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From the Cincinnati Gazette. 
VICE-PRESIDENT’S PROTEST. No. l. 

The occasion that called forth this document 

as well as its .positions and argument, strongly 
evince the facility with which the human intel- 

lect is subjected to the dominion of the passions 
and even made to cater for them. The high 
standing of Mr. Culhoun and Mr. McDuffit, for- 

bids the supposition that tlwy would purposely 
descend to the low apd degrading vice of false- 
hood and misrepresentation. Their intelligence 
is of t’ at cider which,if it were unclouded,could 
not fail to instruct thcmylhat an attempt to do 

so must recoil upon thein*e4ves. And yet thro’- 
out the whole proceeding, there ts a dtsmgenu- 
ousness as to Tacts, and a consequent sophistry 
in argument, of the most palpable character. It 

is my purpose to detect and expose the most 

prominent of these t’trors, so as to enable every 
candid man to rotnprehend them. And, in ex- 

ecuting this purpose, 1 shall endeavor to em- 

ploy no weapon but truth, to repoie upon no 

argument that can be fairly refuted- 
The foundation of this ptotest is, that, with 

the excepu »o of “a solitary question,” “there 

is not one little of all the incumbering mass of 

documentary and oral testimony, which has oc- 

cupied the labours of the committee for more 

than 20 days; that has the slightest pretensions 
to the character of legal evidence ” 

In support of this allegation, it is objected: 
First. To all that part of the investigation 

directed to ascertain whether the Secretary at 

War had any agency in bringing torward the 

charge against Mr Calhoun. 
Second. That “the great mass of the evidence 

that so long engaged the attention of »he corn- 

mi tre, consists of the private letttrs of Major 
Vandeventer to Elijah Mix, with the explana- 
tions to which they have given rise.” 

We can only properly estimate the character 
and force of these objections, by recurring to 

ihe antecedent facts, from which the inquiry a- 

rose. These were, a letter from Elijah Mix, 
published in the Alexandria Phenix Gazette, 
with some editorial comments. 

The material parts of the letter are as fol- 
lows: 

concerned in the Kip Rap contract, either di- 
rectly or indirectly: And I have written letters 
from Y’andeventer which most positively men- 

tion that he was engaged in and received some 

portion of the contract.” 
The editorial comments, which it is necessa- 

ry to notice, were in these words; 
“The letter was marked confidential; but 

Hancock not choosing to consider it so, com- 

municated it yesterday to the Secretary of War 
who immediately rejected Mix’s proposal, de- 
claring him un worthy to be a party to a con- 

tract, and thinking, probably, that such a man 

might have the hardihood hcrealter to make an 

attempt upon his reputation.** 
In h:s appeal to the House, soliciting an in- 

quiry, Mr. Calhoun thus expressed himself: 
“In claiming ibe investigation of the House, 

I am sensible, that under our free and happy 
institutions, the cfcndiltt of public servants, is 

a fair subject of the closest scrutiny and the 
freest remarks, and that a firm and faithful dis- 
charge of duty aflbrds, ordinarily, ample pro- 
tection against political attacks: but when such 
attach assume the character of impeachable of- 
fences, and become, in some degr/e, official, by 
being placed among the public records, an officer, 
thus assailed, however base the instrument used, if 
conscious of innocence; can look for refuge on- 

ly to the Hall of the immediate Representatives 
of the People. It is thu9 I find myself most un* 

expeciemy piacec. 
“On Wednesday morning lasl, it was for the 

first time intimated to me, that charges of a 

very-serious nature against me were lodged in 
one of the Executive Departments; during the 
day rumors from several quarters to the same 
effect reached me; but the first certain informs- 
tion of their character was received yesterday 
morning, through one of the newspapers of the 
District. It appears, from this statement, that 
I am accused of the sordid and infamous crime 
of participating iuthe profits of a contract form- 
ed with the government, through the Depart- 
ment of War, while I was entrusted with the 
discharge of its duties, and that the accusation 
has been official'# presented as thi basis of an offi 
aialact of the War Department * and consequently 
to be placed amonz its records, as a lasting stigma 
an my character.” 

