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ping, or THREE DOLLARS at the expiration
.of the year. - )

No paper will be discontinued uatil all ar-
jarages have been paid. ‘
“Those who do not direct their papersto be

B discontinued at the end of the year will be con-

_sidered as engaged for the next. :
No subscription will be received for-a‘'short-
erterm than twelve months unless paid in'ad-
yance.
Subscribers whose papers are sent by pri-
wale post wiil be charged 374 cents per annum
posiagre for thése sent 15 miles, and a further

| distancein proportion.

ADVERTISEMENTS, not- exceeding  a
BT, will be. ii}lser\tc‘:‘d._efu,x:ﬁﬂ Centg the. firat
jnsertion, And: 25 centsfyr edch eonitimuines]

iThose comirigs f¥6im. the cotntry mMusrbeue-,

sompunied by the CASH,; or they will not be

sgtended to. _ :
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Debate on the Direct Tax.
SPEECH OF MR.'CLAY.

Mr. CLAY. (Speaker) said, the
course had been pursued, ever singe
he had the honor of a seat on this fioor;
1o select some subject during the ear-
jypart of the session, on which, by a
eeneral understanding gentlemen were
allowed to indulge themselves in re-

marks on the existing state of public |

afairs. The practice was a very
gnod one, he said, and there could be:
o occasion more proper-than that of
a proposition to lay a Direct Tax.
Those who have for fifteen years
astadministered the aflairs of this
government, have conducted this na-
tion 1o an honorable point ofjelevation,
at whichithey may justly’ pause, chal-
Jenge a retrospect, and invite atten-

"B tion to the bright field of prosperity

which lies before us.

The great objects of the committee
of finance, in the report under consid-
eration, ave in the first place, to pro-
vide for the payment of the public
tiebts, and in the second, to provide for
taic support of the government, and
the payinent of such expences as should
be authorised by Congress. The
greater part of the debt Mr. C. admit-
ted had grown out of the late war ; yet
& coiisldet abie purdion of “it “consisied-
of that contracted in the former war

| for independence, and a portion of it

1erhaps of that which arose outof the
wars with ‘Tripoli and Algiers. Gen-
tlemen bad ou this occasion therefore

‘§ fuirly fa right to examine into the

coursz of administration heretofore, to
demons:rate the impolicy of those wars,
and the injudiciousness of the public
expenditure generally. In the curso-
ry view which be should take of the
subject, he must be allowed to say he
stould pay no particular attention to
what had passed before in debate.—
An honorable colleague (Mr FHardin)
who spoke the other day, like another
gentleman who preceded him in debate
had taken occasion to refer to his (Mr.
C5) late absence from this country on
public business ; but he trusted among
thefruits of thatabsence were a greater
respect for the Institutions which dis-
tinguish this happy country, a greater
confidence in them, and an increased
disposition to cling to them. Yes, siry
said Mr. C. I was in the neighboar-
lood of the Dbattle of . Waterloo, and
sume lessons I did depive from it
but they were lessons which satisfied
me that national independence was on-
Iy to be maintained by national resis-
Lnce against foreign encroachments;
by cherishing the interest of the peo-
ple,aud giving to the whole physical
power of the country an interest in the
Preservation of the nation. I have
been taught that lesson; that we
should uever loose sight of the possi-
bility, that a combination of despots of
men unfriendly to liberty, propagating
What in their opinion constitutes the
Prinziple of legitimacy, might reach
our happy land, and subject us to that
tyranny aud degradation which seems
tove one of their objects in another
ountry.  The result of my reflections
Is, the determination to aid with my
vote in providing my country with all
the means to protect its liberties, and
guard them even from serious menace.
Motives of delicacy, which the commit-
tee would be able to understand and
appreciate, prevented him from notic-
iny some of his colleague’s (Mr. Har-
dia’s) remarks 5 but he-would take the
Gccasion to give him one admonition,
that when he ‘next tavored the house
with an exhibition of his talent for wit
~witha display of those clegant 1m-
Plements, for his possession of which,
the gentleman from Virginia bad so
handsomely complimented him, that
be would recollect that it is bought, &
hot borrowed wit, which the adage re-
commends as best. With regard to
the late war with Great Britain, histo-
tyyin deciding upon thejustice'_and po-
licy of that war, will determine the
quastion according to the state of things
taich existed when that war was ge-

githin three months frow the time of subscri--

!

