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ForiTioar,
CORRESPONDENCE

ders under which you acted authorized
your operations in Florida. Mr. Monroe
replied on the 20th October, 1318; and,
after expressing his regret that you had
placed a construction on your orders dif-
ferent from what was intended, hLe- invi-
ted you toopen a correspondence with me,
that your conception of the @meaning of
your orders, and that of the administra-
tion, might be placed, with the reasons on
both sides, on the files of the War De-
partment.  Your letter of the 15th No-
vember, in answer, agrees to the corres-
pondence as proposed, but declinces com-

- | mencing it ; to which Mr. Mouroe replied

by a letter of the 21st December, stating

Between Gencral Axprew Jackson and | his reasons for suggesting the correspon-

Joux C. Caviovs, President and Vice
President of the United States, on the
subject of the cowrse of the latter, in the
deliberations of the Cabinet gf My,
Monroe, on the occuarences of the Sem-
anole War.

(Continwed from page 11.)
Mr. Callioun to General Jackson.
Wasnineron, 29tk May, 1330.
Sime: In answering your letter of ‘the

13thpstant. | wish’to be d'fslim:tl_v un- |
derstood, that however high my respect |

is for your personal character, and the
“exalted statign which you oceupy, 1 can-
not recognize the right on vour part to
call in question my conduct on the inter-
esting accasion to which vour letter re-
fers. | acted, on that oceasion, in the dis-
charge of a higlr official duty, and under
responsibility to my conscience and- my
country only. In replying, then, to your
letter, I do not place myself'in the attitude

of apologising for the part 1 may have ac- |

ted, or of paliating my conduct on” the
accusation of Mr. Crawford. My course,
I trust, requires no apology ; and if it did,
[ have too much self-respect -to make ‘it
. te any one, in_a case touching the dis-
charge of my official conduct. 1 stand
on very different ground. I embrace the
uppm'mnity‘which your letter offers, not
for the purpose of making excuses, but as
a suitable occasion to place my conduct
in relation to an interesting public trans-
action in its proper light; and I am grat-
ified that Mr. Crawford, though far from
mtending me a kindness, has afforded me
such an opportunity. | r

Lu undertaking to place my conduet in
its proper light, T deem it proper to pre-
mise that it is very far from my intention
to defend mine by impeaching yours.—
Wlhere we have differed; I have no doubt
‘that we differed hounestly ; and in claiming
to act on honorable and patriotic motives
myself, I cheerfully accord the same to
you, '

I know not that I correctly understood
vour meaning ; but, after a careful peru-
sal, I would infer from your letter that you
had learned for the first time, by Mr.
Crawford’s letter, that you and 1 placed
different constructions on the orders un-
der which you acted in the Seminole war ;
and that you had been led to believe, pre-
viously, by my letters to yourself and Gov-
ernor Bibb, that I concurred with you in
thinking that your orders were:intended

H

to authorize your attack on the Spanish,

posts in Florida.  Under- these impres-
sions, you would seem to impute to me
some degree of duplicity, or at least con-
cealment, which regnired on my part ex-
planation. I hope that my conception of

your meating is erroneous ; but if it be

not, and your meaning be such as I sup-
pose, 1 must be-permitted to express my
surprise at the misapprehension, whieh, I
feel confident, it ‘will be in my power to
correct by the most decisive proof, drawn
{rom the nublic documents,* and the cor-
respondence between Mr. Monroe and

_ yourself, growing out of the decision of

the cabinet on the Seminole affair, which
pasted through my hands at the time, and
which I now have his permission to use,
as explanatory of my opinion, as well as
his, and the other members of his admin-
To save you the trouble of tur-
ning to the file of your correspondence,
I have enclosed extracts from the letters,
which clearly prove that the decision of
the cabinet-on the point that your orders
. did not nutherize the occupation of St.
Mark’s and Pensacola, was early and ful-
ly made kuown to you, and that I, in par-
- ticular, concurred in the decision.

