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snan who would ‘point it out, varies 

_calami- | Erfkine’s agreement- a : 
‘| Mt. Jackfon admits, that he had made no formal commu- 

offeofive pallage, and in the confirullion of the parts feletied. 
TiN rb Hh aien, whi: 9d Acs Fuflaiay: te fetio 

rfons, who, in a moment of pretended reconciliation, told 
is Britannic Majefly that his offer of reparation. for the 

Chelapeake did not comport with hs hoor er dignaty ? 
Or are we to be burried on to our ruin, under the belief, 

“that fenGbility. and ‘rights ase all on our fide, and thatwhile 
the ‘Sovereign of another nasion fhall not egen look awry at 
us, ‘we may, without offence, impeach his good faith, and 
quellion his honor! ae i ay 
“Leet us endeavour, forthe irl time, towards Great. Bri 
tain, to adopt the goiden rule of Chaflianity, which if ic be 
not refpefied as an authority in our Cabinet, it is hoped, 
has yet fome influence with the fober-and religious part of 
our People and while we are courting a war; on account 
of pretended infults, in the leuers of Mr. Jackfon, let us 
fee whether thelanguage of Mr, Smith be wholly fauldefs 
in fhort, whether it be not unneceffarily affronuve. 
¢ The correfondence, in the late cafe, was opened by Mr. 

Smith, by bis letter of thie gth of O&lober, and we doubt, 
‘whether -abript forude and offenfive a note can be found 
1n the whple annals of diplomacy, if we except the uniform 
‘tenor of the French correspondence with us. 

This letter is in the nature of a manifeflo, rather than of 
a friendly enquiry. 1c charges Grear-Brithin with perfidy 
—it declares, by &nficipation, that fhe had no apology for 
it—it “alleges, that fhe had made no explanations of her con- 
‘dul, but that The had accompanied this ‘begle@ by pew and 
infulting pretenfions., It goes further—=1t fpecifies thofe 
pretenfions, thoiigh, as we thall hereafier thew, they bad 
been ablolutely denied by the Britilh misifler, in previous 
wonverldtions, 2nd in fa& no fuch propofitions have ever 
been fuggefled by hit. After all thefe charges, as tngua- 
lified, unmeafured and indecorousiin their language as they 
tuin out to be unfounded in point of fal, the common rules 
of diplomacy would have required that Mr, Smith fhould 
$ave concluded, which he did not, with fome expreilions of 
confidence in the difpolition of his Britannic Majefly to re- 
contjle his conduét wich faith, and with the principles 
of jultice, Thele profefhions, infincere enough to be fure, 
are & {pecies of counterfeit coins of little or no intrinfic va- 
Jue, but which ufage has renderedian indifpenfable medium: 
of diplomatic Intercourfe,~~And who ought more fcrupu- 
loufly to adhere to the ule of them, than our inflammable 
rulers, who can calmly hazard ‘the exiflence of a nation, for 
a {uppofed failure of etiquette ? 

If Mc. Jackfon had replied to this letter of Mr: Smith, 
(which, we muft recolleft, was the commencement of the 
correfpondence) * that the temper in which Mr, Smith’s 
letter, was conceived, too much refembled the ungracious 
tone in which Mr. Erfkine’s arrangement was exprefled, to 
leave any hope of benefit from the pratraélion of the inser 
courfe,” all imparual men would have thought him. juflified. 

That it mult have had, ‘and that it in fall, did have, as 
was doubtlels intended, an inaulpicious@nd unfavorable ef- 
fet on Mr, Jackfon’s mind, and on the future fiyle of the 
negotiation, there can be no doubt, It is not a favorable 
mode of commencing a fettlemeat of antient controvefies, 
to begin with a blow, HIERN : 

~The fecond inflance of indecorum on the part of Mr. 
Smith, which falls very little fhort of contradiflion, and 
whatever it may fail of amounting to that, may be fairly 
- fo the account of prevarication, is of vaft importance, 

aufe the fame infult, if it be one, to the Britith Mwifler, | 
is repeated by Mr, Madilon in his Meflage. It is the al- 
legation made in Mr. Smith’s fief Jeuer, that he learried 
with furprife and regret, that Mr, Jackfon, fo far from com- 
ing prepared to make explanations for the difavewal of Mr. 
Erfkine’s arrangement, had been direfled to inhft upon 
terms, inadmiflable and affronuive. 
Re mith reprefeated in this introduflory letter :— 
ill. That Mr. Jackfon, bad no infirullions to wake any 

