L4

——————

" - ed in the Intelligencer.

'

laced in your hand. '
. These :iyre' not the only difficulties ac-
companying his apology : there are oth-
ers still more formidable, and which must
compe) him to assign some other reason
for disclosing the proceediags of the cab-
mehtir. McDuffie’s letter®* to me, of the
14t} instant, of which I enclose a copy,
proves that Mr. Crawford spoke freely of
the proceedings of the cabinet on his way
to Georgia, in the summer of 1818; and
dates will show that he could not at that
time have seen the extractfrom the Nash-
ville paper, on which he now rests his a-
pology. The deliberation of the cabinet
took place between the 14th and 25th Ju-

* 1y, 1818.  On the former day, Mr. Mon-

roe returned to Washington from Lou-
"dcn, and on the latter a general exposi-
tion of the views of the Government in re-
1701 to the operations in Florida appear-
The letter of Mr.
Monroe to you, of the 19th July, IS1g,
fixes probably the day of the final decis-
ion of the cabinet. 'Mr. Crawford passed
through Augusta on the 11th August, as
announced in the papers of that city, on
which day, or the preceding, his conver-
sation, to which Mr. McDuffie’s letter re-
lates, must have taken place. On a com-
parison of these dates, you will see that
it was impossible that Mr. Crawford could
have seen the extract from the Nashville
, paper when he was in Edgefield, and he
must consequently find some other apolo-
dy for his disclosures. This was not the
ouly stance of his making the disclo-
sures before he saw the extract. He
was at Milledgeville on the 16th of Au-
gust, 1518, a few days after he passed
through Augusta; and alittle after, there
appeared a statement in the Georgia Jour-
nal, somewhat varied from that made n
Edgefield, bat agreeing with it in most of
the particulars. I cannot lay my hand on
the article, but have a distinct recollection
<of it. Youno doubt remember it.  Cir-
.cumstances fixed it on Mr. Crawford, and
it has not, to my knowledge, been deni-
With such evidence of inaccuracy, ei-
ther from want of memory, or some other
cause,. in what relates to his own motives
and actions, it woald be unreasonable to
suppose that Mr. Crawford’s statements
wili prove more corréct in what relates to
me. | will now proceed to examine them,
He first states that I proposed that you
should “be punished in some form, or re-
primanded in some form;” and to make
my course more odious, as I suppose, he
adds, that “Mr. Calhoun did not propose
to arrest General Jackson.” 1 will' not
dwell on a statement which, on its face,
.18 so absurd. How could an officer un-
der our law be punished without arrest
and trial?  And to suppose that I propo-
sed such a course, would indeed be to rate
my understanding very low.
The next allegation requires much more
* attention. He says: “lndeed, my own
views on the subject had undergone a ma-
terial change after the cabinet had been
convened. Mr. Calhoun made some al-

" lusion to a letter that General Jackson

had written to the President, who had for-
go'ten that he had received such a letter;
bui said that if he had received such a
one, he would find it, and went directly
to lis cabinet, and brought it out.  In 1t
General Jackson approves of the deter-
m nanon of the Government to break up
Amelia island and Galveztown; and gave

it also as his opinion that Florida = ought]

. 1o be waken by the United States. He ad-
~ ded, 1t might be a delicate matter for the
Executve to decide, but if the President
approved of 1t, he had only to give a hint
to some confidential member of Congress,

. say Johnuy Ray, and he would do it, and

tuke the responsibility on himself. I ask-
ed the President if the letter had been an-
swered : he replied, no; for that he had
ne recollection of receiving it. 1 then said