Mr. Mouroe’s letter of the 19th July,
1818, the first of the series, and written
immediately after the decision of the ca-
binet, and from which 1 have given a co-
pious extract, enters fully into the views
taken by the Executive of the whole sub-
ject. Tu your reply of the 19th of Au-
gust, 1818, you f_?bJBCt_ to the eonstruction
which the administration had placed on
your orders, and you assign your reasons
at large, why -you conceived that the or-

“See Appendix from A, to F, inclusive, being

an extraet, from a private correspondence between

“Mr. Monroe and General Jackson in the Semingle
<ampaign

\dence, and why he thought that it ought
'to commence with you. To these, I have
‘added an extract from your letter of the
| 7th December, approving of Mr. Monroe’s
|message at the opening of Congress,
| which, though not constitutinga part of
| the correspondence from which 1 have ex-
'tracted so copiously, is infimately connec-
‘ted with the subject under consideration.
; But it was not by private | correspon-
dence only, that the view which the Ex-
ccutive took of your orders was made
‘known. ' In his message to the House of
| Representatives of the 25th March, 151s,
\long before information of the result of
| your operation in Florida was recewved,
Mr. Monroe states, that “‘orders had been
‘gh en tolthc General in command not to
|enter Florida, unless it be in pursuit of
\the ene¢my, in that case, to respect the
| =panish authority, wherever it may be
'maintained ; and he will be nstructed to
|withdraw his forces from the province as
soon as he has reduced that tribe (the Se-
minoles) to order, and secured our fellow-
citizens in that quarter, by satisfactory ar-
rangements, against its unprmoked and
savage hosulitiesn future.” luhis annu-
al message at the opening of Congress,
in November of the same year, the Pres-
ident, speaking of your entering Florida,
says: “On authorizing Major General
Jackson to enter Ylorida, in pursuit of the
Séminoles, care wastaken not toencroach
on tie rights of Spain.” Again: “Inen-
tering Florida to suppress this combina-
tion, uo 1dea was entertained of hosulit
to Spam; and, however jusufiable the
commanding Geueral was, in consequence
of the misconduet of the Spanish officers,
in entering St. Mark’s and Peunsacola, to
terminate it, by proving to the savages, &
their associates, that they could notbe pro-
tected, even there, yet the amicable relation
between the U. States and Spain could not
be altered by that act alone., By ordering
the restitution of those posts, those rela-
tions were preserved. To a change of
them the power of the Executive is deem-
ed urcompetent. It is vested in Congress
alone.” The view taken of this subject
met your entire approbation, as appears
from the extract of your letter, of the 7th
December, 1518, above referred.to.

After such full and decisive proof as it
seems to me, of the view of the Executive,
I had a right as I'supposed, to conclude
that you long since knew that the admin-
istration, and myself in particular, were
of the opinion that the orders under which
you acted did not authorize you to occu-
py the Spanish posts ; but I now infer
from your Jetter, to which this is in an-
swer, that such conclusion was erroncous,
and that you were of the impression, till
you received Mr. Crawford’s letter, that 1
conicurred in the opposite construction,
which you gave to your orders, that they
were intended to authorize you to cccupy
the posts. You rely for this impression,
as I understand you, on certain general
expressions in my letter to Governor Bibb,
of Alabama, of the 13th of May, ISI8, in
which I stated that ““General Jackson is
vested with full powers to conduct the war
in the manner be shall judge best,” and
also in my letter of the 6th February,
1818, in answer to yours of the 20th Jan-
uary eof the same year, in which 1 acquain-
ted you ‘“with the entire approbation of |

adopted to terminate the rupture with the
Seminole Indians.” i

I will not reason the point, that a letter
to Governor Bibb, which was not commu-
nicated to you, which bears date long af-
ter you had occupied St. Mark’s, and sub-
sequent to the time you had determined |
to oceupy Pensacola, (see your letter of|
June 2d, 1818, to me, published with the |
Seminole documents,) could give you au-
thority to occupy those posts. 1 know,
that, 1n quoting the letters, you could not
intend such absurdity, to auathorize such
an inference; and I'must therefore conclude
that it was your iritention by the extract
to show, that, at the time of writing the
letter, it was my opinion that the orders
under which you did act were intended to
authorize the occupation of the Spanish