‘explatiation of the difavowal of MA, Erfkine’s agreement. 
2dly. That in the affair of the Chelapeake, be had no au- 

thority to affign any reafons for the refufal to accepe that 
part of Mr. Ecfkine's agreement, but that his powers were 
limited merely to tendering a note, offering the terms of fa- 
tisfaltion, on condition, that he fhiould receive a fimuliane- 
ous anfwer from our Government, accepting thole terms 
as fausfabtory. 

gdly. That he was not authorifed to offer any néw pro- 
pofais for the repeal of the Orders in Council of Nov. 1807. 
Aod laftly, That it was the intention of the Beitith Go- 

vernment, Dot to revoke thofe orders, but upon the three 
famous 

bh 

greeny; aod which had formed the bafis of Mr. Er- 

‘nations for the disavowal,” &c. [See page 47 of the prin- | 

{ 

ions, which were declared inadmiffible by our 

& o's rs EY a Lg oy 

; Ji 

to. call ‘in queftion bic veracity, is fo Got honor 8 his Sovereign, | 
] 

aft, Did Mr. Jackfon tell Mr, Soh day aa frultions to offer any explanation of the difavowal of Mt. | 
reement—and that he failed to make any ? 

ion. of the motives fot the difavowal, for which he af- 
Bighs iwo reafons— WG VB AL de ME ; 

wi 2 That Mr. Canning had ‘haflened with an ardent | 
zeal to fatisfy our Government ‘before gny complaint bad 

beeo made by our Minifler, io explain 10 Mr, Pinkney | 
the motives of the difavowal ; and this not by an empty and 
inliiéere declaration of Mr, Ecfkine’s having violated his 
orders, but'by a candid difclofirre of his a inftrulions. 

This was more than the laws of nations required.—It 

would have been fufficient to have declared, he had no full 
powers, but G reat- Britain was unwilling that her good faith 

(hould be called in ‘qieftion.—She would not defend her- 
felf on ordinary and fufficient ground.—Shé produces the 
private infiruflions and demonftfates the violation of them 
in toto. Thofe infiruftions ‘moreover, were fuppofed to 
have eminated from our own propofals, and fhe would have 

‘been jultified, in retorting the breach of faith upon us; but 

the delicately abflained.—She confined hesfelf to her own 

jullification, and by the laws of nations, by our own former 

example in former treaties made by us {be was fully exo- 

nerated. o 
~ gdly. The fecond reafon for not having offered an ex- 
plicit defence of the difavowal through Mr. Jackfon, was 

that Mr, Erfkine had been dire@ted to make 11, and it was 

{uppofed, when Mr. Jackfon came away, that he done it. 
Great-Britain be declares; was vowilling to ref fo long un- 

der the imputation of a want of 
inflantly ordered her Minifler here to explain her motives. 

One would fuppofe this would fatisfy the moft fallidious 

“and captious Government, but Mr, Jackfon, anxious to re- 

move every poflible objeélion to an amicable adjaf{tment adds, 

“ But, if beyond this, any incidental dilcuflion, or ex- 
planation, fhould be wifbed for by this Government, I came 

fully prepared to enter into them—I even confider them to 

have ‘taken place between us.~I have certainly derived 

great fansfaftion from the feveral™hours we have {pent
 in 

conference on thefe subjefds.” 