clared. I gave a vote for the declara- things, and oughtto have been govern-
tion of war, said Mr. C.—I exerted all | ed in its conduct accordingly ? - Great
the Itttle influence and talents I could | Bl‘itain,.Russiﬁ, @ermany, did not ex-
command te make the war. The war,; '

was made ; it is terminated ; and I de-
clare, with perfect sincerity, if it had
been permitted me to lift the veil of
futurity, and to have foreseen the pre-
cise series of events which has occur-
ed, my vote would have been unchang-
ed, Thepolicy of the war, as it re.
garded our state of preparation, must
be detérmined .vith reference to the
state of things at the time that war was
déclared. Mri C. said, he need not

RS i haE Yo hud ~Sanse siffi--
if‘féﬁt%xﬁ:l “We bad been-insulted,
and outraged, and spoliated upon by
almost all Europe, by Great Britain,
by France, Spain, Denmark, Naples,
and to cap the climax, by the little con-
temptible power of Aigiers. We had
submitted too fong and too much.  We
had become the scorn of foreign pow-

| ers,and the contempt of our ewnciti-

zens. The question of the policy of
declaring war at the particuiar time
when it was commenced, is best de-
termined, Mr., C. remarked, by ap-
plying to the enemy himself; and
what said 4e 2 that of all the circum-
stances attending its declaration, none
was so aggravating, as that we should
have sclected the moment which of all
others was most inconvenient to him
when he was struggling for self-exis-
tence in alast effort again the gigan-
‘tic power of France, The question of
the state of preparation for war at any
timeis a relative question—relative to
ourown means, the condition of the
other power,and the state ofthe world
at the time of declaringit. Wecould
not expect; for instance, that a war a-
gainst Algiers would require the same
means or extent of preparation as a
var against Great Britain ; and, if it
vas to be waged against one of .the
pyimary powers of Lurope, at peace’
with all;the rest of the world, and
therefore all her force at command, it

preparation as if her whole- ferce was
emploved in an other quarters It is
not necessary again to repel, said M,
~Cr the-st®e-rediculous, falsi: stary Lol
French inflence, originating in Great
Britain and echoed here;, I now con-
tend, as I have always done, that we
had aright 10 take advantage of the
condition of the world at the time war
was declared. If Great Britain werce
engaged in war, we had a right to act
on the knowledge of the fact, that her
means of annoyance as to us, were di-
minished ; and we had a right to obtain
all the collateral aid we could from
the onerations of other powers against
ner, without entering into those con-
nections which are forbidden by the
genius of ourgovernment. But Mr. C.
said, it was rather like disturbing the
ashes of the dead now to discuss the
questions of the justice or expedicncy
of the war. They were quesuons
long since settled, and on which the
public opinion was decisively made
up in favor of the administration.

He proceeded to examine the con-
ditions of the peace and the fruits
of the war; questions of more
recent date, and more immediately ap-
plicable to the present discussion.—
The terms of the peace, Mr. C. said,
must be determined by the same rule
that was applicable to the declaration
of war~—that rule which was furnished
by the state of the world at the time
the peace was made ; & evenif it were
true that all the sanguine expectations
which might have been formed at the
time of the declaration of war were
not realized by the terms of the subse-
quent peace, it did not follow that
the war was improperly declared, or
the peacé dishonorable, unless the con-
dition of the parties in relation to oth-
er powers remained substantially the
same throughout the struggle, and
at the time of the termination of the
war, as they were at the commence-
ment of it. At the termination of the
war, France was annihilated, blotted
out of the map of Furope; the vast
power wielded by Bonaparte existed
no longer. Let it be admitted that
statesmen, in laying their course, are
to logk at probable events; that their
conduct is to be examined with reffer-
ence to the course of events which
in all human probabilit.y might ha\!e
been anticipated—and is the a man in
this liouse, in existence, who can say
that on the 18th day of June, 1812,
when the war was. declared, it would
have been anticipated that Great B‘ri-
tain would by the circumstance of a
general peace, resulting from the o-
verthrow of a power whose basements
were supposed to be deeper laid, more
ramified and more extended than those
of any power cver were before—be
placed in the attitudé in which she
stoed in December, 18147 Would
any one say that this government

