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Reported Changes in the Ministry.—On the
934 of May, London was full of reportsof a
chavge in the Administration ; and stating that
ZLord Palmerston and Mr. Huskisson bad both
resigned-; another confining the resignation to
the latter minister only, Both of these person-
ages are said to have been absent from the
Lerds Mayor's dioner. It is believed that Mr.
Peel has taken offence at the votes given by Mr.
THuskisson and Lord Palmerston upon the East
Retford Disfranchisement Bill and especially
gainst Mr. Huskisson, whom the advocates of
Mr. Peel.accuse of having spoken on one side
oted-on the other. - It is added that the

_ Right Honourable Gentleman will be succeed-
«d in his office of Secretary of the Colonies by
Mr. Goulburs, and that Mr. Herries will be the
mnew Chancellor of the Exchequer. This ru-
mour hasrobtained considerable credit ; but no-
thing official bas transpired on the subject.—

Some of the Cabinet Ministers were opposed to’

each otherin the Division. ~ The question whe-
ther the franchise should be gemoved to a great
City, or to a Hundred in the County of Not-
tingham might seem, prima facie, not of itsell
to be of such vast importance. But the issue
of the debate and the division have given rise to
stropg ramowrs of a resignation or resiguations.
The Courier says; ¢ Deeply, indeed, should
we lament their confirmation ; because we trust-
ed the greatest cordiality existed, and because
the country would thereby be deprived of the
services of men of talent, at a time when such
services were so necessary.” ‘The Ledger says,
the East Retford affair “is thought by many
not to be the real cause for the rumour of the
retirement of Mr. [uskisson and the Secretary
at War; but that other and stronger differences
connected with more important questions, ate
the reasons which will lead to the resignations
meutioned, should they take place. We trust,
however, that the: rumours to which we have
alluded, will prove but rumours. At no period
of our history within the last 20 years, did our

domestic politics, or the state of our foreign re-|

Jations, require more the existence of a strong
and well cemented Administration to meet them,
than at the present moment. Very much in-
deed shall we regret to find, that ata time
when unanimity is so necessary, there should be
* found differences of opinion among the Confi-
déntial Servants of the Crown, of sufficient
weight and ia‘pence to deprive his Majesty and
the country offthe councils and assistance, which
the indisiduals in question are qualified to af-
ford him at this imnortant crisis.” ;

The Morning Herald of the 23d, speaks in
the following tone of confidence upon the sub-
ject :— o

“There appears to be no doubt but that there
has been a schism in the Administration, and
that twe of the Ministers, viz. Mr. Huskisson
and Lord Palmerston, are out of office.

The indisposition mentioned in the apclo-
gy sent by Mr. Huskisson to the Lord Majyor,
on Wednesday, for his non-attendance at the
civic dinner, was doubtless political, for Mr.
H. I believe, was in perfect health, and walk-
jng in St. James’s Park at the time the other
Miuisters were starting for the Mansion
house. S

¢ Lord Goderich, it is understood, succeeds
Mr. Huskisson : and Lord Faruborough Lord
&merston. Lord F. it is even said, received

.appointment on Wedacsday from the King,
at an interview which his Lordship had of His
Majesty. . .

The unexpected resignation of Mr. Hus- ]
kisson and Lord Palmerston, cavsed an extra-
rdinary meeting of Ministers at midniglit, on

ednesday night, at Mr. Peel’s private resi-

_gnce in Privy Gardens, where the Duke of

“MWellington, Lords- Aberdeen and Bathurst,
Messrs. Peel and Goulbourn, assembled, after
leaving the Mansion house, and did not:sepa-
rate till between two and three o.clock in the

morning.”

Mr. Huskission, has, we believe, sacrificed already
too much for the sake of holding his preseat situation
in the Cabioet. That he was sincerely desirous of be-
ing in a situalion to benefit his covnt:y we firmly be-
lieve, We will say further,.that we conceive his resig-
nation at this time will be seriously felt by the nation ;
for, if we are not misinformed, he has matored a plap
for relieving the country from the burden caused by
the Cotonies, by making them bear their own charges;
a change not merely important as it regards ourselves,
butas it regards the Colonies, which are injured by the
very expence of which we complain, that expence be-
ing incurred in upholding a system of government hos-
tile 1o the interests of the Colonies, and which can only
be continued by coercion.—Lon. Chron.

The right-seeing people never had so wide a field as
London offers them this season. It has been calculated
that it would employ a fortnight, fully oceupied from
_eight o’clack in the morning to sizat night, only to

take a glimpse at all that may be seen.

