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~ on this subj

~ Mr. Forsyth, (a copy of which was en- |
" closed to you.) It was then that I had

-

18

answer to_itﬁyou will find a'th oh the
posite page. 1 am, sir, with respect,

b b JOHN FORSYTH.
Hon. John C. Calhoun. :

son to Mr. Calkown.
Generat J“kwmhm, Jone ;

Qr—On the 5th inst. I received a let-
ter from Mr. Forsyth, of the Senate, re-
questing a copy of your letter to me -of the
20th May last. Ihave not been able (o
perceive any objections to comply _wih
his request. A copy of my letter té hin

. ject, 1 have thought it el,
should be seat to you; it is ore” e
closed. 1 am, sir, very respect y',flo:;
most obedient servant. -

- ANDREW JACKSON.

The Hon. J. C. Calkoun, ‘

Vice- President of the U, States.
General Jackson to Mr. Calhoun.
Hermitage, June 19,* 1530.

Sm: Your letter of the 22d June last
has just been received, via Washington Ci-
-ty. I regret that mine to you of the 7th
of May, coveringa copy of one to Mr.
Forsyth from me of the same date, had
not reached you, as it would have preven-
ted you from falling inte the gross _errors
you have, from the unfounded inferences
you have drawn from Mr. Forsyth’s letter
to me, and would haye informed you that
I had no conversation or communication
with Mr. Forsyth on the subject alluded
to, before the receipt of the copy of Mr.
Crawford’s letter, which I so promptly
laid before you. To correct the errors
into which the inferences you have drawn
from Mr. Forsyth’s léiter have led you, 1
herewith again enclose you a copy of my
letter to Mr. Forsyth of the 7th of May.
and his answer thereto of the 17th June
last, which I received on the 8th instaht,
and 1 have to regret-that any interruption
of the mail prevented yourreceipt of mine
of the ¥th May, which was mailed the
same time mine to Mr. Forsyth was.

Mr. Forsyth having promised; in his
letter to me of the 17th June, that he would
explain, and by letter correct you in the
unjust and unfounded inferences which
you had drawn from his letter ; and I must
add here, for your information; that, if I
understood your other allusions, they are
ay equally unfounded. I have never-heard
it even intimated, except in your letter,
that the individual to whom I suppose you
allude 'had the slightest knowledge on the
subject, or the most remote agency in the
matter.  In conclusion, | repeat, 1 have|
always met the intimauons of your having
made before the cabinet, in seeret coun-
cil, against me, injurious moveginents, with
flat and positive denial, and Brought into
view, by way of rebutter, your uniform
and full approval of my whole conduct on

material to a correct understanding of the
facts ; but I must say, after a careful pe-

rusal of your letter to him, as well as yours

to myself, I amutterly at a loss to perceive
the “gross errors” of which you accuse
me, As far as I canunderstand you, they
seem to consist in the supposition that I
inferred from Mr. Forsyth’s letter that you
applied to him personally to obtain the in-
formation from Mr. Crawford, of -what
took place in the cabinet on the Seminole
question ; whereas, in fact, you applied
not to him, but to Mr. James Hamilton, of
New York ; and that it was he, and not
you, who applied to Mr. Forsyth to ob-
tain the information. 1Ifthere be a dif-
ference 1n principle between the two state-
ments, | can only say that I am not res-
pousible for it. The charge of ‘‘error”
ought to be made against Mr. Forsyth,
and not me. His words are: “Having,
at the request of the President to be infor-
med what took place in the cabinet of Mr.
. Monroe on the subject of the Seminole
campaign, laid before him a copy (except
the omission of a name) of a letter from
Mr. Crawford, which has since been com-
municated to you,” &ec. &c. Now, Sir,
if 1 bad inferred from these words, as you
suppose I did, that you had persenally ap-
plied to Mr. Forsyth to obtain the infor-
mation for you, 1 would have done no
more than what I fairly might, without
the imputation of *““gross errors.” But |
made no such inference ; on the contrary,
I have used almost the very words of Mr.
Forsyth, My languge is: “I had suppo-
sed, from the complexion of your letters to
me, that the copy of Mr. Crawford’s
letter to Mr. Forsyth had been placed by
the latter in your hands, without any pre-
vious act or agency on your part; but, by
Mr. Forsyth’s letter to me, I am informed
that such is not the fact. It seems that
he acted as your agent in the affair. He
states that you apphed to him to be infor-
med of what took place in the cabinet of
Mr. Mcnroe on the subject of the Semi-
nole campaign.” In my letter to Mr.
Forsyth, I use almost verbatim the same
language. As far as I am capable of uny
derstanding the force of words, my lar-
guage docs not vary, in the smallest d:-
gree, in its sense, from that used by Nr.
Forsyth in his letter to me, and most cr-
tainly does not more strongly imply tlan
his does that you applied to him person-
ally for the information. But, suppose |