take up the time of “the: houde .in.de~g

could not-be commenced with so littje |

-our sovereignty, although it is denied

b ——

pect—not.a powerin all Europe be-
'lieved, as late even as January 1814,
that, in the ensuing March, Bonaparte |
would abiicate and -the rcstoration of
the Bourbons would follow. What
was the actual condition of Europe
when peace was-concluded ? A perfect
tranquility reigned throughout ; for, as
late as -the first of Marchy the idea
of Napoleon re-appeating in France,
was as little entertained, 4s that of a-
man’s coming fronvliz mdon to take
upop hinisgif LI woyernment of tge
eountry. ) W DYcethiver 1812, prol
toundl” aid “#pparenty, .a permanetlt
peace e'xis;?:d‘,‘:iGreat’;eBtf,&,tail‘\ was left
to dispose of the vast force, the accu-
mulation of twenty-five yeavs, the
work of an imwmense system of finance
and protracted war—she wasat liberty
to employ that undivided force against
this country. Under such circum-
stances it did not followy . Mr. C. s.id,
according to the rules laig down, ei.
ther that the war ought ngt to have
been made, or that peace on such
terms ought not to have been concly-
ded. :

What then, Mr. C. asked, were the
terms of the peace? The regular op-
position in this gountry-—the gentle-
men on the other side of the house,
had not come outto challenge an inves-
tigation of the terms of the peace, al-
though they had several times given a
sidewipe at the treaty on occasions with
which it had no necessary connection,
it had been some times said that we had
gained nothing by the war, that the fish-
eries were lost, &c. How, he asked,
did this question of the fisheries really
stand ? By the first part of the third ar-
ticle of the treaty of 1783, the right
was recognized in the people of the U.
States to take fish of every kind onthe
Grand ‘Bank and en all the other banks
of Newfoundland ; also in the gulf of
St. Lawrence, and at all other places in
the sea, where the inhabitants of both
countries used at any time to fish.—
This right was a necessary’incident to

to some of the powers of :Europe. It
was nokcontested gt Ghent; it hagnev..,
erbeen drawn inquestion by Grest Brit-
ain. But by the same third article 1t
was furthberstipulated, that the inhabi-
tants of the U. States shall have “liber-
ty to take fish of every kind on such
part of the coast of Ncwloundland as
British fishcrinen shall use (but not te
dry or cure the same on that island,)
and also on the coasts, bays and crecks
of all other of bis Britannic majesty’s
dominions in America ; and that the
American fishermen shall have liberty
to dry and cuie fish in any of the unset-
tled bays, harbors and creeks of Nova
Scotia, Magdalen Islands and Labra-
dory so long as the same shall remain
unsettled ; but so soon as the same or
either of them shall be settled, it sbaii
not be lawful for the said fishermen to
dry or cure fish at such setilement,
without a previous agreement for that
purpose with the inhabitants, propric-
tors or possessors of the ground.” The
British commissioners, assuming that
these liberties had expircd by the war
between the two countries, at an early
period of the negotiation declared that
they would not be revived withuut an
equivalent. Wh.ther the treaty of
1783 does not form an exception to the
general rule, according to which trea-
ties are vacated by a war breaking out
between the parties, is a question on
which he did not mean to express an
opinion. The first article of that treaty,
by which the king of Great Britainac-
knowledges the sovercignty of the U.
States, certainly was not abrogatcd by
the war ; that all the other parts of
the same instrument, define the limits,
privileges and libertiés attaching to
sovereignty were equally unuaffected
by the war, might be contended for
with at least much plausibility. Ifwe
determined to offer them the equiva-
lent required, the question was, what
should it be ? When the British com-
missioners demanded, in their project,
a renewal to Great Britain ofthe right
to the navigation of the Mississippi,
secured by the treaty of 1783,a bare ma.
jority ofthe American commis’rs offer-
ed to repew it, upon the condition that
the libertieslin question were renewcd
tous. He was not one of the major-
ity. He would not trouble the com-
mittee with his reasons for being op-
posed to the offer. A majority of his
colleagues, actuated he belicved by
the best motives, made however the
offer and it was refused by the British
commissioners. ‘
If the British interpretation of the

treaty of 1783 be correct, we
have lost the liberties in question.—
What the value of them really is, he
had not been able to meet with any
two gentlemen who agreed. The
great value of the whole mass of

-contingency of setilement. He .did

‘navigation of the.-Mississippi, 'This

pladen viere

‘opbbsitien, we had reason. to. heligvi,
that they did not think the British doc-

‘the principle, which he thought cor-

"make peace with Great Britatn, the

could haye anticipated such a state oi‘.