By the letter of Mix, the editorial comment, 
and the language used by Mr Calhoun, in his 
appeal to the House, the following (acts are un- 

questionably established. 
|. The charge made bv Mix referred to the 

Rip Rap contract, and Mix himself avowedly 
rested it upon letters written to him by Var.de- 
Tenterf 

3. The editorial comments treat Mix as un- 

worthy of credit; and represent him to have 
been so held at the War Department. And by 
adding as one reason, upon which the Secreta- 
ry of War acted, an apprehension that Mix 
“might hereafter have the hardihood to make an 
attempt upon his reputation” it clearly conveys 
the fact that the charge was considered a ca- 
lumny. 

3. Mr. Calhoun asked an investigation of a ; 

particular charge, and asserted as a ground of 

interference by the House, that it was a p<£ 
litical attack”—“ placed among the public records 
—•that a "base instrument” was “usF.n” “Ana 

that the accusation had been *»fficially present- 
ed fs ihe basis of an official act of the war < e- 

partmrnl, and consequently to be placed among 

its records as a lasting stigma upon his character. 
With these facts before us,resulting Irom an 

examination of the written documents involved 
in the inquiry, I proceed to examine the first 

ground of protest—to wit, the inquiry as to 

the agency of the Secretary of War in bring- 
ing forward the charge against Mr. Calhoun. 

It is urged in these words: * 

“It will be recollected, that the first three or 

four days of this inquiry were devoted to the 

examination of witnesses, professedly produced 
for the purpose of exculpating the present Sec- 

retary of War from the imputation of having 
any agency, either in bringing forward the 

charge of peculation against Mr Calhoun, or 

in the infamous publication of the equally infa- 
mous letter of the yet more infamous instrument 

of this dark and nefarious conspiracy. It is not 

inv purpose to complain of the course pursued 
by the committee, in this respect, although it 

might seem to indicate a more anxious desire 
to exonerate one, against whom no imputation 
had been madet than to administer speedy justice 
to the second officer of the Government, when 

actually on his trial upon a charge of official 
delinquency, calculated, if true, to stamp his 

reputation with indelible infamy.” 
I will not so far insult the understanding of 

any man, as to adduce argument to prove, that 
the very complaint here disclaimed, in terms, is 
in substance made. Every man, capable of un- 

de: standing a legal logical proposition, per- 
ceives, at once, that this part of the examina- 
tion is regarded as injustice to Mr Calhoun.— 
But was it not a proper, nay a necessary part 
of the investigation? 

If this inquiry were altogether irrelevant and 
! improper, why did Mr. Calhoun, in his letter to 

the House, allude to it? Why make it asubstan- 

| live part of Ins complaint? He is accused of of- 
! ficial peculation. The accusation is published, 
with the name of the accuser, and the charac- 
ter of the proof. Both are of such a nature as 

to obtain no credit whatever. But Mr. Cal- 
houn calls tor investigation. Upon what ground? 
Clearly that he has been made the subject of 

“political attacks"—that “such attacks assume 

the character of impeachable offences, and be- 
come in some degree official, by being placed a- 

mong the public records'* This then being the 

very foundation upon which he asks the inter- 
ference of the House, surely the justice of the 

allegation ought to be examined into. By his 
ow'd admission, no inquiry is necessary or ought 
to be made, but for the circumstance that "the 
accusation had been officially presented as the basis 
of an official act of the War department, and, con- 

sequently, to be placed among its records, as a last- 
ing stigma upon his character." Is it not most 

extraordinary that Mr. Calhoun should object 
to the investigation of a fact thus asserted by 
himself as the very ground updh which he 
founded his application? Suppose the allegation 
to be well founded, would it not cast reproach 
upon the conduct of the Secretary of War?— 
Could there be a more dishonorable act, which 
the law would not punish as infamous, than to 

****** *5c«t 
put it on file in official form, and procure its 
publication in a newspaper, and gi\e the accus- 
ed no intimation of the fact? Such, in rea’ity, 
is the extent of the accusation, made by Mi 
Calhoun, in his appeal to the House, against 
Mr. Barbour. Look at the state of facts. 

