
ce'rfslhty? very dHtinclly tnfc vrncd me
rxu!d I.ot be recognised by the Presi- ;
dc: t, but you added, what Mid great
v.-eight In my mind, 'hat yen did not
see'why any great importance should
be -t al ked to. such a recognition ; be
cause il would he impossible that* a
citizen of the United States could pre-
fer a complaint, to liis government on ,
amount of tb.e capture of bis vessel j
\u25a0while engaged in .. trade absolutely j
'interdicted by the iaws ot his country."

This was certais ly granting the
rit-iit by |rnp!"'c :tion. But is it
trie that Mr. Jackson was bound
to insist on the three conditions. Let
the correspondence answer the ques-

} tic:;. i know that Mr. Smith to the
d insisted that he was ; but in my

judgment) it is another of his mis-
takes. v

Mr. Smith in bis first letter of the
9 \u25a0 of October, dates among othe>
things, that the P; osident hod learned
with surprise a.;d regret, that Mr.
Jacksoii had avowed u that, at all
cvenis, it is not ihe disposition «> the
iriten'ion of the British government to
re.'fic their Older* in Council, as
they respect the United States, but
upon a formal stipulation on the pat 11
oi the United Sta us to noceclc lo the j
following terms and jwndltjoi.s. vis.

" l»t That the act of Congi es°,
commonly, called the Nop-intercourse j
law, oe continued against France, so !
]..ng as she shall coniinuc her do- j
crecs

'* 3. That the navy of Great Britain
bn authorised to aid in <\u25a0: forcing the
provisionsof the said act of Congress.

"3. That the U. States shall ex-
plicitly renounce, during the present
war, tho right of car/viagon any trade j
whatever, dir-ct or indirect, with any
colony of any enemy oi Great Britain,
from /vhich they were excluded dur- j
Jng pcice j and th; t fnis renunciati -n
must extend, not only to the trade be- <
tween the colony and tine motisar coun* I !
fry, but to the trade betw en the co- : i
lony and ths United States," and re- ; I
quests Mr. Jackson lo corrcct this i
statement if he had been misappre- 1
herded-

Mr. Jackson in his answer of the ! I
11th of October, says:

" On the subject of hrs Majesty's ]
Orders in Council, I have had the ho- 1 i
rorof infjrming you that his Majesty 1
having caused lo be made to the go- j :
vernment of the United States certain i I
proposals founded upon principles, <
fiome of which were unders'ood to i
originate in American authorities and j I
others to be acquiesced in by them? j
and having alterwardt ascertained, in j <
a manner mentioned in a former part I
of tils letter, that the sentiments of <
the American government were so 1 <
iliffcrent from what ilv y were at first <
vnderstood to be, I was not instructed j <
to renew to you those proposals, nor l
to press upon your acceptance an ar- i
rangement which had been so reccni'y i
?declined, especially as the arrange- 1
mcr.t itself is bccome less important, i
tmdclhe terms of it less applicableto j i
the state of things now existing " t

In this sentence, as I read it, there
3; a sufficient negative to the state- <
mont of our Secretary. The propo- ; i
ftitls with tho three conditions were ! (
made originally, Mr. Jackson says, b»- J ;
©nuse they were supposed acceptably j
to our government, but as fhi» was I
discovered to be founded in mistake, J t
lie was instructed not to renew them, i 1
Does this look like an adherence to J <
the " threeconditions" as the b ol ? (
a treaty ? But fttr . Jackson h still j t
more explicit, he was not only instruct- . <
e ! not<o renew those proposal's, but j r
ha v?r.s evendirecfed not to press upon \
t> is government th * "creptknee of an ?
r,.T;in;"ement which it had declined. I
A"d ytt, sir, in contradiction to this { r
sial'-ment it is insisted "that though ! s
Mr. Jackson was not instructedto re- \
row the proposal or press its accep- s
tar.ee, ye': he was bound not to form a {
treaty which did not embrace the three r.
conditions. Ts this a fair deduction ? t
But in the latter part of the same 1 ct- 1
ter, as if < »ul that he might still be
rmsapp Mr. Jackson goes on i
to say : 1

<? S.ic'-i, sir, are the grotmds on <
which it has appeared to his \lijesty I i
to be unnecessary- to command rue to ! t
propose to the govermont ol the U. j ]
States any formal agreement to be sub (
stituted for that which his Majesty has i
been under the necessity of disavow ]
ing ; but lam directed to receive and 1
discuss with you any proposal which
you may be authorised to make to me
on this head. ' !

