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By the “arrival of the, ship, Eliza-Ann,

i f ’ - | = i . - ¢
Y, K ‘:“h“-. d n\t“f\%mnct .

- Bﬁ!ﬁ'mort, Dee. 16,

captain - Porter, at. New York, in
34 days from Dublin, the Editor of the
Mercantile Advertiser has been furnishe

"~ “ed with London dates to the 2d of No-

-vernber, from whose paper we have
. tnade the {ollowing summary. -
TR ot el

‘I'he Duke of Portland, late primne mi-
nister, of Great Britain, dizd of the gravel,
on the 30th Oct. last, in the 724 year of
his age. His eldest son, the marquis of
'Tichfield, has succeeded to all his heredi-
tary titles and estates.

%ntwithstamling the orand efforts of

~Nature to prove the contrary, the Fnglish
. ministerial ,prints insist upon Bonaparte’s
- ynadness at Vienna, How consoling to

London  states that peace has takes

the people of Great Britain must 1t be to
think that France for onc moment, should
be governed by a'madman. Thisis in-
dccc{ a new and singular remedy for na.
tional disaster and disgrace. A reportlain
faster

between the Russians and Turks, the latter

.giving up Moldaria and Wallachia. En-

grlish accounts from Hamburg make a bat.

tle to have been foupht between the Rus-

siari and Turkish armies, of 30,000 strong
cach, .and gave the latter the wictory.
From the nature of the preceding article
this would appear highly improhable. On
the 25th of October the British cclebrated
with great pomp and splendor the Jubslee
df Insanity,as on that day the King eater-
cd the 60th year of his reign.  Like the
prints in the British pay iu the United
States, the DBntish mioisterial editors,
should a rupture with Great Britain take
place, which is highly probable, endeaver
to throw thc odium of it on the American
covernment ; but although kings may be
?ools,'thcii'murti:rs knaves, and theiredi-
tors unprincipled, mankind before whom
all the circumstances have been placed, ge-
nerally are not so subject to impostion as
to belicve their deceptions. The new Bri-
tish ministry have determined to retain pos-
gsession of the Island of MWalcharen at all
hazards, procvided the Frenck ol let tiem,

The British ministry are said to have
determnined upon the evacuation of Spain,
and transmitted orders accordingly, in
conscquence of their conviction, by their

“agents on the Peninsula, ¢¢ of the impossi-

o

bility of effecting the decliverance of a peo-
ple whoare 0 supinely callous to ther
own welfare,’” Eighlctn months ago
the ¢¢ Spanish Patriots,’’ was all the toast
among the partizans of Great Bntamn
from DMaine to Georgla. ‘T'he French
flcet at Toulon, in February last, consisted
of onc ship of 110 guus building; 1 of
130, necatly fitted 3 2 of 120, in the outer
road; 3 of 84, fitings 9 of 84, in the
puter 102d ; two Rus«uan 74°s 0 4 fiizates ;
2 corvettes, and 3 number of brigs,

o ——

MORE SYMPTOMS OF BRITISHI
FRIENDSHID.

Extrect of a lettcr from Dallin, da?cd No-
- vember 7.

¢¢ Since writing my letter the Packet
has brought an account that an order
council is expzcted to appear immediately
in the Gazette, prohibiting the landing of
American produce that has been landed
or Warcehoused in any place since they left

‘America, except from British ships, or

1-‘1

- Parliament !

[ 4

American ships with British  licensc.
This reems intended to drive you to your
Embargo, which from experience, it is
expected you cannot maintatn.’’ | Amer.

Parliawnentary f’urr'fy.

In the Chester Chronicle of the 245th
ult. an estate is advertiszd to be sold 1
Carnavonshire, consisting of ull the de-
lightful attractions that fertile and roman-
tic country teems with—wood, water,
trout-strecams, grouse, and game of all
kinds ;: but above all, forty or fifiy voters
wall be thrown 1uto the bargamn, to any
purcbaser who may wish for a geat 10
'The rcader will olverve,
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that the land, trees $FAMNC, §7TOUST, fich, |

3nd freemen, were to be knocked down at
auction, on the first of September, with
as little merey as a poor partridge an  that
day ! Who will be 20 audacious as to tallk
of Parliamentury LRetviim.