St e e

iish‘cry iuterests, s connpected \mh‘

‘

ouv navigation and trade,was sufficient-
ly demonstrated by the tounage em-
ployed ; but what was the:relative.im-:
portance of these liberties, thére was
great contrariety of statements.  They

were libertieg to be exercised within a|

foreign jurisdiction, and some of themi;

‘plain ratiohal result was, that neither
party h;gd-cohceded its rights but they
were Ieft totally unaffected by it. Mr.

| €. satd:he recollected to have heard in

the British House of Commons; whilst
he was in Europe, the very reverse of

“the_doctrine advanced here on this

were liable to. 'be destroyed by the |'subject. 'Ther,Briti'sb ministry were

not believe that-much importance ate:
tached to those liberti€s. And sup-.
posing them tobe lost, we-are perhaps |
sufficiently indemnified by the cedemp-
tion. of the British mortgage.upon the |
great stream,..on . that ‘$sUpposition is
it ought to be, ia ket
indtpendent condition with the Hud-
son or any other river in - the United:
‘States. '
* I on the contrary, the opposite con-
struction of the treaty of 1783 be the.
true one, the liberties remain ué,"
and the rigit to the navigation oi’ the
Mississippi, as secured ‘to Great Bri-
tain by that instrument; continues with
her. o
But, Mr. C. said he was surprised
to hear a gentleman from the wes-
tern country (Mr. Hardin exclaitﬁ#-
that we had gained nothing by the war.
G. Britain acquired, by the treaty ne-
goulated by Mr. Jay the right to trade
with the Indians within our territories.
It was a right upcn which she placed
great value, and fiom the pursuit of
which she did not desist without great
reluctance. It had been exercised
by ber agents in a manner toexcite
the greatest sensibility in the wes-
tern country,  This right was clearly
lost by the war; for whatever may be
the true opinion as to the treaty-of
1783, there can be no doubt that the.
stipulations of 1794 no longer exist.-
It had been said that the great ob-
jecty in-the continnation of the war,
had been to secure our mariners a-
gainst impressment, and that peace
was made without accompiishing it.
‘With regard tothe epposition, he pre-
sumed, they would not urge any such
argument. TFor if their opinion was
to be inferred (though he hoped in this
case it was not) from that of an influen-
tial and distinguished miemwber of the

trines wrong on this subject.  He al-
tuded toa letter said to be written by
a gentleman of great consideration, re-
siding in anadjoining state, to a mem
her of this house, in which thie writer
states that he conceives the British
clalm -0 be righty and cxpressed bis
nope that the President, however he
might kick at it, would be compelled
to swaliow the bitter pill, If the
peace had really given up the Ameuvi-
can doctrine. It would have been, ac-
cording to thut opinion, merely yicld-
ing to the force of the British right.—
In that view of the subject the errorcf
the administration would have becn
in contending for too much in behalf
of this country; for he presumed
here was no doubt that whether right
or wrong, it would be an important
principle gained to secure our seamen
agaiust British impressment. And
ho trusted in God that all futute ad-
ministrations would rather err on the
side of contending for too much than
too little for America,

But, Mr. C. was willing to admit
that the conduct of the administration
ought to be tried by their own opin-
ions, and not those of the opposition.
Oue of the great causes of the war, &
of its continuance, was the practice of
impressment exercised by G. Britain;
and ifthis claim has been admitted, by
necessary implication or express stip-
ulation, the administration has aban-
doned the rights of our seamen. It
was with utter astonishment, that he
heard that it had been contended in’
this country, that becausc our right
of exemption from the practice had
not been expressly secured in the trea-
ty, it was theretore givenup. It was
impossible that such an argument
could be advanced on that -floor—No
member whoregarded his reputation
would dare advance such anargument
here.