— that I'had ao doubt that General Jackson,

in taking Pensacola, believed he was do-
ing what the Executive wished. After
that letter was produced, unanswered, 1
shoald have opposed the infliction of pun-
ishment on General ‘Jackson, who had
coasidered the silence of the President as
atacit consent ; yet it was after the letter
was produced and read, that Mr. Calbhoun
made the proposition to ‘the cabinet. for
punizhing the General.” Again: “I do
not kinow that I ever hinted at the letter to
the President, yet that letter had a most
important bearing on the deliberations of
ihe eabrei; &t least in my mind, and pos-
sibly oun the minds of Mr,; Adams and the
Presideat, but neither expressed any opin-
ion on the subject, Tt seems ithad none
on the mind of Mr. Calhoun, for it made
no chauge in his conduet,”
1t will be no easy matter for Mr. Craw-
ford to reconcile the statement which he
hus thus circumstantially made, with his
<onduct in relation to the Seminole affair
from the time of the decision of the cahi:
xet till the subject ceased to be agitated.
How will he, in the first lnstance, re-
concile it with his Edgefield statement, of
which Mr. McDuffie’s letter gives an ac.
_count? The contrast between that and

. the.present is most striking ; to illustrate
~ whieh, I will give an extract from Mr.

McDuffie’s letter.  Mr. McDuffie’s letter
*The letter of the Hon. George McDuiffie, Ap-

pendix, marked G.

-with me in favoring an inquiry, and indi-

‘sued by Mr. Crawford and his personal

. G'See 4?pendlx H-letters from Hon. Robert

says, that “he’ (Mr. Crawford) “stated that
you" (Mr. Calhoun) “had been in favor
of an iInquiry into the conduct of General
Jackson, and that he was the only mem-
ber of the cabinet that concurred with you.
He spoke in strong terms of disapproba-
tion of the' course pursued by General
Jackson, not only in his military proceed-
ings, but in prematurely bringing the
grounds of his defence before the country,
and forestalling public opinion ; thus an-
ticipating the administration. On this
point, he remarked, that, if the adminis-
tration could not give direction to public
opinion, but permitted a military officer,
who had violated his orders, to anticipate
them, they had no business to be at Wash-
ington, and had better return home.”’—
Such was the language then held, and such
bis tone of feeling at that time. We hear
not one word of the letter which makes sd’}
conspicuous a figure in his preseut state-
ment ; not one word of the change it ef-
fected in his mind in relation to vour con-
duct; not a word of his taking a course
different from me : but on the contrary,
he then stated, directly, that he concurred

cated no difference on any other point;
and so far from exempting you from the
charge of breach of orders, as he now at-
tempts to do, he asserted, positively, that
you had violated your orders. Shall we
find the explanation of the contrast in the
two statements in the difference of his mo-
tives then and now? Is his motive now
to injure me, and was it then to attack an-
other member of the administration? Or
must it be atiributed, as the more chari-
itakle interpretation, to the decay of mem-
ory ! 'Whatever may be the true explan-
ation, all will agree that a statement, when
events were fresh in the memory, is to be
trusted in prefercnce to one made twelve
years after the transaction, pariicularly if
the former accords with after events, and
the latter does not, as is the case in this
instance. At the next session of Congress,
your conduct in the Seminole warwas se-
verely attacked in both branches of the
Legislature. . Let us sceif the course pur-