- The sum advanced last year to the Government by
1he Baok of FEngland was £21,000,000, but ten millions
of the twenty-one was oo akcount of Dead Weight,

The average amount of the public money in the
hands of the Bunk of England last year was £4,000,
000,

The sam charged last year by the Bank of England,
for the management of the Debt was £260,000, )

The total sum paid last year in the city of London
for the measuring of coals was £4,800.

The sum that was in the Treasury on the 5th of Janu-
ary Inst amounted to £350,000.

The Last India Company intend followingwp the
thanks which they have vored "to Earl Amberst and
Lord Cambermere for their services in India, nas they
have already done to Ma-jorGeneral Sir A. Campbell ;
and that to the late.Governor-General a pension of £3,
000 & year for life isto be granted; and to the Com.
wmander-in-Chiel. a residence in London (to be called

—
From the Moining Herald of May 22,

We received Just night the Paris papers by express.
Their contents, thongh they supply nothing new or de.
cisive, are yet interesting, Accounts: frora Bucharest
of the 26th ultimo, give us a stapendous idea of the for-
ces which nre to be employed by Russia in her present
conflict with the Turks. ‘ln point of numbers they
greatly exceed any former effort of that power; and
we know that with respect to discipline and organiza-
tion, there is no comparison between the present and

* the past, The war against France may be truly said to
‘have advanced the Russians a whole century in the mi-
litary art 3 and in all times brave, they now combine
the highest skill and experience with their characteiis-
tic courage. In fact, they ‘have all the martial pro-
perties of a rude aud civilized age.—i. e., they can en-
dure fatigues, privations, and bardships, as well as the
yost barbarous warriors—and at the same time rival
the best troopsin the qualitics by which these are dis-
tinguished from the former. The numerous strength
of the armies which were assembled at the begiozing of
this mosth ou the frontiers of Turkey is estjmated in

| chances of success.
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this article i ; and, wheun it is considered

that these are picked trgdps—in -fact, the elite of the

military force of that cglossal empire—a tolerable no-,
tion maybe formed of ghe extent-of her means and her

¢ latter are so decidedly in‘her

- favour, that only a'congBination af the most extraordi-

nary circumstaoces can defeat the accomplishment of
those designs upon the Turkish empire, which bave de-
scendcd, as asort of heir loom, to every successive
Monarch for the last seventy or eighty years, and
which it hag been, probably, reserved for the present
Sovereign-to carry into effect. On the other hand, the
ferceof the Turks npen the swhole line of :the :Danube
is estimated at only 40,000 men ; and if this estimate be
correct, the Russians will have no difficulty- in passing
that river, and will have te encounter none, at least
worth speaking of, except such as the nature of the
country may oppose, until they reach Adrianople,
where the Turks will probably risk the first decisive
batde. Should they lose this, it would.not, we fear, he
in their power to make another -stand, except ‘befure
Coostantinople, where the loss of a second decisive
battle would leave them no hope ef being able to pre-
vent the invaders from occupying that capital. Italso
seems 1o be the plan of the Russians to make a da:h
upon that place,and by the celerity of their movements
aided by the vast superiority of their numerical force,
to carry that important point before the Sdllan can as-
semble all the forces of his empire, and rouse the ener-
gies'of his people Tor its defence, The Russians have
Jearned this lesson from tbe late Emperor-of France,
‘and they are such apt scholars, that'it -is ten to one
they will -succeed in the attempt.—-In the mean time,
thenew President of Greece, under the prétext of se-
curing the independence of that country, is greatly
fvrtheriog the views of Russia ; and in return, be will
bave the gratification of seeing the Greeks, when once
their former masters are overpowered, reduced pext to
the raok of Russian vassals. They will not, in this
case, be left free even in name; and were they'tomur.
mar at this treatment, the knout would teach thems ub-
mission and silence. The scheme of Greek Indepen-
dence, which has turned so many weunk heads, and
amused so many enthusiastic ones, will prove, if we are
not greatly mistaken, ounly a prelude to the incorpora-
tion of that people with the numerous nations which
have been gradually subjected to the Russian sceptre ;
and, should our fears be verified, it must be allowed
that the Philkelleness, as they are called, are the blind
though ious, ingtr ts of the most formidable
and aspiring power, not excepling France, that bas ap-
peared siace the decline of the Roman Empire.

—.o— .