I he accusation is published with an intima- 
tion that it had been in possession of the St rre- 

tary of War, Mr. Calhoun describes it as a"po- 
litical attack"—"become in some degree official 
by being placed among the public records.”— 
And then asserts, “an officer thus assailed "— 
How? By a "political attack"—“placed among 
the public retards.” He proceeds: "however 
base the instrument used.” Used! By who;n? 
Surely the obvious inference is, by him who 
placed the attack upon the public records — 

It must be so understood by everyone. It was 

certainly so meant when written. And can it 
be that Mr. Calhoun and Mr. McDuffie, if they 
could view the question without excitement, 
would seriously maintain that the justice of the 
charge against the Secretary of War ought not 
to be examined by a committee, who were rais- 
ed, principally, upon the suggestion that such 
had been the conduct of the Secretary? 

Has not the country an interest in the char- 
acter of other public men, as well as that of Mr. 
Calhoun? Upon what principle could it be pro- 
per to pass over the allegation against the Se- 
ctary of War, as an admitted fact? Tor surely, 
if it weie not inquired into, its truth would have 
been a natural and just inference. li is true 
Mr McDuffie asserts that no imputation had 
been made” against the Secretary ol War. But 
I have certainly shown that Mr Calhoun’s let- 
ter to the House cannot be so interpreted, and 
Mr. McDuffie’s own language is in contradic- 
tion to this assertion. He speaks of Mix as the 
“infamous instrument o/"this dork and nefarious 
conspiracy 

” Who aie the conspirators that em- 

ploy this instrumentP Ii were idle to pretend 
that Satterl. e Clark and Goldsboi ough, and the 
Alexandria Gazette, constitute a!! whom it is 
meant to include. And althougn Mr McDuffie 
adds that he “readily exonerates him [the Sec- 
retary] from intentional participation in this 
most insidious attempt at moral and political 
assassination;” siilinhe very exoneration im- 
p ies some degree oi censure. And the subse- 
quent complaint, that the Secretary uid not 
cause a disclaimer to be published in the Alex* andi la Gazette, of any participation in the gra- tuitous interpretation of its Editorial language, is in the same s;>i: it. b b 

hJ^77i.'inaC-Uy wilh which Mr. McDuffie ad- heres to the original allegation of Mi. Calhoun, that the publication of Mix’s letter was a poli- txal attack necessarily involves the Secretary of a. in that accusation. Upon what ground can it be urged that a conspiracy was got up a- gainst Mr. Calhoun, in which Mix and Clarke 
were mere “instruments” “war for lhal 

c 

pose, without pointing to some principals bv whom these instruments were used? And upon whom does this accusation so obviously rest as 
upon the Secretary of War? To repeat the im- 
putation, and refer to no one upon whom it can 
rest, and at the same assert that no imputation 

had been made against the Secretary of ar, 

is one of the strange incongruities that c arac- 

terise this protest. 
It was due to the Secretary of Waft1 was 

due to the public justice, that ibis injurious sug- 

gestion with respect to him, should be inves 1- 

gated, and the truth made manitest. ls a 

been done. And of this Mr. Calhoun comp am-*, 

though himself at the same time se*k",£ r 

fuge” from calumny, in an appeal t0 l"e r?Prc* 
sentatives of the people!” 

In the full exposition of facts, which has fall- 

en place, the conduct of Mr. Calhoun an i. r. 

McDuffie is certainly placed in an unfavora e 

f- -- Barbour. point of light, in respect to Mr.- 
This gentleman testifies that as he deeme 
1 1112) v (I lIv 111(III iCk)llll« v 

the letter of Mix a foul calumny, lie conceivei 

that to communicate the fact 01 recciym»» • 

Mr. Calhoun, would be indelicate, as ll nug 1 

imply that he thought some explanation nects- 

sary. He further states that the letter never 

was on file in the office, and never made the oa- 

sis of an official act. That Mr. Hoyd oalle 

upon him, and referring to the letter, suggest* 
that it ought to be burnt, or a copy sent to Mr. 

Calhoun. That he then explained the grourn s 

upon which he proceeded, and requested! r. 

Floyd to communicate them to Mr. Calhoun. 

