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Corres nce befwéen Mr. Gallaligi
and Mr. Canning.—Among the deeu-

municated to Congre el ¢ A =
ments communicated to Congress by th T et being Gflired. i6 -was not il after re-

President of the United* States, at the
opening of the late sessidn of Congress, |
‘was a letter from Mr. Canning to.Mr.
Gallatin of Sept. 1151820, the answer of
Mr. Gallatin, ‘of Sept. 22; aud a-letter of
jnstructions.from Mr Clay to Mr. Galla- |,
tin of Noyv. 11. Ameng the documents
 laid before the House of Commons March
26, as mentioned in onr paper yesterday,
is the ceply of Mr. Caaning to Mr. Gal-
latin, dated Nov. 18,—a letter from Mr.
Gallatin to Mr, Canniang; dated Dec. 28,
after the receipt of the despatch above |
mentioned from. Mr. €lay, and commu-

nicating the substance of that despateh,— L

and lastly a létter fram-Mr. Caaning to.
Mr. Gallatia, dated Jan."27, 1827. “
In the letter of Nov. 13, Mr. Cagniag '
maintains the ground that Great Britain |
has a right to preserve the monopoly ef |
the trade of her colonies ; that it is aright .
which ‘has been practised and aqecuiesced
in by all pations, and a ri ht of a differ-
ent natureg; from that right by which a
pation may  interdict all foreign trade
with hesself. He replies-at some leagth
to the argument ‘of Mr. Gallatin, that the |
United States are excluded from a trade .
with the. colonies, which is oped to the
rest of the woirld, Mr. Canning says, that
Great Britain, for considerations of which
she alone is the judge, has opened her co-
lonial tracde to other nations, not as a mat-
ter of special favour, or of special ¢laim
to_any one, but on specified conditions,
common to all natiens who might think |
fit o subscribe to them, and to the Uni-
ted Stateés among the rest. 1fsome of the i
nations have taken advantage of the o- '

l

condition annexedsto it, and others, in-
cluding the United States; have omitted

so.10 da,, it isniot a correct destription of |

the consequence, to say that they are ex-
cluded by Great Britain from - a trade
which on the contrary she invited them
toshare. The U. States cannot put for-
ward the pretension, that what is granted
to others on terms, should be granted to
them unconditionally. :
The letter of Mr. Gallatin recapitulates
very distinctly the principal poiats inthe
distory of the case, states the reasons
which the government had for supposiag
that that of Great Britain would be still
willing to settle the points in dispute by
‘megociation, notwithstanding the act of
Parliament of July, 1825, and dwells at
considerable length on the  difficulties in
the way of adjusting the conditions on
which the trade should be centinued, by
i ndependent acts of legisistion, arising
from the difficulty of interpreting sanual-
-y the act of 1825, and of complying with
all the conditions of it. The letter con-
cludes with expressiors of o desire on the
part of the government of the United
States, to cultwate a cordial and lasting
friendship with Great Britain, and to sei-
tle every controverted questinn between
them-on principles of justice and recipro=
<ity. It announces the intention of the
President to lay the correspondence on
the wb)ject before Congress ;—which bo-
-dy would decide, whether the colonial in-
tercourse should be altogether closed, or
the conditibns to which they would assent
for retaining it.  Mr. Gallatin, as well as
the British government, will probably
learn with some surprise, that no mea-
sure was adopted by Congress ou thesub-
Jeet, and that the intercourse would cease
‘#1 consequence of a disagreement of the
®wo houses on an incidental questien.
- Then follows the annexed letter from

Mr. Canning to Mr. Gallatin, which clo-

ses the correspondence :—

‘ Mr. Secretlr_'yCan_ning to Albert Gallatin, 'Elq
Foreien Orrice, Jan 27,1827.
. The undersigned, &c. has’ the honour .

ta . ‘cknowledge the note addressed to him

on¢ he 28th.ult. by Mr. Gallatin, &c ; in-

xeply ing 10 which, the undersigned will,
as fap: *8S pessible conform himseli to the
€xa
thase p - sints of the question in agitation

betwean . ' them, which have been #lready

exhausge . -d.in argument, and the further

| dent at this €ourt. Se far from any such

smed that their trade to the British West

Goverdment of the Unifed States com-
| munication of® the act of Parliament of

pening offered'to them, by accepting the i to all nations of the world certain bene-
: 2 z

ple of Mr. Gallatin, in_putting pside”
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each other Acts of theéir respective Legis- |
"The Actof Congress of 1823 —an Act,

