livibg?n . Chirles
3d b
yeasta 3f ogy, fivo.fest4}

scars or marks; his’(
of old domestic blue |
and ozdaburg shirt. .
hereby warned to pel
from jail, he will
charged accordis

The 2d Regimentin A
county will meet at Butlep.|
gett’s Tavern on the second
in September next, it beip,
day of the month. Th
tached to said Regime
notified to meet, witl''their
commands, for dp
agreeably to lav

By order i Col. T. T\ i

Auglet 16. 1827,
A Farm for Sale,

I will <ell the Farm on which]
side; it has most conveniences thaty
negessary for a farm  The lay;
with choice fruit of al] k;
T1is farm contains about 350 acrey
land, and if required will be diridy
to suit purchasers, Persons ineliped 1
purchuse, are invited to call 1nd 1i
the land and improvepients; and ff
term~. which will be,

dating, apply to
Annsnolis, dug.

Sherift’s Sale.

By virtue of sundry writs of
facias issued out of Anne Arc
county court and the,court of o
peals.and to me directed, against
Zonds—and- chattels, lands and
nents, of Kezin Haminond, Elizahed
Hammond, and Elizabeth Himmo
and others, Ex'rs. of M
{lammond decea~=d,at ;
las. J Watkiprs, Osborn
Lucas, Adam Miller George W. ¥
ler and Thomas M-, Upton
Weich for the use of P'hilenaon W,

tzrorge Shiuw, Sauiue. Lilicott, s
Nathanier L !entt, sur.oving paricey
] toa.o for sundryc
I have seized and take
sundry tracts of i
1z ard being in Apnc. Arundel
1.4 .djacent to eaca other, g
Forest. Owings's Ru
ii.mw .d's Connexion,
Allottment, and Moor’s New Mirg
also sundry Negroes, Men, Won
and Children; also sundry Steck, H
ses, Cattle & Sheep; and on Thursdy
13th day ot September next, at th
I shull proceed taj :
~aid property, or s0 much
may be necessary to disc
claims to the highest bidder,
‘o satisfy the debt “ue as aforens
All persons concerned are notifed &
attend the sale, and protect theirt

R. Welch, of B

State of Maryland,

Anne Arundel County Orphans Ccs
August 7th, 1827. .

On application by petition of E
ward Harvey administrator of Wi
liam R Frailey, late of Anne Arucé
county, deceased, it is ordered, that
zive the notice required by law f
creditors to exhibit their clims ¢
Zainst the said deceased, and th
the same be published once In el
week for the space of six success™
weeks, in the Maryland Gazette.

THOS. H. HALL, Regis2
Wills Anne-Arundel couzty.*

Notice is hereby Given
That the subscriber of Anne Aré
del county, hath obtained from
orphans court of Anne Arundel e
ty,in Maryland, letters of administ
tion on the personal estate of Wiliad
R Frailey, late of Anne-Arundelccot

ty, deceased. All persons having chit
against the said deceased, are
warned to exhibit the same, with 8
vouchers thereof, tothe subscriber.
or before the 10th day of
next, they may otherwise
excluded from al
estate, Given u
day of August
Harvey, Adnn:
—

Broad Creek Ferry
‘The public are respect(ully iv
ed that there is a new Boatat
Creek now, completely caledlated
accommodate Passengers,. :
with Carriages. Horses, or 80
Stock. The subscriber invites s
sons who wish a speedy passage 5%
the Bay, to call this way,
are assured that every atteatiod
be paid for their comfort while
may remain at theb B
fort will be. made to
The:Boat will leave $Cresk
very Monday, Weddeedsp

day, and Anba Toesds
| Thursdsy and |

é‘ -“;%?’-
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Jonas Green, :

CHIITREET) ANNAPOLIS,
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of the charge
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1% 835,

odi

erts indi
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P:-d to Mr. Monroe, that the dif-
, setween the republicans sall the
& wiymare in.name than io pria-
Nat the Latter, 88 well as the former,
orne thei? pant in ﬁshting the baules.
iy country: that in his appointment of
tministes, these old party distinctions
to be forgoften, and that the country
vitled to the services of the best and
ithwut regard to the party or
to which they belonged. Did Mr.
select men witkout regard to the
Fven Mr. Walsh, in
aks tpon Mr. Webster’s Speech,
at Baston, friendly as he gencral-
cento Mr. Adams, could not he
that he saw no reason why the fe
éoc!d unite in support of an ad.
e that continued to proscribe
Tuder the peculiar circimstances
3 W Adams was placed, he was
be oder the necessity of excluding
liss from his cabinet: and whether
hclusion was the result of necemity or
, pse—specially no federalist, had

men,

ry disti

]