That upon being informed that Mr. Floyd had 

omitted to do so, he sent for Col. Johnston, and 

requested him to make the communication.—, 
Col. Johnston testifies that he did so, early on 

Friday morning, before Mr. Calhouu s appea 
was sent to the House. It is thus in full pi ooT, 
that, when Mr. Calhoun sent his appeal to the 

House, he was apprised that the Secretary of 

War disavowed the fact it asserted, that the 

letter was “placed among the public records, 
and disclaimed also the assertion, that tt had 

been made the basis of an official act. I do not 

see how lie can justify making tnese allegations, 
when he knew that the Secretary of war had 

asserted them to he unfounded,—unless upon 
the foundation that he did not give credit to the 

Secretary’s assertion. Nothing so misleads the 

judgment as a high state of excitement. It is 

then credulous or incredulous, as prompted by 
momentary impulses. But in the lapse ol 

weeks this excitement must subside, and the 

unjust suspicions of anger should yield to the 

influence of sober realities. Instead of com- 

plaining of the investigation that exposes the 

incorrectness of the assertions made by Mr. Cal- 

houn, as “not only irrelevant but immaterial to 

the pending issue,”—these assertions ought to 

be frankly retracted,—and the idea of a conspi- 
racy abandoned. It is altogether too baseless 

to obtain seaious credit with the community at 

large. And it detracts greatly from the cha- 

racter for practical good sense which is attribut- 
ed to Mr. Calhoun, to give further countenance 

to it. 

From the Baltimore American, March 13. 
Messrs. Editors: In your paper of this morn- 

ing, you have given, what you say, was Mr. 

Tomlinson’s view of the bill which passed the 
Senate with only rEX dissientient votes, relative 
to the Colonial trade. You will excuse me 

when I say, that it is scarcely possible that a 

gentleman of Mr Tomlinson’s good sense could 
have taken such a view of the bill. You make 
him say that, “ should the bill from the Senate 
btcume a law, and should no arrangement have 

W .. ... omr- • f.n 
be admitted into the ports cf the United States 

1 from the British Colonies, paying no discrimi- 
nating duties whjtever either on their tonnage 

I or cat goes; while \menran vessels were abso- 
lutely excluded front the British West Indies 
be. See. Sec ” Now what is the fact? That the 

I bill from the Senate interdicted the British Co- 

| Ion hi trade by sea, by land, or inland naviga- 
tion, from and after the 31st day of December. 
It completely put a stop to all intercou -se with 
the British Colonies after that day, and actual- 
ly continued the discriminating duties on Bri- 
tish tonnage, or their cargoes, until that day— 
as I shall shew.—I have the bill before me. 

The first section proposes to Great Britain 
the same terms exactly as she had proposed to 
the United States in her act of Parliament of 
the 5th ol July, 1825. The second section sus 

pends the operation of the acts of Congress of 
18 18, 1820, and 1823, until the 31st day of De- 
cember, “except so much thereof as imposes dis- 
criminating duties on the tonnage of foreign vessels 
or their cargoes. Of course those duties would 
still have been paid by British Colonial vessels 
until the 31st December; and as those acts of 
Congress were only suspended until that day, 
they would of course have been in full force a- 

gain on the 1st day of January. The act of 1823 
would, as I have said, have been in force, and 
that excludes, completely, all trade of every de- 
scription with the British Colonies. Had any 
of their vessels arrived in the ports of the Uni- 
ted States after the 31 si December, they and 
their cargoes were liable to confiscation. 

'1 he third section was perfectly agreeable to 
to both branches. The House amended it by 
simply changing some few words, which they 
thought more clear, with which the Senate were 

satisfied—but it added words which were not 

acceptaoie to the benatejpnd perhaps were noi 
understood by some who voted for them. The 
Senate rejected them, and the bill was thus lost. 
What was the import of those words/ They 
repealed forever the act ©," 1823, and retained 
the acts of 1818 and 1820—What would have 
been the consequence? The act of 1823 inter- 
dicts alt trade between the Colonies of Great 
Britain, hy land as well as by sea; and that act 

was, by the amendment, to be completely re- 

pealed. 
i he arts or 1818 and 1820 were to be conti- 

nued in force. Those acts only interdicted the 
Colonial trade by sea. Had the Senate concur- 

red in the amendment, then the trade with both 
the Canadas and Nova Scotia would have been 
completely open by land,and inland navigation, 
precisely conforming to, affid doing exactly that 
which the British Order in Council of July last 
had authorized. That o-derkept open the trade 
to her North American Colonies, and the a- 

mendment was entirely to the wishes of Great 
Britain. Had the Senate been so weak as to 
have concurred in the amendment from the 
House of Representatives, theu Ohio, New 
York, Vermont, and Maine, would have had an 

open market for all their commodities, and 
would have supplied a sufficiency for the West : 

Indies, whilst all the tither States would have 
been cut offfrom all intercourse with the colo- 
nies: for they could have uong except by sea, 

had the amendment succeeded. Those fajorej* 
States, and perhips others, would have refused, 
at the next session, a general interdict, an 

that one part of the Union would have had ad- 

vantages which could not have failed to iave 

caused great dissatisfaction among alU^otn- 
12lh March, 1827. 

