
LETTER I. 

Montpelier, Sept. 18, 18S8. 

Dear Sir—Your late letter remind* me of 

our conversation on the constitutionality o 

the power in Congress to impose a Tariff for 

the encouragement of manufacturers; and of 

my promise to sketch the grounds of the con- 

fident opinion I had expressed that it was 

among the powers vested in that body. I had 

not forgotten my promise, and had even be- 

gun the task of fulfilling it, hu* frequent in- 

terruptions, from other causes, being follow- 
ed by a billions indisposition, I have not been 

able sooner to comply with your request.— 
The subjoined view of the subject might have 
been advantageously expanded ; but I leave 
the improvement to your own reflections and 
researches. 

The Constitution vests in Congress, ex 

pressly, “the power to lay and collect taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises;” and “the pow- 
er to regulate trade.” 

That the former power, if not particularly 
expressed, would have been included in the 
latter as one of the objects of a general pow- 
er to regulate trade, is not necessarily im- 
pugned by its being so expressed. Examples f 
of this sort cannot sometimes he easily avoi- 
ded, and are to be seen elsewhere in the Con- 
stitution. Thus the power “to define and 
punish offences against the laws of nations.” 
includes the power, afterwards particularly 
expressed, “to make rules concerning cap- 
tures, &,c. from offending neutrals.” So also 
a “power to coin money,” would doubtless 
include that of “regulating its value.’’had not ! 
the latter been expressly inserted. The term j 
taxes, if standing alone, would certainly have I 
included duties, imposts, and excises. In an- 
other clause it is said “no tax or duties shall | 
be laid on exports, k.c.” Here the two terms 
are used as synonymous. And in another 
clause, where it is said “no state shall lay 
any imposts,or duties,”&c. the terms imposts 
and duties are synonymous. Pleonasms,tau- 
tologies, and the promiscuous use of words 
and phrases, differing in their shades of mea- 

ning, (always to be expounded with reference 
to the context, and under the control of the 
general character and manifest scope of the 
instrument in which they are found,)are to he 
ascribed, sometimes to the purposes of grea- 
ter caution ; sometimes to the imperfections 
of language ; and sometimes to the imperfec- 
tions of man himself. In this view of the sub- 
ject, it was quite natural, however certainly 
the general power to regulate trade might in- 
clude a power ttf impose duties on it, not to 
omit it in a clause enumerating the several 
modes of revenue, authorised by the consti- 
tution. In few cases could the “ ex mojori 
cautcla” occur with more claim to respect. 

Nor can it be inferred that a power to reg- 
ulate trade does not involve a power to tax it, 
from the distinction made in the original con- 

troversy with Great Britain, between a pow- 
er to regulate trade with the Colonies, and a 

power to tax them. A power to regulate 
trade between different parts of the Empire, 
was confessedly necessary—and was admitted 
to lie, as far as that was the case in the Brit- 
ish parliament; the taxing part being at the 
same time denied to the Parliement, and as- 
serted to he necessarily inherent in the Colo- ; 

nial Legislatures, as sufficient, and the only ; 
safe depositories of the taxing power. So dif- 
ficult was it, nevertheless to maintain the dis- 
tinction in practice that the ingredient of rev- 

enue was .overlooked or disregarded in the 
British regulations, as in the duty on sugar & 
molasses imported into the colonies. And it 
was fortunate that the attempt at an internal 
and direct tax, in the case of the Stamp Act, 
produced a radical examination of the sub- 
ject, before a regulation of trade with a view 
to revenue had grown into an established au- 

thority. One thing at least is certain, that 
the main and admitted object of the Parlia- 
mentary regulations of trade with the en- 

couragement of manufactures in Great Brit- i 

cull* I 
But the present question is unconnected 

with the former relations between Great Brit- 
ain and her colonies, which were of a pecul- 
iar, a complicated, and in several respects, of 
an undefined character. It is a simple ques- 
tion under the constitution of the U. States, 
whether “the power to regulate trade with 
foreign nations” as a distinct and substantive 
item in the enumej^Mi powers, embraces the 
object of encoura^PIVy duties, restrictions 
and prohibitions, the manufactures and pro- 
ducts of the country ? And the affirmative 
must be inferred from the following consider- 
ations ; 

1. The meaning of the phrase ‘to regu- 
late trade,” must be sought iu the general use 
of it; iu other words, in the objects to which 
the power was generally understood to be ap- 
plicable. when the phrase was inserted in the | 
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Gl. Britain, *»but* <wawrit) vocabulary is 
the parent of ours. A primary object of her 
commercial regulations is well known to have 
been th? protection and encouragement of her 
manufactures. 