had fallen into the “‘gross errors” of ivfer-

ring from Mr. Forsyth’s letter that you
had personally applied to him, when, in
fact, it wasnot you, but your agent, James
Hamilton, (of New York,) who applied
for you in your name, as Mr. Forsyth in-
formed you in his letter of the 17th June,
it requires more penetration than 1 pos-

the Seminole campaign, so far as I, or
any of my friends, had heard you on the|
suhject ; and the high character you sus-|
tained for fair, open, and honorable con- |
duct in all things was entirely opposed to |
the secret, uncandid, and unmanly course '
ascribed to you by those intimations, and |
I banished from my mind what I concei- |
ved to be unjust imputations upon your|
honer, by ascribing duplicity to you, and
never, until after the intim#tions were
communicated to me -of the suggestions
of the Marshal, as stated in my letter to|

a desire to see the siatement said to have
been made by Mr. Crawford, and,. when
information (intormed) by Colonel Ham-
ilton thatsuch statements had been seen
in writing, that 1 made the request to see
it, with the object of laying it before you,
wlhich I then supposed would meet your
prompt and positive negative. But I re-
gret that instead-of a negative, which 1
had a right (o expeet, I had the poignant
mortification to see in your letter an ad-
mission of s fruth.  Understanding the |
matter now, ! feel no interest in this al-
tercation, any leave you and Mr, Craw-
ford, and all concerned, to settlg the affair
in your own way, and now close this cor-
respoadence for ever. 3
I am, very respectfully,
Your mnst obedient servant,
~ ANDREW JACKSON.
Hon. J. C. TCalhoun,

Vice- President of the U. States,

Mr. Calkoun to General Jackson.
Fort Hill, 25th August, 1330.

Si—1 received, on the 6th inst., your
letter dated the 19¢h June, but which, 1
suppose, was witended for the 19th July,
with its enclosures.  Op the 24th of June
_l receved the note of Mr. Fm‘syth, cover-
ing a copy of his letter to you of the 17th
same wmoathj but, owing to some delay in
the couveyance, for which [ am unable to
accouut, 1 did not receive your letter of
the 7th Yune, COVETIng copy of your let-

ter ‘;'0 Mr. Fors‘yth, tll the 14th July

ou regret that | did -
letter of the 7th June before 1 - ¢, J 00

| before | ine
of the 25th of the same month -y e

ground, to use your own langyne :

would have prevented me “frgfn“ﬁfﬁf,?f :nlf
to the errors you have from the yg-
founded inferences you bave drawny from
Mr. Forsyth’s letter to me.”  You cangot
more sincerely regret than [ do that 5y
delay in the mail deprived me of the a4.
vantage of the statement in your letter to
Mr. Forsyth, sesing that you deemed it

Lwith it a copy of his letter referred to by

sess'to discover how the difference can, in
the slightest degree, affect the only mate-
rial question, whether he acted as a mere
volunteer, or as your agent. . Mr. For-
syth himself decides this question. He
tells you expressly, that he did not act as
a voelunteer ; and it is on the ground that
he aeted for you, and not for himself, that
I claimed of you to be put in possession of
certain facts connected with the subject of
our correspondence, which were in the
possesson of Mr. Forsyth, and which 1
deemed important to the full develope-
ment of this affair; but, instead of com-
plying with so reasonable a request, you
reply, notby denying the justice of the re-
quest, nor that e acted for you, and not
for himself, but by accusing me of “gross
errors,” an assumption on your part at
once gratuitous and immaterial, that 1 had
inferred that you had applied to Mr. For-
syth personally, when, in fact, the appli-
cation bad been made for you in your
own name, by Mr. Hamilton. I must say,
that I cannot see in your statement the