From the National Intelligencer. 
Messrs. Gales 8c Seatox : General Smith 

having published in a Baltimore papei some 

observations on Mr. Tomlinson's remarks, in 

the House on the Colonial Bill, as it went fi«m 

the Senate, and Mr. Tomlinson having left the j 
city, a friend of his takes the liberty o! asking 

you to publish a paragraph or two by way o 

answer to those observations. The General 

thinks the Editors must have misunderstood or 

misrepresented Mr. Tomlinson. 
^ 

“In your paper of this morning," says .ie to 

the Editors of the Baltimore papers, “you have 

given what you say was Mr. Tomlinson’s view 

of the bill which passed the Senate, with only 
ten dissenting votes, relative to the Colonial 
trade. You will excuse me when I say that it 

is scarcely possible that a gentleman ol Mr. 

Tomlinson’s good sense could have taken such 

a view of the bill. You make him say that, 
should the bill from the Senate become a law, 
and should no arrangement have been conclud- 
ed before the 31st day of December next, Brit- 
ish vessels would, after that time, be admitted 
into the ports of the United States from the Brit- 
ish Colonies, paying no discriminating duties 

whatever, either on their tonnage or cargoes; 
while American vessels were absolutely exclud- 
ed from the British West Indies.” 8cc. 

Now, agreeing willi ornerai omnn inai *»ir. 

Tomlinson is a man of very good sense, I would 

still remark that there is no sort of doubt that 

he did use the precise words,or at least expressed 
the precise opinion here imputcdio him;8tin this 

opinion he was not singular. If lie were in an 

error, in this respect, it was an error common 

to a great majority of the House of Representa- 
tives, and I believe, indeed, to every gentleman 
who, in that House, took part in the debate — 

It was an error into which Mr. Cambreleng fell; 
it was an error, which neither Mr. Forsyth, Mr. 

Archer, nor any other gentleman, as far as I re- 

member, who were for the Senate’s bill, pointed 
out or exposed. With great deference to Gen. 

Smith, Messrs. Editors, I humbly submit that 
it is no error at all. Mr. Tomlinson’s *ords 

express, with entire accuracy, the state of things, 
as it would have existed on the 1st day of Janu- 

ary next, il the Senate’s bill had passed. 
Gen. Smith says “the bill from the Senate 

interdicted the British Colonial trade by sea, 

by land, or inland navigation, from and after the 

3Ut day of December. It completely put a 

stop to all intercoure with all the British Colo- 

nies after that day,” &c. 
Either Gen. Smith, or the writer of these pa- 

ragraphs, is greatly and strangely mistaken in 

the legal effect and operation of the Senate’s 
bill. I find no interdict in it whatever. It pro- 
hibited nothing; at least it prohibited nothing to 

Great Britain. The only effectual prohibition it 
contained, was a prohibition on the President, 
preventing him from issuing a proclamation, 
excluding British vessels from our ports, before 
the 31st of December- next; and after that day 

uar/ttfiirtrrt'ne-rrtntti/lftntRMt'tobt/rM 
proclamation, or somt other law should be pass- 
ed ot» the subject. 