« A3 no disposition has hitherto <
been shewn on your part to make any I
such proposal, it has been impossible <
for mc to state by anticipation(nor was (
I instructed - so to do) what might be
the answer that 1 should eventually i
think it my duty to return to you ;

consequently I could not have made ;
with that view the statement con aiio.d
in the 4th section of your letter, and !
the three subdivisions of it. Such a .
statement won d have been obviously j
inconsistent with the former part of ;
my overturr, whi h you very cor- (
jfcetlyrecord in the 3d section, viz :

' that I was cot instruetpd to mr.ke to !
? you any \ ro} osal whatever upon this,

subject. I in UK -, n o< sarily reserve,
until I hear from what, pr-jposuh
it rr-nv 11"- deemed proper t<; make on
behedf of the United States, to state in {
how far they do or do not accord with ;
the instructions* which it hits pleased

| his Majesty lo givemc for the guidance
| in this nesroclation.
j " I wiil only add, sir, in conclusion I
of this let'.er, that his Majesty is very |
stncerciy desirous of maintar a >
perfect and cordial understanding wiMi
the United States, and of bringing to
a complete and satisfactory adjustment

\u25a0 all the points of difference that have
arisen between the two governments ;

and that agreeing as 1 do with you,
most heartily as to the interest which
both nations have in fostering a mu-
tual and solid friendship and cordi lily,
?io zeal or exertions shall be wanting
on my p<\t*t to carryintoeffect his Ma-

; commands lor this most saiuta-:
ry purpose."

Now, sir, how is this received by
our government ? Are they sati .had
with this correction of their state '

; ment, and do they proceed to specify
| their terms ? Let Mr. Smith answer*
: r n his letter cf the 19th of October

he speaks thus :

" On the subject of the orders in
council, the President perceives with

I sentiments of deep regret, that your
[ instructions contemplate, neither an
explanation of the relui'l of jour go
verf.ment to fulfil tho arrangement of
that branch of tho existing differences,
nor the substitution of any other plan
of adjustment, nT any authority to
conclude any arrangement on that sub-

; ject; but merely to receive and discuss
! proposals, that might be made to you
on the part of the U States ; and

; these, it appears, must include a stipu-
lation en the part of the U- S. to relin
qtiisb the ttade with the enemies' co-

! lonies, even in branches not hitherto
\u25a0 interrupted by British orders for cap

j litre, and also a sanction to the ehfore- j
. ir.g of an get of Congressby the Bri-
i tish mvy.

j " V/ere the way properly opened for
! formal propositions from this govern
! mcnt, a known determination on the
I part of his Britannic Majesty to ftdhere
:to such extraordir.ar pretensions,
would preclude the hope ot success in

j such advances, whether regard be had
, to the conditions themselves, or to the j
disposition they indicate, in return for j
the conciliatory tamper which has
been evinced by the U. S "

It is not charitable to think the Se (
; cretJty could entertain a wish, that!
I Mr. Jscloon should have authority to j

discuss on the terms of a treaty with- j
! out a power to conclude, and that such j
discussion must be made a mere play ,

I of words, bf the introduction of ,4 the I
j three conditions." And yet why this |

| renewed statement against the obvi us
meaning of the terms of Mr J'ckson's I
last letter ; but I will not farther con
some your time by reflections which

1 must suggest themselves to every
niiml.

Mr. Jackson in his letter of the 23d
ef October, repeals that he was net :

! authorised to renew proposals already
! declared unacceptable. {< Beyond this

[ point, (says In ) mv instructions ;;ro

j prospective ; they look to substituting jJ for notions of good understandiM* er- iJ roneously entertained, practical stipu- j
; btions on which a real reconciliation I
| of all tHfffcrencfcs may be substantially j
! founded. And they authorise mc not [
' to renew proposals which have alrea-

. dy b'en declared here to be unaccept-
! able, bnt to receive and discuss any
proposal,itmde on part of the U S.
and eventually to conclude a'convention
betwpen the two countries. It is not

. of course int nded to call upon me to
I state as a preliminary to negocia'ion,
what is the .whole of those in-
structions ; they mif: 1 , as I have be-
fore said, remain subjtfect to my
discretion until 1 am enabled, t > applv
them to tiift o'."»rures which 1 may
have th,e hr.no.' ofn cei>.i g irom you."