¢
2]

b

t would require too much time to
out all the errors of the Administra-
spectrg the Panama mission, I shall
?;mlo cae or two of the most re.
e, - e
3 mewage, Mr. Adams states, that it
inthe eomstitutional competency of
ecitive L0 send mintsters to Panama;
1the had determined not to do so,
1 the eoncurrence of hoth Houses of

Riwbe presumed, that this
of sending ministers was claimed, as
B17Z 0 the President only during the
The constitution de-
that the president *shall nominate and
withthe consent of the Senate, shall
"t "!'51";“&1011, other public ministers

hs.

of the Senate

another clause, that he shall have
1 £llnp all vacancies that may hap
<Rag he reces of the Senate, by
comissions, which shall expire at

< oftheir next sengion ! £
(9% no vacancy had happered,
vhat groand Mr. Adams claimed
Prrof onginating foreizn missions,
to comceive. After the meet-
e, m doubt could be enter-
secording to the econstitution,
ippointing ministers was to
the president and the se-
> Adams determined that he

[ ®e should not exercise thm

I

ce of the house of representatives.
commnnicated to that house,
ments to emable it to de-
‘h'{etpcdiency of the measure.
108 of the pawer of ori

i s harmless though rid
i W m ghving-yp to the house of
» 2 part of the power of ap-
ich belonged exelusively to

od the senate.
'plnh

L] ";m
&R
Dovernment with]
"'-‘mu;

'"'lnhs was
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of inconsistericy which
pposition, for attcrapt- |
vro censurd Mr. Adams,

p st
ctory &t New Orleans, the
e svowed by many for sup-
Jacksen, is his letter to Mr.
te sdvised him to pursue
of roaking his "ap-
ately from all par-
You rezark sfterwards, sthat if this
be imputed 10 him as a fault, pro-
General Jackson gave his ad.
faith, »hat right have the op-
oa to expect from him a different or
course’ You then intimate that
v be some in the opposition,
'n¢ more in their violence
7 quabfications, 33 a recommen.
1o ofice, like nrither the “libe-
‘e of General Jackson nor the libe-
e of Mr. Adams.
onand others of a similar Kind, sad
charges, in your address of impro-
bear to reply; but shall
s compare the Tiberal adwice of
Jckson, with what you eall the

%P

pves, 1

pa are defending him from
e never received, you are
it for liberality which he
aecised. The main prineiple of

Jukson’sadvice, wase, that the best
blest men should be selected without
fto party. Did Mr. Adams select
t13d ablest men of any party’?
4, itis true, from some of the new
s oo which the nation was divided,

* vith a view to prevent futur
p1 fora those parties, than to
into the service of the coun-

of the constitution,
le‘for bis dhcees

s pramenmicn
R its propep limifs;
Prevent uﬂ?pspum
Mg upon the bther

power- to s -house of atives, " In’
which ha bad & majority, 2“.. ; -
have considered,: ‘at / fut ime,
there might be » om|  against him, ‘and’
that. the“emame principle of expediency:
-whicl confirmed his appointments st ofe
time, niEht ovetrule them st another, Can
his Jjustify the condaet T have ‘méh-
tiomed,' or pretend that his*bossted ‘€xperi-
eitte 3nd learning-havg prevented him from
& course in* dire position to,
is duty,.and the plain Wéaning oélhe coh-
stitutions s ¢ . T 0! S O
. 0f the | Panama :rafeston itself, 1 ¢hall
‘merely ‘remark, . that great expectations
were’ formed of it, by the pre<identisnd
his friends,: and that great Wisappointment
was the result. Mr. Sargeans, like Ulysses,
in search of his heloved Ithica, was destin-
ed 10 traverse distant seas in search of the:
congress of Panama, and at length like the
dove sent out from Noah’s Ark, was oblig

i ed to return, without having found *‘a rest.

ing place for’ *‘the soal of bis foot *
WILLIAM GRASON.