posts. Nothing could have been more
remote from my intention in  writing the |

the President of all the measures you had |

letter. It would have been in oppasition |
to the views which 1 have always taken (lfl
your orders, and in direct contradiction to
the President’smessage of the 25th March,
1818, communicated but a few weeks be-
fore to the House df Representatives, (al-
ready referred to,) and which gives 7z di-
rectly opposite construction to your orders.
In fact, the letter, on its face, proves - that
it wasnot the intention of the Goverument
to occupy the Spanish posts. By gefer-
ing toit, you will see that 1 eucloséd to
the Governor a copy of my orders fo’'Ge-
neral Gaines, of the 16th December, 1817,
authorizing him to cross the Spanish hne,
and to attack the Indians within the Jim-
its of Florida, unless they should take'shel-
ter under a Spanish post, in which event,
he was directed to report immediately| 1o
the Department, which erder Goverpor
Bibb was directed to consder as his uu-
thority for carrying the war into Flerida,
thus clearly establishing the fact that ithe
order was considered stillin foree, and ot |
superseded by that to yoa, directing ybu |

to assume the command inthe Semmgle |
war. |

@b

Nor can my Jletter of the 6th of Febru-
ary be, by uny sound rule of copstructiGn, |
mterpreied into an authonity to occupy
the spanish posts, or as countenancing,
on my part, such an interpretation of the
orders previously given to you. . Yourlet-
ter'ol the 20th January, to which mine is
an answer, dated at Nashville, before you
set'out on the expedition, and consisis : of
a narrauve of the measures adopted by
you, in order to briug your forees into the
field, where they were directed to rendez-
vous, the tme intended for marching, the
orders tor supplies given to the countract-
ors, with other details of the same kind,
without the shightest indication of yourin-
tention to act against the Spanish posts ;
and the approbation of the Fresident of
the measures you had adopted could be
intended to apply to those detaled in your
letter. 1 do not think that your letter of
the 13th instant presents the question,
whether the Executive or yonrself placed
the true construction, considered as a mil-
itary question, on the orders under which
you acted. Butl must be permitted to
say, that the construction of the former is
in strict confornuty with my intention in
drawing up the orders ; and that, if they
be suscepuble of a ditferent construction,
it was far from being my intention they
should be. 1 did not then suppose, - nor
have I ever, that it was in the power of
the President, under the Constitution, to
order the occupation of the posts of a na-
tion with whom we were not at war ; (what-
ever might be the right of the General, un-
der the law of nations, to attack an ene-
my sheltefed under the posts of a . peytral
power ;) and had I been directed by the
President to issue such order, I should
have been restrained from complying by
the higher authority of the Constjtution,
which I had sworn tosupport. Ner will
I discuss the question, whether the ‘order
to General Gaines, inhibiting him from at-
tacking the Spanish posts,(acopy of which
was sent to you,) was in fact, and aecor-
ding to military usage, an order tp’'you,
and of course obligatory until -reseinded.
Such, certainly was my opinion. I know
that yours was different. You acted on
your construction, believing it 1o be right;
and, in pursuing the course which { have
done, I claim an equal right to act.oni the
construction which I couceived to be cor-
rect, knowing it to conforn to my' inten-
tions in issuing the orders. But, n jwai-
ving now the true construction of the or-
ders, I wish it however to be understood,
it is only because 1 do not think it presen-
ted by your letter, and not because I have
now, or ever had, the least doubt of the
correctness of the opinion which 1 enter-
tain. I have always been prepared to dis-
cuss it on friendly terms with you,as ap-
pears by the extracts from Mr. Monroe’s
correspondence, and more recently hy my
letter to you of the 36ih Apnl, 1828, cov-
ering a copy of a letter of Major H.' Lee,
in which I decline a correspondence that
hie bad requested on the subject ‘of the
construction of your orders. Inmy letter
to Major Lee, I stated, that, “as you re-|
fer to the public documents only for the

construction which the Executivg gave to
the orders, 1 infer that on thissubject you |
have not had access to the Gengral’s
(Jacksou’s) private papers ; but if I be in
an error, and if the construction which the
administration gave to the orders be not
stated with sufiicient distinciness in the
then President’s correspondernce with him, |
I will cheerfully give, as one of the mem-
bers of the administration, my ofgf views
fully in relation to the orders, if'it be de-
sired by General Jackson; but it g anly|
with bim, and at his desire, thagt, under
existing circumstances, I should feel my-
self justified in corresponding on this or
any other subject connected witly his pub-

| as 1s known to you, I was executing the

ter to you, covering a copy of the letter
from which the above is an extract, “with
you I cannot have the slightest objection
to correspond on this subject, if addition-
al information be desirable.” You ex-
pressed no desire for further informat'on,
and I took it for granted that Mr. Mon-
roc’s correspondence with you, and the
public documents, furnished you a full
and clear conception of the construction
which the Executive gave to your orders:
under which impression 1 remained ll |
received your letter of the 13th instaut.

