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“erish ta extenuate, but T have not been

2ble to discoverit,  If itisin the let-

ter it isa mite too small for my visioo.
The next latter in course is that of

Mr. Smith of tie 19thof Octobery in |

which Mr. Jackson is remindcd that
the President expected ““a formal
and _ satisjactory explanation” of the
reasonsiof the “disavowal, and ‘ha is
stoid that ths' President, “ persisis in
that expeaiagon and in the opinion
that there has been given no explanas
tion Uiat is adequate either as to the
smatter orthe mods”’ . In a subse-
qgient part of the jstter the Secretary
‘woes on to say—** The siress you have
inid on what yon have been pleased to
‘atate as the subsitution of the terms
C Bnally agresd on for the terms first
proposed has excited no small degree

of swiprize.” And why didit)excite

a0 panch surprisein Mr. Smith ? Was
it that e now, for the first time, had
infirmation of the offensive condis
" tiens, or (hat the alledged substitution
wus considared by him as an imputa-
tion on hls hoigsty or that of the go-
vernment?  LAChim give the apswer,
“Certain it is that your predecessor
did preszne for my congidesbion the
thrée conditions which now appear in
it printed, document ; that he was
dispdsedio wrge them mors than the
“mature of «wo of-them (both palpably
inad wissibles aud one more than mere-
ly inadmis,ible) couid permit; and that

“.on finding his first proposals  unsuc- |
cpsdful, the more reasonable terms |

compriged in’ the arrangement  re-
» apecting the ordersincouncil were a
dopred,” . Noy, siry . the conditions

ware nol marely shewn, by Mri Ers.,

Kine, bnttiey were pressed by - him,
rand very properiy rejected by the Se-
«¢retar y, and other teims finaily adopt-

#ds And whether youcall the propo- |

sal @& substiution or by some other
.Daniey 1t was the natural course to be
takeny y .55
M5t h then proceeds to say~——
wiAnd whaty sivy is there in ﬁiis
.to coueitgn;(;)cewthe coniclusion  you

have dawn i favor of the vight of his |

‘Britannic. Majesty to disavowtie pro-

«cecdiog - -1s anything more.common’
inspublic. negociations than o begin®™

within highendemand,: and, “chat fail,
ine, todeseedto a lower? 1o have,
if pov two scts of Jinstruction ; two or
“more than two grades of propositions

.

~7in the same et of instructions to begin

~with what 1 the mast desirable and to
encd with what is founm

e attainable. This 1-ust be obvious

to every understanding, and it is con- |

A= i2d by universal -experiences s

& " \What were the real and entire n-

siructions given #to your pradecessor
i8 @ guestion essentially  between him
ard Lis government, - Zhat he had, or

atlgrsty that: he bslicved he “had suf-
fcient auhority to conclude the ar-

.

. TAvgeineat,
during our dise
to leave no rod!

B~y

inadmissibie |
in cuse the more dezivable shovld not

‘hﬂ Jformal . assurancesy
Ussions, were such as .
for doubt,  Ifis sub-
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you will recolicet that Ly the letter of
My, Pinkney of the 28th of May, it

appears that Mr. Conning declared to

him that Mr. Erskine had acted * not:
‘only without authority but in  dircct

oppotition to the most ‘precise  in-

structions,”? and the onder of council

of (he 24k of Muy, declares that the

agreement “ 1y not such  as was au-

thorised by his wmajesty’s instruce

tiohs.””

I am not about to question the pro-
pricty of this measure. Itis perhaps
right, and it might have been neces-
sary, if the Executive had this im-
pression, to avow it; but it does ap
pear to me that if Mr. Smith desmed
this eourse of correspondence proper &
justifiable on his part,he shouid not have
been so ready to take fite at an insinua-
tion not more gross. Liet mesay toothat
not perceiving the necessily or utility
in the then existing state of things of
‘the remarksy 1 do most sincerely regret
they were made. -Their tendency is
certainly net to bring to a happy ter-
mination our disputes with G. Britain.