and confidential friends can be reconciled
to the statement which he now gives of
his conrse.in the cabinet. Mr. Cobb, of
Georgia, now no more, was then a prom-
inent member of the House of Represen-
tatives. He was the particular, personal,
and confidential friend of Mr. Crawford,
his near neighbor, and formerly a law stu-
dent under him. What part did he take ?
He led the attack ; he moved the resolu-
tions against you ; he accused you express-
ly of the violation of your orders, and sus-
tained the accusation with all his pow-
ers.* -All this accords with Mr. Craw-
ford’s statement of his sentiment and his
course at the time ; but how can itbe re-
conciled to his present statement? How
could he, on any principle of justice, stand
by and hear you thus falsely accused, in
the face of the worid, when he, according
to his showing now, knew that it was all
faise 7 -And bhow can he reconcile his si-
lence then, when you stood so much in
ueed of his assistance, with his disclosures
now, when the agitation has long since
passed away, and his aid no longer requi-
red? But letus turn to the other branch
of the Legislature, and see  whether any
occarrence there can explain this appa-
rent mystery. General Lacock, of Penn-
sylvania, the particular friend of Mr.
Crawford, and in the habit of constant in-
tercourse with him, was the chairman of
the committee im that body to whom the
part of the message which related to the
Seminole war was referred. Mr. For-
syth, then and now a Senator from Geor-
gia, and who now acts a prominent part
in the transaction which has given rise to
the present correspondence, was also a
member, and was then, as he is now, an
intimate, personal, and political] friend of
M:. Crawford. With two such able aund
influential friends on the committee, he
had the most favorable opportunity that
could be offered to do you justice. Ac-
cording to his own statement, he felt no
obligation to observe silence inrelation to
the proceedings of the cabinet. Why,
then, did he not interpose with his friends
on the committee to do you justice ? That
he did not, I need not offer you arguments
to prove. The report of the committee is
sufficient testimony. Should he say that
he was restrained by feelings of delicacy
from interfering with hjs friends on the
committee, how will he reconcile, on the
prineiples of justice and honor, his silence
after the report so severely assailing your
motives and conduct was made, when,
admitting his present statement, it was
completely in his power to shield you from
censure 7 '

But why should 1 waste time and words
to prove that Mr. Crawford’s whole course
is in direct conflict with his present state-
ment of the proceedings of the cabinet,
when there remains no objection that can-
uot be surmounted?  The statement is
entirely destitute of foundation. It is not
true. Strange as it may appear, after an
account so mirute and circumstantial, no
such letter as be refers to was ever before
the €abinet, or alluded to in its delibera-
tions. My memory is distinct and clear,
and is qonﬁrmed by the no less distinet
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recollection of Mr. Monroe and Mr. Wirt,
as will fully appear by copies of ‘their

statements, herewith enclosed. f“fmg‘s'

of delicacy, growing out of the ‘political
relation of Mr. Adams and Mr.; Crown-
inshield, the other members of the then
administration, both towards youand my-
gelf, have restrained me from applying for
their statements, but | have fot the ‘least
apprehension that they would vary from
Mr. Monroe’s or Mr. Wirt’'s.® 7.

Comment is useless, I will not attempt
to explain so gross a misstatement of the
proceedings of the cabinet, but will leave
it to those friends of Mr. Crawford who
have placed him in this dilemma to deter-
mine whether his false statement is to be
attributed to an entire decay of memory,
or to some other casse ;and lf the farmer,
to exempt themsélves from the resposibil-
ity of thus cruelly exposing a weaknesss
which it was their duty to conceal. ||

It now becomes necessary to say some-
thing of your letter of the 6th January, to
which Mr. Crawford has given, in his
statement, so much prominence. =My re-
collection in relation to it accords with
Mr. Monroe’s statement. | cauwie into his
room when he had apparently just. recei-
ved the letter. Ile was indisposed at the
time. I think he opened the letter in my
presence, and, finding that it was from
you, he gave me the letter to read. I cast

my eyes over it, and remarked that it re-

lated to the Seminole affair, and would
require his attention, or something to that
eifect : I thougat no more of it,. 'Long
after, I think it was at the coimeénce-
ment dPthe next session of Congress, |
heard some alluson which brought the
letter to my recollection. It was from a
quarter which induced me to belicve that
it came from Mr. Crawford. “lecalled and
mentioned it to Mr. Monroe, and found
that he had entirely forgotten the. lelter.
After searching some time, he found it a-
mong some othier papers, and read it, as
he told me, for the first time. i