Had the war terminated;, the prac-
tice continuing, he admitted that such |
might bea tair inference ; and on some |
former occasion, he had laid down!

rect, that if the U. States did then
{
war in Europe contnuing, and there-
fore she continuing the exerciseof the
practice, without any stipulation to se-
cure us against its effects, the plain
inference would be, that we had sur-
rendered the right. But what was the
fact? At the time of the conclusion

ment woithis 5 the wa

charged by a member of the opposi-
tion ‘with  having surrendered their
Tightof impressment, and the same
course of reasoning wis employed: to
‘prove it 4s-he Anderstood was employ-
ed i, this country to . prove our.acgui-
escénce Irinat " practtes~/Fhe -argi-
_ Swas made ot
rt.e professed ground of resistance of

Abe practice of impressment: The

peace having been made without are-

cognition of the right by America, the

treaty being silent on the subject, the
inference was, that the British author-
ities had surrendered the right; that
they liad failed to secure it, and having
dane 50, bad in effect yielded it. The
member of the opposition in England
was justas wrong as any member of
this bouse would be, who should con-
tend that the right of impressment is
surrendered to the British govern-
ment. The fact was, Mr. C. said, nei-
ther party had surrenderedits rights;
things remain as though the war had -
never been made—Dboth paities arein
possession of all the rights they had
anterior to the war. Lest it might be
deduted that his sentiments on the
subject -of impressment had under-
gone a change, he took the opportuni-
ty to say, that although he desired to-
preserve pcace between G. B. and the
U. 5. and to maintain between them
that good understanding calculated to
[romote the' interest of each, yety
whenever G. Britain should give satis-
factory evidence of her design to ap-
ply her doctrine of impressment as
heretofore, he was, for one, ready to
take up arms again to oppese her,—
The fact was, that the two nations had
been placed in a state of hostility as to
a practice growing out of the war in
Europe. Thejwar ceasing between
G. B. and the vest of Europe, left
England and America engaged in a
contest on an aggression which had

2lso practically. ceased, . The..quesy..

tion had then presented itself, whether
the U. States should be kept in war,
to gain an abandonment of what had
become a mere abstract principle; or
looking at the results, and relying on
the good sense and sound discretion
of both countries, ,we should not re-
commend the terinination ot the war.
When no practical evil could result
from the suspension of hostilities, and
there was no more than a possibility
of the rewmoval of the practice of im-
pressment, I, as one of the mission,
conscnted with sincere picasure to the
peace, satisfied that we gave up no
vight, sacrificed no honor, compromit-
ted no importabt principle. He said,
then, appiying the rule of the actual
state of things, as that by which to
judge of the peace, there was nothing
in the conditions or térms of the peace
that was dishonorabley nething for re-
proach, nothing for vegret,

Gentlemen have complained that wes
had lost the islands in the bay of Pas~
samaquoddy. Have they examinedt
fntojthat question, aid dot hiey kiow ti ex
grounds on which it stands ! Priory
to the war we occupied Meose Island,
the British Grand Menan. Each pare.
ty claimed both Islands. America be-.
cause they are in the limits of the U'.
States, and defined by the treaty off
1793 ; and G. Britain, because as shé:
alledges, they were in the exceptioti
containedin the second article of that
treaty as to islands within the limits of
the province of Nova Scotia. All the
information which he had received
concurred in representing Grand Me-
nan as the most valuable island. Does
the treaty, in stipulating for an amica-
ble and equitable mode of settling this
controversy, yield one foot of the ters
ritory of the U. States ! If our tiile
to Moose island is drawn in question,
that of G. Byitain to Grand Menan is
equally so. It we may loose thg one,
she may the other. The treaty it was
true, contained a provision that the
party in possession, at the time of its
ratification, may bold on until the ques-
tion of rightis decided. The commit-
tee would observe that this stipulation,
as to possession, was not limited to
the moment of the signature, but look«~
edto the period of the ratification of
the treaty. The American commis-
sioners had thought they might safely
rely on the valor of Massachusetts, op

' the arms of the U. Siates; to drive the
;invader from our soil; and had also
' hoped that we might obtain possession

of the treaty of peace, G. Britain had ' of Grand Menan. It is true they have
ceased the practice of impressment ; ‘been disappointed in the successful

she was not only at peace with all the |
powers of Europe, but there wasevery
prospect of a permanent and durabie |
peace. ‘Thetreaty being silent on the |
subject of impressmont, the unlyi

- .. s -

application of the force of that state &
of thaijUnion. But it is nottruethat we

have parted with the right, It isdair
to presume that G. Brituin will, with
good faith, co-operate in carrying jhe

-
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