4. Such was understood to he a proper use 
of the power by the States most prepared for 
manufacturing industry, while retaining the 
power over their foreign trade. 

5. 8uch a use of the power by Congress, accords with the intention and expectation of 
* 

^ 
®tates‘ m transferring the power over 

*1. fr^OIj themselves to the Government of 
the United States. This was emphatically the case in the Eastern, the more manulartu- 
nng members of the Confederacy. Hear the 
language held iu the convention of Massachu- 
setts. 

By Mr Dawes an advocate f,.r the consti- 
tution it was observed, “Our manufactures 
are another great subject which has received 
no encouragement by national duties on for- 
eign mauufactures.and they never can by any authorit/in the old confederation. Again. 
‘If we wish to encourage our own manuiact- 
ures, to preserve our own commerce, to raise 
the value of our lands, we must give congress 
the powers in question.’ 

By Mr. Widgery, an opponent: 1 All we 
¥ hear is,that the merchaut and farmer will flou- 

rish, and that the mechanick and tradesman 
are to make their fortunes directly, if the 
Constitution goes down.’ 

The convention of Massachusetts was the 
Duly one in New England whose debates have 

bean preserved. Ilut it cannot be doubted 
that the sentiment there expressed w*i com- 

mon to the other •lutes in that quarter, more 
! especially in Connecticut and Rhode Island, 
the most thickly settled of all the states, and 

having of course, their thoughts most turned 
to the subject of manufactures. A like infer- 
ence may be confidently applied to New Jer- 

j sey, vv hose debates in convention have not 

| been preserved. I.i the populous and manu- 

i factoring state of IVnnsylvania. a partial ae- 

count only of the debates having been pub- 
lished. nothing cer'ain is known of what pas- 
sed in her convention on this point. But am 

pie evidence may he found elsewhere.that reg- 
ulations of trade for the encouragement of 
manufactures, were considered as within the 
power to he granted to the new congress, as 

well as within the scope of national policy.— 
Of tlu* states south of Pennsylvania, the only 
two in whose conventions the debates have 
been preserved arc Virginia and North Caro- 
lina. and from these no adverse inferences can 

he drawn. Nor is there the slightest indica- 
tion that either of tilt; two states farthest 
south, whose debates in convention, if preser- 
ved. have not been made public, viewed the 
encouragement of manufactures, as not with- 
in the general power over trade to he trans- 
ferred to the Government of the United 
St a tes. 

G. If Congress have not the power.it is an- 

nihilated for the nation; a policy without ev 
a mple in any other nation,and not within rea- 
son of the solitary one in our own. The ex- 

ample alluded to, is the prohibition of a tax 
on exports, which resulted from the impossi- 
bility of raising in that mode, a revenue from 
the states,proportioned to the ability of some 

| to pay it—the ability of some being derived 
in a great measure, not from their exports, 
hut from their fisheries, from their freights,ik. 
from commerce at large, in some of its bran- 
ches altogether external to the United States; 
the profits from all which being invisible and 
intangible, would escape a tax on exports— 
A tax on imports on the other hand, being a 

tax on consumption, which is in proportion 
to the ability of the consumers, whencesoev- 