Loaden paper.
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DOCUDMNMIENTS

WHICH ACCOMDPANIED THE MISSAGE OF

THE TRESIDENT OF iHF U, STATILS.

F e
-

(CONTINULED.]

Mg, S to Me. Jacksow.,.

Departmentaof Stite, o 5, 1800,

SiR,
In my letter of the19th ult

I stated to you that the declaration in
your letter of the 11th, that the dis-

patch ¢¢ from Mr. Canning to Mr

g S : . ..- ""i, :' ‘,.'-‘4“,‘ 1.':.'-.* _r:-“ ‘r
J ";?.“: w. A e e '-L:.,; b E Ao,
the-only ydispatch by which the cops’
] ",

ditions were ‘prescribed- to-Mr, Lir
skine, for the conclusion.of an at:
rangement on the matter to which 1

related,- was then” {pr t}_eirsﬁ-;aﬁacf
made to this governmenti—And it
waz added, that if ‘that dispalch bad-
been communicited atibe timeof the
arrapgement, or if itliad beeo known
that the propositions contained in’ it
were the only .ones on which he was
authorised -to make an arrangement,
thearrangement would not have been
ml de-- - g8 ':,fﬂ-'“.'.rr.,“&'-l': CE

In my letter of the1st instant,
adverting to the repetition in your
letter of the:23d ult. of a langusge
implying a’ knowledge in this gov-
ernment that the instructions of
your predecessor did not authorise
the arrangement formed by him,
an intimation was _distincly mt-
ven to you, that after the.explicit and
peremptory asseveration that this go-
vernment had not any such know-
ledge, and that with sucha koow-
ledge such arrangement would not
have been tnade, no such instnuation
could be admitted by this govern-
ment. fai =t
Finding that i your reply of the
4th inst, you have used a language
which cannot be understood but as
reiterating and even aggravating the
same gross insinuation, it only re-
mains, in order to preclude opportu-
nities which are thus abused, to in-
form you that no further communi-
cations will be received from: you,
and that the necessity of thisdetermi-
nation will, without delay, be made
known to your government. In the
mean time a ready attention will be
given to any communications affect-
ing the interests of the two nations,
through any other channel that may
be substituted.

I have the honor to be, &c.
(Signed) R. SMITII.

Uon. F. J. Jackson, Ec. &c¢.

AMr. Oakley, his majesty’s Sccre-
tary of Legation, is desired by Mr.
Jackson to state to the Secretary of
State, that as Mr. Jackson has been
alrcady once grrossly insulted by the
inhabitants ufblhc town of Hampton,
in the unprovoked language of abuse
hicld by them to several officers bear-
ing the king's uniforin, when those
officers were themnselves violently as-
saulted and putin imminent danger;
hic conceives it to be indispensable to
the safety of himsclf, of the gentle-
men attached to his mission, and of
his family, during the remainder of
their stay in the United States, to be
provided with special: passporis or
safeguards from the American gove
ermment. -Ihis 1s the more nccessa-
ry since some of the newspapers of
the United States are daily using a
language whose only tendency can
be to excite the people to cominit vi-
olence” on Mr. Jacksan’s ‘person.
In consequence he requests that the
undermentioned nawmes may be in-
serted in the document to e furnish-

ed hun.

Francis James Juackson,

J‘b‘!. .’116}591’!.

Their three Chiid¥en,

Charles Oakley, I2<y.

Gewrge Ottey, Esy.
and 13 Servants.

L

(Mr. Jackenn's cizcular to the British Con.uls
iu the U, States, (for whizh sce our paper of the
vgth Nov ) is then added, which clofesthe cor-
refpondence between him andthe Secretary of
State )

The folinwing is the Secretary a[/'
State's last instructions toMr.Pink-

ney, our Minister in Laondun.
y

Mz, Syt 10 Me. Pixvesey,
Depurizientof State, Nov. 93, 1809.

Sii,

My letters in the correspond-
eace with Mr. Jackson, already
trancmitted to you, cuiliciently evince
the disappointment that was felt, on
tinding that he had not been charged
to make to this covernnient either the
frank cxplanations or the hiberal pro-
positions, which the occaston mani-
festly required.  Instead of this ob-
vious course of procecding, it was
in the outset pereeived that his ob-
ject was to bring us 1o resume the
cubjects of the arrangemcat of April,
in a way that would iply that we
were aware that the arrangenient was
not bindiug on his government, be-
cause made with a knowledge on our
part that Mr. Flskine had no autho-
rity to make 1i, and thus to convert
the responsibility of his government
for the disavowal into a reproach on
this for its conduct in the transaction
disavowed. .