We here perceive, that the explanations had in faét been 
made, though not mn the forma] manner which the fcrupu- 

lous nicety of our Government, required.— We fee, moreo- 
ver, that he came fully authorized to fupply whatever was 

deficient in the explanations of Mr, Canning or Mr, Erlkins. 
To this fair offer, Mr, Smith replies in his letter of Oc- 

tober 19, that his objeflion was not fo much to the want of 

explanation at to the failure of that folemnity and formality 

which fuch an important cafe required.—Let us examine 
this principle :—We make a bargain with a Mimfter with- 

out demanding his powers—1t appears not'only that he pol- 

felled none, but that he bad vio js politive and clear 

inflruftions-wThe law of nations in fuch a cafe requires no 

apology from the nation which refufes to confirm the agree- 

mene of its unauthorized and culpable agent—We on the 

other hand demand not an explanation which was given to 

us, and which we had no right to require, but a folemn and 
etick document, formal embally, and a penitential and apolog 

from a tation; which had only exercifed its ackoowledg- | 

ed rights. ‘ 
'e may judge from this circamftance of the temper with 

which this negotiation has been condufled, and how impol- 

fible it is, that Great-Britain fhould ever fatisfy our Cabi- 
net. + “ We fhould not be contented, Tasd Mr: Ames, with 

« 4 temper like this, if the Treaty left King George his 

¢ {fland, not even if he flipulated 1a pay rent for ir.” 
But Mr. Smithy; not content with this haughty requifi- 

tion, proceeds, in the same letter, to contradifl Mr. Jackfon. 

“ As you have disclaimed any authority to offer expla- 

ted documents, | 
Mr. Jackfon, however irritated by this repetition, afier 

his exprefs offer to make any additional explanation which 
might be deemed necellary, in place of recriminating lan 
guage, choofes the moie prudent courfe of taking away all 
pretext from his opponent, by flating formally the grounds 

“of the difavowal : 
¢ 1 have therefore no hefitation in infdruiing you, that 

| his Majefly was pleafed to difavow the agreement conclud- 
- ed between you and Mr, Erfkine, becavle it was concluded 
in violation of that gentleman’s infiruflions, and &ltogether 
without author.# io agree to the terms of it.” 

* "Here one would fuppofe this queftion at re. The true, 
the only, and two [ufficient realons were alfigned, which 
ought to have fauisfied any impartial and honorable mind. 

Stull the pertinacity: of our Miniter did not ceafe.~— 
Still it was deemed neceffary to affront his Britannic Ma- 
jelly, through his seprefentative.. In Mr, Smith’s letter 
0 Gr. Pinksey, ra 82, of the printed documents) he 
fays; that befides Mr. Jackfon’s iadiftinét and reluflan: ex- 
planation of the reafons for the difavowal, be did not make 
his propofal till he had made fuch progrefs in his offenfive 
infiouation as made it proper mallee © iffue of his reply 
was about 10 be given to it. ’ 
It is Bere feen, that this mofl diftin&, plain, correft and 

forcible explanation—an explanation the moll perfeét that 
could be given, couched in diltm& and appropriate lan- 
guage, to wit: That Me, Erfkine had no authority, dnd 

1s 1 ons, is declared to be relaflant and 2 foros: it. Nor did the mifreprefentation and contradiéli- 
on end here. It afcended to a higher fource— Mr, Madi- 
fon, long afier (his, referring folely to this pon, declares 

faith, and therefore 

in thefe 

in the fecond part of it, the ground taken by (he By; 
Minifler is perfeétly defenfible not only by o law of ry 
ons, but by the circumflances which attended their former 
offer of fausfaélion for this unauthorized injury, 

did not come prepared 10 affign any reafon for the rejed;. 
on of this part of the agreement, is unfounded,’ | 

¢ That he was authorized to renew the offer made } 
Erfkine, notwithftanding the ungracious manner in whic 
it had been formerly received. You: have fad, addweffiny 
Mr. Smith, that you fo fully underftood the particulars 

| adel that T deem it unnceeffary to recapitulate theq 

This claofe tenders fpecifically the terms, becaufe Mr; 
Erfkine’s arrangement was in our own. pofleffion, and My, 
Smith had | declared his full kaowledge of them, It dogs 
-mofe : It aligns the reafon why that part of the agreement 
was not fulfilled—* becaufe of the ungracious manner in 
which it was accepted.” RAGE Ere ¢ 
We have thewn in a former nomber, in what the ungra - 