“We will now, sir, pass t,:_‘;h,e‘ reply
i of Mr, Jacksen of the 28d o October.
In answerto the renewed call for an
explanation of the disavowal, he says :
' ¢ His majesty was pleased to disavow
the agreement concluded between you
and Mr. Erckine, becausc it was con-
cluded in violation of that gentleman’s
instructions, and -altogether without
authority to subscribe to the terms of
it, © These instructions I'now under
stand by your letter as. well as from
! the obvious, deduction which I took
{ the liberiy of meaking in mine of the

l.stance mare known toyou; no stron-
{ ger illustration therefore cau be given
| of the deviation from them which oc-
Leurred than by reference to the terms
{ of your agrcement.”

‘ Heve agein it is said, this evil spint
‘ 92‘ insinuation has embodied itself, and
{ it bas been discovered lurking in the
: latter sentence in which Mr Jackson
i states thot the instrugtions of Mr. Er-
skine, which with a refereace to his
former lctter, and what follows in this,

restin the despatch of ‘the 23d of Jan.
were kuown in: substance by  Mr
Smith at the time of the arrangement,
as he uuderstood not only from the

admission of Mi. Smith, but from the |

- deduction in the letter of the 11th of
Oct. Now what i: the deduction?
By adverting to that letter it will be
discovered to rest.on' the ¢ official cor-
respondeiice” of Mr. Evskine to his
government.  And what are the facts?
Mr.Smith in his letter of the 19th of
October very fairly admits that the

“ three conditions” were presented

and ‘pressed by Mr Lrskine.  But
. does Mr. Jacksou allege in this or any
. other letter;  thet when My. Erkine
- gave inthe  thr

treat on other terms, or that our go-
veriment so knew ? I can perceive

| this 1s not &6,

informed you, and again repeat, that
Does not this renewed
asseveration 2ford a strong ground for
the belief thut Mr. Jackson never bad
in mind the insinuation with which he
is charged.”  One woed, sir, as to
what is stated about the substitutien.
In this as welas in the former letter,
it appears tome that the remark that
Mbr. Frskine had stated that the terms
finally agraed on were substituted in
lien of those wriginally proposed is
made for the very obvious purpose of
shewing that in Mr. Erskine’s own
conception the agreement did not

ke

thete which yeu have thouihi proper well the gener

toapply to my last letter, issuch us
necessarily abridges that frecdom.
Thatany thing thercin contained may
be irrevalent to the subject, it is of
course competent in you to endeavor
to shew, and as far as you succeed in
so doing, in so far will my argument
lose of its validity—but as to the pra-
priety of ry allusions, you must al-
low me to acknowledge only the deci-
sion of my own sovereign, whose com-
mands I obey, and to whom alone I
can consider mysell responsible.  Be-
yond this it suffices that I do not devi-

11th inst. were at the time in sub- |

ate from the respect due to the go-
I the coursé of the correspondence | vernment to which I arg accredited,
the next letter is'that of Mr. Smith ol'l “ You will find that in my corres-
the st of November, from which I pondence with you, I have carefully
will read a few passages. In answer avoided drawing conclusicns that did
to the explanation he says—¢ Altho’| Dot necessarily follow from the pre-
the delay and the apparent reluctarce | Mises ddvanced by me, apd least qf
in specilying the grounds of the disa. ' all should I think of uttering an insi-
vowal of the arrangement with respect  buation, where 1 was unable to sub-
to the orders in council do not corres- Stantiate a fact. To facts, euch us]
pond with the eou-se of proceeding have become acqudinted with them, 1
deemcd most becoming the occasion, have scrupulously adhered, andin so
| yetastheexplanation hasatlengthbeen doing I must continue, whenever the
| thas made, it only remainsas to that good _fauh of_hls ma.jesty’s govern-
purt of the disavowed arrangement to ment is called in question, to vindicate
vewret that such consideraticns should its honor and dignity in the manner
have been allowed to outweigh the so- that appears to me best calculated for
lid objections to the disavowal.”” ~ that purpose.” by TN S
While the disivowsl was a matter ~~ Now, what are the insinuatioy
of discussion, it *might be proper to which Mr. Juckson  haduttered” al‘fc;.v
canvass the reasofis on which it was at- the facts he had stated ? T find it no
tempted to be justified. But afterthe Where said.that he had uitered the in
expl mation had been given and recog- sinuatiod complained of, the charge
nized by our government, it was not on the contrary is that' he has used a
strictly necessary to intimate asis here language which by implication is said
done, that the British minister hod be- to convey the idea so affensive to our
,hqvcd urbecomingly in delaying that government. And what, Sil:, is ghiﬂ
expianation, or in evincing a reluc- langu.agc? I have al_ready givenit'to.
taucesto give it at all. Besides, sir, you iIn detail, and will on}y he\:e re-
as the first letter of Mr. Smith is dat- mark gencrally, that I see nothing in
ed the 9th of ocgoﬁ’gr, and the letter it but an adherence to two facts, that
of Mr. Jacksonis of the 23d of the the despatch of the 23d of January,
same month, there was really no great Was the only authotity which Mr. Er-
delay, and as to any reluctance, 1 find skine had to conclude an arrangement,
in Mr. Jack:ion’s first letter of the and that the % three COD(.“(&QQB” form-