The.next snbject that presents itself for
ezamination, is the conduct ot the inis-
tratiom respecting the commercial #inter.
course between the United States agd the
British possessions, in North America and
the Weﬂ'lmlie&'

To understand this conduct properly, it
is necessary, first to see .in what situation
this aubject was left by the administration
of Mr. Monroe, whose term expired the 3d
of March 1825  Mr, Clay states in his in-
structions to Mr. Gallatin, that, *‘the long
and arduous discussions, which took place
between Mr. Hush and Messrs Huskisson
and S. Canning, 1n 1324, hrought the par-
ties very near together. Byt gs they coukl
not then agree, it was concluded to snepend

‘ing oa both sides that it should be agnin re.
sumed. From a -omparison of the Dnritish
Proposals, it will be seen: !

*‘First, that the partiea were willing to

abolishaall discrimineting_ duties”
~Heeondl¥, “that the-Hntieh Government
was satistied and actually offered, that the
intercourse should continue restricted to the
direct voyage, as it then was by the respec.
tive laws ot the parties.”

“‘But, thirdly, the point on which the par.
ties could not agree, was, that the United
States insisted that American produce should
be admitted into the British Colonial Ports,
upon the same terms as similar produce
received from any other isle: that is, either
from a British possession or any foreign
country.” From this statementof Mr. Clay,
it appears that the administratior of Mr.
Monroe might have secured the Colonial
trace, by a treaty with the Bnstish govern-
ment, in July 1824, if it had not insisted
that American produce and manufaictures,
sent from the United States, should pay no
higher duties in the British Colonial Ports,
than was charged upon similar articles sent
from other British Colonies, or from Gruat
Britain herself. The British Government
might with as much reason, have contend.
ed that manufactures and other articles, sent
from Liverpool to Baltimore, should pay no
higher duty than similar articles sent to the
same place from Boston. To this demind
of our government, the British commission.
ers made the following reply: *“‘The ob-
jectional condition amounts to no less than
a stipulation that Great Dritain shall re-

M, in favour of the United Statee, with.

aYeturn on their side, the power of pro-
tecting the staplesof her own subjects. In
principle, such a proposition is evidently
inadmissible. It could not be entertained
with credit, by any power on which it was
to operate exclusively. It is directly at va-
riance with the practice of all commercial,
of all eivilized states.””

Mr. Clay states that this objectionable
condition was made in pursuance of the
act of congress of March 1823. Actsofcon-
gress to regulate 3ny particular commerce
which has beenthe subject of unfinished ne-
gociations, are generally determined on after
consultation with the Secretary of State.
Mr. Adams in his instructions to Mr. Rush,
states that ‘‘the act of Congress of March 1,
1823, was introduced into the Senate bv
their committee of Foreign Relations at an
early period of their session  ‘That, in ma-
turing it, they had before them the act of
Parliament of 24th of June, 1822, and the
correspondence between himself and Mr.
Canning; and the full import of the term
selsewhere,” was deliberately examined
and settled, 23 well in the Senate as upon a
consultation, by the President with the
members of the administration.”

he says, in reference to the negotiation in

States then, (that is 1819) explicitly declin.
ed acceding to an article which would
have opened the colonial ports, because it
would have reserved to Great Britain the
right of laying, in the Colonial Ports, high-
er duties upon articles of the growth, pro-
duce, or manufacture of the United States,
than upon the like articles of the growth,
produce, or manufacture of Great Dritain
or her colunies”” -.

principle ‘was: contended for, during 'six
years at leastof Mr. Monroe’s sdministra-
tion, and four vears before it found its way
into the act of Congress of March 1823yand
that the actitself was passed, afier ¥l ezami-
nation of the correspondence between Mr.
Adams and ‘Mr 8. Canning; and after a
consmltation between the President and the
members ©f his administration, respecting
the construtticn which should be put upon
the word elsewhere. 1t is therefore nearly
:‘ﬂdaln,‘thn the inadmissible demand was
e, not, e Mr. Clay states, in pursuance
of the moahs. but in pursuance-of the
settled policy of Mr. donroe’s ddministrs-
sion. ‘How far that'administration) is to be
tensured for so long refusin, ccede 10
the reasonable of Lgnmk go-
vernment, or whit portion™ of ‘this eensure
should fall apon Mr.
de ‘to -d 1
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<. | might have thought 1t ssfe to relinquish thix

-fetter comminicated ta our

thé negotiation with a distifict” under-tuid”

