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ed fiom you

_ Although it may not have been your intention to have given
bl 2 P“Quﬂ which ir wou'd m WQn“f affumed,

+ fuch hay been_the 1endeny of fome ‘of your semarks, and
“Particularly of the concJufion you have drawn from the 1two h
-tircumflances, 1fi. 1 hat no trace of corplaint from this go-
it miffon, or wis diflin&!y anngunced by me ‘in our coufer-
ences, and 34, that from the official correfpondence of Mr. Er.
fkine with his gdvernment, it appears, that although he did not
edmmanicate in extenfo’ his oniginal ibftruftions, he fubmitied
o mie the three copditions therein fpecified and received my ob-
{ervations on ¢ach. , b

If there be no trace of complaint againft the difavowal in the
archives of the miffion, it is becaufe chig governarent couid not
have entered fuch complaint before the reafons for the difavow-
al had been explained, and efpecially as the explanations were
jofly and corfidently exnefled through the new fun@ionary.—

nd as to the fuppoled vgfcr\'c;on my oart on this (ubje& m our
{everal conferentes, 1 did rhapive, that my repeated mrimations
10 you of the necellity of fausiallory explanations, as 1o the dif-
avowal, were fufficient indications of the d:ffaustaction of this
goverfiment with refpeét to the difavowal wielf.

The firefsyou have laid on what you have been plealcd to
fiate as the fabfliturion of the terms finzlly agreed on, for the
rerms fir propofed, has excited no fmall degree of furprife,
Certain it is that yoar predece(lor did prefent formy confidera-
tion the ihree conditions which now appear in the prinred docu-
ment—that he was difpoled o0 urge them more than the dature
of two of them (both palpably inadmiffible and one more than
anerely inadmiffible) could permit, and that on finding ‘h.:s fir‘ﬂ
propofals unfuccefsful, the more reafonable terms com prifed in
the arrangement relpefling the orders in counci] were adopred.
And what, fir, is there in this to countenance the coaclufion you
have drawn in favor of the right of his Britannic Majefly to dif-
avow tlfe praceeding ? Is any thing more common in public
pegoiiations than to begin with a higher demand, and, that fail-
fug, to defeend tod lower ? To have, if.not two fets of infiruc-
tiohs, two.o* more than two'grades of propofitices in the fame
fer of inflruétions, to begin with what s the moR defirable and
0 énd - with what is found to be admiflible in cafe the more dé-
Girable fhonld not bé artaimable.  This muft be obvious to every
noderllanding, and it is confirmed by univerfal experience.

What where the real and éntire inftrutions ‘given to yoar
predecefor is 2 queftion cllentialiy becween him and his govern:
ment. That Yie had, or at leall, that he believed he had {uffi-
cient #uthority to conclude the arrangement, his formal affuran-
ces, during our difcuffions, were fuch as to ledve no room for
doubt. His fublequent letter of the 15th June renewing his al.

furance 1o me ** that the terms of the agreement fo happily con-

¢+ cluded by the recent negotiation will be firilkly fulfilled on the
# part of his MajeRly,” is an evident indication of what his per-
fusfion then was as to his inflru@ions. And with d view (o
fhew what his impre ffimns have been even fince the difavowal, 1
muft take the liberty of relerring you to ‘the annexed extrafls
(See C.) from his official letters of the 31t July and of the 14ih
of Auguft.

Thedeclaration ** thar the difpatch from Mr. Canningto Mr.
Erfkine of the ¢3d Jaouary is the only difparch by which the
conditiont were preferibed o Mre. Erfkine for the conclafion of
an arrangement on the matter fo which it relates” is now for the
£ir® time made to this goverament: And 1 need bardly add,
that if that difpatch had been communicated at the tine of the
arrangement, or if it had been known that the propofitions con-
tained in it and which were at firlt prefented by Mr. Erfkine,
were the oaly onés, on which he was authorifed to make an'ar-
rangement, the arrangément would not have been made. ’