Here, Messrs. Editors, appears to me-I speak 
it without discourtesy—to be General Smith’s 
mistake, as to the operation of his own bill, in 
connexion with other laws. He seem$ to think, 
that if his bill had passed, the acts of 1818 and 
1820 would, of course, have been in full opera- 
tion, after the 31 st of December. But this is, 
with submission, an entire error. These laws, 
are suspended, by the act of 1823, whenever that 
act lives, or revives, they are dead. Now, by 
the General’s bill, that act would revive, and be 
in full force, on the first day of January next; 
and consequently, it would have its ordinary and necessary effect of suspending again the laws 
of 1818 and 1820. Any one will see, I think, 
that this must be the inevitablj^operation, who 
will take the trouble to read carefully the three 
laws, together with General Smith’s proposed hill. 1 his necessary result of the measure was 
stated over and over, and over again, in the 
House of Representatives, and was fully urged, 
as I have understood, at the conference. The 
editors, therefore, have not mistaken Mr. Tom- 
linson, nor was he forsaken of his characteris- 
tic good sense, when he described, in the lan- 
guage imputed to him, the character and opera- tion of the Senate's bill. 

Gen. Smith says, as already stated “that the 
Senate’s bill completely puts a stop to inter- 
course with the British Colonies, after the 31st 
of December.” 

as me i.enerai nas, as he says, the bill before 
him, will he be kind enough to point out how 
it thus completely puts a stop to this inter- 
course after that time. It cannot, as I have al- 
ready said, effect this object, by giving force to 
the laws of 1818 and 1820, because it does not 
in fact give force to these laws. It suspends 
till December, the law of 1823; after December 
then that law will be in force; now the very 
first section of that law is in these words; “ Be 
it enacted, See. That from and after the 3d day 
of March next, (March, 1824) the first, second, 
and third sections of the “Act concerning Navi- 
gation,” approved on the 18th April, 1818, and 
the Act supplementary to an act concerning Na- 
vigation, approved May 15, 1820, shall be, and 
the same are hereby suspended, during the conti- 
nuance of this act8cc. 

The General’s bill therefore revives, after 
December, an act which declares, that so long 
as that act itself exists, the laws of 1818 and 
1320 are suspended and of no force. By reviv- 
ing the law of 1823, the General's bill thus 
completely suspended and annulled the act* of 
1818 and 1820; and of this it would now seem 
that General Smith was not at all aware. 

Gen. Smith says, it will be observed that “the 
bill from the Senate interdicted the Britsh Co- 
nial trade by sea, by land, or inland navigation, from and after the 31 st of December.” 

I should be very glad to be informed how 
this interdiction was effected by the bill. Even 
if Gen. Smith was right, as I have aimed to 
shew he was not, in supposing that the acts of 
1818 and 1820, would, of course, revive and be 
in force, after December, he would very much 
oblige many by shewing how the trade bv land 

or inland navigation, would be stopped by those 
acts, or any of them, or by his bill. 

“The act of 1823,” says the General, “t*. 
eludes completely all trade ol every description, 
with the British Colonies.” 

With great submission, I be*? to say, U,e att 
of 1823 does no such thing. It was an act for 
opening the trade, and not for shutting u. \vu; 
the General have the goodness to say \v!:at sec- 
tion or the act of 1823 contains the provision 
he alludes to? As to the acts of 1813 and 

they.were expressly limited to intercourse by 
sea. 

The act of 1823 suspends those acts, but •» 

contains no interdict whatever of its oar,. It 
opens the trade because the British had opened 
it- and it gives the President the pewrr of clos- 
ing it when the British shall close it; and ti.c 
President was to close it by putting the acts of 
1818, and 1820, again in f* rce. But those acts 

applied only to intercourse by sea. It i3 qui(e 
past my comprehension, therefore, how any cr.t 
can entertain the opinion that the act of IS2: 
excluded all trade of every description with the 
British colonies. There is one argument which 
perhaps may suffice to satisty Gen. Smith him- 
self of his error in this respect. It is thU; fhe 
act of 1823 is at this moment in complete oper- 
ation; d«es it, I ask, “exclude completely all 
trade of every description with the British col- 
onies?*' If General Smith can answer this ques- 
tion affirmatively, his view of this matter r, 

right; if he cannot, it is wrong. \Ve all know 
that the trade is now open to British vessels, k 

open to them exclusively; and »ve know further 
that if the President were tomorrow to issue 
his proclamation, and revive the laws of 1818, 
and 1820, the effect would only be to stop the 
intercourse by sea; leaving the inland inter- 
course entirely unaffected. 