In another part of the same instructions, -

1819, *‘it has been seen that the United®

From these extracts it appears, that this
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tions. foreigw; mations. | Mr." Monroc
wigbt have thought there was a ‘possibility -
Bat ritish government would ficld to

r de before he reogived Mr. Rish’s
H r of the 12th of Augpst 1824,  That
¢ erment so di-
rectand positive and ‘defibierate a rejéction
of ouf demand, ‘that' every expectation of
succeeding in it, must from that time, hav
been abandgned. . The neguciations.
tween Mr. Rush and the British commis-
sioners, were broken off, the 28th January,
1824, with the undgsuniling that they
were 1o be resumed™ The letter of Mr.
Rush, being dated the 12th of AUgust, was
probably reccived by Mr. Adams, the last
of september, or first of Ocgober.’. As Mr.
Monroe’s term was nearly 4t un enl, he
might have thought it most proper to lcave
it to his successor, to send out a now minis-
ter, and to takte such other steps as were
necess £y to a rencwal of the negociation. ¥

to power, the 4th of March 1825, and from
that period to the 15th of June, 1826, the
date of Mr. Clay’s instructions to Mr. Gal.
latin, we hear of nothing from him, nor
from any member of his administration,
about a renewal of negociations respecting
the Colonial Trade. Mr King was sent as
Resident Mimister to England, where Le re.
mained more than twelve months, without
being instructed to say a word upon that
subject.  Mr. Clay says, that “the first ob-
ject which engaged his attention, was the
s'ate of the ruixed commission at Washing-
ton, under the convention of St. Peters.
burg.”” “fle was for some time occupied
by a cerrespondence and confcrence with
Mr Canning on that subject, until it was
transfered to Washington,”’

_,ltrhra.s_;b_cen said_that the state_of Mr,
Ring’s health prevented himfrom transact.
tng difficult business; and tha theretore hie
was not furnished with instructions in rela.

-| tion-to the Coloml Trade. 'this reason

however is not sutficient. If his indisposi-
tion.was of such a natnre, as taforbid the
expectation of ‘his reasoning, & minister
ought at once to have been appointed to
succeed him: and ifon the other hand he
laboured under tenporary disease his in-
structions, which would require at least a
menth in their transmis-ion, onught to have
been sent without delay, 80 as 10 enshie him
to bring the subject boivre the British go.
vernment as soon as his heaith would allow.
As this was not done, the nater | interence
is, that Mr. Adams was nct rvet propared
to recede from the ina!missible condi-
tion required by Mr. Monroe: and that
(to uce the language of Mr Canning) he
was still disposed to ““intrench him-elt be-
hind the act of Congress ot March 18.3.”

It is now nccessary to consider this act
of Congress, in reference to the circuin-
stances under which it was passed. 1t was
intended, says Mr. Adams, as a “correspon.
ding measure on the part of the United
States, to the act of Parhiament of 24th
June 1822."" By this act of Parliament tLe
trade between the United States, and cer-
tain ports in the Dritish Colonies, was open.
ed under certain restrictions to vessels of
the United States.  In consequence of this
act Mr. Monroe issued his proclsniation, in
pursuance of the act of Congress of 61n of
May, opening the ports of the United
States to British vessels, coming from such
of the Lritish ports as has been opened by
the act of Parliament.

But all British vessels coming into the
ports cf the United States, from such colo-
nial ports, were subject to a discriininating
duty of 94 cents per tcn, and ten per cent
upon her cargo, in addition to the ordinary
duties. These discriminating duties were
to be continued by the act of congress of
1823, unless the produce and manutac.
tures of the United States, were allowed
admission into the British Colonul ports,
upon the pasyment of no higher duties, than
were charged upon similur articles im.
ported from other British colonies, or from
Great Britain.  These duties were continu-
ed upon the alleged ground, that the act
of Parliament of 1822 laict our vessels under
inconvenient restrictions, which required
to be counteracted by discriminating duties
upon British vessele, But another act of
Parliament was passed the 5th July 18.5,
four months after the commencement of
Mr. Adarns’ Presidential term, and twelve
months after the negocistions were  sus-
pended. By this last mentioned act, the
limitation« of the act of 1822 ,were done u-
wayv; and the British Colonies opened to
the vesscls of all nations, and the same rate
of dutics established with respect to British
and foreign vesscls and cargoes.