As you have difclaimed any authority to offer explapations
for the difaviowal, as you have been willing to afcribe the want
of fuch aiithofity to the confideration that other channels had
been preferred, and as you have even confidered the circumftan.
ces under which the arrangement took place to be fuch as could
only lead to a difavowal, and theiefore as fuperfeding the necef-
fity of any explanation' whatever, it is to be regretied, that you
had not deémed it propér 1o render precife and explicit, that
part of your letter which keems o imply that' you had is our
converfations, id telation to the affair of the Chefapeake,
following the words of your infliutions, held cut not only. the
manner in which the reparation‘bad been accepted, but even the
form in which it had been tendered, as warranting his Majefty
in even retraétiog the offer of reparation; and that you bad elu-
cidited the obfervation by a reference to the particular exprefh-
ons which, ar all events, put it wotaliy‘out of his power 0 con-
firmi any #8 ¢onvaining them. - : '

Wharévgr thay have been your intention in this part of our
convérfation; or whatever ma;; be the import @f the paflage to
which I have juft alluded, 1 bave now the honor of fignitying h
to you, that I am authorifed to receive in a proper form what-
ever explicit explanations you may chufe to'make, with refpeét
to the grounds of this pant of the difavowal ; and without en-
quiring whether your autherity be derived from inflruétions that
have been addreffed to yourfelf, or that have devolved oo you
as the fucceflor of the minifter who bad declined to execute them.

~As you have, at the fame time, been pleafed to fay that his
Britanric Majelly had authorifed you to renew the offer of fa-
tisfalhion which Mr. Erfkine wasinfirufled 10 make, it was alfo ﬁ
naturally expefled that yon would in your letter bave flared
with piecifion in what thatoffer differed from the reparation fo-
lemuly tendered by Mr. ErRine and accepred by the United
States, and that you would have thewo in whar the ration
thes tendered differed fromt s ioflru&tions.  And whea T bad |

the hondr to intimate that, in order to avoid the mifeoncepiions | -

incideot to oral proceedings, it was thought expedient that our
furher dilcuflions on uheug:e(cm mﬁoa‘bﬂaoo!’d be in the writ.
ten form, there was no part of the {ubjeft to which that intima-
tivn applied with wore foree than the cale of the Chefapeake;
nooe on which it was more defisable 10 avoid “mafconceptions
and 10 obtiin precife knowledge of the propofitions which you
were autborifed 1o make, not only becaiife I did not really un-
derfland the panicalars of 1be offer as dillinlly 25 you feem o

‘bave fuppofed, but aifo becaufe, on that paint, and on that alove,

| indicace, v e

1‘ Befides the inevitable and incalcnl;1bié§ibnfﬂh'};ﬂ¢;dc'n‘t to fuch ‘a

- might be confidered as immediately opéri to that courle of pro-

it is to be carried on throogh the contiguouns and neighhouring

" inconfiderable effeét of this circait-on the prices in Holland and
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nor laclyde in ity provifiom the exento iy
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ign-ports (o thofe of Holland, nor vellels trading eng
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'made fo you o | ceeding on the faith of the arrargement profefled to be refrg
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¢ Britifb wary. " . | the injuries incident to' the delay avd to. the breaki up of
e pant of his Bri. | [uch voyages cannot but have be <0 confiderable, ang

T luttcfs it fuch advances, whetber regard | arrangen ﬂ? as in theca(?;fpemﬂy o lde'dfer,mdn‘i_

Scondiions themlelves, of to the difpofition they | fequently’ with all oiher lofles fairly refulfing from the e

hiﬁ"z" | which. bas e they will fall withi the

¥
d
) L% 9 '!_

- capiured  without and avempr, after contrary war
ﬁl,m ed to thofe poris. - But I need nctremra{l you
o ,

wil

| e S 0 D o o e i
nced by the Uidred Swates,” 0 70 0 7 joft indeminification for which the principle, alfumed ;
 the demand inrhaoﬁgmb@&um;;wq ;;1:;,‘:4 .‘J, P’“‘ ple, “M“‘{h‘
ypprebiended, as it is #ot initfelf connetled, nor has at |} "y o jde Sie with preffidg upon your candi
everbofort Eeen §rousht inte conneftion, cither with the it ot 1243 “conclude, Sir, with preffing upon your candid at