. Having stated these facts, I should be
wanting in candor were T not alsotostate,
that, if the facts had been otherwise; had
Mr. Mosroe ‘read your letter; and  juten-
tionally omitted to answer it, and had 1t
been brought before the cabiunet, in my
opinion it would not have had the' least
influence on its deliberation. The! letter
was not recewved till several weeks' after
the orders to you were issued, and could
not, therefore, as you know, have had ‘any
influence in drawing them up ; aud such,
I conceive, was your opinion, as T.do uot
find any allusion to the letter in your pub-
lic or private correspondence at the time,
which would not have been the case, had
it, in your opinion, formed a part of your
Justification.  You rested.your defence on
what 1 conceive to be much more glevated
ground—on the true construction;ag you
supposed, of your orders, and the neces-
sity of the measures which you adppted
to terminate the war, and not on any sup-
posed secret wish of the Executive 15 op-
position to the public orders under which
you acted. Mr. Crawford, in placing
your justification now on such grounds,
not only exposes your motives to be ques-

uoned, but, as far as his acts can, greatly |

weakens your defeuce. :

On a review of this subjeet, it is impos-
sible not to be struck with the time aud
mode of bringing on this correspondence.
It is now twelve years since the termina-
tion of the Seminole war. Few eventsin
our history have caused so much excite-
ment, or been so fully discussed, both in
and out of Congress. During.a greater
part of this long period, Mr. Crawford
was a prominent actor on the public stage,
seeing and hearing all that occurred, and
without restraint, according to his, own
statement, to disclose freely all he knew ;
yet not a word is uttered by him in  your
behalf ; but now, when you have triumph-
ed over all difficulties, when you no .lon-
ger require defence, he, for the first ' time,
breaks silence, not to defend you, but to
accuse one who gave you every support in
your hour of trial in his power, when you
were fiercely attacked, if not by Mr, Craw-
ford himself, at least by some of his
most confidential and influential friends.
Nor is the manner less remarkable
than the time. Mr. Forsyth, a Sen-
ator from Georgia, herein his place, writes
to Mr. Crawford, his letter covering cer-
tain enclosures, and referring to certain
correspondence and couvresations in re-
lation to my conduct in the cabinzt delib-
eration on the Seminole. questior, - Mr.
Crawford answers, correcting thy state-
ments alluded to in same 1nstances, and
confirming and amplifying in others; which
answer he authorizes Mr. Forsythito show
me, if he pleased. Of all this, Mr. For-
syth gives me not the shghtest intimation,
though in the habit of almost daily inter-
coursein the Senate ; and instead §f show-
ing me Mr. Crawford’s letter, as ‘he was
authorized to do, [ hear of it, forthe first
time, by having a copy put into'ngy  hand
under cover of your letter of the A3th in-
stant—a copy with important blanks, and
unaccompanied with Mr. Forsyth's letter,
with its enclesures, to which Mr Craw-
ford’s is in answer. "1 4

Why is this s0o? Why did net| Mr.

*See_my letter to Mr. Monroe and M, Wir,
and their answers ; also, letter to Mr. Adaibs, and
bis answer, written since the date of this letter.—
Mr. Crowninshield, the other member of the cabi-
net, was absent: see his letter. See Appendix, J.
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Forsyth himself show me the letter—the
original letter? By what authority did he
place a copy in your hands? Noneis gi-
ven by the writer. Why is your name in-
terposed ? Was it to bring me into-con-
flict with the President of the United
States? If the object of the correspon-
dence between Mr. Crawford and Mr.
Forsyth be to impeach my conduct, as it
would seem to be, by what rule of justice
am I deprived of evidence material to my
defence, and which is in the hands ?f my
accusers—of a copy of Mr. Forsyth’s let-
ter, with the enclosures; of a statement
of the conversation and correspondence of
the two individuals whose names are in
. ?
blank in the copy of Mr. Crawford’s let-
ter furnished me? Why not inform me
who thexsre? Their testimony might
be highly important, and even their names
alone might throw much light on this mys-
terious affair.