The privileges granted by this act, are
limited with respect to countries not havinys
Colonial possessions, to.the vessels of euch
13 should place the comimerce and naviga-
tion of Great Britain and her possessions
abroad, upon the footing of the most favor-
ed nation. It must thercfore have been per-
ceived by our administration, that, if the
dircriminating duties were continued upon
British vessels, *he British Colonial parts
woulld be closed against the vessels of the
United States. The mcrchants of Balti-
more foreseeing the loss of the Colomnial
trade, if the conditions held out by the Hri.
tish Government were not complied with,
petitioned Congress, during the session of
1825 and 6, for a repeal of ,the discrimina-
ting duties. 4

Conld not the Administration understand
‘the act of Parliament of July 1825, as well
as the Merchants of Baltimore?” 1f they
did not understand it, was that a; reason to
prevent negociation? '1f Mr. King continu-
ed too unwell, and Mr.. Adamg;did not
think it proper to make any advance to-
wards negociation without ézﬁnpg an
invitation from‘the British ernment,
why did he not recommend 10" Congess

the: of s bw, daring the on of
A . o of "&L’h‘
k_' " He.p gociafion yet

thitt acles
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“The British Gonrnp?r’ ferc
‘position on olr'pagt to

tiod, ‘dnd that no notice i

beral proposls held out to us by the sct
{of Parliament of July 1828, directed " Mr.
i ¥augina to address the following mote to
.Mr. Clay. “1 have received instructions
from %\u’)!d_cﬂ;'n Gavernment, to acquamt”
,you, that'itis preparing to proceed in the
“important Meguciations between that coun-
try and the United States, now placed in
the tiands of the American Minister in Lon-
: ‘Fhe nrgocistion: will therefore be
,fortbwith res'yned, and it will be. for the
Goyernmpent of the Ur\iteyulu to g"udg'

‘

whether, considering the @@te of the healtls
of M¢t. King, which Mr. Cannuig liments
to say, bus been since his arrival in Eng-
land, far from satisfactory, will join any
other negociator with him.” >

_Yrom this it appears, that the British
Government,, after waiting twelve months,
fornd it necessary to call the attention of
‘our government to the state of Mr. King’s

It is now n.cessary to turn to the admin. P hezlth, and te auggest the propriety of join-
J-istration of Mr. Adams, t0 sce what steps

% ere taken for that purpose. He camesin.

To Robert H, Goldshorough, Esq.’

ingsome other person with him in the ne-
iati ‘The British Government be

an,
entering the United States from the Colo-
nies were still paying the discriminating
duties; the ceaditions upon which the trade
of those Colonies was offered to foreign na-
tions, were not vet fulfilled by our govern-
ment; and it is probable that the resolution
was now forrned to exclude our vessels
from their Colonial possessions, anless their
own vessels wers placed upon'the requisite
footing with as little dclay ay possible. The
note of Mr. Vaughan to Mr. Clay is dated
the 32d of March 186. Un the <ame day
he wrote to Mr. Canning, that ““Mr. Clay
had info med him that he shoukl not be
able to furnish Mr. King with his instruc.
tions before the end of the month of May,
to enable him to recommence the negocia-

the British ord v of Council, by which the
intercourse in Ainerican vcssels between
the United States and the Rritish Colonies,
was 10 be closed on the first day of the fol-
lowing December. ‘This order was issucd

cialion,” sixfeen months after “Mr. Adims
came into power: '‘welve months after the
act Parliament which, on certain condi-
tiori, opened the Coloniul ports to the ves-
sels of «ll nations; and Jjust long enough af-
ter the session of Congress, and the promise
of Mr. Clay to send out instructions, to per-
ceive that nothing fartber was to be expect-
ed either from our Congress or Exccutive.

Mr. Gallatin, the successor of Mr King,
arrived in England a few weeks after the
order of Council was issued. In his in-
structions, dated 19th June 1826, "Mr. Clay
tells him that the United States consent to
“wave the demand which they have here.
tofore made of the admission of their pro-
ductivns into Hritish Colonies at the same,
and no higher mte of duty, as similur pro-
ductions are chargeable with wlhien imported
from one into anotiier British Colony.””