comport withithe  three conditions.”

15 declared by the British minister 0 |

ec condidons” he in-'
timated that he was not authorised to

11th of Oct. the same causes assipned ing the substance of that despatch,
| for the disavowal as in that of the 23d, Wwere known to our government. ..Per‘
with perhaps less force. mit me to remark that if the insinua-

The letter of Mr. Smith closes tionisnot contained in the former let-
thus 1~ ters, it certainly is notin this,

¢ 1 abstain, sir, from making any But it is said that inasmuch as Mr.
| particular animadversions on several Smith had charged Mr, Jackson with
"irrelevant and improper allusions, in the insinuation, and s Mr. Jackson,
your letter, not at all comporting with makes no. dcn{gl,‘,but dacl?res lhﬂ_‘ he
the profzssed disposition_to adjust in ahou_ld not think of witering an insi
an amicable manner the differences nuation where he was not able to sub-
unhappily subsisting between the two stantiate a fact itis an admission of the
. countries. But it would be improper -Fj;arge., If we strip the sentence of
| to conclude the few observations to its severity and rudeness we will per-
which I purposely limit myself, with. ceive that: Mz, Jackson, never having
out adverting to your repetition of a
language imp_,ging a knowledge on the  ha iderstoo ,
part of this government that the io ceived it in the stalemen_tof the twe
structions of your predecessor did not facts, and as he knew this statement
authorize the arrangemeant formed by to-be, correct; ho-meant to adiiere to,
him. Afer the explicit 4nd peremp- 1t notwithstanding Mr. Smith might
tory asseveration that this goveramant draw an inference which did notinevi-
had 1o such knowledge, and that with tabiy flow from it, At best this sen-
sucha kpowiedge no such arrange- tenceis equivocal, and our Exéeutive

have understood that Mr. Smith per-

uttered the insinuation in terms, must {

al wish b {hic pengrd
gense of the community on thig &ab
ject,
wish of the nation tobeal peace withh

Great Britaing it ought to bew prinyas

vy puint in the paticy of our admins .
steation to farm atreaty with that conis
try on just principles, = Matters of e«
tiquette and persondl considerations

ought .to give way to this greater ob=.
ject. I cannot therefore think that the

interest of the country was promoted

by a refusal in the course of a few
days, to communicate with the man

who came (ostensibly at least) to form
a treaty with us. A :

that  Mr. Jackson had no powcer te
treat, and that thetrefore any farther
commuuication with him could answev
no desirables purpose. I will pot ask
your attention to ail that passed be-
twcen Mr. Bmith and Me, Jackson on
this point, bnt’ wiil merely.present to

for the authority and the answer which
Mr. Jackson pave. o b
of November says—— A el
“ For the first time itis now dis-
closed that the subjects, erranged
with this government by ycur prede-

¢ nthority of 3 Minister Pienipotentiary,
. that, not havinghad a_ full power
“*_tinet from that authoriiy, his trans-
qor e ) 4 i
actions on those subjects might of
tight be disavowed by his govern-
ment.”  This disclosurey so contrary

this business. I the authorit
your predecessor did not. embrace
the subjects in question, £o as to bind

that the only eredentials yet presente
by you being the same with those pre-
sented by him, give you no authority
to bind it, and that the €xkibition of .a
¢ full power! for that parpsse, such a
you doubtless are (uraished with, i

to further negociaiion ; or, to speak

ter now disclosed by you,
tion without this preliminary, would

ot only be a deperinre from the prin-
_Ei‘pl_é of equallty, which is the essen-

of the self-respect enjoined on.
tention of the United States, |
circumstances which have
taken place. Ve S

any part of your instructions for the
exercise of it.
_you hove justly remarked, remain
subj ct to our-own discretion.”