Russia Anxp Turkey.—Sir Robert Wilson,
in the House of Commons on the 19th, after
dilating on the warlike preparations making by
certain powers with regard to the pacification of
Greece, inquired whether the British govern-
ment, notwithstanding all that had taken place,
still thought itself bound to adhere to the treaty
of the 6th of July; whether we combined with
France in the Treaty of the 6th of July ; whe-
ther we combined with Fraance in the opera-
tions deemed necessary for the fulfilment of
that Treaty, to which Russia might still be con-
sidered a party ; and whether the naval com-
mander in the Mediterranean had accounted for
not strictly enforcing the blockade of the diffe-
rent fortified ports in the Morea,

Mr. Secretary Peel agowed his readiness to
vindicate the policy of His Majesty’s govern-
ment, bat said that considerations of prudence
prevented his giviog that explicit information
which the Hon. Member desired. 'With respect
to the treaty of July 6; from the time of signing
it to the present moment, government was most
anxious punctually and scrupulously to fulfil all
its engagements, and this desire was not altered
in the least in consequence of the recent change
in the position of Russia.  That change wonld.
involve most important considerations as to the
manner.of executing the treaty:; but what these
considerations were he could not cousistently
with his sense of public.duty, state. Explana-
tions from the-naval commander in the Medi-
terranean had been received, but the Ifonorable
Secretary said he must be excused from stating
what was their nature or their result. :
In the House of Commons, ou the 16th May,
Sir . Burdett moved the order of the day for
taking iato consideration the report of the com-
mittee upon the Roman Catholic claims.  He
afterwards moved that the resolution agreed to
by the House, be commuuicated to the House
of Lords in a conference, and their consent de-
sired. Mor. Secretary Peel concurred with Sir
Francis in the course he proposed. A resolu-
tion to the above effect was then offered by Sir
Francis Burdett, which was agreed to.

“T'he conference took place on the 19th be-
{ween committees of both Ilouses of Parliament
on the Catholic question, on which occasion Sir
Francis Burdett, as manager on the part of the
Committee, offered the following resolution :
That it is expedient to cousider the laws af-
fecting - his Majesty’s Roman Catholic subjects
in. Great-Britain and Ireland, with a view to
such final and conciliatory adjustments as may
be conducive to the peace and strength of the
United Kingdom, to the stability of the Protest-~
ant Establishment, and to the general satisfac-
tion and concord of all classes of his Majesty's
snbjects.

.On motion of the Marquis of Lansdowne, it
was agreed that the resolution should be taken
into considegation on the 9th of June,and their
Lordships *mmoned for that day,

On the 16th May, the Chancellor of the Ex-
chequer moved that the House resolve into a
Comnmittee of Supply, for the purpose of voting
the Navy Estimates, &c. : and stated as a justi-
fication for the proceeding, previously to the
presentation of any report from the ¢ Fioance
Committee,” that such Committce, owing to the
multifarious character of their inquiries, saw the
impossibility of making any report this Session
in time for the due consideration of the Esti-
mates. They were, therefore, brought forward.
Mr. Calcraft and others observed oo the tardy
movements of the Committee, who had seat three
months without making, or being prepared to
present, any report to the House.

Sir H. Parnell (the Chairman) defended the

| Committee, and declared that they had been by

no means deficient in diligence, for they had sat
forty-seven days, examioed thirty-three witness-
es, ordered aud had presented to them three
hundred and thirfy-seven accounts, and had
already got in print upwards of fwo thousand
folio pages of evidence. The Committee, he
fgrther stated, had determined not to - present
any Report till they could make an adequate
one. Sir J. Newport said there had seldom
been fewar than twenty members present, and
that they had assembled daily from twelve till
four o’clock. Mr. Calcraft remarked that, as
the Comuittee had hitherto done nothing, what
was to be expected from them this session ?
Mr. Hume said that results had justified what
le had urged when the Committee was named—
the appointment of distinct Committees for ea'ch
branch of service. They had as yet only in-

Jeither.

vestigated three out of the numereus heads of
ppublic service ; that official men only had been
examined ; that they all supported. the existing
‘establishments ; and ‘that all the documentary

‘and other evidence was of the like tendency ;

so that to say the country were to expect any
thing from this Committee, especially in the way|
of reductions, would only be to hold forth a de-
lusion. The country, he declared, must be
4 disappointed” by the results of the ‘Commit-
tee’s labors. Such, then, is the fate of the re-
nowned Finance Committee ! Whether the
country will be ¢ disappointed” by this explo-
sion, a shert time will show ! —perhaps few will
experience any great ¢ disappointment.”