information requested; and I am constrain-

i ed to add, that I have looked in vain in

the course which you have pursued for the
evidence of that frankness which you as-
sured me, in submitting the copy of Mr.
Crawford’s letter to me, has ever charae-
terised your conduct towards those with
whom you had been in the habits of friend-
ship. * As connected with this point, let
me call your attention to a fact which has
not been explained, though in my opinion
it ought to be.. It now appears, that when
Mr. Forsyth placed the copy of Mr. Craw-
tord’s letter iu vour hands, ke also placed |

Mr. Crawford. Why was it that a copy
of this letter of Mr. Forsyth did not ac-
company Mr. Crawford’s, when you pla-
ced a eopy of the letter in my hands?—
Calling upon me in the spint of frankness
and friendship, as you informed me you
did, I had a right to infer that every docu-
ment connected with the charge, and in
your possession, calculated to afford light,
would be placed in my possession; and
such, in fact, was myimpression, but which
I now find to be erroneous. It is with re-
gret that 1 feel myself bound to state that
Mr. Forsyth's letter, with the subsequent
correspondence, has given an aspect to
the affair very different from what 1 re-
ceived from your first letter.

You have stated somesuggestionsof the
Marshal of the District, which were com-
municated to you, as the reason why you
have agitated this old affair at this time.

which, of course, leaves me in the dark-as
to their nature or character. ' But what-
ever they may be, the course | you' adopt-
ed, considering the friendly relation which
I'had reason to suppose existed between
us, is well caleulated to excite' surprise.—
Instead of applying to the Marshal, in, or-
der to ascertain what he did say, and from
whom he derived his information, and then
submitting his satement to! me, which
course friendship, and the high opinion
which you say you entertained for my
character *““for fair, open, and Honorable
conduct in all things,” manifestly dicta-
ted, you applied for information, as to my
conduct, to the man who, you knew, felt
towards me the strongest enmity. I wish
not to be understeod that you had mere
general information of his ill-will towards
me. Your information was of the most
specific character,and was of such a na-
ture as oughtto ave made you distrust
any statement of his, calculated to affect
my reputation. |

Knowing #ie political machinations
that were caTying on agamst me, and
wishing to ylace me on my guard, a friend
of mine phced in my haunds, ! some time
since, a sopy of a letter written by Mr.
Crawfod to a Nashville correspondent of
hisin 7/827. It constitutes one of thema-
ny myans resorted to in order te excite
youysuspicion against me. | Iu it Mr.
Cravford makes an abusive attaek upon

me, but not content with thds assailing

mycharacter in the dark, he offers to

brisg into the market the wfipence which
Gerrgia might have on -the presidential
election, as a means whereby | to depress
mjy political prospects.  “L'o ayoud the pos-
siblity of mistakes, 1 will give extracts of
wlat 1 have stated. o

Speaking of the Presidcntial [election,
M. Crawford says that,; “‘the’ only diffi-
cilty that this State (Georgia) has upon
tic subject, (your election,) 1s l}mt,nf Jack-
on should be elected, Calhodun will come
into power.” |

least excuse for withholding from me the |

““atended probably Tor (ke 196 July. |

Nwhom made, or by whom communicated,' of friendship. 1 did your motives full! 23 i@transportation, or prison. In Wilt-

{ s

il?fl

You have not stated what they were, fo

Agamn: 2

“If you ean ascertain that Calhoun will
not be benefitted by Jacksou’s  election,
you will do him a benefit by compmunica-
ting the information to me. _-E\i:{ke what
use you please of this letter, and show n
to whom you please.” b -

That the letter was clearly intgnded for
your inspection, cannot be doubtéd. The
authority to his correspondent to nfake what
use he pleased, and tg show it to whom he
pleased, with the nature of the informa-
tion sought, whether I was to be benefit-
ted by your election, which cpuld only be
derived from yourself, leaves no doubt on
that point; aud I am accordingiy infor-
med that you saw the letter. |