; er derived, was free from that inequality, 
j 7. If revenue be the sole object of thatie- 

j gitimate impost, and the encouragement of 
J domestic articles be not within the power of 
i regulating trade, it would billow that no mo- 

nopolizing or unequal regulations of foreign 
nations, could he counteracted ; that neither 
the staple articles of subsistence, nor the es- 
sential implements for the public safety,could 
under any circumstances, be insured or fos- 

j tered at home, by regulations of commerce, 
the usual and most convenient mode of provi- 
ding fur both ; and that the American navi- 
gatiori, though the source of naval defence, 
of a cheapening competition in carrying our 

valuable and heavy articles to market, and of 
an independent carriage of them during for- 
eign wars, when a foreign navigation might be 
withdrawn, must he abandoned at once, or 

speedily destroyed ; it being evident that a 

tonnage duty in foreign ports against our ves- 

sels, and an exemption Irom such a duty in 
our ports, in favour of foreign vessels, must 
have the inevitable effect of banishing ours 

from the ocean. 
l o assume a power 10 protect our naviga- 

tion and the cultivation and fabrication of all | 
1 articles requisite for the publick safety, as in- 
I cidentto the war power,would be a more lat- 
t itudinary construction of the text of the con- 

stitution, than to consider it as embraced by 
the specified power to regulate trade; apow 

J er which has been exercised by all nations for 
those purposes, and which effects those pur- 
poses with less .of interference witli the au- 

thority and convenienty of the States, than 
might result from Internal and direct modes 
of encouraging the articles, any of which 
modes would be authorized, as far as deemed 

! necessary, by considering the power as an 

i incidental power. 
8. That the encouragement of manufac 

tnres was an object of the power to regulate 
trade, is proved by the use made of the pow 
er for that object, in the first session of the 
first congress under the constitution ; when 
among the members present were so many 
who had been members of the Federal Con- 
vention which framed the constitution.and of 
the State conventions which ratified it; each 
of these classes consisting also of members 
who had opposed and who had espoused the 
constitution in its actual form. It does not 

appear from the printed proceedings of con- 

gress on that occasion, that the power was 
denied by any of them. And it may be re- 

marked, that members Iron Virginia in par- 
ticular, as well of the Anti-Federal as the 
Federal party, the names then distinguishing 
those who had opposed and those who had 
approved the constitution, did not hesitate to 
propose duties and to suggest even prohibi- 
tions in favor of several articles of her pro- 
duction. 

By one a duty on mineral coal was propos- 
ed in favor of the Virginian coal pits : by an-! 
other, a duty was proposed or> hemp, to en- 

courage the growth of that article ; and by a 

third a prohibition even of foreign beef was 

suggested as a measure of sound policy. See 
Lloyd’s Debates. 

A further evidence in so jiport of the consti- 
tutional power to protect and foster manu- 

I factures by regulations of trade, an evidence 
that ought, of itself, to settle the question, is 
the uniform and practical sanction given to 
the power by tin; General Government, for 
nearly forty years; with a concurrence or 

acquiescence of every state government,thro’ 
the same period ; and. it may he added thro’ 
all the vicissitudes of party which marked the 
period. No novel construction, however in- 
geniously devised, or however respectable and 
patriotic its patrons,can withstand the weight 
of such authorities, or the unbroken current 
of so prolonged and universal a practice. And 
well it is that this cannot be done, without 
the intervention of the same authority which 
made the constitution. If it could be so done 
there would be an end to that stability in 
Government and Laws, which, istheimputa- 
tion which has at all times been levelled a- 

gainst Republicanism, with most effect, by its 
dexterous adversaries. The imputation ought 
lever, therefore, to be countenanced, by in- 
novating constructions, without any plea of a 

precipitancy, or a paucity of the constructive 
precedents they oppose; without any appeal to material facts newly brought to light; and 
without any claim to a better knowledge of 
the original evils and inconveniences,for which 
remedies were needed the very best keys to 
the true object and meaning of ail laws and 
constitutions. 