St. Petersburgh, April 20.—Foreign journals reason a
great deal about the approaching war with the Torks.
The matier is very simple.—The progressive advance
of the Southern provicces of Russia demands the uncon-
ditional liberty of the Black Sea—an actual liberty,
not a.liberty depending only on Treaties which the
Porte concludes to-day and breaks to.morrow. Till
thisiberty shall be obtained and consolidated, as ihe
freedom of the Baltic is, there may be a truce, but ne-
ver peace,between Raussia and the Porte, :

UKITED STATES. T
NORTH EASTERN BOUNDARY LINE,

— s
From the Washington National Journal.

> MR, CLay 10 MR, VAUGHAN.
Rt. Hon. Charles R, Yaugban, &c. &c. .
The undersigned, Secretary of State of the United
States, io acknowledging the receipt, on the £0th ult,
of the note of Mr.Vaughan, of the — day of that month,
in answer to that which the undersigned had the honor to
address to him, transmitting the reports made by the
agents of the United States and the State of Maine;
would have restricted himself to a simple expression
of his satisfaction with the engagement of Mr. Vaughao
1o lay the demand of the Governwents of the Uaited
States for the immediate liberation of Joho Baker, and
a full indemnity for the injuries he had suffered by his
arrest and detention, before the Government of Great-
Britainand Provinee of New-Brunswick, but forcertain
opinions and principles advanced by Mr. Vaughan, to
which the undersigned cannot a-sent. ‘And be feels it
to'be necessary, to guard against any misiuterpretation
from his silence, expressly to state his dissent from
them. In deing this, he will avoid, as much as possible,
any discussion of the respective claims of the two coun--
tries to the disputed territory. f it were necessary to
enter into that argument, it would not be difficult to
maintain as clear a right, on the part of the United
States, to the territory, as they have to any other por-
tion of territory wWhich was acknowledged by Great.
Britain to belong to them by the treaty of 1783. But as,
by the acrangements between the two Governments, the
question of cight has received a differént disposition, it
is unnecessary to give it a particular consideration here.
‘The cosrespoudence the undersigned has had the hooor
of holding with Mr. Vaughan, nas related to the inter-
mediate possession, and to acts of jurisdiction within
the disputed territory, vntil the right.is finally settled.
It would furnish a just occasion for serious regret, if
whilst the settlement of that question isin amicable pro-
gress, any misunderstanding sbould arise between the
two Goveraments, in consequence of what must be re-
garded by the Governmeat of the UpitedjStates as the
unwarranted exercise of a right of jurisdiction by the
Government of the Province of New-Brunswick within
the disputed territory,
The undersigned cannot concur in the opinion that
the limits of the treaty of 1783 being undeficed and un-
adjusted, the sovereigoty and jurisdiction of the dispu-
ted territory rests with Great-Britain until that portioo
of it designated in the treaty of 1783 shall have been
finally set apart-from the British possessions as belong-
ing 10 the United States. Mr. Vaughan’s argument as-
sumes that some other act of setting apart the territories
of the United States fromgthose of Great-Britain, than
the treaty of peace of 1783, was necessary; and that,
ontil that other ould be performed, the United
States could- nof idered in possession. This ar-
gument would € United States are not:now
lawfully in p f any portion of the territory
which they acq e war of their Independence ;
the treaty of 17 g the only act of separation in
virtue of which they aire in possession of -their treaty.
If, at the conclusion of the treaty of 1783, Greui-Britaio
had had the actual, and not merely constructive posses-
sion, and that actual possession had all along remained
with her, Mr. Vaughan might bave coantended that the
Government of Great-Britain had a right to exercise ju-
risdiction, de facto, over the disputed territory. But
at (hat epoch neither party had ihe actual possession of
the disputed territory, which was then as uninhabited
waste. Which of the parties had the right to'the pos.
session, depended upon the limits of the treaty of 1783,
If, as the United States contend, those hmits embrace
it, they had the right both of sovereignty and to the pos-
session, and Great-Britain could not lawfully exercise
It is true that Great-Britain ‘asserts that those
limits do not comprehend the disputed territory. Oa
that peint the parties are at issue, and cannot agree
They have, however, amicably agreed to refer the deci-
sion of it to a common friend. AWbile the experiment
is making for this peaceful settlement of the questiop.
ought either of the parties to assume the exercise of so-
vereignty or jurisdiction within the contested territory ?
If he does, can he expect the other party to acquiesce
in. il,‘ or 10 look on with indifference ? It was a mutual
coaviction of the irritating cousequence which wonld
ensue from the exercise of a separate jurisdiction by ei-
ther of the parties, that led to the understanding, which
has so long prevailed between them, to abstain from all
acts of exclusive jurisdiction which might have a ten-
dency to produce inquietude. To conformity with that

| understanding, licences to cut timber from the disputed

territory, granted by the Provincial authority, had
been revoked, and the practice of catling and-removing
the timber has been understood, by the Government of
the United States, to have been discontinued,