I must be frank. Ifeel that I am deprived of
important right, by the interposition of your name,
of which I have just cause to complain. 7

It deprives me of important advantages, which
would otherwise belong to my pesition. By the
interposition of your name, the communication
which would exist between Mr. Forsyth and my-
self, had he placed Mr. Crawford’s letter in my
hands. as he was authorized to do, is prevented,
and I am thus deprived of the right which would
have belonged to me in that case, and which he
could not in justice withhold, of being placed in
possession of all the material facts and circumstag-
ces connected with this affair. In thus complam-
ing, it is not my intention to attribute to you any
design to deprive me of'so important an advantage.
I kuow the extent of your public duties, and how
completely they engross your attentios. They
have not allowed you saflicient time for reflection |
in this case, of which evidence is afforded by the
ground that yon assume in placing the copy of Mr.

Crawford’s letter in my hand, which you state was
submitted by hisautherity. 1 do not so understand |

him ; the authority was, as I conceive, 1o Mr. For- |
syth, and not 1o yourself, and applied to the origin- |
al letter, and not to the copy, both of which, as 1
have shown, are ver_rtnpunanl in this case, and |
not mere matters of fufin. 1 have asked the ques-
tion, why is this affair brought up at this late
period, and in this remarkable manner? It mer-|
its consideration, al least from myself. 1 am in
the habit of speaking my sentiments and opinions
freely, and I see no cause which ought to restrain
me on the present occasion. I should be blind not
to see that this whole affair is a political manceuvre,
in which the design is that you should be the in-
strument and myself the victim, but in which the
real actors are carefully concealed by an artful |
movement, A naked copy, with the names refer-
red to in blank. afifords slender means of detec-
tion, while, on the contrary, had 1 been placed, as
I ought to have been, in posession of all the facts
which 1 was entitled to be, but little penetration
would probably have been required to see through
the whole afftarr. The names which are in blank
might of themselves, throagh their political associ-
ations, point directly to the contrivers of this
scheme. [ wish not to be misunderstood. [ have
too much respect for your character to suppose you
capable of participating in the slightest degrecin a
political intrigue. Your characteris of too high
and generous a cast 1o resort 1o such means, either
for your own advantage or that of others. This|
the coaotrivers of the plot well knew, but they ho-!
ed through your generous attributes, through your |
[ofl}' and jealous regard for your character, to ex-|
cite feelings through which they expected to con-
sumate their designs. Several indications forewar-
ned me long since that a blow was meditated a-
gainst me ; I willnot say from the quarter from
which this comes ; but in relation to this subject,
more than two years since, | had a correspondence
with the District Attorney for the Southern Dis-
trict of New York, onthe subject of the procee-
dings of the cabinet on the Seminole war, which,
though it did not then excite particular attention,
has since, in conunexion with other circumstances,
served to direct my eye to what was going on.

Of M. Crawford | speak with pain, and onl
in self defence ; but, that yon may more fully real-
ize the spirit which actuates him, and how little
serupulous he is of the means that he uses where
[am concerned, | would refer you for illustration
to facts in the possession of one who standsto you
in the relation of a constitutional adviser, and who
from his characteris entitled to your entire confi-
dence, I mean the Postmaster General. No one
knows better than yourself how sacred the elector- |
al college for the choice of President and Vice
President should be considered in our system of
Eovemment. The clectors are the trustees of the

igh sovereign power of the people of the States,
as it relates to the choice of those
on the degree of fidelity with which trust may
be discharged depends, in a great de , the suc-
cessful operation of our system. Inorder to pre-
vent, as far as practicable, political intrigue, or the
operation of extraneous influence on the choice of
the electoral college, it is provided that they shall
meet in their respective States : and that they shall
vote, thronghout the Union, on the same day, and
be selected within thirty-four days of the time de-‘
signated for the election : thus excluding with the |
greatest care all other influence on the choice of]|
the electors, except the will of their constituents; but |
where the object was to injure me, the sacred char- |
acter of the college was an nsufficent restraint. |
Mr. Crawford wrote to Major Barry. in October, |
1828, (acody of whose letter he has furnished me
at my request,) requesting him earnestly o use
his influence with the electors not to vote for me as
Vice President, though he could not be ignorant |
that I had been nominated for that office, on the |
preceding Eth of Janwary, when your (riends
nominated you, in a State convention for the high |
station which you now hold, and that the electors
were pledgedto vote for you as President, and
myself as Vice President. This is net the only in-
stance of his interference. He punmed the same |
course in Tennessee and Louisianaas | am infor- |
med on the highest anthoriry.