cioufnels of this manner confilled—Dbut fhall it be infifled 
that Mr. Ja¢kfon was bound to repeat the offenfive terms ? 
If a man calls m=a liar or a thief, is it not enoigh for me’ 
to allude to his offenfive epithets, but muft I be compelled 
to repeat the outrageous exprellions ? forts poadi 
« But Mr. Jackfoo is more explicit ; he tells Mr. Smith, 
“ That his Majefly would be juflified in rejeéling that agree. 
ment not only on account of the form in which his Mini. 
fier had tendered it, but. of the maoner in which that fender 
had been received.” He adds, *¢ that he had elucidated 
that obfervation by a reference to the particular exprelfions 
which made the terms of fatisfallion appear unacceptable to 
the American government, at the very moment when they 
were accepted,” ad | : 
The jull.and honorable pride of Mr. Jackfon forbade 

his repeaung to the world the infuliing expreflions, but an 
American who thinks as I do, that our government put an 
uanecelfary impediment in the way of adjuflment, is re« 
ftrained by no {uch delicacy. | 

It ‘was becaufe our govegnment declared ¢ that the offer 
made by his Britannic Majefly did not comport with his 
honor and dignity :*’ that it was difhonorable in him to make 
it that the agreement was reje&led, This is the reafon al- 
figned, and yet we are told this is no explanation. A 
Virginia nobleman would not hefitate to take away the life 
of a fellow-citizen on such a ground; and yet we are told 
this is no reafonable ground for rejefting a bargain. - 

This phrafe purpofe introduced, (hews, as Mr. Jackfon 
fays, that the fatisfallion given was unacceptable to our go- 
vgrnment, and yet we complain that this unacceptable and 
infufficient fatisfallion is withheld ! l— Prob Pudor / | 

The fecond part of this charge in relation to the Chefa. 
ake is now to be confidesred. = It is affrontive to us? It 

is injurious that Great- Britain {ould init upon having our 
acceptance of the fausfallion imulianeous, cotemporaneous 
with the offer ? It is unreafonable that fhe fhould infifk on 
fecing the letter agreeing to regeive the fansfaftion? We 
think not, becaufe, 1 

it, Mr, Jackfon fates that this is the invariable courfe 
of European governments in like cafes, i 

Is this denied by Mr. Smith? We have three letters of 
his, after this allertion, and Mr, Jackfon’s principles are 

not queflioned——bat, 
2dly. 1f no fuch ufage had before exifled, here were {pes 

cial reafons for the adoption of fueh' a rule. 
- Great- Britain, through Mr, Ecfkine, had rendered a full 
faisfallion for the Chefapeake affair, which had been ac- 
cepted by us—but owing to his segleét of demanding out 
anfwer and agreeing to it beforghand, our government had 
inferted the mofl affrontive langage ever introduced into a 

diplomatic correfpondence. Wasi then unreafonable, that 
Great: Britain fhould be unwilling again to confide in our 
delicacy—again to repole in our fenfe of decorum ? 

But 'laftly, here was ferious controverfy about to be ad- 

jufted, here was a trefpaly on our rights about to be com- 
‘promifed by the payment of money, and the acknowledg- 

ment of wrong. | Fo Se 
Did any prudent man ever fod his money, or tender his 

fausfaétion without feeing his difcbarge, without reading his 

receipt in full? 1f fuch imprudence does not occur in pri- 
vate life, how could it be expected of a nation which 
no extraordinary reafon to confide in our will? 

But Mr. Smith and Mr. Madifon, fo far from confiding 
pofitive alfurances of Mr, Jackfon of his powers m 

relation 16 the Chefapeake, and of his being clothed with 
the falle® authority, continue in the future correlpondencs 
and in the Meflage after the whole negotiation was clofed, 
to infinuate that he had no competent power—ihac be had 
made no fpecific offer, and that his intimations were accom 
panied wuh inadmifhible pretenfions on this point. - 
CF all hereafier diflinétly examine thefe p:etenfins : 

“which are declared inadmiffiblé, but at prefent my object is 
imply to fbew, and that T have fully done, that ous Cibj- 
pet have in very indecorous language contradifted Mr. 
Jackfon's mot folemn affeveranons, and milreprefenicd - | 
a glaring manner his oblesvations, 

As to the third charge brought againdt Great. Brita, 

that of having made no propofals for ihe repeal of the ore 

deés in council, it is the oniy ene in which opr Governe 
meni, have not come toa flat contradiftion of Mr. Jacks 

But it will be een that they do aot land on bester grousd 

in his fic lever declares, fe. inv 
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