Connected with the subject of your or- |
ders, there are certain expressions in your
letter, which, though I am at a loss to un-
derstand, I eannot pass over in silence.—
After announcing your surprise at the
contents of Mr. Crawford’s letter, you ask
whether the information be correct, “*un-
der all of the circumstances, of which you
and I are both informed, that any attempt
seriously to affect me was moved and sus-
tained by you in cabinet council, when,

wishes of the Government.”  If by wishes,

and the course of policy which honor and
interest dictated to be pursued towards
her, with which some of the members of
the cabinet were more familiar than my-
self, and whose duty it was to present that

;Epect of the subject, as 1t was mine to

sent that more immediately connected :
with the military operations. After delib-
erately weighing every question, when the
members of the cabinet came to form their
final opinion, on a view of the whole
ground, it was unanimously determined,*
as 1 understood, in favor of the course a-
dopted, and which was fully made known
to you by Mr. Monroe’s letter of the 19th
of July, 1818, I gave it my assent and
support, as being that which, under all
the circumstancess, the public interest re-
quired to be adopted. '
1 shail now turn to the examination of
the version which Mr. Crawford has giv-
‘en of my eourse in this important delib-
eration, begwyning with his “apology for
having disclosed what took place in a ca-
binet meeting.” He says: “Inthe sum-
mer after the meeting, an extract of a let-

which you have underscored, it be meant
that there was any ntimation given by
myself, directly or indirectly, of the desire
of the Government that you should oecu-
py the Spanish posts, so far from being
“iformed,” 1 had notthe shghtest know-
ledge of any such intimation, nor did I
ever hear a whisper of any such before.
But 1 'cannot imagine that it is your in-
tention to make a distinction between the
wishes and the public orders of the Gov-
erument, as I find no such distinction n
your correspondence with the President,
nor in any of the public documents ; but,
on the contrairy, it 1s strongly rebutted by
your relying for your justfication con-
stantly and exclusively on your public or-
ders. 'T'aking, then,the “wishes of the
Government” to be but another expres-
sion for it orders, 1 must refer to the
proof already offered, to show that the
wishes of the Government, 1n relation to
the Spanish posts, were not such as you
assume them to be.

Having, I trust, satisfactorily establish-
ed that there has not been the least dis-
guise as tothe coustruction ol your orders,
I will now proceed to state the part which
1 took in the deliberations ot the cabinet,
My statement will be confined stncily to
myself, as 1 do not feel mysell justified to

ter from Washington was published v a
Nashville paper, in which it was stated
that 1 (Mr. Crawford) had proposed 10 ar-
rest General Jackson, but that he was tri-
uwmphantly defended by Mr. Calhoun and
Mr. Adams. This letter, 1 always believed
was written by Mr. Calhoun, or by lus di-
rection. It had the desired effect ; Gen-
eral Jackson became inimical to me, and
{riendly to Mr. Calhoun.”

I am not at all surprised that Mr. Craw-
ford should feel thut he stands 1 need of
an apology for betraying the deliberatious
of the cabinet. 1t is, I believe, not ouly
the first instance in our country, but one
of a very few instances to be found in any
country, orany age, that an individual
has felt absolved from the high obligation
which honor and duty impose on one #it-
uated as he was, It is vot, however, my
intention to comment on the morality of
his disclosurs ;that more immediately con-
cerns himself ; and I leave him undistur-
bed to establish his own rules of honor
and fidelity, in order to proceed to the ex-
amination of a question in which 1 am
| more immediately concerned—the truth

of his apology.