A proposition of the kiud, at that par-

ticular period, wheu the presideutial elec- |
tion was nost doubtful, and most warmly |

contested, needs no comment| as to its ob-
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the final decision. o this course 1 was
guided, it is true, not by feelings of friend-
ship, but solely by a sense of duty. When
our country is concerned, there ought to
be room neither for friendship nor enmi-
Ly.

g You conclude your letter by saying that
you understand the matter now, that you
feel nointerest inthis altercation, and that
you would leave me and Mr. Crawford,
and all concerned, to settle this affair in
our own way, and that you now close the
corresponoence for ever. ‘

It is not for me to object to the manner
you may choose to close the correspon-
dence on your part. On my part, I have
no desire to prolong it. The spectacle of
the first and second officers of this great
republic engaged in a correspondence of
this nature, has no attraction for me at a-
ny time, and 1s very far from being agree-
able at this critical juncture of our affairs,
My consolation is, that it was not of my
seeking ; and, as I am not responsible for
its commencement, [ feel no dispositionto
incur any responsibility for its contim-
ance. - Forced into it, to repel unjust asd
base imputations upon my character, 1
could not retire in honor while they con-
tinued to be reiterated.

Having now {ully vindicated my con-
duct, I will conclude the correspondence
also, with a single remark, that I 100 well
know what is due to my rights and self
respect, in this unpleasant affair, 1o per-
mit myselfto be diverted into an alterca-
tion with M. Crawford, or any other in-
dividual, whom you may choose to consider
as concerned in this affair.*

J. C. CALHOUN.
President Jackson.

*Mr. @rawford attemipted to open a correspon-
dence With me on this subject. | returned his let-
ter, declining all correspondénce with him, except
fhrough General Jackson. See Appendix .

FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC.

[ From the Boston Patriot. )

By the arnival at this port 26th instant,
of the shup Mary & Harriet, Capt Bar-
swow, we have our London papers to Jan.
20, and Liverpool 10 Jan. 21.

T'he most important news by this arri-
via 1s the arrest of Mr. O’Connell, ths
celebrated Irish patriot. The disturbas-
| ees both in England and Ireland contisu-
| ed, and this eyent 1s by no means calgla-
ted to allay them.

Arrest of adr. O’ Connell, Mr, Steel, Mr.
Barret, Mr. John Keynolds, azd Mr.
Lawless, on a charge of conspirmg to
evade the proclamation act. <
On Tuesday morning the house of Mr.

O’Connell, in Marion-square, was visited

by Mr. Farrell, Chief Counstable, and

| keace officer Irwin, who, upon being ad-

ject. To say nothing of its moral and po- | mited to that gentleman’s presence, stated
litical character, stronger proof could not| that they bad a warrant aganst him, 1s-
be offered of the deepest enmity towards| sued from the head-office, on a charge of

me on the part ef the writer, which at l¢ast
ought to have placed you on your guard
against all attacks on me from that quar-
ter. 'The letter will not be denjed ; but
if, contrary to expectation, it should, I
stand ready, by highly respectable author-
ity, to maintain its authenticity. |

You well know the disinterested, open,
and fearless course which myself and my
friends were pursming at this very period,
and the weight of enmity whicly it drew
down upon us from your opponents. Lit-
tle did I then suspeet that thesg secret
machinations were carrying | on -against
me at Nashville, or that such proj psitions
could be ventured to be made to 7/ou, or,
if ventured, without being instalﬁly dis-
closed to me.  Of this, however, ‘1 com-
plain not, nor do I intend to tecriminate ;
but I must repeat the expression of my
surprise, that you should apply to an in-
dividual who you knew, from! such deci-
sive proof, to be actuated by the most in-
veterate hostility towards me, for informa-
tion of my course in Mr. Monrce's  cabi-