‘the provisions of which specially affected ' The petition, with equal distinciness,
Great Bsitaio—was not officially com-  invite the.attention of the American Le-
| mngd , either to the King’s Minister |

at Whashington, or to his Majesty’s Go-
vernment by the American Ministerresi-

communication being made, orany vol-
untary exp'la_lia;iOsI of the bearing of that

peated and. pressing inquiries; that his
Majesty’s Minister at Washington succee-
ded in obtaining frow the Amercan Sec-
retary of Siato, the true construction” of |
the most important claose of that 'act?ﬂie
clause in which the United States clai-

dia colonies should be put on the same
footing-with the trade to the same colo-
nies from ¢ elsewhere ;’ and learnt, to his
Ereat astonishment, that under that word,
elsewhere,’” was intended to be signified,
not only the other dependencies of Great
Britain, but the ¢ Mother Country itself.”
The undersigned, at thé same time,
egs that it reay not be supposed that the
ritish Government withheld from the

1825, from any motion of retaliation for
the omission of the Government of the
United States to communicate to that ¢f
his Majesty the act of Congress of 1828.
He refers to that “instance of omission
on the part of the American Government |
only in proof. L, A
- First, That the .ordinary and natoral
course between Siates, is not to make di-
plomatic communications of the acts of
the respective legistutures ; and secondly,
that no inference could be drawn from
such an omission on the one side, any
mose than on the other, of (what the un-
dersigned disclaims for his Government)
an intentional want ,bf cpurtesy or res-
~ Bat the act of 1825, didnot relate spe-
Cinlly to the United States. U held out |

fiss (or what were believed by the British
Government to be 30,) on certain coandi-
tions. |
~ If a communication of the act had been
'made to one nation, it must have been
! made a'ike to all.—Such-commaunication
would have'been liable to different mis-
representailions: some governments might
have considered’ it as a solicitation to
which they were boand in-courtesy to
give some answer, explaining their rea-
! sons for declining (if they did decline) to
{ avail themselves of the provisions of the
"act: others might perhaps have taken
umbrage at it, as an authoritative preten-
! sion to impose the legislation of this coun-
| try_upon gther nations.
ke simplest course was to allow the
ovisions of the act to find their way to
.general koowledge _through the usual
“channels of commercial information.
‘The undersigned has no reason to ap-

| effectual on the present than on former
| occasions. .
| " The condition of the act of 1825 have
' been accepted and carried into effect by
l soime governments : that of the United
| States has not thought it expedient to take
' advantage of them. Butthe undersigned
' cannot but be still of opinion, that the re-
solution proposed in the House of Rep-
resentatives, at Washington, at the be-
ginning of the last session of Congress,
for the express purpose of urging the
Ezxecutive Government of the United
States to come into the terms of the act
of 1825, the debates which took place
vpon that propesition; and the final re-
jection of it by a majarity of only two
votes, show that it was not. for want of a
snfficient undérstanding of the intent of
the act of Parliament, that the conditians
of it were not accepted by the United
States. . : )

T'o one piece of evidence, which proves
the perféct understanding in - Americay
not only of the purport and provisions of
the Act of Parliament of 1825, but of the
congitions which it would be requisite for
the American Legislatare to periorm in
order to entitle the U. States to the bene-
fit of. that Aet, the undersigned might
bave sceupled to refer (as not being-of the
oagre of  a Diplomatic . Document,) if

bring ‘forward-any docament tending to
throw light on the matler in dispufe, by
citifig, in- sopport of bis.own view of that

-impeachment of any of its allegations,)

' prehiend that this course has proved less |

‘Mr. Gallatin :bad not encouraged him to

- —
————

bﬁ_t to all pa?rts of the :"n:-_ld; (tl;e“ Umted
Kingdom and its Dependencies alone ex-
Cﬁple'd-) gl . ot -

gislature ta the conditions on which these
advantages might be secured to the Unit-
ed States, and prayed for the' removal of
the several - resirictiops imposed by the
American act of 1823, pot of the * dis,
criminating duties” only, but of the pro-
hibition of what is called by Mr. Gallatin
the ¢ circuitous intescourse in' British
ships ;" the petitioners,: expressly sub-
mitiing to Congress the propriety of ad-
itting . British_yessels,. frows-wwAuscowr