order, is 2 formal pledge. A
the Geders in connil, or wirh that of die Chefapeake. And it her (g leatl which the P““‘"}”"““ have looked for in
‘was realontably 1o be prefmed, if the sdea. of fich a condition '| eonfequence:of the difavowal of a tranfallion fuch o wiy
Wad i the fiit fnfasce proceeded from e erroneous behief that concluded by your prédecellor- dud carried fzighfuny dto
it was not objeQionable 10 the Unitéd States, that it wonld vot | 'effelt by this government, was an explanation from yours
ha:e been perfifled in afier what coror hﬁdvb‘cﬂl,“.“"““‘d and | “of the difavowal, not through the minifler difavowed, by
ackvowledgéd. "~ TR R through his {ucceflor—an explanation founded on reaf
The other demand cou'd 1ill tefs have been apprehiended. (liong and folid in themfelves; and prefented, neiiher verb‘::

he o foreion eruifers; the  flipulation would rouch one of | lys nor -"8“‘-",", but in a form comporting with the occafie
!:Oca"‘:i:ai ::icn'zipks of fovrreigntpv, which no natien cught to | 00, and wuh.lhe rt(pcﬂ due to the ;ba.raé}er and to‘lbegood
haye been expefied toimpair. For where would be the diffe- | faith of the difappoinied party,—that.it has been found with
“tepce in principle between authorifing 4 #reign government to | much concern and with aot lefs furprife, that you are charg-
exécute, and authorifjng it 10 make laws for us - Nor ooght it | ¢d with no fuch explanations,—that. you have apparen;|

w0 b fopbofed that the fan@ions and precautions of a law of the ¥ M : :
l;nitcdugf;::és, inatbe "cafes of the pro'l):i_bitcgi trade in queflion, wifhed to bring the {ubjeéis, which bave been formally and
wou'd Pr’ovc'im'ﬂiracious for its purpofes. |

- Had none of tha'e obflacles prcfcmed them{alves to the courfe

cor;cipnnaﬁrg with the fentiments and difpofitions of the Pr=fi- "'éh‘éd, viz. that of the: frigate Cﬁefa'ptake is acafe fot
dent, 1 Mhould have feltgreat pleafure in giving yon formal affu-

val affo- -which reparation, not dented 1o bé due, had been preyiouﬂy
rances of his readind/s to execate the conditional authority with. L'(o Jong withheld, or rather in which the aggreflion itfelf has
which he is inveiled *ur refloriog in hs Full cxtcls_t.l as far as ;‘ been fpim out,” to the -prefent moment, by the continued de-
mdy depend on thé United States, the commercia _'“"ffo“' ¢ | tention of the maripers, winfe feizure, making a part of the
of the two countries, and that he would, moreover, be difpofed i SO AP R X R hE Auieh .
b S the ek pevirment o SN} negotiation to every point '8 ility, committed againk thé Ametican frigate,
of differerice and of ‘mutnal interell between them, “If, indecd, a.m.ﬂ o regar‘de(.i n-4 Jigh aqalngnus {03 continged grten-
: tion of the fhip itfelf ;——thar in the other cafe, viz, that of

in the event of a fuccefsful terminasion ‘of whar relates 1o the _ ; , :
cafe of the Chefapeake, it bé thought that 2 removal of the dif- | the orders in couricil, you are not authorifed to tender ex-
ficulties arifing from the orders in counci] might be facilitared |} planations for the difavowal, or to propefe any new arrange.
by compiehending them in a general negoriation and the opera-- | mant, nor to conclude any agreement, but folely to receive
tion of the orders can in the'mein time be fulpended, the door and difculs propofitions which might be made o you, pot
concealing, at the fame tune, that; to be fatisfallory, they
{ muft igclude two conditions, both inadndlfible,—one, alto.
gether irrelevant to the fabjet, and the other requiring no-
thing lefs than a furrender of an inalienable funétion of the
narional fovcre';gr.ly.
Notwithftanding thefe repulfive confiderations, fuch is the
difpofition of the Prefident to-facilitate a final and compre-
That ' fufpenfion of the orders with @ view 10 their being henfive accommodation between the two nations, that he is

broaght into.a general negotiating is more reafonable than a tem- l teady, as I have already had the honor of fignifving to you,
pory fobmiffién to their authority,, by the United States wuth ’ to favor any mode of bringing about fo happy an event that

arcangemens had taken place ; that one of thefe cafes thus

.