Here, again, we fi Mr Jackson
repeating that he did not cotr.e to re-
new proposes Which bad been declar-
ed unjcceptabl'*. Rut it has been re*

I marked, that he speaks not of making
{ o'her proposal?)hut of receiving pro-
positions from our givenrirr.fm, and
that the usual rourse of negotiation
required, him .to take the first step.
T wiii nni- top to ascertain this point,
but you will recollect that by die dis
avowal tiic arrangement was con-
sidered by the British government as
at an end, and according to Mr. J «<-k-
--son's statement he did not come to
form another arrangement adjusting
our differences partially ; but to con-
clude a convention whereby there
might bo a real reconciliation of all
differences between the two countries.
Now as tho ,k three conditions" had
been deemed inadmissible by the j
President, it does nof ppisar to me to i
have been very exceptionable in Mr.!
Jickso' to say, that not wishing to pro- ;
pose to us what be deemed im- (
proper, be desire:; lie propositions to ;
come from useri \u25a0 iaally.

I.at us now attend to the reply cl

1 ?vir. Sm;i!v of tlic fVst of ricv. AT
tor speaking of the disavowal and the
reasons assigned Tor it he adds, that
he Ins " to regret that Such conside-
rations should have been allowed to

I outweigh the solid objections to the
. disavowal ; it bung 1 understood at the

same time that his Britannic majes'y
p rseysferes in requiring as indispensa-
ble conditions on ihe part ofthe Uniicii

| Sta'es. an entire relinquishment of th
j right to trade with enemies' colonies
i£c also a furtnissiofi to the Bii navy

to aid in executing a law of Jtin-
' gress ; pretensions, which cannot hit
j render abortive all proposals whate
vcr upon this subject, whether made
by the United Stales orby his Britannic
majesty,"

I will close this examinationol the
Correspondence by presenting yoti
with a part of Mr. Jackson'slast letter
of the 4th of Nov.

?' You say " that it is understood
th't his Britannic m.-jestyperseveres n

! requiring as indi .p: >? able coiidi'.io .3

' on the part of the U. S ales, a > entire
' relinquishment of the right, to trade
i with th= encqaie*' colonies, nndidsd a
permission t5 the British navy to aid
in executing1 a law of Congress."

<( This si'rae statement is contained
in your letter of the 9th inst. and re-
presented ?s the substance of what
had fallen from me in our previous
conferences. In my answer to that
letter I took the liberty of shewing
that such a supposition was errone-
ous, a> d I have looked in vain to my
letterof the 23d, to find in it any sug-
gestion ofa similar tenor. I believe,
therefore, that by reference to my
two lettersyou will find, that the state-
ment now again brougb forward is
contained in neither of them, that it

! madeno part of my previous couver-
j sa'ions with you, and that I have in
no way given room io sufifios: J ever
made any such statement at all

44 That before the orders in council
can be revoked, their object must be

I obtained in some other way, is un-
' questionablytrue ; but you may b.:

assured, sir. that there is no wish what-
ever entertained in England, that the
British navy should be employed it exe-
cuting a law oj Congress. If the pro-
posal that was made upon that sub-
ject, and made, aa you now know, be
cause it was believed to be acceptable
here, had been adopted, 8c had become

| a matter of compact between the two
\ countries, and thereby a part, not of
| the law of Congress, but of the. pub
! lie law binding upon both parties, and
i which both would have had a common

j interest in seeing duty executed ; in
i that case the agency of the British na-

; vy, would not have had the invidious
; aspect, which is now attempted to be

j given toi 1. At present there is no
j engagement between the two coun-

. tries, nc laws of Congress which hear
I a reference to any such engagement,I & consequently it cannot be wished to

t tako any share whatever in the execution |
|tion of those laws.

" In regard to the colonial trade I '
; need only observe, that all, or nearly all
the enemies'coloniesare blockaded by

I Brirish squadrons ; it cannot", there-
fore, be so much an objcct oT solid-!