¢s, on the same terms as the vessels of
the most favoured Nations. ;
It appears from the reports of Lthe pro-
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‘maintain - the established »distinction lm-1 From the Lundon.New Monthly Magazine.

tween geoeral and colonial frade. |
- Great Britain had, therefd¢ce, a0 ©
'vious motive for doing thenceforWard '
whatever she might think right 109, in
-relaxation of her colonial system, rath

which she fisagreed in opinion, as to tlie |
principles.of colonial trade, so widély:
that it would have been impossible to con-
struct a preamble to a treaty og that sub-
ject; in the enunciations of which the
two contracting parties should have con-.

subject. . :
~ Hitherto, when the irade with the

the prayer of this pttition, (but without |

i
}

ceedings of Congre? that it was against

that the decision of the American Legis-
lature, at the close i the<Session, was

whole purport and bearing of the act of

225 full before their eyes. #

The fact that some of the British ao-!
thorities abroad took upon themselves to

‘suspend the execution of the act of 1825, €d a

towards the Upited States, is undenied, |
But the owly effect of this suspension
was—the continuance of the beunefits of
the then existing state of things to the U.
Stutes, for nearly a twelvemonth longer
than they would otherwise have enjoyed
it. '

Fhat continuance was permilied by the
British government; mainly in considera-

forming to the conditivns of the act of
1825. ‘ SRS s

thentic iatelligence of these proceedings
at Washington, an instruction was seat

belief of the British government, that
Congress would’ not separate withou! a-
dopting the Resolution then -under their
' cousiderajion. In that case, and upon
receiving en assuranee from. the Ameri-
can government that the restrictions and
charges on British shipping, and British
Colonial produce, wpuld be witharawn

authorized to deliver a nate to the Ame-
rican Secretary of Stale, declaring—that
the discriminatling duties imposed upon
American ships and their cargoes in‘the
W. Indies should immediately cease. Mr.
Vaughan was actually in possession of
this instruction, when the resolution, on
the assumed adoption of which the in-
struction to Mr. Vanghan had been foun-
ded, was rejected. ' It was no part of Mr.
Vaughan’s duty to make any communi-
cation upon the subject, to the American
government before the result of the dis-
cussion was ascerlained.. After that re-
sult, (wholly unexpected to this country,)
any such commanication would have
been not only useless, but might, perhaps,
have been considered as an improper ap-
peal against the formal decision of the
Amgrican l.egislature.

That Mr. Vaughan should not after-
wards have been authorized (o enter into
. any discussion of the act of 1825, *“ so
i late as Oct. last,” is not surprising, when
itis considered that Mr. Vaughan, im-

Congress, was instructed to announce the
intention of his Majesty’s goveroment to
pass the Order in Coancil of July, (con-
sequent upon the decision of the Ameri-

the.act of 1825 were virtaally declined.

Mr. Gallatin accounts for the rgjection
of the resolution proposed to the Ameri-
can Legislatare, by the persvasion which
he says, the Governmentiof the United
States entertained, that the negociation
on the subject of the Commercial loter-
course between the United States and the
British West Iadia Colonies would be re-
newed. . i ks :

The undersigned is at a loss to under-
stand on what ground it was assumed at
‘Washingion, that there would be, at all
times, an unabated disposition on the part
of the British government to make the
trade of its West India colonies the sub-
' ject of diploniatic arrangement. i
~ The circamstances of the case were
entirely ebanged. .~ ..

ted pegociation -had failed to

discussin. . 1,0f whith would not tend lo-any- | matter, & private letter from M. Clay, 1o | opinions uponthavsabjest. = - . « |
Particufag SUVADlage. ORI [a Moo Cof Congress. ! *Theilast attempt a6 at-adjesinent ind
The par’. .18 of Mr. G‘“‘“i"'e!i&w*y& f\d’. in_ the session of Congress _of | been made, withan 1clion oo
Which a ar_to_the opdersigned to re- (13256, @ W%M&h?&ix‘ - both sides, -
qQuite any g .. Dservalion,. relate wq:ﬂmwm sses of the Aniericah | them an uncor
Tather of fae ~ 't than of reasoning. | | egislature, in ‘which pet fon-it whs dis- | ¢
Mr. Gaft - ‘inicam incily pointed-out;’ that the British-Act |