Linet. It affords to my mind conclusive

proof ihat you had permitted your feel-
ings to be alienated by 'the artfgl move-
ments of those who have made you the
victim of their intrigue, long| before the
commencement of this correspondence.
Instead of furmshing me with the in-
formation which 1 claimed, in order to a

| full understanding of this extraordinary

affair, and winch you could not justly
withhold, you kindly undertake to excuse
the individual to whom you supposed some
allusion of mine to be made. ' I know not
to whom you refer. 1 made no allusion
to any one particularindividual.. Bat, be
that as it may, you must excuxe me if, on
subjects which concerno me, I should pre-
fer my judgment to yours, and, of cpurse,
if 1 should not be satisfied with your opin-
ion, as a substitute for the facts by which
I might be able to form my own,

After I had so fully demonstrated the
candor and sincerity with which 1 have
acted throughout this affair, 1 didnot sup-
pose that you would reiterate your former
charges ; but having done =0, it ‘only re-
mains for me to repeat, in the most posi-
tive manner, the coutradiction. -1 never
for a moment disguised my s_ent'u:em on
this or.any other political subjeet. Why
should 1 in this instance ? 1 hadviolated
no duty—no rule of honor, nor obligation

s T "

- -"”i Vel

! ; ;
| conspiracy, to evade the

proclamations
| recently promulgated by the Lord Lieu-
|tenant. After a long conversation, which
| we have not spuce to notice, Mr. O’Con-
nell entered into the requisite securities,
| hiruself in £100 and two sureties in £500
| each. Mr. Barrett, Mr. Steel, Mr. Rey-
nolds, and Mr. Lawless were all served
' with the same process, and all gave bail.”
| We shall offer no decided opinion on
 this proceding, until we know something
' more of the nature of the alleged offence.
At present it appears to us that the
Irish Government have shown more zeal
than discretion in the affair.

New York, March 1.

By the Silas Richards from Liverpool,
arrived last evening, we have received
London papers to the 25th, with Paris
dates of 22d ult.

The Manifesto of the Polish nstion,
opening like our own Declaration of In-
dependence, by a statement of its wrongs,
shows both a long series of oppressions,
aud the firm resolve to submit to them
no more.— ’

This Manifesto and the appeal to the
army proves that the Poles bave now no
hopes but in despair.

In Belgium, the rejection of the Duke
de Leuchtenberg, (son of Eugene Beau-
harnois,) as a candidate for the crown,
makes the way perhaps easier to the
Prince of Orange ; though the un us
assent of the King of Holland, to the
opening of the Scheldt, and the condition-
al recognition of independence of Belgi-
um, are not calculated to add to the
ularity of the House of Orange. The
condition of Great Britain seems 10 us far
from encouraging ; though in the recess of
Parlfament, which would not assemble
' again W1l 4th of February, the discussicns
| that might develope the extent of her diffi-
culties are wanting. The special com-
misséns for the trial, in different counties,
of rioters and incendiaries, had been
brought to a close. The result, as © con-
victions, was—in Hampshire, 101 eapi-
tally convicted, of whom 6 only were left
for execution ; 86 sentenced to transporta-
tion, and 65 to imprisonment ; for various
terms. In Berkshire, 27 capitally convic-
ted, of whom 3 were left-for execution, 20

|
1

]

¥ | seritenced to transportation, and 35 1o im-

prisonment. In Buckinghamshire, 43
capitally convicted, 2 left for execation,

VOL. Il

justice in every stage of the cabinet dclih-{ shire, 14 capital convictions, 2 sentenced
eration, and, after a full investigation, l:
entirely approved and heartily supported | gned.

to death, 59 1o be tmnspongd or “nper-
In Dorsetshire, 5 capital convic-
ns 14 to prison. !

The London Spectator of 22d Jan. thus
describes the-state of the “Bold Peasant-
ry” of England.

By all accomnts, there were more fires last
week than during any seven days since
the first rick was lighted in Kent. Ope
of the main purposes, therfore, of the Spe-
cial Commissions has not been answered.

The Commissions have quelled the nos ;
but their success in this respect perhaps -
the cause of increased activity on the part
of the stack-burners. We fear, that if o
strict account were cast up of the imme-
diate good *and evil produced by thesc
Commissions, the balance might not be
found in favor. But be this as it may, -
calculable good may hereafter result from
their labours, the reports of whichr furnish
us with a body of unquestionable evidence
respecting the condition of the peasantry.