T,

the view, which you have again pre- saying I did not think of muking .the

meunt would have been entered into, might have undeistood Mr. Ja: kson as | 487 O21HE !
I % I'willnot, 1dare say, have escap~

sented. of the subject, makes it my

insinuation of which you complain,’

ofthe 4th of November answers~

ed your rtecollection that T informed

If then it is the interest and the © <

Tt Kas”been, remarked, however, =
»~, A\

you the”call which Mr. Smith' made

My, Smith in his lotter of 'the Tsty 1

cessor, are held not to be within the ©

to every antecedent supposition and .
P‘,j‘ust inferencey gives s new .agpect

his government, it necessarily fullo'w‘ig &k
bl

B
i e =
become an indispensable preliminary

more strictly, was réquired in the
first instance by the view of the mats -
Nepocta-

beia disregard of the precautions and ey

. ! N i i
« Ineed scarcely add, that in the
full power alluded to, asa preliminary
wo | to negociation, isnot intended tabe
included gither the whole extent or :

hese, ofcourse as

#To.this all Mr, Jackson in his lgfart

S gy
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tal basis of it, but would moreover

svquent letter of \he 15th June renew- ! nothing of this. Indeed it wonld have \ if : - : - .
dpg Lis assurance to ane ¥ that the been much more fair for the Executive : duty to apprize you, that such insisu because I am not sble to substantiate] YOU 43 Very ?{:"t’ 1 mgdq;our‘gotr;:
* terms of the agresment so happily 'to have drawn a contrary admission | ations are inadmissible in_the inter- the fact. -« . Sy ”;ca"°2’frti,.,“ i;‘ 3 l""o'?ﬂa' .
enciuded by the recent negociation  from this sentence. For if the “three | course of a foreign minister with ago- _ Will any gentleman still say that Bs¥a’ cre ettial lettar, his 183ty

will be strictly. fullilled. on the part of‘f conditions” were d'stinctly known, | vernment that understands what Mr. Jackson ought i Pigased 1o Sy meAwilhe i

lici‘ly to have,} 5B 3
renounced his-error, t B &‘3’?5‘!’"* ower under the great seal of

Eis Majesty,” is an eyident indication fand the British minister would con- [ Owes woitsell.” . error, 1o have acknow- AN “ ' 1
of what bis persuasion then was as to fsent, as he did consent, to adopt terms | Shall T say, sir, that in this part of ledged thatshe did mean the insiriva- u&?m“%‘l‘gm’, fort thet e?:?” p\ér;l).ose ; &
Bis instractions, -And with a view to | Which did not comport with them, the | the letter the Secretary shews such a tion, and thatiit was without founda T '\:"]“C“" l".'b; “'°g“7"' te-‘.ﬁ."fw o ":;'.. e S0y
shew what his impressions hava. been fair inference is that he must have led | want of temper, the expressions used tion? - If he dogs so say, heimisthaye - HRY el o ;

! aar government to belicve that his in- | by him are so harsh, thatas anAme- forgot the course and temper ofithigj ,“;.r?f"?.“f’" atgi sl igmmscance, and
strictions had “ two or more grades of [ Tican, I have to regret that he ever - correspondences, Certainly there wis. }Tf HaYE* only SHONy: 40" add’ "lta‘ I_““,"

Why then did the | suffered the paper to passtbe thres- nothing in Mr. Smith’s st, lettey ready, .\yhﬁnq?.gr 1L 8uits your conveni-
1 admire firmness,  Which could possibly lead to donciliney, C0e, (6 exchange my fuil power a-
] ' Whien ™ cquals | RaInse that “with which you shall be

gress of negotia-

even gince the disavowaly  Lumaust take

the liberty of referring you' to the an- on

nexad extracts (See C.) from his of-  Propositions.” : S

< Bcinl Jeitors of the 31st July & of the ' Execuiive persist in the nodon that | hold of his office. X ; e

i4th August. 3 | the mere recital of things known to he | 8ad when the occasion demands.itour tion or concessidn, oidhG Torthe’