It follows from the view now presented, that the un-
dersigned cannot subscribe to the opinion, that the ju-
risdiction of the British Government through its provin-
cial authority, over the disputed territory, hascontinued
with Great-Britain, notwithstanding the treaty of 1783.
To maintain that opinion, Mr. Vaughan must make out,
either, first, that thie terms of the treaty do exclude alto-
gether the disputed territory, for that, if they include
it, actual possession of the disputed territory was. with
Great-Britain in 1788, Neither proposition cao be es-
tablished. |

Mr, Vaughan seems to think that some civil govern.
ment is absoiutely pecessary within the disputed tersi-
tory. 1fits utility be conceded io reference to the in-
habitants; it would not be a necessary consequence that
the government of New-Biunswick, and not the State
of Maine, ought 10 exert the requisite civil authority.
The-alleged irregularity of the conduct of John Ba-
ker i¢ relied vpon by Mr. Vaughan as forming a justifi-
cation for his arrest, and the subsequent proceedings
agaiost him io the Courts of New-Brunswick. The
President is far from being disposed to sanction any acts
of Mr. Baker, by which, on his private authority, he
would undertake the settlement of a national dispute.
He derived no power for any such acts, either from the
gavernment -of the United States, or, as is believed,
from the government of Maine. National disputes
ought always to be adjusted by national, and not in
dividual autbority. The acts of Baker complained of,
were, however, performed by him under a belief that
he was within the rightful limits of the State of Maine,
and with no view of violating the territory, or offending
against the laws of Great Britain, This case, there-
fore, is very different from what it would have been, if
the irregularities attributed to him had been committed
on the uncontested territory of Great Britain.

The undersigned finds himself as unable to agree that
the misconduct of Mr. Baker, whatever it may have
been, warranted the government of New-Brunswick in
taking cognizance of his case, for the purpose of trying
and punishing him by British laws, as he was unpre-
pared (0 admit that the want of the civil government
oun the part of the inhabitants of the disputed territory
created a right in thg goveroment of New-Brunswick to
supply, in that respett, their nccessities.  In assuming
that Baker rendered himself amenable to the laws of
New-Brunswick, Mr, Vaughan decides the very ques-

b

ed

§ion in con!roveréy. He decides that the part of Maine
in contest eppertains to the Province of. New-Bruns-
swick, and that the laws of New-Biunswick can run
into the State of Maine as the limits of ghe State are
understood to exist by the' govesnment of the United
States. The Provincial Government of New-Bruns-
wick, in the arrest and trial of Buker, for acts of his
done on the disputed territory, commits the very error
which is ascribed to Baker, that of undertaking, in ef-
fect, to determine a national question, the deeision
of which should be left to the Governments af Great-
Britain and the Uvpited States, which aie, in fact, en-
deavouring peaceably (o seitle it.

It would have been more conformahle with good
neighbourhood, and the respective claims of the two
governnients, as well as the mutual forbearance which
thiey stand pledged to each other to practice, if a friend-
1y representation had been made to the government of

|the Uuited States, of any misconduct charged against

John Biker, or any other citizen of the United States
‘inhabiting the disputed territory, accompanied by a re-
quest for the redress calied for by the nature 'of the
case. Such was the coorse pursued by Sir Charles Ba-
got, as far ‘back as the year 1818. 'In Dcecember of that
year, he bad an interview with the then Secretary of
Staie,’in which he preferred a complaint of irregular
settiements attempted by citizens of the United Siates,
on the lands in controversy. The Secretary of State,
on receiving the complaint, stated that he supposed the
settlers were of that class of intruders deseminated

‘|squatters, meaning persons who commence settlements

upon the public lands without title ; that, as by Mr.