He afterwards says, *you will chserve
that the instinictions now given, respecting
the Colonial Trade, amnunt to an authority
on the part of this Government to you, to
agree in substance to the modiiication of
Mr. Rush’s proposal, which was required
by the British Plenipotentiaries.” Thus
we find the Administration consenting at
last, to waive the demand, which <o long
had prevented us frum sccuring the Colo-
nal Trade by treaty. They refused a trea.
ty while it was in their power, uni ofered
to accept it, when it no longer could l:e oh-
tained. Letus now examine what is said
by the Adams Cenvention, in def:nce of
this conduct, and what the Administration
say for themsclves.

You say in the addrees of the Adams
Convention, that in the selection of Alr.
King, the strongest evidence was given of
a desire to pursue the negociation effectu-
ally: yet vou say inun-diately atrerwards,
that we had but little reason 10 beleve that
we could speedilly obtain the terms pro-
posed by our Governmeentian | therctore, as
we were in the enjoyment of a good trude,
we had no inducement to press the subject.
If for the reasons given, we had no induce-
ment to press the <:bject, the selection of
Mr. King can hardly be admitted as a proof
that we wished to pursue the negociation
effectually.

You speak of the state of Mr. King’s
health, as a reason why the negociation was
not resumed; and then state that no in-,
structions were sent out, because no inti.
mation had been given by the British Go.
vernment, of & wish tn resume it. Accord.
ing to this statement, Mr. King would have
done nothing if he had beern well, nor
would our government have furnished him
with the necessary instructions, till an inti.
mation had been given by the British Go-
vernment cfa wish to nsgociate. It was
evidently the duty of the American Govern.
ment to make an advance towards the re.
newal of the ncgociation, as soon as the de-
termination was forined to recede from our
extravagant demand.  If neither party had
receded from its demands, a renewal of ne-
gociation would have been useless.

Tou say our great intercst was to secure
the trade permanently by trcaty, instead of 4
leaving it o the ¢“mutable and unsteads
arrangements of legishtive acts on both
sides. Forbearance therefore on our part,
so far from being a faalt, was rather sdvised
by policy. . i

Forbearance here means delay, and de-
lay, or forbearance, in getting the trade se-
cured by treaty, wat the very way to leave
it to the mutable legislative acts of both
parties. ! SO

You cite the declarations of General
Smith and Mr. Cambreling, to show that
neither Mr. Adams nor Mr. Clay discour-
sged the proporition before Congress for re.
pealing the discriminating duties. Genenl
8mith exonerates Mr, ‘Adams and Mr, Cam-.
breling . exonerates Mr. Clay. Rat it is
well wn that both these members of.

C _.condemned’ the course of the
_A%‘na,lu relation to the: Colonlal
trade. *And sccordiag to my ‘récpllection,-

(| Gen, Stiith'in kis speech In fivour of the

tition'of the Bafti

tion ” _ Onth~ 27th July 1826, was_issued.

twu year after the susprnsion oC1le nego-

X " e v mve e e —y
' Mhend ofﬁy;' 'Adl;a had given the Serate

to understand, that the Administration were
of épinion that C ss had- better leave
this sgbject to. negociation.’ Byt suppose
Mr. Adsras bad:told General Smith, that
be was ngt apposed to the repeal of the dis-
criminating duties; are we to ascertain his
opinions and wishes from bis declarations to
persons, not having his frienship, or are
we to ju:fe from his own acts, and the
votes of his friends. You will admit that
Mr. Clay..had better opportunities .than
General Smith and Mr. Cambreling, of.
knowing bhis own opinion and the opinion
of Mr. Adams, respecting the interference
of Congrese, upon the subject of thg dis-
criminating duties  In bis letter to Mr.
Vaughan 11th Octoher, 1826, Mr. Clay
states *‘that it is difficult to understand on
what ground the British Government had
placed the hope that Congress on the re-
commendation of the President, would have
abolished the dlscriminating dutics. Sup-
posing the American government prepared
to consent to their abolition, two modes of
accomplishing the object presented them.
selves, one by treaty and the other by acts
of separate legislation. The two govern.
ments had sclected the former as the more
eligible, by opening a negociation, of which
there was only a temporary suspension.’”
From this it appears that Mr. Adams could
not be expected to recommend the repeal
of the diserininating dutiesby law, because
he-considered negociations as the more eli.
gible mode. Does not this show that the
administration were really opposed to sny
act of Congress in relation to the subject’
Negociaticn was the burden of their song;
negociation was the more eligible mode of
sctiling the difliculty, and it was so easy
in negociation, “by a singls word of expla.
nation, un instantaneous suggestion of the
modification of a proposal elicited in confe-
rence, to lead to the adjustment of adiffe-
rence, which might.not be settedfor along
time by two bodies, composed of several
hundred members separated by the Atlan-
tic ocean.” Another advantage which the
administeation no donbt promiscd them.
selves from negociation, was, that the cre-