« Ahe declaration “ that the des- | true bore with it an insinuation of ano- | public functionaries cught to usé the Mmeet” we must expect that harshness e ams s BBy o

p:tch f:”dﬂl N, Canning to 0 Roa:  ther fact which is not true. 2 ]angu’ggé of complain( and expog(u’a; will meet h:rs!mess, and wheén one uoxnt-lfnst g’cc,ess;;—. ’for & ‘aker P
Rine of the 233 January is the only | Fermit me now, sir, to read that 5 ‘ AR

~

tion, nay, cven that of crimination, part will perinit iln‘ﬁ(f:lf to betincivil e oy A A >
sder U e v 4 v & 8 very able'and satisfactory explanation
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despateh by which the conditions were
prescribzd to Mr, Lrskine for tiie con-
alusion of an arrangemeénton the mat-
terto which it relates” is now for the
first titae made tothis governnent,
And Ineed havdly add, that if that
despatch bad been communicated at

part of Mr. Jackson’s letter which is
‘inanswer to the insizuation of double
| instructions

% Nothing can be more notorious
than the frequency with which, in the
course of a complicated negociation,
minisiers are furnished with a grada

bt
i

~ the 23 of Jduuary which, tho they ; Pointof fact.

she time of the arvangement, or ifjt ~tionof conditions, on which they may
uad been known that the propositious
eontained init and which were at first
presented by Mr. Erskine, were the

80 camaman is the case which you put’

Dypothetically, that in acceding tothe.
only oncs orwhich he was authorised - J““i‘]& of your statement, I feel my-
_to make an‘arrangement, tije arrange- ;!?lf*! wpelied to make only one obser-
'ment wouid not have been-made. .’ .ﬁwion; pon it, which is, that it does
T must bely you, sir, liere to recols: mot strike me as bearing upon the con-
Jest that when Mr. Smith wrote this | sideration of the unauthorised agree-
‘etter he bad seen the ifist ctions of T entvmgud&d here, inasmuch as in

; v. Erskine Kad ro such
may b deemed offansive, ave  pre- | graduated instraction. fop are alrea-

‘cleary aud that Mr. Jackson |dy acquainted with that which was gi-

| be successively authorised to conclude..

but then it ought to be done interms he must™ expect inclyility, not cour-’
which are decorous. To tell a-mini- tesy or concession from the other.

ster in terms that he has made “ seé- respe
veral irtelevact and improper allusi- dence«as it rclates to the insult. « Aud,
ons in his letter,” ‘without specifying = sir, lest I muy be misghdersiond, 1!

“vhevéin, is not using the ‘lan&;:ge will pow state, that it is ot my inten-)
even of dignified resentment. “And ton to intwtc&t‘hat oMY gaveriuent |
while a negociation i§ pending, tha knew that Mr. Erskine mude the ar |
adoption ‘of such language mustirri. rangement vithouty authoritr. %
‘tate, and however intended, can have aitm has ®een to ghow ihat My Jagh=
‘the effect only, of bringing it to a dis= sondid notuse &% guage Inplyiig
astrousclose. " f . &7 - aknowledge: in this governmeit, (hat
I am now come to Mr. Jackson’s theinstructions of his predecessor did
last letier, and you will here permit not authorise the arrangement formed
! me to repeat, that I feelnoinclination by him ” Ta myself the considera-
| to jusiify the manner in which the cor- ti.of}S"ﬁ have uiyed urg satisfactory.
| respondence was condncted on his ~ [will now, pro.wnéijif,a(s‘ﬂ,l‘l Mr.y
| part.  The close of this letter in par- - Emott) to consider ether the Exe. |
| ticular is so uncourteous, that but for cutive in refus_ing.;:tx receive any far-
the letter of Mr. Swith, to which it ther cemmunications from the British

I bave now dpne with (hg_eorfes;inn-,} 5

‘which shas been given by my Iriend
ram - Connecticuty” (Mr. Dana) of
“whaty is‘interded’ by “a. full power”
.in diplomacy to shew the autherity it

: cr?;,cm Suffics ittoisay, that i Mr.

Jacksotr had ‘such - anthorization: he
might have concludeda tredty, & that
he-fnd Ao sistishiéds s  HEnot ouly
“deciared Uit in wddition to his letter
of aredence he Hadd full power under
tha great seal of Eogland, but offired
to produce it, - Wovr'ld sushoffer have
been  wade if the (hing had no exis-
ctence. I the exccutive enteriained -a
'iﬁsmcion ot this ktnd wly did he not
take Mr, Jacksonat hisword. ' Instead
‘ol dotng this, the auswer of MriSmith
is a disiniseal of the negociation with
the nepgociator.