I tilde, as you imagine, to obtain the re- i
linquishment of the trade ofany country j

i to those colonies. On the contrary, you I
i will find it stated in my le'ter of tie j
| 11th ultimo, to be a " matter ot'indif- Jference whether the order in counci I
! (on this subject) be continued, or an

1 arrangement by mutual consent sub-
stituted in its room."

i In this letter Mr. Jackson is full
I and precise ; he declares that he has
been misapprehended by Mr. Smith
as well in the conferences as in 'is

I letters, and states in terms il that there
! is no wish whatever entertained in
England that the British navy should
be emplovcd in executing a law of
Congress." Thus then this offensive
condition is most explicit v given up.
As to the colonial trade, lie observes,
that its relinquishment bv us is not a

much solicitude to G. Britain
at this day, but yet that his government
is willing to form an arrangement re
lativc to it. Does he mean by this,
to be understood as requiring us to
make perpetual by treaty, what is
now temporary ; to recognize as right
in nil its extent the British rule o!
1735. I do not so undersun ' him.
Ycu will recollect the arrangement ,
on this subject in Monroe's treaty.
By that the English government con
scnted to recogniseour right to the in.
direct trade on our relinquishing the
direct trade. And certainly what was
conceded to us at a period when the
colonial trade was of greater impor-
tance than it now is wonM not at this

1 time be refused in an arrangement,
i Is it not then to be regretted that
! at the moment when our Executive
i hud ascertained Mr. Jackson had

1 power to make n treaty, nd that his
i instructions were not limitedby the
i " three conditions," ih~ regcoat'on
t should be broken o!T under pretence
of an insinuationwhich, to s-y ro more
of it, is doubtful?did not the Verest
of rhs eeopicpoint to a differentcourse
of proceeding t

part of Ur's tatter ; uunl ?
been fairly understood* I incsn '*>

ciaradon "that before the erctei* in
\u25a0QUpcil can be revoked) their o'scct
must be obtained in some way.' >he
object of those orders we been
informed is to retaliate on France the
(feet of her cwn lysiem by tefu-.ing

i'i her those rdvauirges o! ccttifSnerce
hich she had forbidden to England.

Mow withoutenquiring who was the o-
? iginal aggressor in this warfare on
icutrals, or in any manner attempt* t
i' g to justify the orders in Council ;

I i me s»sk, what has been the under>
\u25a0tabling of our government on this
subject. When the arrangement was j
made with r. Erukirte, was it: not j
u der&tood that the uon-intcrfiourse ,
saw was to take the placc of the orders ;
i-i counci, and did we not in Some dc* '
. ree by h; law of the last session, give |
tfect-tothis system as a galus i F

CSfieech to be Concluded in o;,r next ) \
-

-
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FRIhJIT, DECEMBER 29.

I'illiain Henry Harrison is re ap
pointed Governor of the territory of
Indiana.

It having been rumored that I fired
into the Bonhomme Richard, com-
manded by captain Jones, and killed
many of her men, I have deposited in
the Public Library a printed Memorial
to disprove this charge and to shew-
that the capture of the Serapis, com-
manded by captain Pearson, was attri-
buted by him to my ship, the Alliance.
Any member of Congress or other-
person wishing to have accurate infor-
mation respecting the engagement
above-mentioned, so honorable to the
American navy, will find it in the
memorial above referred to presented
in 1785 and neverreplied to.

PETER LANDAIS.

on the 24th inst. bv the Rev.
Mr. Breckenridge, Saml. JJurc/i, !\u25a0'. 3 q_. of
the city of Washington, to Miss Summ Maria
Wilson, of Trmce Georges county, Maryland, j

CONGRESS.

IX SEXATE?DECEMBER 27.
The bill to authorise the surveying

and making certain roads-in the state
of Ohio, as contemplated by the treaty
of Brownstown in the territory of Mi«-
chigan, was read a third time and pass
ed

The reso'ution yesterday submitted
by Mr. Bradley was taken up and pass-
ed, ap.d the Secretary of the Senate
was directed to lay the same before
the President of the United States.

DECF.IIBER 28
Wir. 7ait, a Senator from the state

of Georgia appeared andtcok his seat.
Mr Pofie gave notice that on to-

morrow he should ask leave to bring
> in a bill conccrning canals and roads
j in the United Su ses.