And any it not be fairly left to the unbuv- 
•ed judgment of all men of experience end of 
intelligence, to decide, which ia the moat to 
be relied on for a sound and safe test of the 
meaning of a constitution, an uniform inter- 
pretation by all the successive authorities un- 
der it, commencing with its birth, and con- 

i tinning for a long period through the varied 
state of political contests; or »he opinion of 
every new Legislature, heated as it may be 
liy the strife of parties—or warped, as often 
happens, by the eager pursuit of some favorite 
object—or carried away,possibly,by the pow- erful eloquence, or capitivating address of a 

; few popular statesmen, themselves, perhaps, influenced by the same misleading causes? If 
the latter test is to prevail, every new legisla- 
tive opinion might make a new constitution, 
as the foot of every chancellor would make a 
new standard of measure. 

It is seen with no little surprise, that an at- 
1 tempt has been made, in a highly respectable 
quarter, and at length reduced to a resolution 
formally proposed in Congress, to substitute, 
for the power of Congress to regulate trade, 
so as to encourage manufactures, a power in 
the several States to do so, with the consent 
of congress, lay any impost or duties on im- 
ports or exports, except what may be abso- 
lutely necessary for putting in force its in- 
spection laws ; and the nett produce of all du- 
ties and imposts,laid by any State on imports 

j and exports, shall be for the use of the treas- 
ury of the United States ; and all such laws 

1 shall be subject to the revision and controul of 
congress. 

To say nothing of the clear indications in 
the Journal of the Convention of 1787, that 
the clause was intended to provide for expen- 
ses incurred by particular states, in their in- 
spection liws, and in such improvements as 

they might choose to make in their harbours 
and i ivers with the sanction of congress—ob- 
jects to which the reserved' power has been 
applied, in several instances, at the request of 
Virginia and Georgia—how could it ever be 
imagined that any State would wish to tax 
its own trade for the encouragement of manu- 

factures, if possessed of the authority,or could 
in fact, do so, if wishing it ? 

A tax on imports would lie a tax on its own 

consumption, and the nett proceeds going,ac- 
cording to the clause, not into its own treasu- 

ry, but into the treasury of the United States 
the state would tax itself separately for the e- 

qtial gain of all the other States: and as far 
as the manufactures, so encouraged, might 
succeed in ultimately increasing the stock in 
market, and lowering the price by competi- 
tion, this advantage, also, secured at the sole 
expense of the State, would be common to all\ 
the others. 

But the very suggestions of such an exped- 
ient to any state, would have an idea of mock- 
ery, when its experienced implecticabjlity is; 
taken into view. No one who recollects or re- 

curs to the period when the pow er over com- 
merce was in the individual States, and sep- 
arate attempts were made to tax, or other- 
wise regulate it, need not be told that the 
attempts were only abortive, but by de- 
monstrating the necessity of general and uni-” 
form regulations, gave the original imptdse to 
the constitutional reform which provided for 
such regulations. 

m P A A A P A iL 
To reter a state, tnereiore, »o me exercise 

of a power as reserved to her by the constitu- 
tion, the impossibility of exercising which was 
an inducement to adopt the constitution, is of 
all remedial devices, the last that ought to be 
brought forward. And what renders it the 
more extraordinary, is, that, as the tax on 

commerce, as far as it could be separately col- 
lected, instead of belonging to the treasury of 
the state,as previous to the constitution,would 
be a tribute to the United States, the State 
would be in a worse condition, after the ad- 
option of the constitution than before, in ref- 
erence to an important interest, the improve- 
ment of which was a particularobject in adop- 
ting the constitution. 

Were congress to make the proposed dee 
laration of consent to stale tariff's in favour of 
state manufactures, &. the permitted attempts 
did not defeat themselves, what would be the 
situation of states deriving their foreign sup- 
plies through ports of other states? It is ev- 
ident that they might he compelled to pay in 
their consumption of particular articles im 
ported, a duty for the common treasury, not 
common to all the states, without having any 
manufactures of their own, to partake of the 
contemplated benefits. 

