
ii Yhiheation of the difavowal to the departure of Mr. Erfkine we would willingly cherifb, 
il “From his infirulions, without fhewing what thofe infirutions dete the councils of his Britannic 
4 14 | \ were, and 10 allufions to an expreffion in the arrangement, with- jefty drrecons icable.arranfiemient of ad affair, 
oan oN | outgiviog to bis meaning the diflin€lnel§ pre-requifite to a jufk “WANED, Sprang KX haoor of the United States, mult 

i Bn BB GigE SEU Ne: RSG Rs ame A 8 Lh of the mutual intereft of the two 
i "spp, Bowevets thc Be iy re uh oo th propos! | connie ce Tl a, Yh Ne 
1 the départare of Mr. Eifkine from his infiraftions, and as con.’ ron” ich copies are herewith fent to you, were pres 

taining the conditions on the bafis of which be was ready to ea- | fented to mein the name and by the hand of Mr. Oakeley, the 
ter on an adjufiment. And from a note from the Secr of 

sion, it appears that he has compjained of nol 
having received an aolwer to this propofal, io a bekre 
the Bnitfh 

: 1 s complained that no an{wer Had been given to his difclo- 
LB fures on this head in bis interviews with me. a 

oN With refpeét 10 his intimations in converfations as they were 
preceded by ng proper affignment of the reafons for not Havidg 
execinéd the onginal adjoRkment, it cannot be neceffary to re- 

mark that no fuch notice, as he wifhed to obtain; could with 
any fort of propriety Have been taken of them. <4 + ~~ 

ith refpett to his written projet, it will fuffice to remark : 

1R. That befides his reluflant and indiftin& explanation of 

the difavoyal of the original. adjuftment, ‘he did not prefent his 

‘propofal, intil lie had made fuch progrefs in his offenfive infi- 
nuations as made it proper to wait the'iflue of the reply about to 

_bé given 10 it, and that this iffue had necellarily put a flop to 
further communications. * 

2dly. Thatalihough he had given us to underfland that the 

ordinary credentials, fuch alone as he had delivered, could not 

Fo als bind his government in fuch a cafe, his propofal had neither 

Bie TE been preceded by, nor accompanied with the exhibition of other 

5 dBFT commiffion or full power : Nor, indeed, has he ever given fuf- 

3 ficient reafon to fuppole that he bad any fuch full power to exhi- 

BY bit io relation to this particatar cafe. Itis true, that in his letter 

of the 23d O&ober, he has Rated an authority eventually to con- 
clude a convention between the two countries. Without adverting 

ER to the ambiguity of the erm eventually, with the mark of empha- 

RL fis attached to it, and 10 other uncertainties in the phrafeology, 

A%1 it is clear that the authority referred to, whatever it may be, is 
derived from infiruftions subjeél to his own discretion, and not 

from a patent commiffion, fuch as might be properly called for. 

It is true alfo, that in his letter of the 4th November fubfequent 
to his propofal, he {ays he was poflefled of a full power in due 

form for the exprels purpofe of concluding a treaty or conven- 
gion. 

Bat it fill remains uncertain, whether by the treaty or con- 

: 3 | vention to which it related, was not nietnt an eventual or provi- 

Hi § fional treaty on the general relations between the two countries, 

iB i without any reference to the cafe of the Chefapeake. Certain 

3 J at is, that . Britith govérnment in former like cales, as will 

be feen by the adjuftment of that part of the affair at Néotka 
Sound, which is analogous to this cafe, did not confider any 

fuch diftin& full power as neceffary; nor is there the {lighteft 

13 grove for fuppofing that Mr. Erfkine, although confefledly in- 

ruled to adjult this very cale of the Chefapeake, was furnifh- 
ed with any authority diftin& from his credential lewter. That 