There are sundry other remarks, Messrs Ed- 
itors, in the General's communication, on the 

legal effect and operation of his bill, which arc 

wide, indeed, from the interpretation which the 
writer of this article, and others, have put up- 
on it. But they are all absorbed in that one 

great error, of supposing that, if the. bill had 

passed, all intercourse with the coIonies(if there 
had been 40 arrangement,) would have been 
stopped, of course after December. It never 

would have been stopped, till another law or a 

proclamation had slopped it. Another great 
error, (1 must use the word from necessity) u 

in supposing, that, even if intercourse general- 
ly had ceased, inland trade would have ceased 
also. 

As General brmth has now exptauiea hiraseir 

it is quite clear and manifest, that the amend- 
ment proposed in the House was inditpensible lo 

l he accomplishment of his own object. He wished 
the intercourse to close, of course, and by oper- 
ation of law, (if no arrangements were previous 
ly made,) on tlie 31st of Dec. His own bill 
would not produce that effect. The amendment 
of the House enabled it to accomplish that pre- 
cise purpose. In rejecting the bill, therefore, 
because the House had so amended it, he re- 

jected it because it had been made capable of 

producing an end, which he desired to produce 
by it, but which, without amendment, it was 

incapable of producing. 
As to the inland, or Canada trade, the amend- 

ment of the House did not affect it, one way or 

the other. 
Ji member of the House of Representaiirts. 

¥or Boston, 
/fit The fine Schooner ALEXANBJIU, JVM w- Howe* master; will hare quick despatch. 

alwjjjX. For freight or passage apply to 
A. C. CAZENOVE k Co. 

tv Ao have for tale, landing from raid schooner— 
30 hltds. N. E. rum 
30 barrels do 
10 cases low priced hats 
40 tons plaster mar 19 

District of CoYuiribia, 
G 

County of Alexandria. Set: 
EORGE M. PARSONS his applied to the hon. 
Hm. C runch, Chief Judge of the United State*’ 

C'rcuit Court of the District of Columbia, to be di* 
charged from imprisonment, under the act for the re- 
bel of insolvent debtors within the District of Colum- 
bia, on the second Monday in April, at 9 o’clock, A. M. at the Court-House in Alexandria, when and 
where his creditors are required to attend, 

march 19—.It EDM. I. LEE, C. C. 

George 31. Parsona 
J|TlAS had a partial acquaintance with the Dry Good* 

and Grocery busines— He would like employ- rm*nt in at _i*.__ ment in either at this time, on liberal terms. Commu- 
nications (post paid) will be promptly attended to. 

inarch 19 tf 

PUumeUa’s Office* 
17/4 March, 1827. 

THE official list of the drawing of the Grand State 
Lottery of Maryland, 10/4 Clust, and the 6lk of the 

Delaware State Lottery is received. The holders of 
tickets are respectfully invited to call and have their 
tickets examined, and, if prizes, receive the cash, or 
renew them in the neat lotteries to be drawn. The 
numbers drawn in the Delaware are— 

15 30 51 49 l 44 18 26 25 
NEXT LOTTERY. 

Union Canal Lottery, 27/4 Class, Vl^ill draw on the 27th of this month—highest prizt! 1 of 820,000 
1 °* 5,000 
1 °J 2,945 

1° of 1,000 
_. %20 °/ 500, Sec. 
1 icket.s only 5 dollars, halves 2 50, quarters 1 25- 

in a variety of lucky numbers. ALSO, 
V it ginia X ay igation Lottery * 

FIRST CLASS, 
Will be drawn in Petersburg in April next—All in onr 

day. 
HIGHEST PRIZE 10,000 DOLLARS: 

More prizes than blanks—Splendid scheme: 
i prize of 
1 do 
2 do 

810,000 
5.000 
1.000 

8 prizes of 8500 
15 do 100 
20 do 50 

30 01 »20, &c. see. 

Amounting to 5!,000 Dollars' 
Whole tickets 4 dollars, Halves 2, Quartersjl—for sale, in a variety of lucky numbers, at 

RTJ IT IT ELLS’ 
Old Established and Truly Lucky Lottery Office, king 

Street, Alexandria. 
Where several prizes of value was suhl in the !»*• 
scheme. 

dj*Orders by mail (post paid) or by private con- 

veyance, enclosing' cash or prize tiokets, will meet 
with the same prompt and punctual attention as it or. 

personal application. Address to 
mar IT J. H. RUNNKI.L9, Alex’s, D. C 