ceeding. &Y 4
To fuch a fufpenfion no reafonable objeétion can be made,

if, ‘as vou have flaied, the ordersin councilas now quiﬁcd leave
the trade of the United Staies nearly as great as 1t would be
without the exifience of fach orders, fo long as France and the
other powers fhall contivue their decrees, and mafr\nuch as a
difcontinmance of their décrees by thole ‘powers confelledly re-

quiresan immediate andentire revocation of the orders in council.

that view, is obvious from the refle@ion that lach afubmiffion may be found confiflent with the bonor and the'efllential in-
would necellitily involve a relinguifhment of the principle which | egell of the United States, |

they have fledfaftly afferted, whereasa difcgminqancc:o‘ the or- I have the honor to be, &c. N
ders inv council in the préfent a8ual fate of things would ot (Si g;tc d) | ' ‘R. SMITH,
be shcompstrtile with ‘E‘ principleon which:they were Ofiyi= | av, pronorable Francis Fames Fackson, P, & e
nally founded. b g L AR g ! E :
THis principle was, as you well know, the neceffity of reta- e !
liating, throngh ncutrals, injuriés received through a vialation
of their rights by anoiber belligerent.” Ia the attual ) flare of
things, and under the sttual modification of the orders in coun- |
cil produced by it, it ‘1s admitted by you, that the orders have-
no pradlical efeflin abridging the commerce of neutrals, and
can of cdurle have no retahating efe@ on the othér belligerents.
Althoughi it cannot be allowed to be true that the orders in
eouncil are no fongér injurious 1o thé commerce of the United
States, it is certainly rue thad they predace 1o degrec of mjnry
to the enemics of Great-Britain thavcan counteaance the ictal:
ating plea a!lcdgcd in fupport of them. |
What, permit me ‘o alk, is the degree of injury 2ftaally ‘ac-

w4 (A:)
Estral of a letter from My, Pinkney to Mr. Canmng
dated London, Olober 10, 1800,

mumications was not difcountenanced, but commended i —
For, after 1 had made my felf underflood ;as to the ’EIFPOfO
for which the interviéw had been rcquéﬁcd,‘ you s Cd me
if_ L thought of taking a more formal cotirfe, but immediately
added that yon prefumed I did not, for that the courfe L
had adopted was ‘well {uited to the occafion. My reply
was 10 {ubflance, that the freedom of converfation was bet-

cruing to the enemics of Great-Britfin from her reajiuniGg oW | Lok ed (o our (obieR and likely to conduét us @
ders? ording to > ord now modified, and more | P iy g rungey b
cfpccial[;‘;chg:;gi:wobifi ar!;;:’wiaesb them the g::hibitOfY law | 4° advam?geou§ conclnﬁ;) a, thaa the confiraiot X nd“f::dm:;
of this country in seldtion to Franee, the eflential difference be- | bty of writien intercoutfe, and that I had not inte T
tween their repeal and their exifience conlifis in this—that in the P:efcm a'pote. At the fecond interview (on the 22d Jo v}
cafe of their repeal, ps pledged by the arrangement of April, | 1t did pot occur to me that I had any reafon to Con_d“f*‘v
and certainly I did not conclude, that verbal communication

thé trade of the Unitid States might be 'carried on direély with
the ports of Holland, whillt during their exiflence, as at prefent; | il aot coiitiniidas be acceptable as a preparatory courie,
and it was not until the third.idterview {on the 29th July)

that 1t was rejetled as inadmi(lible.”’
' (B.) |
Extraél from Mr, Canning to Mr. Pinkney, dated
November 22, 1809,

