
Circuit Court, District of Columbia. July Term, 1807.

UNITED STATES V. VENABLE.

[1 Cranch, C. C. 416.]1

PASSING COUNTERFEIT MONET.

The delivery of counterfeit money to a person to be passed off generally, for the benefit of the pris-
oner is not a passing “in payment,” within the act of assembly of Virginia of December 19, 1792.

Indictment [against Joseph Venable] for passing counterfeited coin, contrary to Act Va.
Dec. 19, 1792, p. 249, whereby the passing of such coin, “in payment,” is punishable with
death.

THE COURT, at the prayer of the prisoner's counsel, Mr. Swann, instructed the jury
that if they should be satisfied, by the evidence, that the prisoner, knowing it to be coun-
terfeit, passed the money to Brooke, with intent that Brooke should pass it away generally,
for their joint benefit, or even for the sole benefit of the prisoner, it was not a passing in
payment, within the meaning of the act of assembly, unless they should also be satisfied
that the prisoner had given Brooke express orders to pay some certain debt due from
the prisoner with that money, and the debt had been so paid; in which case, perhaps,
there may be doubt. But if the prisoner passed the false money knowingly to Brooke, in
payment for good money, it was a passing in payment within the meaning of the act.

DUCKETT, Circuit Judge, absent Verdict, not guilty.
[See Case No. 16,616.]
1 [Reported by Hon. William Cranch, Chief Judge.]
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