I desire not to speak barshly of Mr
Crawford. I sincerely commmserate his
misfortune. | may be warm in political

speak ol the course of the other members
ol the admumstration ; and, m fact, only
of my own 1u self-defence, under the ex-

traordinary circumstances connecied with |

thus correspoudence,

And bere | must premise that the ob-
ject of a cabinet council 1s pot w bring to-
gether opimions already formed, but te
form opintons on the course which the Go-
vernment ought to pursue, aflfer full and
mature deliberation. Meeting in this spi-
rit, the first object is a free exchange of
sentient, in which doubts gnd objecuons
are freely presented and discussed. lus,
I conceive, the duty of the members thus
to present their doubts and objections,
and to support then: by offering tully all
of the arguments in ther power, but at
the same time to take care not to form an
opuon till all the facts apd viewsare ful-
ly brought out, and every doubt and ob-
jection carefully weighed.. In this spint
I came.into the meeting. The questons
involved were numerous and mportant :
whether you bad transcended your orders;
if so, what course ought 10 be adopted ;
what was the conduct of Spain and her
officers an Florida ; what was the state of
our relations with Spain, and, through
ber, with the other European powers—a
question, at that time, of uncommon com-
plication and difficulty. These questions
had all to be carefully examined aud weigh-
ed, both separately and in connexion, be-
foré¢ a final opimion could be wisely for-
med ; and never did 1 see a delibcration
i which every point was more carefully
examined, or g greater solicitude display-
ed to arnve at a correct decision. 1 was
the junior member of the cabinet, and had
been but a few months in the administra-
tion. As Secreiary of War, 1 was more
immediately connccled with the questions
whether you bad trauscended your orders,
and, if so, what course ought to be pur-
sued. I was of the impression that you
had exceeded your orders, and had acted

on your own responsibility ; but 1 meither |

questioned your patriotism nor your mo-
tives. Believing that where orders were
transcended, investigation, as a matter of
course, ought to follow, as due in justice
to the Government and the officer, unless
there be strong reasons to the contrary, 1
came to the meeting under the UM Pression
that the usual course onght to be pursued
in this case, which 1 supported by presen-
ting fully and freely all the arguments
that occurred to me. They were met by
other arguments, gre *ing out of a more
enlarged view of the subject, as connected

lic conduct ;" to which 1 added, jn my let-

with the conduct of Spain and herofficers,

contests, but 1t is not in me to retain en-
nuty, particularly towards the unsuccess-
|ful.  In the political contest which end-
| ed in 1825, Mr. Crawford and myself took
10[)posu¢ sides, hut whatever feelings of
unkibdness it gave rise to have long since
passed away on my part. The contest
|ended 1in an entire change of the political
clements of the country ; and, in the new
state of things which followed, 1 found
| myself acting with many of the friends of
| Mr. Crawford, to whom 1 had been re-
cently opposed, and opposed to many of
my friends, with whom I had, till then,
been associated. In this new state of
things, my mnchnation, my regard for his
friends who were acting with me, aund the
success of the cause far which we were
Jointly contending,—all contributed to re-
| move from my bosom every fecling to-
| wards lum, save that of pity for his mis-
fortune. 1 would not speak a harsh word,
if I could avond it ; and 1t 15 a cause of
pain to me that the extraordinary position
it which he has placed mey compels me,
in self-defence, to say any thing which
must, in its consequence, bear on his char-
acter.

1 speak in this spirit when I assert, as
I do, that his apology has no foundation
in truth. He ofiers no reason for char-
ging me with so dishonorable an act as
that of betraying the proceedings of the
cabinet, and that for the purpose of inju-
ring one of my associates in the adminis-
tration. 'The charge rests wholly on his
suspicion, to which 1 oppose my positive
assertion that it is whelly unfounded. 1
had no kuowledge of the letter, or con-
nexion with it; nor do 1 recollect that 1
ever saw the extract.  But why charge
me, and not Mr. Adzmst! | nad inen
been buta few mouths in the admimstra-
tion, and My. Crawford and mysell were
on the best terms, without a feeling, cere
tainly on my part, of rivalry or jealousy.—
| In assigning the motive that he docs for
{the letters, he forgets the relation which
existed then beiween you and myself—
He says ithad the desired effect ; that you
became friendly to me, and extremely in-
muical to him. Jle does not remember
that your hostilit)' to him long preveded
this period, apd bad a very different on-
gin. He certainly could not have antici-
pated that a copy of his letter would be

-— o —

* Acguicsced would probably be more correct
at least as applicable 10 one member of the cal.
net.

t I wish not to be understnd as intimeting that
Mr. Adams had the least connevion with the affour
I believe bim 10 be utterly jncapable of vach b«
| mess