In the first instance it was deemed
best ruther to repel his observations
argumentatively, than to meet them
as an offensive insinuation. Thisfor-
bearance had not the expected effect

step -finally taken. th
sthe less hesitation in shutting- the
door to further opportunities for in-.

fl._--
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of the offénce.” ' And even on hisfur- ) intesest '
his own principles t
‘a reciprocity, not onl
‘tion'of. the compact; the ¢
ligation and interest: resulting- from

Rither insinuations, nothing more was
done than to premonish him of the in-
admissibility of so indecorous a course
of proceeding.’ ‘This also bein

out effect, nothing remained but the
-And there was

¥

sulting” insinuations, as the disclo-

sures he had made, and the spirit of
“his discussions,had so entirely shut it
to the hope of any favorable result.

from his mission. . :
1 will not dwell on his reluctance
to give up the uncertainties of verbal
for the precision of writtedi discus-
sion : nor on the manner or the
time of his denial that he had given
any room at all-for a statement,
which 1n order to guard against the
misconceptions incident to verbal
conferrences, 1 had placed before
him in writing, with a request that
he would point out any inaccura-
cies, and to which he did not then
object otherwise than by intunating,
that he could not have made the
statement with the particular view
which seemed to be supposed. Nor

‘will I dwell on the various instances
“in which partial or inconsistent views

of the subject have taken place of its
real inerits. But it may not be
amiss to make some observations
on the correspondence as it relates to
the justification of his government
in having disavowed the act of his
pedecessor. ‘

With respect to the orders n

council, the graund of the disavowal

i the Jifference between thearrange-
ment and the printed dispatchof Mr.
Canninge + Mr. Erskine of the €3d
January., Acootding 1o this dis-
patch, then, thearrangementfailed tn
three points. -

ist. In nat relinquishing the trade
of the United Stawes -with encmies
colonies, ‘

With respect to this point 1t is
not necessary at this tie to discuss
the right to that trade.
cient to remark, 1st. That as tihe
tiade is admitted to become, in the
view of Great-Britain, of little prac-
tical importance, why has it been
made a ground of the disavowal,
and, especially, as important con-
siderations only could, upon princi-
ples of public law have justified a
measure of so serious a character?
@d. That as the colonial tradeisa
subject no wise connected either with
the orders in council or the affair of
the Chesapeake, why has i1t been
permitted - to frustrate an arrange-
ment relating to those subjects, and
to those only ? 3d, ‘That as this con-
dition is allowed to have originated
in a supposition, that it would be
agreeable to the American govern-
meat, why has it been persisted in
after the error was made known by
the representation of Mr. Erskine
to his government, that neither this
nor the other conditions of the dis-
patch of the 23d January, were at-
tainable herer

od. Another point in thedispatch,
and not in the arrangement, 1s, that
the British Navy might capture our
trade to ports prohibited by the U.
States.

'I'his condition too appears, to have
had its origin in a mistake of your
meaning in a conversation with Mr.
Canning, as noted by yourself, and
inan inference thence deduced as to
the disposition of this scvermnent,
But this double mistake must bve
been brought to light in time to have
been corrected in the new mi-sion,
In urging it, Mr. Canning has ta-
ken a ground, forbidden by thasc

rinciples of decorum, which regu.
rale and mark the proceedings of
grovernments towards each other.