rts.  To yoor ownicalculations, Sir. 1 fubmir, whether the

in the countries Tupplied through her, c2n any Jonger fuftain
the plea of inflifting diftrels on an enemy, or palliace the inju-
ries done 10 a friend by a proceediog (o coutrary to his feoti-
ments of juftice, atd which fubje& his regular commerce not |
only to inconvenient channels, but to all the abufes which may
refult from the fufpicions, real or pretended, of interefted crui-
fers.  You cannot but be fenfible, ‘that a perfeverance under
fuch circumflancesin a (yltem, which cannot longer be explamed
by its avowed obje@, would force an explavation by {fome ob-
je@ pot avowed.  What objeét might be eonfidered as befl ex-
plaining it, is an enquiry into which I de ‘net permit myfeif to
emcr,n?unber than to remark, that in ‘réladion 10 the United
States it mufl be an illegitimate objelt.

It remains to make a few cbfervations which are due to the

jufk interells of the United Stares, and which are invited b 3 o}
JyOu:snr:-'l:ti::g to‘tbce of:'c': h’c::;:c‘ila:f h;ay laft. / ¢ I had taken for grapted all along that fuch would, and

* You feem to confider that meafare as comprifing the ntmoft fuch mufl, be the uliimate proceeding on your part; how=
precaution that was in the power of his Beitanine Majeily to take, | ever you ought, with (o prepare the way for it by prehan-
for preventiog loffes, from his difavowal of the eugagement of nary convesfations,” '
gumrrgre':ec: ot, to citizens of the Unitz‘i“';"h“’hgh'd art! B AS] (C.) | ’ ‘
their commercial purfuits on the faith of thatvatl. Ny ¥ g o ,
W ithout entering im: a full view of the inadequacy of the Extraél of @ k:y“rf iy Mr. Evfhing to Mr. Smith, dated
' . afhington, Fuly 3s, 1809. ; 4
¢ Neither the prefent ume, nor the occafion will affor

order in that refpe@, 1.take the liberty of poiating out the fo’-

lewing infances in which it falls eflentially fhost of us decla- | | ; is
“ ¢ Snayos me a favorable opportunity for explaining 10 you the Foin<

and reafons upon which I conceived I had confiseme fo bus

red intentions < i . ~ , |
1. The ordei does not provide for the imporrant cafe of vel- cer |

Miajé!,'i wilhes ; and to the fpirit, at leait, of my _"_‘n",‘c'

‘wons upon that fubject, nor 10deed” would anv vindication

fels returning with cargoes from the ports of Heiland.
2. The cxcmpti::gw 2
of my conduét (whatever I' may have w0 offer) be of any

not) allign 1o you as the motive of the wifh which I then
exprelfed, my perfuafion, that written communjcations are
lefs liable to miflake than vetbal ones; becaufe ihat couifi-
“deration is fufficiently obvious, and becaufe the whole tuu_rfc
“and praétice of office is, in that refpeét fo cllablithed and 10~
variable, that 1 really could not have fuppoled the alhgn-
went of any fpecific motive to- be neceffary to accoun!‘f“
m;hrtquirin‘ a written flatement of your. propofals previous
to my feturning an official anfwer to them.

~

| interraption of veifels bound from
the United States to Holland was refirifted by that order ro fuch
as fhoyld have departed prior to the 2oth of July, at which date
it 13 pot certain that the order, which was net officially com- | "WFTHISHRE o A L
wunicared umil the 31l of that moorh, bad even reached any miention exifted on my part ,m]'praﬂace any deception ¥
ore point of the Umied States. ~So that fome veffels may have | wards the goverament of the United Siates,” ‘
g'e’fé::::tstt:sm :¢ "‘mm"‘ :u;h:::“l W\ From the same to the same, dated Auguft 14- ‘803;.[
fo after its arrival, but before a kdowledge of it bad become ge- %/ Under thefe circumflances, therefore, finding  (hat
eral ;. di ith of the 2 emt, yct all || Could ot ebiain the recogaitivas fpecified 1 Mr. Canning®
vy, i §4 % ( For the romainder sec Supplement.)

y

ave refulied 35 manifefily frow !he"difagnmd faith in ghe

dehinitively arranged, o frefh  negouation, as if no fuch

¢ At our firlt interview (on the 2gth June) verbal com-

s Tt is highly peobable that I did not (as you fay I did °
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