Parliameny 1o 11825, was not wofficially

mmanicateq; - 0. 1he Gavernment of -the | Mivles

*S it bewn the , +/1abit ot the two Govern- |

nited States,
it 8 Perw‘

Veuls 10, comn - wnicate” reciprocally fo

. g ; .Y
TN i

s that the M'»E

|

taken ; it cannot be doubted, therefore, €&:§
that the American Legislature had the| "8

tion of the then pendency, in the Legis-!
léfore of the United States; of the Reso-:
| lution herein before mentioned, for con-

Immediately nann the receipt of .au-' He will not allow himself to be drawn a-

out 1o’ Mr. Vaughan, grounded on the|.

by the United States, Mr. Vaughan ‘was |

mediately alter the close of the session of

can Legislature,) by which the terms of

| produce .any materid) approximation of

British West India_colonies had been
opened toall, it had been opened chiefly,
thongh- not exclusivzly to the United
States. ’

To no other country had it been open-
y specific and positive convention.
B4t a time had -now arrived, when,
motives of general “polity, Great
Briteigth ou‘gj}l itadvisable to allow ac-
cess 10-er co onies to all foreign powers,
w fthe

:_:-;_ :
- SSEIRR

1t exception, on conditions tender-
e to all. : o
Such indiscriminate opening conld
only be effected by some process com-
mon to all those who were permitted or
invited to take advantage of it , imparti-
ality was thas maintained towards all
parties,-and the power of coatrol over
her own colonies was, at the same time,
setained in the hands of the mother coun-
try. ; 53

yThe undersigned believes that he has
now touched on’every topit in the last note
addressed ‘to him by M. Gallatin, to
which he had not had occasion ta advert
in former stages of their correspondence.

gain into a discussion of topics already
more than sufficiefitly debated.
The undersigged™trusts - that it *is un-
' necessary for him, in concluding this
‘note, to return to Mr, _Ga&lin’s assuran-
ces of the friendly disposition of the
' United States " of America, assurances
.equally sincere tnat there is the most cor-
dial desire, on the part of Great Britain,
to cultivate the friendship of the United
States. 5 |

The ties of common origin, laws, and
language, must always form strong bounds.
| of national'alliange between them. Their
respective interests, well understood, har-
monize together as much as their feelings,

But it hasnever yet been held”a duty
of inteynational amity (any mare than of
friendship in private life) to submit to
unequal compacts.
held an offence against such duty that a
nation (any” more than an individual)
should decline to make such uncompen-
sated sacrifices.

Between two nations, as between two
individuals most {riendly to each other,
 there may sometimes  happen; unfortu-
nately, to exist some known subject of
incurable difference of opinion. In any
such case it is perhaps most advisiable to
keep that subject as much as posibleout

interfere with the tenor of their general
intercoursey and of their habitual - rela-
tions.

The refusal to regolate the trade of
our colonies by a commercial treaty,
‘which the British Government may think
(even if erroneously) disadvantageous tu
its interests, cannut give just cause of ofr
fence to any power whalever. i

Inthe presentinstance the updersigned
 is most bappy to be able to qualify such
refosal with the declaration, that it is oot
in any degree dictated by sentimenis ei-
ther univiendly or disrespectful to the
United States, or by any indifference to
the amicable adjustment of all other ques-
tions at present pending between them.
and Great Britain.

Of these questions, one has beep al-
ready happily arranged - since Mr. Gal-
latin’s arrival in this country. - .

The undersigned looks forward -with
confidence, no less than with anxijety, to
such an arrangement of the remainder, as

effacing all iraces of past discussions, and
satjsfy all fair and reasonable pretensions
on both sides, may secuie, for.a lo

————

i merewas ye s resion fo |
avoiding further, nlég_ocifit'ibns upon the

‘all in turn,

Nor has it ever been |

of sight, and to take care that it shall not-

- -
',-1.

' ANECDOTICAL RECOLLECTIONS

:5.— It has been repeatedly

 agsered, that the ' Allied Powers were
o . Willing to' Jeave @hg_aefllem;m of the form
: ; oy 2 o el f government to_the French peeo
by, the instrumentality ofher own le ‘."!rio i e ¥ ;

lature than b}"mlhpa{:t with a state jfith\(heﬂiel'es in the year 1814, provided

ple

Napoleotr-ar
fr\m the throne.