‘| Bagot's representation, it appeared that they were en-

tering on the disputed borders in families, peaceable
means, would, doabtless, be suflicient to remnve them ;
and that, if he, Mr. Bagot, would procure and commu-

‘| nicate their names to the Secretary of State, he would
|invite the Governor of Massachusetts to take the neces-
sary measures for restraining” them. Bot their names

were never, in fact, disclosed/to this government,.—
Among the papers recently communicated by the Go-
vernment of New-Brunswick 1o Mr. Barrell, the agent
of the United Siates, the Presideat has observed, with
regret and surprise, a letter from Mr. Bagot to the
Liestenant-Governor of the Province, bearing date the
8th of December, 1818, in which, after referring to the
above interview, Mr. Bagot gives it as his opinion, that
the government of New-Brusswick might remove the
settlers by force. This conclusion is not only unwar-
ranted by any thiog which passed at that interview, but,
I am directed to say. is contrary to that which the go-
vernment of the United States had reason to expect
would have resulted from it. ‘So far from.concediog a
right to the government of New- Brunswick furcibly to
remove those persous, their names were requested, to
enable their own Goverament to operate upon them, if
necessary. 1o the leiter from Mr. Bagot to the Lieute-
aant-Governor of New-Brunsw ick, he did agreeably to
the request of the Secretary of State, usk for their
names, whilst the advice that the Government of New-
 Branswick. should forcibly remove them as intruders,
obviously superseded the only practical purpose for
which their names had been denied, that the Governor
of Massachusetts might be called upon by peaeeable
means,and by his lawful asthority to restrain them. -
The enomeration of the settlers on the Madawaska,
as a part of the population of the United States, which
took place in 1520, was not under the authority of the
State of Maine ; it-was made’in virtae of the laws of the
United States, and by officers daly commissioned by
them. Mr, Vaughan says, there was a remonstrance
against it at the time no trace of any sueh remon-
strance is discernible in the records of this department.
‘In the note which Mr. Vauzhaa addressed (o the un-
dersigned. on the 21st day of November last, it was sta-
ted that'the Lieutenant-Governor of New-Brunswick
had resolved ‘to maintaio the disputed territory in the
state in which it Wwas at the cooclusion.of the treaty of
Ghent: that treaty wassigned on the 24th of Decem-
ber, 1814, and the exchange of itsratification was made
on the 17th day. of February, of thé ensuing year.
More than seven years thereafier, and four years after
the interview butween Sir ‘Charles Bagot and the Se-
cretary of Slate, certain persons, without authority,
setiled themsélves on the waste and uninhabited lands
of the Aroostook,jwithia the disputed territory, suppo-
sing they were occupyiog American ground, Within
anly three or four years past, the Provineial Govern-
ment has uodertaken to issve civil processes against the
settleys, for the purpose of enforcing the cotiection of
debts, and the performanceof other social duties, The
undersigned, in his note of the 20th uliimo, has stated
that he could not reconcile this exercise of jurisdiction
with the above resolution of the Lieutenant-Governor
of New. Brunswick, and he is still enable te perceive
their compatibility. df the Lieutenant-Governor had
applied to the Government of the United States to re-
move the settlers, he would have manifested a disposi-
tion to preserve the disputed territory in the state in
which it was at the conclusion of ¢the Treaty of Gheat.
But, by treating the settlers as British subjects, and en-
forcing on them British laws, there is, at the same time,
a manifest departure from the resolution formed by the
Lieutenant-Governor, and a disregard .of the lawful
rights of the United States. If a succession of llegal
settlements can be made withinthe territory, if these
onauthorised intrusions lay a jost ground for the exer-
cise of British authority, and the enforcement of British
laws, it is obvious, that so far from maintaining the
country in the uninhabited state io which it wae at the
date of the Treaty of Ghent, the whole of it may be-
come peepled, and be brought, with its inhabitants, un-
der British subjection. ]

Mr. Vaughau sdpposes that {he acts of the British au-
thority, to which the undersigned, in the course of this
correspondence, has had occasion to object, can in no
shape effect the final settlement of the boundary, nor
tend to strengthén the claims of Great-Britain, nur in
any maonoer to invalidate therights of the United States.
If there were an absolute rertainty of a speedy settle-
ment of the boundary within a definite time, Mr.
Vaughan might be correct in supposing that the rights
of the respective parties would not be ultimately affect-
ed by those acts of jurisdiction. But itisnow near half
a century sioce the conclusion of the treaty of peace,
out of which the controversy grows, and it is more than
thirteen years since the final ratification of that of
Ghent, providing a mode of amicably settling the dis-
pute. Itremains unadjusted, Mr. Vaughan, himself,
bas repeatedly expressed regret in which the under-
signed has fully parjicipated, on accoun: of’ the delay.
Judging from past experience, as well as the uncertaio-
ty of human affairs in geoeral, we are far from being
sure when a decision will take place. If in the mean
time, Great-Britain were to be allowed quietly to pos-
sess of the disputed territory, and to extend her sway
over it, she would have no motive for co-operating in

uickeniog the termination of the settlement of the
question. Without imputing to-her a disposition to
procrastination, che would, in soch a state of things, be
in the substantial enjoyment of all the advantages of a
decision of the controversy in herfavour. The Presi-
dent of the United Siates cannot consent to this unequal
condition of the parties ; and the undersigned, in con-
clusion, is charged again to protest against the exercise
of all and every act of exclusive jurisdiction, on the
part of (he government of the Province of New Bruns-
wick 3 and to annosnce to Mr. Vaughan that that go-
vernment will be responsible for all the consequences,
whatever they may be, to which any of those acts .of
jurisdiction may lead.