A - the trade - would Belong ex-
clnsively to them. Dut they were so long
in muking explanations by a single word,
and so dilatory in their instantaneous sug-
gestions, that they have lost the credit,
which they expected for themselves, and
the trade which was expccted by our mer-
.chants.

Buat admit that M:, Adams had not been
opposed to securing the Colonial trade, by
arepeal of the discriminating duties, or by
any other measurcs ot Congress, would that
be a justification of Lis uwn ismanage.-
ment in not sccuring it by treaty, when
he had so long had itin his power’ But
it the indisposition of Mr. King or any
other circumstance prevented the Admine.
Istration trom providing by treaty, for the
privileges offered by the act of Parliament
of July 1825, then it wasclearly the duty of
Mr. Adams, to recommend to Congress the
adoption of such mecasures, in favour of
British vessels, as the Act of Purliament re-
quired.

So far as this subject has been examined,
it is difficult to perccive any reason fur the
triumphant remark in your Address, “that
with such evidence against theimn, even op.
position must cower and retire.”  You cer-
tainly promised yourselves an easy victory;
and wire inclined, in this respect to give
credit to the oppasition, for a more retiring
disposition, than you have ascribed to them
in other parts of your address,

I shall now examine Mr. Clay’s defence
of the administration.  Jle states that Mp.
Ring wus sent to replace Mr. Rush, in the
sprang of 1825, fully empowered to treat
011 all ti.e subjects of the previous negotia-
tion: ‘That he was instructed first to get
the Nritish government to remove the im.
pediments, raised by the British Commis.
»ion at Wa\%x.l;mn, which prevented the
excc .tion of the convention at St. Peters.
burg: ‘That his instructions on the subject
ot the suspended negotiation should be sent
in time to open it: And “that they would
have been so transmitted but that upen his
arrival in England, in the month of June
1825, he was indisposed, that he Jearned
that his Britannic Majesty was ill, and that
Mr. Canning was also unwell, and morcov-
er, that the Dritish Cabinet was dispersed
over the island and upon the continent, in
the pursnit ot health and recreation

Mr. King inforined Mr. Clay of the indis-
position of the members of the DBritich Ca.
binet, in a letter dated the 9th August 1825,
which must liive been received in Wash.
ington sume time in Septemher. Mr. King
could not have receiverd an answer from
Mr. Clay till the inonth of October. By that
time it m'ght have been expected that his
health woiild be restored, and the members
of the Lritish Cabinet re-assembled in Lon.
don. ‘There was no necessity therefore for
keeping back instructions on account of
the indisposition of Mr. King and the dis.
persion of the British Ministers. M= Can.
ning rcturned to J.ondon before the 2€th
of September, on which day he was to re-
ceive Mr. King on business.

“Happily (says Mr. Clay) His Britannic
Majesty, and his Principal Secrglry of
Foreign Affuirs, were restored to health,
The British Cabinet did not re-assemble
until the autumn of 1825, and Mr. King
unfortunately remainéd feeble and unwell
up to the period of his return to the United
States, in consequence of his indisposition.

If his_instructions were not forwarded to
him, it was because it was known that he
was cngaged in discussions :tn:rgcting the

8t. Petershurg convention, it was be.
lieved that his languid coadition did ndt ad-
mit of entering upon the discharge of the

mare arduous duty of rusuming the suspend.
ed negotiation.”

According to the accurate style of Mr.