Of the impracticability of separate reg- 
ulations of trade, and the resulting necessi- 
ty of general regulations, no State was 

more sensible than Virginia. Site was ac- 

cordingly among the most earnest fur 
granting to Congress a power ad< quate to 

the object. On more occasions than one 

in the proceedings of her legislative coun- 

cils, it was recited “ that the relative situ- 
ations of the States had been found on tri- 
al, to require uniformity in their commer- 

cial regulations, as the only effectual policy 
for obtaining in the ports of foreign nations 
a stipulation of privileges reciprocal to 
those enjoyed by the subjects of such na- 

tions in the ports of the United States; for 
preventing animosities which cannot fail to 
arise among the several States from the 
interference of partial and separate regu- 
lations ; and for deriving from commerce 
such aids to the public revenue as it ought 
to contribute, &c.” 

During the delays and discouragements 
experienced in the attempts to invest Con- 
gress with the necessary powers, the State 
of Virginia made various trials of what 
could be done by her individual laws. She 
ventured on duties and imposts as a source 
of revenue : Resolutions were passed at 
one time to encourage and protect her own 

navigation and ship building; and in con- 

sequence of complaints and petitions from 
Norfolk, Alexandria, and other places, a- 

gainst the monopolizing navigation laws of 
Great Britain, particularly in the trade be- 
tween the United States and the British 
West Indies, she deliberated, with a pur- 
pose controlled only by the inefficiency of 
the separate measures, on the experiment 
of forcing a reciprocity by prohibitory re- 

fulations of her own. [See Journal of the 
louse of Delegates in 1785.] 
The effect of her separate attempts to 

raise revenue by duties on imports, soon 

appeared in representations from her nier- 

chants that the commerce of the State was I 
banished by them into other channels, cs-j 
pecially to Maryland, where imports were 

less burthcned than in Virginia. [See do. 
for 1789.] 

Such a tendency to separate regulations 
was indeed too manifest to escape antici- 

pation. Among the projects prompted by 
the want of a Federal authority over com- 

merce, was that of a concert first proposed ! 
on the part of Maryland for a uniformity 
of regulations between the two States, and 
Commissioners were appointed for that 

purpose. It was soon perceived, however,, 
that the concurrence of Pennsylvania was 

as necessary to Maryland as of Maryland 1 
to Virginia, and the concurrence of Penn- 
sylvania was accordingly invited. But ] 
Pennsylvania could no more concur with- j 
out New-York than Maryland without, 
Pennsylvania, nor New-York without the 
concurrence of Boston, &c. 

These projects were superceded for the j 
moment by that of the Convention at An- 
napolis, 1786, and forever by the Conven-1 
tion at Philadelphia in 1787, and the con-J 
stitution which was the fruit of it. 

There is a passage in Mr. Neckar’s| 
work on the finances of France which af- 
fords a signal illustration of the difficulty! 
of collecting in contiguous communities, 
indirect taxes, when not the same in all, 
by violent means resorted to against smug- 
gling from one to another of them. Pre- 
vious to the late Revolutionary war in that 

country, the taxes tfere of very different 
rates in the different provinces; particu- 
larly the tax on salt, which was high in the 
interior provinces and low in the maritime, 
and the tax on tobacco, which was very 
high in general, whilst in some of the pro- 
vinces the article was altogether free. The 
consequence was, that the standing armv 

of patrol against smuggling, had swollen 
the number to twenty-three thousand ; the 
annual arrest of men, women and children, 
engaged in smuggling, to five thousand five 
hundred and fifty ; and the number annu- 

ally arrested on account of salt and tobac- 
co alone, to seventeen or eighteen hun- 
dred, more than three hundred of whom 
were consigned to the terrible punishment 
of the Galleys. 

May it not be regarded among the pro- 
vidential isiessings of these States, that-, 
tthcingeogniphical relations, multiplied as 

they will be by artificial channels of inter- 
course, give such additional force to the 
many obligations to cherish that-union 
which alone secures their peace, their safe- 
ty, and their prosperity 1 Apart from the 
more obvious and awful consequences of 
their entire separation into independent 
sovereignties, it is worthy of special consi- 
deration, that, divided from each other as 

they must be by narrow waters and terri- 
torial lines merely, the facility of surrepti- j 
tious introductions of contraband articles, 
would defeat every at'empt at revenue in 
the easy and direct modes of impost and 
excise; so that while their expenditures 
would be necessarily and vastly increased 
by their new situation, they would, in pro- 
viding for them, be limited to direct taxes 
on land or other property: to arbitrary 
assessment on invisible funds, n.nd to an 

odious tax on persons. 
You will observe that I have confined 

myself, in what has been said, to the con- 

stitutionality, and expediency of the powei 
in Congress to encourage domestic pro- 
ducts by regulations of commerce. In the 
exercise of the power, they are responsible 
to their constituents; whose right and du- 
ty it is, in that as in all other cases, to 

bring their measures to the test of justice 
and of tlie general good. 

