the U, States, in the event of his majefty’s |
orders 1n council being withdrawu,

In thele fentiments and opinions you
concurred. as 1 colleéted from the tenor of
feverd converfstions which 1 held with you
at this period.

W ith refpeé to the fecond point, as {ta-
ted in your letter to be contained in a ¢ def-

atch from mr. Canning," 1 beg leave to
offer the following explanation :

In the courfe of a private interview 1 had
with mr. Gallatin (the fecretary of the trea.
fury) intimated that the non intercourfe law
which was then likely to be pafled by the
congrels, might be confidered as removing
two very important gronnds of difference
with Great Bntain, viz. the non.importati.
on a&, as applicable to her alone, and alfo
the prefident’s proclamation, whereby the
fhips of G. Britain were excluded from the
vorts of the U. States : while thofe of F.
were permitted to enter—=but that by the
non-intercourfe law, both powers were pla.
ced on the fame footings He did not pre-
tend to fay that this meafure had been taken
from any motives of conceffion to Great
Britain ; but as, in fa&, thole confcquen.
ces followed, he conceived they might be
confidered as removing the two great ob-
ftacles to conciliation.

He adverted alfo to the probability of an
adjultment of another important point in
dilpute between the two countiies, as he
faid he knew that it was intended by the
United States to abandoa the attempt to
carry on the trade with the colonies of bel.
ligerents in time of war, which was aliow-
ed in time of peace, and to trull to the be-
ing prrmitted by the French to carry on
{fuch trade in prace, {o as to entitle them
te 2 continuance of it in time of war,

As it may be very material to afcertain
whit *¢ trade with the colonies or belliger-
ents' was, in my conception, meant by mr.
G allating as intended to be abandoned by
the Waited States, I fecl no hefitation in
declaring, that I fuppofed he alluded to the
trade from the coloiies of belligerents di-
re&t to their mother country, or to the ports
of nther helligerents, becaule the right to
fuch trade had heen the point in dilpute ;
whereas the right to carry on a trade from
the colontes ar belligerents to the United
States had never been called in gueltion,
and had heen recognized by his majefty’s
fupreme ceurt of admiralty ; and the terms
even upon which fuch colonial produce
might he re exported from the U. States
ni'zht he €urmally arranged in atreaty fign-
ed in London by the munfters plenipotents-
ar)' of hath countries, which was not indrrd
ratificd Ly the prrﬁ.icnt of the U. States H
but was not n*-,j él-d to as to that arucle
of 1t which {vttled the trrms upon which
fuch trade was to he pormtted.

Su h was the {Utltence, ﬁ-’. of the unof-
ficidd co held with
mr. Madifon, mr. Gallatin and yourfelf|
which | did not coulider or reprefcnt to
his maj-(ty's goverament as wtended with
any oth-r view th«n to endeavor to bring
ahout the repeal of the arders in council by
fhewing that many of the obflacles which
had (t 0d in the way of an amicable adjuft-
ment of the dilferences between the two

yverlations which [ had

countrirs were already removed, and thata
fair pr n' &k rx?ﬂ d ot 1‘"t:ll'-g what re-
mained ; Once the United States had exhy
bited a determination to relilt the unjult
agpr~h
was <11 that Great Britain had ever requir.
ed : but | certatnly never recrived 1y =
farances trom the Amenrcan

ins upon her neutrasl nights, which

Government
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government havig always Roted to them
that in the event of s moj tv's thunking
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cauncil tn e witherawn that the prolident
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Flgland, leaving 1t in operati
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prefented to my confiderati-
on in mr. Canning’s difpatch
to me of the 23d January, in
which that idea is fuggetted,
and is ftated to have been al-
lented to by mr. Pinckney.

It would be unavailing at
the prefent moment, 10 enter
upon the examination of the
‘*“ pretenfions fet torth in mr-
Cannings in(trutions (which
you are pleafed to term) ex-
traordinary.”

|
|

I confider it however to be
my duty to declare that dur-
ing my negaciation with you
which led to the conclufion of
the provifional agreement, |
found no reafon to believe
that any difficulty would oc-
cur in the accomplifhment of
the two former conditions, as
far as it was in the power of
the prefident of the U. States
to accede to ihe firft, and
confillently with the explana-
tion | have beftore given of
the fecond point ; onthe con-
trary I received aflurances
thro’ you, that the prefident
would comply as far as wasin
his power with the firft con-
dition, and that there could
be no doubt that the congrefs
would think it incumbent on
them to infert the rights of
the U. States againit fuch
powers as thould adopt or att
under the decrees of France,
as foon astheir a¢tual conduct
or determinations upon that

jefty’s bebalt with the gov-

fubject could be afcertained — |
but that in the mean time, the |
prefident had not the power,
and could not undertrake to
pledge himfelt in the former
manuer required to that ef-

fect.