The undersigned requests Mr. Vaughan to accept the
renewed assurances of his high consideration.

! H. CLAY.

Department of State,

Washington, 17th March, (828.
—P-o—

The following is the reply of the British Minister, to
the letter of Mr. Clay :

MR. VaveHan 10 MR. CLAY.

The Hon. Henry Crav, &c. &c. &c.—The under-
signed, His Britannic Majesty’s Envoy Lxtraerdivary
and Minister Plenipotentiary, has the honour to ac-
knowledge the receipt of the note of the Secretary of
State of the United States, dated the 17thinst, in which,
in order to guard against any misrepresentation of his
silence, he has taken occasion to express his decided
dissent from the principles and opivions advaaced by
the undersigned, in justification of certain acts of juris-
diction which have been exercised in the disputed ter-
ritory by the provincial authorities of New-Brunswick.

As it is the intention of the undersigned to submit to
the consideration of His Majesty’s government the cor-
respondence which has taken place between the Secre-
tary of State of the United States and himself, he is not
disposed to prolong the discussion respeciing the exer-
cise of jurisdiction in the disputed tesritory.

waska, in-which a settlement was established soon after

e b X o~ Wi

£

Ay
i | .

L b

Fa k-

S

«

When hereceived the complaints against the
of the Lievtenant Gnvernof of Ne?-Brunsw?c(;z',dnbc:
thought it his duty to snggest the grounds upon which
that conduct might be justified, and the irritation mi ln
be mitigated which was likely to rise out of it. "

The undersigned is at @ loss to understand the dis-
tinction made by Mr. Clay, between the actual and
constructive possession of the disputed territory pre-
viously to the conclusion of the treaty of 1783, - Though
a part of that territory was uninhabited, and in a llﬂgle
of waste, so far from neither party having the actual
possession, the sovereignty and poséession of the entire
Province of \Nova Scotia was vested indisputably, in
his Britannic Majesty, and it is the received Opi::inn
that the Plenipotentiaries engaged in concluding the
treaty of 1783 did intend and did agree to leave untouch-
ed thé rights of His Majesty over the province of Nova
Scotia. |

The boundary, from the mouth of the river St.*"Croix
to its sources,is clearly defined: the right continvation
of the line entirely depends vpon the position of the
north-west angie of Nova-Scotia, which the Biitish Com-
missioners of Boundary, under the fifih article of the
Treaty of Ghent, bave placed at Mars Uill, and the
American Commissioners hase placed at a great dice
tance to the northward, and not far from the right bank
of the river St. Lawrence.

_The undersigned agrees with Mr. Clay in wishing (o
avoid any discussion of the claims of the respective
Governments : but he has vedtured (o point out the
very great difference beiween-the Commissioners of
toundary ; as he conceives that, until that difference
shall be reconciled, jurisdiction must continue to be
exercised within the disputed limits by the original
possessors. A joint jurisdiction appears to the under-
signed inadmissible, as it must prove impracticable.

The undersigned cannot acquiesce in the opinion
given by Mr. Clay, that the issuing of legal process
within the last few years, in the settlement upon the'
river Aroostook, formed originally in an unauthorized
manner by stragglers from other districts, is to be con.
sidered as an infringement of the engagrement of the
Lieutenant Governor of New Brunswick to preserve
the disputed territory ia the state in which it was at the
conclusion ofthe Treaty of Ghent, These settlements
were establisked previously (o the Government of New
Brunswick being confided” to Sir iloward Douglas :
and the undersigned conceises that it was not optional
in His Excellency to exercise, er aot, jurisdiction
within the limits of his Froviace. |

Proceedingsin a tract of land upon the river Mada- |

|

the Treaty of 1788, by the French Acadians, have fur-

oished repeatedly, cause of remonstrance to both Go-

veraments. From the date of 1786, the laws by which |
those settless have been governed and the magistrates |
by whom those laws have becn executed, have been !
derived from New Brunswick. Whether any, and |
what, part of that settlement belongs to the United |

States, depends upon the provission of the Treaty of .
1788. Until the two Governments can agree upon the |
true intent of that Treaty, possession and actual juris- -
diction remains with Great-Britain.