In his dispatch the condition 1s
stated to be for the purpose of secu-
ring the bona fide intention of Ame-
rica to prevent her citizens from tra-
ding with France and certain other
powers. In other words to secure
a pledgze 1o that effect against the
male fide intention of the United
Siates. And this dispatch too was
authorised to be communicated 1n
extenso to the government of which
arch language was used.  Might it
aot have been reasonably expected
that such a condition and such ob-
cervations, would at least on such an
occasion, have been given up by a
overmiment willin;.{ to smooth the
way to an amicable sctilement of ¢x-
isting ditferrences ? __

[n his zeal to vindicate his govern-
ment, Mr. Jackson too, has attempt-
ed a gloss on this tnost extraordinary
idea of calling on a foreign cove-
reigaty, not indeed to make laws for
us, but, what is equivolentin prin-
ciple, to supply a supposed inability
to cxecute ls‘lcm. e calls such an
interposition of his governmcnt,
not an exccution of the law of cone
gress, but of a compact hin_ding as
a‘public law on both parties, and

withe-

wation, could not have

11 1s suffi-

es there ought to be

ut in the ob-

it.~ Besides where there is a reproci-
ty . in compacts’ between nations
touching: attributes of sovereignty,
there. are always as much of sove-

reignty gained as is paried -fwi}h: 50
that there be no loss. or ndignity

on either side. - ~

.

- 8. The femaining poiot in the de<
‘spatch, not secured by the arrange-

ment, is that which required, that,
whilst our prohibitory laws should
be gepealed as to Great-Britain, they
should be left in forceas to France
and the porers adopting ar acting
under her decrecs. - -

- ‘This ts the conditinn which alone
properly belongs to the subject, and
it is to be remarked in the first place
that the British project, of which this

condition makes a part, contemnplated

two things in their nature incompat-

ible ; one a repeal of the prohibitory
acts as to Great Britain, without

waiting for the conclusion of are-.

gular treaty, the other, a- pledge or
cngagement for their continuance
as to the other powers. Now, from
the nature of our constitution,
which, in this particular, ought to
have been attended to by the British
government, itis manifest that the
exccutive authority could have given
no such pledge, that the continu-
ance of the prohibitory acts being
a subject of legislative consider-
been pro-
vided for until the meeting of the
legrislature ; and that the condition
could not therefore but failed, either
in the immediate renewal of coin-
merce with Great Britain or in the

immediate cngagement that it should

not be renewed with France.—Tlie
British government ought to have
acquiesced in, and indeced, ought to
have been satisfied with the attaine
ment of the important object of an
inmediate repeal of our prohibitory
laws, and with the coasideration,
that the other object, not mmedi-
ately attainable, was unnecessary at
the time, because the prohilittun as
to France was then in force, and
because there was every reason to
infer not only from this fact, but
ftomn the spirit of the communica-
tions made from time to time, "and
from the overtures before submitted

to the British government, that withe.

out a repeal of the French decrees,
our prohibitory laws would be cun-

tinued in force against France, and

especially im the case of a repeal of
the British orders, which wouid ne-
cessarily render u continuance of
the French decrees doubly obnox-
lous.

But if oa this head Jdoubts could
have been entertained, instead of re-
jecting the arrangement, ought not
the repealing act on our part to have
been met with a suspension at least
of the orders in council, untl it
could have been ecen whether the
non-intercourse lax would or would
not have leen continued against
France. Such a suspension could
not have given, in any pont of view
more advantage to the United States,

than was given to Great Bnitain by.

the repeal, which had taken piace on

their part.

If this reasonable coursc counld not
have been substituted for the disa-
vowa!, 'why was not a final disavowal
suspended with a proposition, .that
the arrangement would be executed
by Great Britain, in the cvent of a
compliance on the part of the United
States ~with the condition required
as to France?

| am not unawarc, you may be
told. that the non-intercourse law of
the United States did not extend 1o
Holland though so intimately con-
nected with France, and so subser-
vient to her decrees against neutral
comnmerce. .

It would not be improper on tlus
occasion to observe aliat this objec-
tion can be the ez urged by Great
Britain, as she has hereself never 1n
her alledpred retaliations adliered 1o
the principle on which they were

founded.’

Thus she has from the date of
them, until very lately, directed them
against the American trade cven to
Russia, although Russia has never
adopted the -French decrees, nor
otherwise vinlalfid our ncutral trade
with Great Britain. 5o in her or-
der of April last, she has discrimi-
nated, not only between the coun
tries devoted to France by the ties of
blood, and other powers, but between
Holland, \\'cstp?mlia and Naples,
in enforcing her prohibitory order
against the first and not against the
two last. Whilst, therefore, she
finds it expedient to make these dis-
tinctions, she ought to presume that
we too may perceive equal propriety

‘duly executed, On’

in the execu-

‘of the disavowal.