: Me. Jackfon has any fuch commiffion is the lefs to be fuppo- 

i fed, as it is but barely poffible, that pofleffing it, he fthould not, 

on fome occafion, or in fome form, have ufed a language fuf- 

ceptible of no poffible doubt on this point. 
But proceeding to the propofal itfelf, it is to be kept in mind, 

that the conditions, forming its bafis, are the very conditions for 
the deviating from which Mr. Erkine’s adjufiment was dif- 

avowed. Mr. Jackfon, if not on others, is, on this point, éx- 

plicit. “I now.add,” fays he, ¢ that the deviation confified 

in not recording in the official document figned here, thé abro- | 

gation of the Prefident’s proclamation of the ed July, 1807, as 

well as the two relervers fpecified in the paper of memoranda 

eoclofed in my official letter to you of the e7th ult.” 
Confidering then the conditions in the propofal as an ultima- 

tum, in what light are we compelled to view fach ao attempt 

to repair the outrage committed on the frigate Chefapeake, and 
to heal the difappointment produced by a difavowal of a previ- 
ous equitable reparation ? 

It is impoflible on fuch an occafion not to recal the circum. 
fiances which conflituted the chara&er of the outrage to which 

fuch an ultimatum is now applied. A national (hip, proceed- 

ing on an important {ervice, was watched by a fuperior naval 

force, enjoying at the time the hofpitality of our ports, was fol- 

1H lowed and (carcely out of our waters when fhe was, after an in- 

RE. fulting fummons, attacked in an hoftile manner, and the {hip fo 

1% injured as to require expenfive repairs, the expedition fruficated, 
a number of the crew killed and wounded, feveral carried into 

captivity, and one of them put to death under a military fen- 
gence. The three feamen, though A'merican.citizens, and there- 

‘fore on every fuppofition detained as wrongfully as the fhip 

would bave 0 detained, have notwithflanding remained in 

Captivity between two and three years; and it may be added, 

. after it has Yong cealed to be denied, that they are American 

BY citizens. 
BSE Under thefe circamflances we are called upon to ranfom the 

captives. | 
it. By acknowledging that a precautionary proclamation, 

jultified-by eveots preceding the outrage, by the outrage itfelf, 
and by what immediately followed it, was unjuftifiable, and that 
a repeal of it was properly a condition precedent to a reparation 
for the outrage. And this requifition is repeated, too, after 

foch an acknowledgment had been uniformly afferted by this 
government to be utterly inadmiffible, and what is particularly | 
semarkable, at a hme when the proclamation, as is well under- 
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flood, was no longer in force. The occafion obvioufly invited 
a fileat affumption of the exifling fa&, and this would have ex- 

cluded the difficulty heretofore found to be infuperable. - 
ed. By throwing into complete oblivion the condu@ of the 

officer anfwerable for the murderous tranfa&ion, with a know- 

ledge too tn our part, that inflead of being punifhed or even 
brought to trial, he has been honoured by his government with 
@ new and more important command. 

gd. By admitting a right on the part of Great-Britain to 
claim 2 difcharge from our fervice of delerters generally, and 
particularly of her natural born {ubjefls, without excepting (uch 
as had been naturalized in due form under the laws of the Uni- 
ted States. y 

It has not been explained, whether it was meant, as the uni- 

“ werfality of the term “¢ deferters” would import, to include 

American citizens who might have deft the Briuth fervice.— 
But what poffible confideration could have induced the Brith 
governmeny 10 expel that the United States could admit a prin- 
ciple, that ‘would deprive our naturalized citizens of the legal 
rivileges, which they hold in common with their native fel- 

«citizens. The Britith government ought not to have made 
fuch a prac ; becaufe it not only like others, naturahizes 
aliens, but in relation to the United States has even refufed to 
difcharge from the Britifh fervice native citizens of the United 
States, mvoluntarily detained. If an American feaman has re- 
fided in Great-Britain, or has married therein, or has accepted a 
bounty in her naval fervice, his difcharge therefrom on the regu- 