But if Mr. Jack'son was impawered

mot oty solemnly pledged himseif | ven & [ have hiad the bonor ofinform- | isin answer, 1 should call it rude. The . minister, has manifested a just regacd & gy iy L e
RoWr Biskiie bag n%'” struce 1 i you, that it ‘was the obly oné by | charges 'bowever made against the [ to tha intcresi of the American peo. | f0 tFefl It 18 Sugpested that it vas om
o Sl S di ' ' ' ple.” I have already temarked, that | térms detopatory (o the hanorend ine

i ﬂ"&, but had placed iBe right 'j.the"cmdi'.ions on which he was

British minister; of conduct unbe-

TR i it © b O gt Sl 5 kY i e f i : A AT s consistent with ' the intcrest ol ths
3 2 a C eroc: T e RS o lude were prescr fay I ¢coming and improper, in the plainest | In my opinion the true tnterest of the ; : A% g
~ vowal on this wvery _Cyi_lc stance. | to conclud prescribed. So far g propery in the p !cqun}t’ry?hag&n'éi conenited {n ot bro.| COLNLryy inasmuch us his instructions

the terms, which he wasactually
duced to accept, having b

Now in what [ bave

erceive a_direct clhiarg

cone-

| terms, and without coloring or qualifi

cation, invited areply out of the ordi- | moted by this measure ; it remains

bounid him to inaist on the * the three

een e oy o 3 S

0 by -ﬂr. Smith to Mr, ﬁ ated in that instruction, he him- | nary ccurse of diplomatic civifity. . then {or me to explain the grouncs of conditions af'» ;)he basts é-);"-',m n.,gqc:‘:\.l
“elias the Secratary not ooly states that they were substituted | Mr. Jackson in his letter of the 4th | thatopinion. i T fhotl. | SANe GRINEe & GHCISUIEPEW )
That e ﬁr‘skingmf’:f i 4 2% It would be superfluous in me at this recollectis the absoluie relinquishment

al @' u in lizu of those originqﬁy’_ pros
ructions or diffarent grades posed.” FARIS

fons: Here Mr, Jackson meets the insinu-
‘sttemots to make out the | @tion, not by talking of the respect |
Mz, Erskine’s assuraucea ' due to hisgovernment, but by an open

A ]
iitions in the same instruc-

of November, thus expresses him-|
sell : ; time to attemipt to prove that ihe in

“ I am concerned, sir, to be oblig- | terest of this country is best promoted
ed a second time to appesl to those | by a state of pozce and of {rec inter-
principles of public law under the | course with Great Britain, The mu-

pondence. - In doing this | and ungquivacal denial, WMy, s
jsintiates that the Boirsh  Xine hdd no such graduated insiruc |
bas besn guilty of nexiidy tion.” You, sir, he says to Mr. Smith, !

have never seen the despatch of the

sanction and protection of which [ was | tual wants of the \wo nation§ might
sent (6 this country.  Where there is ! be brought to prave this, but the ge-
not freedom of commurication in the | neral joy of the country so audibly ex
form substituted for the mare usual | pressed at the (ime it waj thought sur |
restrictive system as to that nation

of the colpnial trade wa well indirect
as direct, and another is'the anthorigas
tion of the Britivh Navy to enforce oug
non-intercourse system. g
Now on these terms 1 never would
coniclude a treaty with Great Britain. '
Nay I can hardiy forgive oursecretary
{ov his official 2ssurance to Mi: Erie

kine, as [ fid it in e letter of that

S_vt"e_q;{:;ry in refusisg o
ficct the arrangement, and

shood oa the face of the
~of that government. ' For

254 Jrouary, and almough you might one of verbal discussion, there can be |
have beey induced to think that Mr, |little useful intercourse between'mi-
Erskine had faviber pawers, I have ‘nisters; and oze at least, of the epi-

¥

Gentdemarn to Mr.. Smith ofihe 9ih of

was about to by obindoned, is sufhci- A W o)
yst—"¢ The third condition’ yen - w1y

ent for my purposo, as it shews as! Aug

‘é\

Yl 4 . ' ¢ 4 - B