z <%

*- Batat may. ‘bp‘iof more importance
“here to compare the Brifish order in.’
council of April-last; with the ar-
‘rangcmem- of April, made by Mr.
‘Erskine. . It will thence be seen how
little is the real difference, and bow’

trivial it is ‘when comnpared to the
extensive and ‘serious consequences

' Under the Order in Council ol:
April, all the ports of Kurope, ex-

cept France, including the kingdom

of Italyand Holland with their de-
pendencies, are opened “to our com-
merce. s L X

Undet the arrangement of April,
combined with our uct of noa-inter-
course, all the ports of Lurope, ex-
cept Irance and ber dependéncies,
including the kingdom of laly,
would have been opened to our com-

mutce. S " .

The diffcrence then is reduced
merely to Ilolland, and -that again
1s reduced to the difference betweeny
a dircct trade 10 the 'pnrts of Hol-
land,and an indirect trade to Holland,
through 1he neighboring ports of

o .
Tonningen, Hamburg, Bremen and

Emnbden. -

Now, as thie injuring of the ene-
mies of Great Britain s, the only
avowed object of her interdicting
order against our trade, leta compu-
tation be made of the effect, which
this difference between the order in

Council and the arrangement, could

possibly have in producing such aa
injury. And then let the question
be.candidly answered, whether, lay-
ing aside all considerations of right
and justice, sufhcient inducements
could have been found io that result
for rejectingg the arrangement, and
for producing the consequent embar-
rassments, as well to Great Britain
as to the United States.

If it be necessary, as Mr. Jackson
has siated, to set bounds to a spirit
of encroachment and universal do-
tninion, which would bend all things
10 its own standard, and to falsify by
honorable and manly resistance, an
annunciation that all Flurope is sub-
mitting by degrecs, the effort must
be feeble indeed, which isto be found
in the incouvenience accruing to the
forinidable foe from the operation of®
this order in Council, and especially
when we combine with it the strange
phcnumcnon of substiluling fo1 tﬁc
lawful trade of the United States, a
trade of British subjects contrary to
the laws of the adsverse party, and
amounting, without a special licence,
in the eye of British law, to high
treanon,

‘I'hus much for the orders 10 coun-
cil. \What has taken place with re-
spect to the case of the Chesapealie,
will equally engage your attention,

You wil} perceive, that throughout
the early stages of the correspon-
dence, this case was in some respects
improperly  confounded with, in
others itnpropetly separated from that
of the orders in Council ; and par-
ticularly that p-ins had been taken
by Mr. Jackson to substitute verbal
and varue obscrvations on the dis-
avowal of this part of the arrange-
ment for an explicit and formal ex-
planation, sucL as was obviously
du-~. It will be seen also, that when
finally brought to the point, he
referred for a justification of the
disaowal to the departure of Mr.-
[.rekine from his instructions with-
out shewing what those instructions
were,and to allusions to an expression
in the arrangement without giving
to his meaning the distinctness pre-
requisitc to a just reply.

t appears, however, that he lays
great stress on the proposal enclosed
11 his letter of the 27th October, as
at once indicating the departure of
Mr. Frskine from his instructions,
and as containioy the conditions on
the basis of which bhe was ready to
sater on an adjus'ment.~—And from
a note from the Sccretary of the
British Legation, it appears that he
has complained of not having re-
ceived an answer to thas [ll’t_‘lpUSﬂll as
he had before complained that no
answer had been given to lis verbal
disclosures on this head in Lis inter-
views with me. Sl el il

With respect to his inuimations
in conversation, as they were prece-
ded by no proper assignment of the
[C3.0NS for not llﬂ\'ini; executed the
original adjusuncnt, it cannot be
neces>ary o remark that no such
notice, as he wisbed to obtain, could
with any sort of propriety have been
taken of them. _ _

With respect to his wrtten pro-
tect, it will suffice to remark :

" 1st. That, besides his reluctant
and indistinct explanation of the dis-
';iinal adjustment,

avowal of the on ns ;
he did not present his propos:l, unti

he had mmade such progress in his
offensive insinuations as made it pro-
per to wait the issue of the reply
about to be given to it, and that this
issue had put asion to further come

Erskine of the 23d of January, was .which both would have a comon § in the distinctions we have made, MUuniSe iviii,
e

“of restraining him from a repetition
|