HOUSE Or REPHESENTATTVES.
Wednesday, December 27.

j\lr fturiuell If Mr Piefcman yc;»
terday appeared and took their scats.

On motion of Mr. Poindexter,
Resolved, That a committee bs ap~

j pointed to enquire into the propriety
I of allowing an additional judge to the

Mississippi Territory, to reside in
Madison county, and to have the same
powers as those granted by law to tho
ji;de:c of Washington county.

["Messrs. Poindexter, Scaver, Bur- j
well, Heister and Smelt form the com- j
mittee.] j

Mr. Aicholson laid upon the table '
the following resolutions:

Resolved, That a select committee
be appointed to enquire into the ex-
pediency of making permanent provi-
sion by law for constructing public ca-
nals and roads, and for the general es-
tablishment of seminaries for educa-
tion throughout the United States, and
that they have leave to report thereon
to this House.

Resolved, That the same commit-
tee be instructed to enquire into the
best means of providing by law per-
manent funds for the accomplishment
of these object ; and thnt they in tike
manner have leave to report thereon to
this House. vruftuhr with mkjacksont .

The House pgain in committtee of
the whole on the resolution Irom the
Senate.

Mr. Milnor supported the rcsolu
ion in a speech of two hours.

When the question on the com-
mittees' rising a Jul reporting their a-
?reement to the resolution, was taken

\u25a0md carried 54 to 35?fifty-two mem-
bers being absent. j

Mr. Livermore, after a fr.v remark*, j
moved to po-.« pone the further con-!

of the resolution indafinite-
v.

Mr. Rhen railed for the Yeas anJ
Vovs on the motion.

hiv. Rfifies opposed motion in a
K-ech of an hour and a half.
When he concluded, the aou-cad- j

jmrurd.

*«

1 T' ° bt'i IWffi the £>5 £*-

lt»e surveying slid making c*»-h<tr*
roads in thestnl*? o» v ''? ":

pitted by tnft tranlV of orfrVrnttoW-n it?
th,C Territory cf .M&tii£ur»., twic?
Tend oud referred to a cotnailti.ee ? \

the u t»o»&.
Mr, 'Tailihartfre the pel';*

tion of Commodore Whipple, stating
that he is infirm and dhsab ed, pra;v -
in« reli-f from tU« ?

referred tn a select com mi tee.
| RUITtJRE WITH MR. JACK3O#a

On motion of Mr Gvodivyn th<s
House again resumed the cotiskf ri?

, lion of the reptut of the commhtfis of
! the whole on the iron\ Jilt
! Scuttle »ppi ov]i-.p> live ccndu.nl of the
executive in rs(u*i .*?}!; to rfCive v:-.f
lmlhoroommmiicadons tYoiu IraiiciS

i James JacIVwOili

i The rno'.ion for indefinite postponi*
; mtr.t still under i oioidefation.

Me srii.Stanford, Q.iincy,Garden! ??

a d Pitkin supported the motion.
When Mr had te.m spc-kiuij

j about an hour, a motion was niece ttl
| adjourn and c^riied,

PfiUade!}iM<t fire. SS»
A letter received in thiscity fro A

New York, states a *3port that tht*
French fleet had taken Fayo'j HTid d.:*?*
troyed the shipping- at that places Bud
liitle credit attaches to this rcpo' t ami
it is supposed to have originated hi
some scheme cf speculation.

A $ AG T
Exialdtilg t'lf time for issuing and Uiatl >f

Military land Tb/m'anls

BE it eiiac'id <></ the St n ite tirut ftnilv tf
Tirpvetcirfiuivts of the Unib-ri Mint.'* »/'

America in (%>ngre9* That the
Secretary of War bo. authorised to isSti*
military land warrants to such person* >10
have, or shall,before the first day of Mr.'ch,
one thousand eight hundred and thirteen*
produce toluol satisfactory evidence of the*
validity of iheir claims ; which wafrahtsi
with those heretofore issued and Tot yet "?«

tisfird, shill and may be located i*t tho
names of theholders or proprietors thereof], v
prior to the first day of October, otic thou*
sand eight hundred and thirteen, on
nnlocated parts of the 'fifty quirter town-
ships and the fractional quarter township-,

' reserved »>y law for original holders of mili»
tary land Warrants.