I received alfo affurances
from you, that no doubt could
be reafonably entertained that |
a [faustattory arrangement
might be made in a treaty on

the fubject of the fecond C‘m'!.agreemcnt; and [ canonoubut

dition menuoned it mr. Can
ning’s inftrultions according
to my explanation of itin the
foregoing part of this letter,
but that it necellarily would |
form an article ot a treaty in !
w hich the various pretenfions
ot the two countries f{hould
be fettled. ‘
The third condition, you‘
certainly , VOry dlllinC!l)' 1 -
tormed me could not be re

'Ul;:._l‘.l?,(‘d l)_\' the pr('l!dt'll[. hut

|

:.'uU .ldlft \l’_\\ 1{[, 31”._’1 W ¢ i;_:l.lt
in my mind, that you did not
]\ll()\\-’ W l;} ;a[;}-

fiould be

great Hmpor-
attached to
fuch a recopmtion, becaule it

tance

was impoihible thart a citizen |
Of ”H‘ L
a (-m:apl.lint to his pgovernment

States could preter

on account ot thc c‘tprnrc' ()f

} e ween |15 vetlel while engaged in a

rrade abfolutely interdifted !
by the law of his country.
Under thefe circumitances, |

not obtain the recoguitions |
Ipeciied in mr. Canning’s

'dt:lpatch ot the 23d Januvary

which tormed but one part of
his infiruétions to me, in the
formal manner required, ll
confidered that it would be 'm‘
vain to lay betore the govern.

ment of the United drares

the difpatchin queftion, which |
| was at hiberty to have done |
in extenfo, had | thot” proper. :
--But 4s I had fuch flrong |
grounds tor Dbelieving that
the objeét of his majeliy’s go

vernment could be attained,
though in a different manuer,
and the {pirit at lcaft of my
feveral letters of infiructions
be fully complied with, | telt
a thorough convition upon
my wiod thatl flhiouldbe ac-
ting in conformity with bis
majcfty’s wilhes ; and accor-
dingly concluded to late pro-
vifional agreement on his ma-

ernment of the U. States.

1 he difavowal by his ma-
majelty is a paintul proof to
me that I bad formed an er
roneous judgment of his ma
jefty’s views, and of the in-
tention of my infirutions;
and [ have moft feverely 1o
lament that an a&t of mine,
though vnintentionatly fhouvld
produce any embarrallfments
in the relations Letween the
two countiles,

It is a great confolation to
me, however, to percetve thar
mealures have been adopted
by both povernments to pre
vent any lofles, and to obvi.
ate and inconveniences which
might have arifen to the citi
zens or fubjeéts of eithier coun
try from a reliance on the
fulthlment of that provifional

cherifth a hope, that a com
plete a cordial underftanding
between the two couuntrics
may be efteted.

| beg leave to addthat i
would ’ha\e pgiven Ime great
happinefs to have contributed
to fo defirable an objedt, an !
to offer you the aflurances ot

the great refpedt, and high |

contigeration, with which ||
remain, lir your moil obedi
ent and humble fervant.

D. M. Erskine.
The hon. R. Stnith, &c. &e.

( } o be connnued.
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The reading the docoments !
‘accompanying the prehdent’

|

mellage, occupied the whole |

ot to day. They are very!

voluminous, and contain mat- l

| Knox :

ter of confideralle interefl.
—~T hey confitt principally ot
the correfpondence between

'theretore, finding that | could mr. Smith and mr. Jackfon,

both of whom appear to have
written at great length and
and freedom, That part of
the documients which relates
to our relations with France,
is very limited and contains
no hing new. lt authorifes
no expcctation of any change
in the policy of Bonaparte.
—He has laid down his fyl-
tem with regard te neutrali-
ty ; and no remonftrances or
importunities from uvs, will
tutn him  from the inflexible
purpole of involving us in a
war with England. 1t would
be tiuitleis to attempt an an-
aly is ot thefe papers. -lfhall
however, torward them to
you for publication entire, as
they illue fiom the prels here,
—smirh’s letter of inftrudti.
ons to mr. Pinckney, on the
[ubjeét of Jackfons dilmifial,
is an animated and forcible
produétion. In apother do-
cument, he treats with great
warmth and feverhty, mr.
fackfen’s letter to the cone
fuls, which he terms **an
appeal to the people of. Ame-
rica.” Mr. jackfon, in one
of bis letters to the fecretary
of ftate, complains of the
(trictures of the news papers,
w hich the fecrerary rebuts by
emarking on the licentiouf-
nefs ot the Englith prefs.
Nothing of intereft is ex-
pected to come before con-
grefs for fome daysto come,

Relf’s Phil. Gaz.
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In the Generat' Court,
Indiana Territory.
Ettienne Tromble’s adminiftrator of Jofcph
Lamotte, deccalcd,
vs.

Elie Williams, furviving partner of Elliots
and Williams.

Tres. Case.

\ ”I“.RE:\% a writ of frm-i;:n als
v tachiment has been ilued tiom the
Cl rii's office of the (ad General court, in
in f.\'qr hf the
'romble's

vamed Ettienne
admallraror de bonus non. nf
J»'T: .“}' ‘.iﬂlnltr'. (e Ir‘.v!-r L], agr vt the g‘nl'd!
wd chattels, sip hts and credite., lands and
teniements of the f0d Elie Whlly ms, {ure
viving partoer of Elliott and Williams, ree
turnable go the September term of the pre-
Pt yrarsob the fiid Gener Court, ard
the Shecfl ot the county of
\.:F wh Fard Shey fl' returned thereon
had ettuched a traét of 1 nd
tour hondeed Cres, number tesenty ;ur':?
the old  Danation, in the fod county of

S\ ¥» 48 the property of the faid Llie
L ihams,
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