- Tar application to the Britifh government, has been invariably 
vcfuled by its board of admiralty. This I flate on the authonty 
of the official reports made to this department. It is therefore 
truly aftonifhing that, with a knowledge of thefe 28s, fuch a 
pretenfion thould have been advanced at-all ; but above all, that 
®t {hould have been made a fine gua non to an alt of plaioyuflice, 
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~ furnifhing a ceruficate, 

| of theformer. No attention having been called for, and no ia- 

"fRant!y received every proper attention. YP 

" eflablifh the relations of the two countries on the folid founda- 

Britifh Secretary of Legation. ~~ | her tay 

“The fr requeicd s document, baving the cfd of » pec 
paffport os fafe guard to Mr. Jackfondnd his family, during their 

ftay in the United States. As the laws of this country allow an 
unobfiruled paffage through every part of it, and, withthe law 
of nations, equally in force, prote@ public minifters, and their 

families in all their privijeges, fuch an application was regarded 
as fomewhat fingular. There was. no hefitation, however, in 

of his public ¢haraftér, and to be ufed 

| hoofe.” But what furprifed moft was 

the reafens affigned for the application. | d 
to was then, for the firfl timé, brought to the knowledge of this 

government. It had, indeed, been among the rumours of the 

day, thai fome unbecoming fcene had taken place at Norfolk or 

Hampton between fome officers belonging to the Africaine and 

fome of the inhabitants, and that it originated in the indiferetion 

in any mode be might c 

the truth of the cafe is unknown. But it was pe- 

ver fuppofed that Mr, Jackfon himfelf who was on board the 
frigate had been perfonally infulted. Nor is it yet perceived in 

what Way ‘be confiders it as having neppEe. At is needlels to 

remark that afiy réprefentation on the fubjcét would have io- 

quiries made, 

Another ground on which a prote&lion was afked for, is the 

fuppofed tendency of the langnage of our new(papers to excite 

popular violence on Mr. Jackfon's perfon.. Had be been longer 

and better acquainted with the habits 20d fpirit of the American 

people, he would probably never have entertained an apprehen- 

fion of that fort, If he meant to amimadvert on the free language 

of the newfpapers, he might juflly be reminded, that our laws, 

as thofe of his country, fet bounds to that freedom : that the free- 

dom of Britifh prints however great with refpe& to public cha- 

rallers of the United States, has never been a topic of complaint, 

and that fuppofing the latitude of the American prels to exceed 
that of Great-Britain, the difference is infinitely lefs in this re- 

{pe& between the Britith prefs and that of the other nations 
of Europe. 
The fecond note feems to be effentially intended as a jullifi- 

cation of the condu@ of Mr. Jackfon in that part of his corref- 
pondence which has given umbrage. If he intended it as a con- 

ciliatory advance, he ought not to have preceded it by a demand 

of pallports, nor by the {pirit or the manner in which that demand 
was made. He ought, in fal, if fuch was his objeét, to have 

fobflituted an explanation in the place of his reply to my pro- 
monitory letter. But whether he had one or other, or both of 
thefe objeéls in view, it was neceflary for him to have done more | 
than 1s auempted in this paper. 

It was never objefted to him that he had flated it as a fa&t 
that the three propofitions in queftion had been fubmitted to me 

by Mr. Erfkine, nor that he fated it, as made known to him by 

the inftruftions of Mr. Canning that the inftruétion to Mr. Er- 
{kine containing thofle three conditions was the only one from 
which his authority was derived to conclude an arrangement in 
the matter to which it related. The obje&lion was, that a know- 

ledge of this 1¢ftriélion of the authority of Mr. Erfkine was im- 
puted to this government, and the repetition of the imputation, 
even after it had been peremtorily difclaimed. This was fo 
grofs an attack on the honor and veracity of the government, as, 
to forbid all farther communications from him. Care was, ne- 

verthelefs, taken at the {ame time, to leave the door open for 

(uch as might be made through any other channel, however lit- 
tle the probability that any fatisfaftory communications would be 
received through any channel here. 
To the other enclofures 1 add a printed copy of a paper pur- 

porting to be a circular letter from Mr. Jackfon to the Brinfh | 

confuls in the United Stateé®® This paper {peaks for itfell. As 
its contents entirely cerrefpond with the paper Jaft ieferred to, 

as they were unneceflary for the ofignfible obje& of the letter, 
which was to make known Mr. Jackfon’s change of refidence, 
and as the paper was at once put into circulation, it can only be 
regarded as a virtnal addrefs to the” American people of a repre- 
{entation previoufly addreffed to their government—a procedure 
which cannot fajl to be feen in its true light by his fovereign. 
The obfervafions to which fo much extent has been given in 

this letter, with thofe contained in the correfpondence with Mr. 
ackfon, will make you acquainted with the conduét and the cha- 

rafter he has developed, with the neceflity of the ftep taken in 
refufing further communications from him, and with the 
grounds on which the Prefident infiruls you to requefl that he 
may be immediately recalled. You are particularly infiruéted, 
at the fame time in making thefe communications, todo it in a 
manner that will leave no doubt of the undiminifbed defire of 
the United States to unite in all the means the beft calculated to 

tions of juftice, of friendfhip, and of mutual interefl. 
With great relpe&, &c. R. SMITH. 

