1797.

. S,

Your letter of the 28th which I have received claims
3 fhort anfwer.

I have ftated to you that I had no wifh to do you a
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perfonal injury. The feveral explanations which I
have made accorded with truth and my ideas of pro-
priety. Therefore I need not repeat them. If thefe
do not yield you fatisfattion, I can give no other, un-
lefs called on in 1 way which for the illuftration of
truth, I wifth to avoid, but which I am ever ready to
meet.  This is what I meant by that part of my letter
which you fay you do not underftand. :
' With due refpe@ 1am Sir, f
Your humble fervant, ‘
JAS. MONROE.
Alexander Hamilton, Efq.

' No. L.
(Copy) " New-York, Augufl 4, 1797.
ir,

In my opinion the idea of a perfonal affair between
us ought not to have found a place in your letters or it
ought to'have affumed a more pofitive fhape. Inthe
ftate to which your correfpondence had brought the
?uc{%ion, it lay with you to make the option whether
uch an iffue fhould take place. If what you have faid
be intended as an advance towards it, it 1s incumbent
upon me not to decline it. On the fuppofition that it
is fo intended, I have authorifed Major Jackfon to com-
municate with you and to fettle time and place.

Iam Sir, Your humble fervt.
Alexander Hamilton.
James Munroe Efq.

No. LL
Philadelphia, Auguft, 6, 1797.

Sir,
I do not clearly underftand the import of your letter
of the 4th inftant and therefore defire an explanation.
With this view L will give an explanation of mine which
preceded.
Secing no adequate caufe by any thing in our late.
correfpondence, why I fhould give a chailenge to you, |
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own it was not my intention to give or even provoke
one by any thing contained in thofe letters. I meant
only to obferve that I fhould ftand on rhe defenfive and
receive one in cafe you thought fit to give it. If there-
fore you were under a contrary impreflion, I frankly
own you are miftaken. If on the other hand you meant
this laft letter as a challenge to me, I have then to re-
queft that you will fay fo, and in which cafe have to
inform you that my friend Col. Burr who will prefent
you this and who will communicate with you on the
fubject is authorifed to give my anfwer to it, and to
make fuch other arrangements as may be fuitable in

fuch an event. With due refpect Iam
Your very humble ferve.
A. Hamilton Efq. . James Monroe.
No. LIL

. New-York, Aug. 9, 1797.
1r,

The intention of my -letter of the 4th inftant .as
itfelf imports, was to meet and clofe with an advance
towards a perfonal interview, which it appeared to me .
had been made by you.

From the tenor of your reply of the 6th, which
difavows the inference I had drawn, any further ftep
on my part, as being inconfiftent with the ground I
have heretofore taken, would be improper.

1 am Sir, your humble fervant,
Alexander Hamilcon.
James Monroe Efq. '

N. B. It may be proper to’ obferve that in addition to the original letters
from Mrs. Reynolds, there arc in the hands of the gentleman with whom
the papers are depofited, two original letters from her, oune "addrofled to
M:. R. Folwell—he other to a Mrs. Miller, and both of them figned Manta

C1NGMAN, in the former of which the wentions the circumiflance of her
being married to Clingman,