{they .._,ﬁg_‘;o pains to ascertain the senti-
fi

ments of .\Pe nation upon that subjeéct, and
that the ane €Nt dynasty was recalled, not -
by the voice ¢_'_‘f' the mgle_gt la_'l;gt__,' l:!ut
and the trickery-o. @ Tew Teading men in

Paris, who had been l?ona_panisls, Bour-
bonites, Republicans, 2vd had betrayed"
It was asser €9 that the citi-

zens of Paris crowde,l to th'e Hotel of the
Emperor of Russia, anct demahded Louis
XVIIl..ad that the dete,"mination of the
Allied Powers was fixed up.™® that-prines’
in consequence. Tt may be worth-while
to know how this afflirmed d!ma.“{.d on the
part of the people was brought about,

ially when atthe return of Nap. aleon,
ffom Elba none were found to follow he
fortunes of this imbecile family-—no

struggle was made by the people in its

behalf. ¥ no. more upon this subject
comes to light hereafter, the following
may afford a coe to explain this seeming °
mystery. |
1t was in the vear 1816, that I became
acquainted withi a French officer, whose
name, De F , as he is, I believe, still .
alive, I will not give at full leagth. He
commanded the gens d’armerie of a nor-
thern arrondiss#ment,and had been some
years a prisoner in Englend® He was
the man who shot Lieutenant D——, of

was captured last war, and for which ser-
vice he was honoured by Napoleon with
the cross of the Legion of Honour. Di-
ning with me one day, and talking of the
restoration of the Bourbons, I expressed'
my surprise, that baving served Napo,,
leon so faithfully, he could turp round,
and become a staunch adherent of the
old dynasty. He very frankly said, “ I,
will explaio how it was. My relations were
several of themn emigrants.. [ had beren
a long while a priseper in the perth of
'England, and saw ne chance of return-,
ing home: Upon the ill success of Na-
poleon in Russia, hopes were immediate.,
ly conceived by the emigranisin Eng-
land, and by the Royal Family th 8
 that it might lead to a réstoration Qf't &
present king. Several persons ad been -
despatched to Paris, to open & corres-
pondeace with their friends,-=None that
I kpow of had been succesful 5 several

having been discovered to be agents in

traitorous correspondence. [ was sent

for from Scotland to London®* by my res

lations, and the question put to me, if §

would venture to Paris, as being a pris-

oner of war and ao officer of Napoleon’s:

I could easily pretend to have made my

L escape. 1 took a little time to consider,

and then determined. to venture. I res-
ceived three letters, one for Prince T
another for the Duke de F : [I forgot
for' whom he'told me he received ihe
third.] I reached Paris in safety ; the
letters were concealed in the lining of my
bat, and were delivered according to
their address. 1 was told by Prince T'
, to remain quiet, and when he bad
any thing to say he would send for me.
I remained so a considerable time; until
Ahve Allies marched into Paris, and the
Emperor of Russia fixed his quarters in
the palace of Elsyee Bourbon, when one
day I was sent for bj' a_ relative, and
asked if I had any objection (o make
myself useful. [ replied, that having em-
barked in the Bourbon cause, I was wil-
ling to stand by it to the last: T had no
hope but that. The’ orders I received
were, to go to the Garden of the Tui-
leries, 4nd give away money, with which
‘my pockéts were vurposelv folly supplied,
and ‘that’ wheén they 'were exhausted
should receive more.' * Bar the police,”I
replied,—* Mind nothing,” wis the an-
swef,—¢ You will ‘see plenty of idlefs
aboat there, principally’ of:the lowest
classes; 'fling away yoor silver, and call
out. Vivent ‘les - bong! Vive Louis

periad of years lo come, reciprocal good
understanding and goud will between the.
Awo kingred OBIOSS. . o', gl o |
. [Signed.] GEORGE CANNING.

e

-

lbert Gallnsin, Eag: e 6. i |

- XVII7 ~ Whien vou Wave collected a
‘good pumber around you, it will svon
‘appest ‘what -you are Yo do.* ' P did sé,

Soon cllcted @ scart or Lo of pacions
and then | y 10 "Incredae

mob began 16°

i_:;‘b';nd liis family were excloded -
Whether this declara- :
_tiop Was Sincere of not, it is very certain

the Peterel schooner, by which vessel he

were imprisoned and seatenced to death,