Wm. Pinkney, Esq. 8c. Sc. Ee. | 
—_— 0 — 

Mgr. Cannine To Mr. Pinkney, 
Foreign Office, May 27, 1809." 

S1r—According to the intimation which 1 gave to you 
in our laft conference, I have now the honor to inclofe to 

you a copy of the Order in Council which his Majefly has 
direfted to be ilfued for the purpefe of preventing as far as 
poflible any inconvenience or detriment to the merchants of 
the United States, who may have entered into commercial 
{peculations on the faith of the unauthorifed engagements of 
Mr, Erkine previoufly to the notification in América of 
his Majelly’s difavowal of thofe engagements, 

Having had the honor to. read to you in extenso the in- 

firoftions with which Mr, Erfkine was furnithed, it is not 
neceflary for me to enter into any explanation of. thole points 
in which Mr.-Erlkine has afted, not only not in conformi- 
tity, but in dire@ contradiflion of them, 

I forbear equally from troubling you, Sir, with any com- 
ment on the manner in which Mr, Ekine’s communicati- 

ons have been received by the American Government, or 
upon the terms and fpirit of Mr. Smith's {hare of the 
confiderauon, 

Such obfervations will be communicated more properly 
through the minifler, whom his Majefly has diretied to pro- 
ceed to America—not on’ any fpecial million (which Mr. 
Erfkine was net authorifed to promife, except upon conditi- 

ons not one of which be has obtained} but as the fucceffor. 
of Mr. Ecfkine, whom his Majelly has not loft a moment 
io recalling. oi 

‘I have the honor to be, with great eonlideration, Sir, 
your mofl obedient bumble Servant, ee 

(Signed) GEORGE CANNING, . 
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[Here follows the Order in Council of May £4. (i. 
as already given in the public pope, ] 7 2% dog, 

Mr. PiNkNev’s Answer, 
Great Cumberland Place, May 12g, 1809, 

i 
¥ 3 

ed 

~ S1r-—1I have received the communication which yo. 3: 
me the honour to addrefs ta me on’ the 27th inflany, cs 
‘will haflen to tranfmit it to the Secretary of State of United States. 

& ~ ’ . 

‘No inflruftions or information from my gove 
cerning the tranfaétions in America, to which a pd 
nication alludes, having yet reached me, I can only ex : 
my. concern that the conciliatory arrangements, 
and concluded, as vou have done me the It to ip 
me, between the American Secretary of State and his Ma. 
jefty’s accredited Minifer at Wathington, alling in cop. 
uence, and profefling to a& in purfuance, of reguly ; 

Brations frog his tour, are not fikely to have rode 
fe€t which was pattrally to have been expeied from thea; 

I have the honour to be, | w 
, With great confideration, 

Sir, your mofl obedient humble fervant, 
WILLIAM PINKNEY, 

The Right Hon. George Canning &c. &c, &¢, 

Then followed, the Proclamation reviving the non-intes, 
courfe law as to England, Mr. Gallatin’s inftrutions ref. 
pefting the fame, and a few notes on our Negotiations wiih 
France, the moll important of which 1s Mr, Champagnyy 
letter announcing the unalterable determination of the Ew. 
peror,.—The letter was publithed in this Gazette of the 
18th of December, 180g. 

o 
From the Boston CoLumB1AN CenTiNEL, 

The Diplomatick Policy of Mr, Mapison Unveiled, 
% No. IIL. 