With great esteem and cordial regard* 
JAMES MADISON, j 

Jos. C. Cabell, Esq. ^ 

GREECE. 
The Paris Moniteur of the 2d Novem- 

ber, contains an official despatch from Lt. 
General the Marquis de Maison, to the 
French Minister it War, dated at Navari- 
no, Oct. 1 Itli, detailing the particulars of 
the snrren o r i' lie fortresses in the Mo- 
res, which Ibrahim loft in the possession 
of Egyptians and Turks on his embarking 
for Egypt. It ’Jt sunemier of these lor-! 
tresses, the troops met with lade rsist- 
anre. Several of the English naval officers 
joined the Fiench troops to figlit at their 
side. The first fortress taken was Navarin, 
the troops having penetrated into the 
town, and thence to tlite citadel, without 
meeting with any resistance. In Navarin j 
were found 60 pieces of cannon, 50 of 
which were mounted and loaded,magazines 
of provisions for several months, 800,0001 
cartridges, and water for 30 days. The; 
garrison was composed of an Egyptian bat- 
talion of 400 men, 70 gunners, and 60 Ma- 
niote Turks, who are to bte sent to Egypt 
with arms and baggage. The fortifications 
were in bad condition, and the town a heap 
nf infected ruins. The next fortress which\ 
was summoned to surrender was ModonJ 
The same answer tvas given as at Navarin, 
to wit : “ The Porte is not at war with 
the French or English ; no act of hostility 
will be committed, but the place will not 
be given up.” Preparations were made 
to take the town, both by land and sea for- 
ces, and the troops had already begun to 
force open the gates in the presence of the 
garrison, which madj no resistance. At 
this moment the Marquis Maison arrived. 
The Pacha declared to him, that he could 
aot surrender the fortress, but that if he 
took him prisoner in spite of himself, he 
hoped he would give him as good terms as 
the garrison at NavariD. This was prom- 
ised ; the Marquis Maison ordered the 
»ates to be forced open, when the troops 
entered and took possession. Modon is a 

very strong place, which has, what is not 
common in the East, a covered way pali-i 

sadocd, an enormous ditch, a double en- 

closure, and walls of considerable height. 
It was provided with provisions for more 

than six months—with ammunition for two 

siege*—one hundred pieces of cannon—a 

garrison of 1078 men, of whom 508 are 

Turks, and 570 Arabs of the 4th battalion. 
Coron was surrendered the same day, tho’ 
the garrison was not disposed to do so.—- 

The Governor was permitted to send an 

officer to convince him that Modon had 
fallen, and in a quarter of au hour after his 
return, if the place did not surrender to 
the French troops, it was to bo attacked 
by sea and by land, and destroyed with the 
garrison. This had the desired effect, and 
Coron opened its gates. This place, as far 
as concerns the fortifications, was not in 
so bad a condition as Navarin ; but, like 
the two others, it presented only a heap of 
buildings in ruins. It was amply supplied 
with provisions, and hid 80 pieces of can- 

non and mortars. 
The Marquis of Maison next dispatched 

bv sea, the third biigadc to the Gulf of 
Lepanto, with orders to drive the Turks 
from Patras and Morea. Twenty-four 
hours were granted to Hadji Abdallah, to 

surrender; in the mean time the French 
troops were drawn up and completely sur- 

rounded the place within cannon shot. On 
seeing this the Pacha capitulated. 