West India planters often defend their
property in thews and sinews of black
men by asserting that the condition of
slaves is not inferior to that of English
peasants.— Hitherto such statements have
been generally received as calumnies on
what Mr. Justice Allen Parks still calls
“this happy country.” But the fact is
proved beyond a doubt. A large portion
of the “freeborn people of England™ is
shown to be in a state of the lowest misery
and degradation,—ill-lodged, and half
clothed ; not half-fed; ignorant and bru-
tish to the last de s helots, and worse
than helots (for the master has some inter-
est 1n the well being of his slave, whilst
the English overseer has none); snatching
the bread out of each other’s mouths by
the competition of excessive numbers; des-
pised or forgotten by nearly all above them,
against whom they vourish a deadly ha-
tred ; and apparently cut off from the so-
cial system!

What a picture of ““merry England !"—
So profonnd are the wretchedness and
abasement of the scene, that, instead of
fearing to exaggerate its horrors, one is at
a loss for words of evil import by which
to describe them fully.

The markets, both for cotton and flour,
were very active. 'The latter at an ad-
vanced rate.

Commodore Creighton. The Phil-
adelphia Chronicle of Tuesday after-
noon, says: “Com. Creighton’s defence
was read yesterday before the Court Mar-
tial sitting at the Navy yard; the first
part, relating to the first ‘set of charges,
by Henry J. Williams, Esq. and the se-
cond, answering the additional charges,
by William Morris Meredith, Esq. Pres-
sing businesd prevented us from hearir
it; but ge are assured, by those on whom
we can rely with certainty, thatit was a
most masterly and complete vindication
of the accused in all points ; not slighting
the most insiguificant of the numerous
charges prefered against him, but com-
pletely showing that they had all been
disproved, and that théy must have been
promted only by the ill-will of some whom
it was recently his ill-fortune 10 command.

“The court-room was filled with re-
spectable auditors; not one of whom
proabably left it without feeling for Com.
Creighton that respect in which we know
him to be beld by the most distinguished
of his seniors in the service of which he 1s
one of the most valuable officers.”

[From the N. Y. Coarier and Enquirer. ]

Vice Presidency. In several quarters
in the interior of Pennsylvania, Henry A.
Muhlenburg and James Buchannan sre
talked of as candidates for the Vice Pres-
idency to run with General Jackson. We
find also that in Kentucky, in the west of
this State, and in several other sections of
country, Richard M. Jobnson is also men-
tionéd as a candidate for the same office.

In the South, we have seen Judge Smith .

and Col. Drayton named, and in the east,
Mr. Woodbury. Now that General Jack-
son is fairly in the field for a re-election,
it is probable that the republican party will
take up the subject, in some discreet way,
and concentrate public opinion on the in-

dividual who may be selected as a candid-
ate for Vice President. Let it be done
with discretion and prudence.

Comfortable— To those who gain %. A cofres.
dent of the Banner of the Coastitution states, that
“Mz. B.’s factory in Lowell, yields a nett profit of
$100 per day. Nz caatious gentleman estimated the
nett profit of W. & R.'s factories at §75,000 per
annum. The Cocheo Factory made a profit of §94 .

POP=| 000 for the first six months, and $147,000 for the

last six mouths of its operation, and the prospects
for the ensuing six months, are much more flottes

mg.”

l{"e have understood from an intelligent gentle.
man. well uqllmlﬂd with the latter f&ﬂor}. that
the whole establishment was of the old
Dover Company for $750 . Such an iwcome
on such n capital must be quite—what we call
comfortable. Sal. N. H. Mer

L [

M Pu- "m‘ h"e been the rumors res.
pecting the existence ofthis disease in our own
townand County. We are happy i being able
10 state that 1o our know it does not uk;.:;n-
ent exist us. It has, however, prevasied o
Mde;l::;‘n adjoining County : but the good
people of that county have taken precastionary
measures (0 prevent its further progress. But et
us Dot rest in too ge@at secunty, while such a dis
esse exists’ so near us: it » }mﬁﬂbl' that 1t may
break out when and where we least et 1. Vae.
cination is theonly preveplatine of this dreadful dis-
ease, and we warmly recommend s use 0 every
ove who has not already svailed limself with the
means of securny. [ Abingdon Va. Kepublican |
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