At an earlier period, he resorted to means not
much less objectionable to injure my standing, and
to influence as far as 1 was concerned the election.
I am net ignorant of his correspondence with that
view, and which, I feel confident has not esea
your,observation. Bat I will not dwell on this disa-
greeablesubject. Ihave no resentment towards My,
Crawford. [bave looked on in silence, without
resorting 10 any means to counteract the inju
which he intended me, and [ now depart from the
rule which I bave carefully . observed ever since
the termination of the Presidental election in 1825,
because his present attack comes through a chan-
nel, my high respect for which would not permit
me to be silent. I have, however, in noticing what
1 could not pass ever, situated as | now am, en-
deavoured w0 limit myselfby the line of sell defence,
and if | have apparently gone beyond in making
any remarks on his conduct, which his letter did
not naturally suggest, my apology will be foand in
the necessity of showing the state of his feelings
lowards me, so that the motive which influenced
him in the course which has caused this correspon-
dence may be fully understood.

I am, sir, respectfully, vour ob't serv't,
J&HN C. CALHOUN. |

strates ; and

President Jacxsoy.
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In the Senate, on the 19th oltitno, the bl ma

king appropriation for the support of government
for the year 1531, was considered. the question
being on the amendment proposed by M. Taze

well, to strike out that part of the bill providing
com son to the cCARMMISIONET Who Legocit

ted the Turkish treaty. Mr. Kane thea meved 10
amend the amendment, by inserting the following”
(makihg compensation.) *‘to the person heretofore
employed in our intercurse with the Sablime
Porte, the further sumof fifleen thousand dollure
in addition to the snm of twenty-five thousand dol

lars apropriated for the contingent ex s of for

eign mtercourse.”  Mr. Lllis thea moves that the
bill be laid on the table, and that the Senate pro

ceed 1o the consideration of Executive business ;
which motions were carned.

In the House of Representatives, on the same
day, Mr. Lea submitted a resolation in amendment
ofthe report made by Mr. Hemphill, on the sub-
ject of internal improvement providing for the dis
bursement of the moneys granted by Congress for
this purpose, by the States respectfully, and for the
distnbution of the same, according 10 represcutation
and direct taxation. The varous appropnation
hills, considered on apreceding day, were read o
third time and passed.

Inthe H. R.on the2lst, Mr. Findlay presented a
memorial from certain Jews in Ohio, praying that
the mails should not be permitted w be camed on
Satarday, which they stated wastheir Sabbath—
It was roferred to the same commitiee as the me-
morials respecting the transportation of the Sunday
mails. Theconsideration of the memorial of cer-

tain inhabitants of Massachusetts, on the sabject of’

the Ingians, was resumed, and Mr. Everett contin-
ed his remarks in support of it in an argument, in

the course of which he contended that the rights ot

the Crecksand Cherokees had been infringed up-
on by Georgia, in contravention of the mostsolemn
treaties on the part of the United States ; and then,
soon after the commencement of his remarks. Mr
Potter rose to a question of order, stating that in
his view, there was no quoram presest m the
Housg ; but the Sged:er stating that motion was
not admissible in that stage of question,the Mr_Ever-

| ett proceeded. Mr. Haynes, of Georgia, replied iu

an animated and eloguent speech in vindication of
the conduect, and in advocacy of the rights of the
Mr. Bell next addressed the
House, and stated upon proofs which, as he obsers