Thus, says the Marquis, has Greece 
been cleared of its enemies. Ibrahim em- 
barked 24,000 men ; he left, in the fort- 
resses of Messenia, more than 2500 men, 
Turks and Egyptians. Gen. Schroedar 
found about 3000 men in the forts of Pa- 
tras and Morea. Thus between 26 and 
27,000 men have been forced to quit the 
country and the fortresses in a few days. 
Coron is to be delivered up to the Greek 
Government as soon as it shall send regu- 
lar troops to occupy it. The Marquis thus 
closes:—I cannot conclude without stat- 

ing to your Excellency, with what frank- 
ness and zeal Admiral Malcolm has secon- 
ded us. His ships were by the side of 
ours, ready to fight witli us, if it had been 
necessary, at Navarin, Modou, and Coron, 
and in the Gulf ot Lepanto. Captain 
Maitland, of tlie Wellesley, was one of the 
first who entered Modon with our Volt»- 
geurs, and ardently desired to take partin 
an action. 

[From the Lexington Monitor.] 
*V 
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Davy Crocket, a Tennessee member of 
Congress.—The facetious Mr. K. of Ohio 
tells a good story, in which this Congress- 
man, from the wild woods of Tennessee, 
figures as the hero. The reader is to sup- 
pose Davy' returned from the first session 
he had the honor of representing the peo- 
ple in Congress. Ho is to suppose fuither, 
that Davy has fallen in with a number of 
bis constituents at a raising, and is giving 
them an account of bis visit to t!*e Presi- 
dent. 

The first tiling I did,’ said Davy, * af- 
ter I got to Washington, was to go to the 
President’s. I stepped into the President’s 
house, thinks f who’s afeard ? If I didn't 
I wish I may be sJ(ot. Says I, Mr. Ad- 
ams, I am Mi. Crnciv«.t, from Tennessee. 
So, says he, how do Jfcirdo Mr. Crocket! 
.md iie shook me by (be hand, although he 
know’d I went the whole hog for Jackson. 
If I didn't I wish 1 may be shot. Not only 
that, but sent me a printed ticket to dine 
wi;h him. I’ve got it in mv pocket yet. 
V I hav'nt / wish I may be shot. (Here 
the printed ticket was exhibited for the 
admiration of the whole company.) I 
went to dinner,’ said Davy, ‘and I walked 
round the long table, looking for something 
that I liked. At last I took my seat jist 
beside a fat goose. And I helped myself 
to as much as I wanted. But I hadn’t took 
three biies when I looked away up the ta- 
ble at a man they called Tash (Attache.) 
He was talking French to a woman on 
t’other side of the table. H® dodged his 
head, and she dodged hers, and then got to 

drinking wine across the table. If they 
didn't I wish I may be shot. But when I 
looked back again, my plate was gone, 
goose and all. So I jist cast my eyes down 
to t’other end of the table, and sure enough 
I seed a white man walking off with my 
plate. S vs I, hell lo Mister, bring back 
mv plate. He fetched it back in a hurry, 
p.s you may suppose, and when he set it 
down before me, bow do you think if was ? 
Licked as clean as my hand. If it wasn't. 
I wish I maybe shot. Says he, what will 
you have sir 1 And, says I, you may well 
say that, after stealing my goose. And he 
begun to laugh. If he didn't I wish I may 
be shot. Then says I, Mister, laugh if 
you please, but I don’t half like such tricks 
upon travellers; If I da I wish I may be 
shot. I then filled my plate with bacon 
and greens, and whenever I looked up or 
down the table, I held my plate with my 
left hand. If I didn't I wish I may be 
shot. When we were all done eating, they 
cleaned every thing off of the table and 
took away the table cloth: and what dp 
you think ? There was another table cloth 
under it. If there wasn't I wish I may be 
shot. Then 1 saw a man coming along car- 

rying a great glass thing, with a glass han- 
dle below, something like a candlestick.— 
It was stuck full of little glass cups with 
something in them that looked good to eat. 

Says I, Mister, bring that thing here.—- 
Thinks I, let’s taste ’em first. They were 
nighty sweet and good, and so I took six 
jf ’em. If I didn't I wish I may be d_d.' 
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