J. 15. VAfINUM, Spider
cf t';e Ilr.hze of Ft pi'r.n'utat'?'*-
AN ORE W <»REG\», Preti&i#

of the Senate, pro t<.>pp->re.
December 19, 1809,

Approved, JAMES MADtSOV.
THE *T(>CKtlWl,OhfuS Op THE VVAST*--

INGTON BUILDING COMPANY
tVlut please to attend at Captain Ch<l.l.

Jones's, hear the Centre Market, Washing-
ton, on Tuesday the 2d of .Jantjai-y, J Blo>j at 7 P M. to elect officers to serve for one
year ; ...nd attend to other business of spe-
cial importance.

THOMAS CARPENTER, Sua
December '29?2<

A NEGRO liOif FOR WALK.
HE is about 13 or 14 years old?hcalthv,
able, honest and strong. Apply within *

fortnight to
JOHN T. TAN NESS.

December 20?6t

PUBLIC SALE.I '

|
*"HE Subscriber, by virtue of a dcrd ofA trust to him from Mr. Wm. Hodgson*,dated on the 30th day of November, in the

year 1808, for the purpose of indemnifying
Mr. John Hopkins j will, on the first day of
Feb. next, at the hour of 12 o'clock of that-
day, if fair j if not, on the next fair day ?ti-
the same hour, proceed to sell, at the court--
house, in Alexandria, at public ruction, to.
the highest bidder for resdy moncr,
Three Thcvmrd micros of Land, «Jtu*t<> r>rt

' the left fork ofliig Sandy Creek, which land'
I was, at the time ofthe grunts for the s:\fttf,
I in the county ofMonongalia, in the state
| Virginia*

The above tracts of Land were granted IvyI the state of Virginia, to John Allison by
| three several patents containing vespecth'tly
! 1000 acres, and bearing d.ite on the first
I day of October, 1784, which Lhiid h«.s lieoft
j since dit'v conveyed to the said W'm. HodjgrI Sun by uced dated 2<l of August, IT9 ).

I ,
"

EDMUND J. IJiE, Trustee.
? December20?-ttlos

TUIiLTC SALE OF CITY LOTS.
lIY virtue of a decree of the circuit court
tlie district of Columbia, in a suit itfChsti-
eery (Chsrlcs Miniw# >>nd others ag ; ist.
George Walker), The subscribers, appoint-
ed trustees for the sah' of property menti-
oned in Said decree, will, on Monday the
15th day of January rex?, at 10 o'clock in
the forenoon, at Longs Hotel, in the city of
Washington, otf'erfor sale thefollowing iot«
in the said city, viz
The whole of sqnare numbered
Lets No. J and 2 in square 9'iT

3, 4, 9, 10, lland 1;, <a\l
;!, 4-, 5, 6, 7 and 3, P6B

J 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10, lOU
No. \u25a0*, JotJ

0,6,^8,0.10,11,12,25.5.*,
27 und 2S,

12, IS, 74, iJ, IC, 17 and 18, 1 'Mo
4, 5 and 7, 1 1
2, 3, 4 "d H, I'UO
a, 6,7,8,9, » .J, 1S fn<3 17, 1041
.14, 15, 16,17 end 18, 1 ' !7
10. 1!, 12. 13and U. LMd
1,2,3.4,12, lo a-id 14,

5, 6. 7,8,V, 10,14, 15, Id &17 1063
Cm-ilning 708,6W square fret.

The terms of sale to be. the
money to h-> paid oil the ratification of the
sale by the .court.

I y. It. tvE\, c Trusted.! Wm HRENT, >
u

j "tj. ~ \u25a0\u25a0V
! T'Wt'jNT'¥ IKIM.VUo Vv .»vi>

THE tlie «'?

sdjoiuihg theGlass v'orks, wns broke»per
on the night of the 25 h mis'. »t>6 '0\ r;
K- sof Cibss t'.ken "h< refrcm. The fovr.
reward will tie g'ven »o my person
discover the thief and bring him to »<;:>?

tice.
EDT'A 11D3, WAY, fv '>?

! I>c. 2r.-3t.