_ Itis true tbat, i 1820, there was an attempt to inva-
lid ite that jurisdiction, when the Marshal of the State |
of Maine sent an agent te enumerate the population of |
that settlement, undera law enacted by the General |
Government of the United States. The undersigned
learns with regret, that there is no record in the De- |
partment of State of a remenstrance againg! that pro-
ceeding by the British Goverament, as he had asserted, |
Such was the conviction npon his mind, justified by the
frequent remonstrances which he has beea called upoa
to make, since the summer of 1825, agaiost proceed- |
inzs of “agents from the state of Maine, authorized to
sell lands, and lay out roads and townships in the same
District. P &

With regard to the arrest of Baker, the Secretary of
State, in his last note, seems to think that as he commit-
ted the outrage for which he was takes up vader a con-
viction ‘that he was upon territory belonging to the
United States, a representation sbould have been made
of his offence 10 the Gnvernment of the latter.

The undersigned has only to refer the Secretary of
State. to his note dated 27th Febreary, wbere it is
shown that Baker wag perfectly aware of his residiog
within the jurisdicti : "Sitinswick, as he re-
ceived the provincial bou fead apon Eﬂi

newly brought into caltiva -"0," i T
The undersigned regrets he shosld have found

himself under the necessity

observations ; and he cannote iy S o

de without expres-

sing his earnest wish that the referipee 10 arbitration

may relieve the Secretary of Siate an¢ the undersigned

from any farther discussion relative to tichoundary on
the north-eastern frontier of the United St
The undersigned avails himself of this rie Te-

new to MT. Clay the assurance of his di-tingnished conw
sideration. CHA®. B. YAUGHAN,
Washington, March 25, 1828. X

We observe by the National Intelligencer,
that the U. S. Sloop of war Hornet, is ordered
to New-York, from the West-India station, to
be fitted out for the expedition to the Pacific
Ocean, which was resolved npon just Lefore
the adjournment of Congress. The IHornet is
the smallest vessel of her class in our navy, and
is therefore well calculated for such an expedi-
tion. - Several naval officers on distant stations
have been sent for to join the expedition, and
Mr. Schoolcraft has received the appointment
of chief of the scientific departmeat. :

here is no doubt that the great and increas-
ing value of our trade in the Pacific Ocean fully
justifies this expedition of discovery: - England
has never, since her first existence as a great
commercial nation, lost sight of the importance
of similar expeditions. The different exploring
squadrons have lately been sent by her govern+
meut into the Southern seas. Yet notwith..
standing all that Great-Britaio and France and
Russia have done, since Spain and Portugal |
left off bestirring themselves in marifime disco-
veries, vast portions of the Pacific are still a
source of aaxiety and terror to the mariner §
their rocks and shoals are withount designqtiorz
ou his chart, and even of their islands he ha$ nq
warning, till he finds himself in’ danger of ship«
wreck on their coasts.— New-York paper.

5 Lt
From the New-York Commercial Advertiser, July 1.

 Thunder Storms.— We mentioned a thunder
squall whiéhh passed over the city about 12
o’clock at noon yesterday. Another followed |
at 4 in the afternoon, and we have already had |
two to-day. At 12 yesterday, there was one
crash of thunder of remarkable severity. It
struck the North Dutch Church in William-
strect, bat did little injury. The electric fluid
was seen to descend the conductor in a stream
of fire ; it was thence attracted to the iron rail-
ing, which surrounds the church. The wholz2
paling was instantly lighted vp with a vivid
blaze, and for a moment every projection of the
iron-work seemed pointed with flame. It had
a grand and beautiful appearauce for the instant
and then discharged itself in the earth on the
Fulton-street side. A portion of the fluid,
however, was attracted into a hardware store in
William-street, where Mr. Jacob Cauldwell, a
young gentleman, was strack down, and it be-
came necessary to bleed him to restore anima-
tion. Several persons were knocked down by
the concussion, and a gentleman weighiog 12
stone was thrown from the side walk into the
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middle of the stréet, but without much injury. |

Much confusion was created by the shock, in/
the families in the neighbourhood, and their|
houses were filled with a thick :sulphurous va-
pour. A tree at Corlaer’s Hook was also struck,

and the bark torn off, . :
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