Clay, Mr. King continyed unwell in conse-

quence of his indisposition; but” if it was

known st Washington that he was engaged
in discus.ions respecting the convention pf
St. Petersburg, it mighthave been iaferred
that he .would soon be able to enter upon
the more arduous duty of resuming the sus-*
ded megotiation. Bat why was ghis Jast
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eount, were bruught very aear togethe
Mr. King bad bee‘q' m‘e:yly, lnmhdedm .
form the British Government, that
ted States were willing to wave the
which 50 long had formed maﬁ'wnd " :Ld
1o accede to the pro; e: to- Mr.
Rush ia 1824, "P pd?f;!:uu ‘would bavé
been removed  The -probability {s, that
the administration never made up. tbeir
mind to ware this demand, until it whs too
lste; for Mr. Clay, makes an scknowiedg-
ment nearly to this effect, in the followin
. passage of a letter to Mr, Vaughan.. “ltis
true (he says) that the proposal by the, Bri-
tish Pleripotentiaries to Mr. Rush was
made about two years ago, and has been
under consideration since it was received,’”’
If it was undzr consideralion all this time,
it1s evident that the administration had not
determined whether to accept it or notyand
it is obvivus, that it was their duty
when even &:‘y did determine to ac-
cept it, to municate that determi-
nation to the British Government. It
was this indecision on the part of our
administration, and not the causes al-
leged, which continually delayed the
renewal of negotiation; until'at feogth
the order of council of 27th July 1826,
finally put an end to every prospect ot
a treaty. The order of council ap-
pears to have taken the administration
by surprise. ‘The United States ne-
ver dreamed (says Mr. Clay) that with-
out the smallest notice, the negotiation
was to be suddenly arrested. I will
now show that the administration had
been dreaming themselves if they did
oot expect it.” The trade was opened
in July 1826, as it had been in June
1822, on certain conditions; countries
not fulfilling those conditions were to
be éxcludéd from the trade. We had ~
not fulfilled them, nor had we mani-
fested any intention of dving so. “In
1822, we expected to be cut off from
the tride i .consequence-sf not. com=

viog with the conditions,” as appears”
v the following extract from Mr.
Adams’ instructions to Mr. Rush.

*The admission of our vessels had

been presented to us not only upon
conditions excewlingly burdensome,
but under a direct menace that, if we
should not accept it upon the identical
terms cffered in those acts, coinmer-
cial intercourse between us and all
the British colonies in this hemisphiere
would be prohibited by an orier in
council.  And we have received inti-
mations that this power, reserved to
the King by the act of 25th June would
be exercised, if we should not immedi-
ately exempt British vessels employved
in the tiade, from the fureign tonnage
end additional import duties. We
have therefore been under the necessi-
ty of deciding opon vur
cy, relating to theinter
culation ufprubibilily Unt'th
wouhl be esercised, and that’
of council would issue.” Buf ay’.
alleges that the act of.Pdtifament of
July 1825 was never officially commu- -
nicated to the Government of the U.
nited States; and that it had reference
to numerous other acts of Parliament,
of a very camplicated nature, the ex-
amination of which required consider-
able time. ‘I'he act waa published in
the usual manner, and Mr. Clay does
not pretend that he remained ignorant
of it, a moment longer, in conaequence
of his not being officially informed of
1t, ‘F'he meichants of Baltimore were
informed of it in time, topetition Cun-
gress, as | have already mentioned, at
the session of 1825 and 6. By an ex-
amination of the instructions to Mec.
Rush, it will 1.: seen that Mr. Adams
understond  the complicated “acts of
Parliament perfectly well. Bat if the
absence of official information respect-
ing the act of 1825 and ignorance of
the laws to which it teferred prevented
the administration frum complying with
the requisite counditions at fi~st; the -
same reasons would have operated 1o.
the last, and prevented the instroctis
ons to Mr. Gallatin. - [tsmas the" z
however, of the admipd
derstand the act of,
far as it concerned
they did understang
vernment had bee;
subject as they p
that circumstance
vented negotiation
the two nations wd
ed every legislative al®
The conduct of the tration,
in relation tp this subject, completely
justifies the opinion advanced by the
Jackson convention; *‘that the Presi-
dent has been guilty of a palpable‘ne-
Elect of duty, to w{ith 2 g:r_'l:ﬂﬂ can
ardly be found in the history, of our
‘exterior relations.” [t was my inten-
tion to reply to some other arguments
and statements in the adiress of ‘the
Adam’s convention, which appearedt to- 3
me to be as untenable as thuse T'have
examined. Bat I have already said sa
mbch more thyn I fiest intended, thet
f will now cogclude with*the assur-
ance,.that I baveendeavuured to ayoid -
every expression . that cotid appexr to
bde':;ly;@nﬁt@eht With'that ;@i;;t,)nd
[friendship, whith 1 have sp, Juag ea-
tértained foryou,' < 7=t ol
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