ed, were satisfactory to him, that the great majon-
ty of the Cherokees were in the most squalid and
miserable condition : no further advanced m civils

zation, or in the arts of social life, than their ances

tors of a century ago. It was not the red men who
were benefitted ugder the present system, bat
some tweaty or thirty whites who had insinuated
themselves into the confidence of the Indians, and
who, together with the half breeds, controled the

whole tribe, and acquired wealth at the expense

of those for whose welfare so many philanthropic
wishes were expressed in the House. He deplo

red the revilings and denunciations that had occur

red daring the discussions of this question, and de

precated the spirit of bigotry in wluch they had
theif origin.. ‘The people of Georgia would rathe:
suffer military execution than recede from their ex-
pressed determination to sustain thewr laws ; and
would those who, from party feeling, pressed this
measare forward at the awfnl risk of producing a
civil war, persist in a course which, while 1t en-
croached upon the honor of the President, and the
spirit of the constitution, placed the country upon
the brink of an intestine commpotion ! Afler some
further remarks, Mr. Bell, who was in a state of
exhaustion from the effects of ill health, at the re

quest ofhis friends, suspended his remarks.

In the Senate, on the 22th, the consideration of
the bill making appropriations for the support of
GoVvernment for 1%31 having been resumed, M
Tazewell addressed the Senate at length in favor
of the motion made by him to strike out the appro-
priation for the payment of the Commissoners who
negotiated the Turkish treaty. M. Tazewell was
followed by Messrs. Kane, Woodbury, and Liv-
ingston ; the last named geatleman, however, af-
ter a brief exordinm, and at a late hour, yielded
the floor on a motien to adjourn.

In the H. R.'on the same day, 2,000 copies of
the report of Mr. Verplanck; from the select com-
mittee ou the subject ofthe expediency of estab-
lishing assay offices in the gold Districts of North
and South Carolina, and Georgia, were, on mo-
tion of Mi. Carson, ordered to be printed. The
document in question is replete with many interes-
ting and valuable facts, among which is the one
that although the first pative gold in the United
States was discovered so recently as the year 1525,
yet last year four fifths of the whole gold coinage
of the mirt, amounting altogether to $643,105, was

coined from gold collected in the mhetnoru;uol'

Union. Of this, gold to the amount -
000 was received from Virginia, $204,000 from
North Carolina, $26,000 from South Carolina,
and $212.000 from Georgia, making an aggre-
gate of four hundred and sixty six thousand dollurs.

In the Senate on the 23d, the Chair laid
before the Senate a message from the
President of the United States, isireply to
a resolation of the Senate on the subject
of the execution of the laws of 1802, to
regulate trade and intercoursc with the
Indian tribes.

The Senate then again resumed the
consideration of the amendments propo-
sed to the General Appropriation Bill:
particularly that submitted by Mr. Taze-
well, as proposed to be further amended
by Mr. Kane.

. Mr. Livingston took the floor, and spoke
for two hours in support of the appropria-

tion, and in reply to the remarks of Mr.
Tazewell.

In the H. of R. on the same day, Mr.
Bell, from the committee on Indian af-
fairs, reported the billfrom the Senate to
provide for the removal of certain Indians

fromthe State of Missourn, without ameypd- '

ment. The bill was then committed.

The Speaker laid before the House
a communpation from John D'Hower-
gue, upon the subject or_r'aising mulberry
trees, and the production of silk, which
was read and laid on the table.

The House proceeded to the consider-
ation of the bill from the Senate, to au-
thorize the Secretary of the Navy 1o make

compensation ta the heirs of Taliaferro

Livingston and Thomas W. Armstrong,
for the maintainance of fifteen Africans
illegally imported into the United States,

A long debate again ensued on this bill.
Finnlly 1he*queation was taken, and the
bill was passed.

The engrossed bill for the erection of a
National Armory on the western waters,

was read the third time ; and on molion,
laid on the table, ayes 98, noes o6,

o