BEFORE we endeavor to difplay to our readers one 
of the deepeft, and moft extraordinary political negotiations 
which our annals have recorded, a negotiation which efta- 
blifhes beyond a doubt a determination either to quarrel 
with Great-Britain or to prevent a peace with her on any 
terms ; it will be ufeful to confider whether we had a right 
to expect fuch conduét in Mr, MaDpi1soN—whether it 
comports with, or is oppoled to former views of his charac. 
ter.—This is extremely important both to him, and to us 
in forming a corre judgment of his meafurese—For if Mr, y 
Mapison has heretofore manifefted an impartial and un- 
biaffed difpofition towards the two great belligerents—if he 
has -difcovered a fincere with to preferve a good underfland. 
ing with Great-Britain, and a proper {pit of indignation 
at the injuries of France, it would require pretty flrong 
evidence before we could believe him capable of forming 
fo deliberate a plan to force the former into an open rup- 
ture—If on the other hand, his late conduét (hall appear to 
be perfeétly confiftent with the former hiflory of his life— 
if a flate of ill humor and ill will towards Great-Britain 

fhall appear to have been the prevailing temperament of his 

mind, and elpecially if it fhall turn out that he has.acquired 
his influence with his awn party chiefly by foflering fuch 
prejudices, furely it wiil not be deemed uncharitable w 
confider the unwearied pains which have been taken to pro- 

duce an irreconcilable rupture, as refulung from a fixed 

and premeditated plan, | 
Mr. Mabison came into Congrefs in the year 1778— 

Our open alliance with France had jut then taken place— 

The views, the ambitious and interefled views which led the 

Cabinet of Versailles to adopt our caufe, and which were 

fo frankly acknowledged in Mr, Gewngr’s inflrutlions, 

were even at that early period difcovered by the Delegates 

from the Eaftern States. It was foon perceived that our 

independence was one of the laft objeéts which entered into 
the policy of France—A feparation from Great-Britain 

accompanied by fuch weaknefs on our part as fhould ren- 

der us dependent on herfelf was the extent of her good 

will towards us, 
It would aflonith ghofe, who are ignorant of the intrigu- 

ing policy of France to be informed, what was the fal, 
that this ally fo full of profeffions, moved every wheel the 

political machine to prevent our growth, and to check our - 

{olid independence—To this end, fhe early fomented a par- 

ty in Congrefs—To this end fhe even intrigued with our 
common enémy—To this end fhe endeavored to diminifh 
our territorial claims—To this end fhe oppofed the ceflion 

of the Fifheries to us—To this end in fhort fhe infifled thas 

even our Independence fhould not be a fine qua non of 
treaty. But the moft extraordinary part of this hiftory 1, 

that men could be found in our own councils ready to co- 

operate in the French views, It is however a fal, that 

there exified in Congrels a Callican and an Anti-Gallica® 

lL 

 interefl—that the New-England Delegates were without 

an exception, of the later defcription, and that Mr. Mapt- 

son and a formidable party belonged t
o the former— We 

do not mean to intimate atual corruptionto which it is be- 

lieved he was always fuperior, bat firong prepoflefhons.— 

It is a fal that our miniflers were inflruticd 10 foflow the 

advice of Mons. De Vergennes in relation 10 a p 
it was even debated whether the fitheries fhould be made 28 

indifpenfable condition—and that an attempt was made © 

cenfure Mr, Apams and Mr. Jay, for the honorable peace 

which in fpite of French intrigues they had cffefled. | 

Thus early and deeply featéd in the marrow, were Mr, 

Mab sson’s Gallick prejudices, and it furely cannot €5 

cite furpdfe that a man who in 1779 and 1780 could p 
between the interefls of the United States and the wifhes 

of France, thould in 1808 and 1809 glide over, nay alo 
glofs over the uncxampled outrages of the {ame nation. 

“ With France (fays the Guardian of our rights, 

‘communicating to Congrefs ghe late infufferable lett j of 

Cuaupacyy, indicanng his Majelly’s unalierable we 

with France the other belligerent, the pojture of our ” 

does not correfpond with the meafures taken on the part 

the United States to effcél a favorable change.” 
But whether this is owing 10 accident, to the faslure of | 

our difpatches, or 10 the infolent pretenfions of Franc 

our Executive gives no intimation— Why ? Becaufe every 

man ia the nation reads she fpeech of the Prefident, whilé 
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