men is perhaps rather dearer than ours,
on the other hand, the rate of itereft is
lower in England and forare feamen’s we-
ges. It would be improper, thevefore, to
coufider the amount of Britifh tonnage in
our trade, as a proof of a bad flate of
things, arifing either from the reltvictions
of that governmenty orthe negligence or
timidity of ‘this.  We are to charge it to
caufes which are more couneéred with the
natural competition of capital and induit
caufes ‘which v faét vetarded the aroy
of our fhipping more when we were

colonies and our fhips were frec than fince

the adoption of ‘the prefent government.

It has been faid, with emphaf:s, that
the conftitution grew out of the com-
plaints of the nation refpeting commerce
efpecially that with the Britith dominions.
What was then lamented by our patriots ?
Feeblenefs of the public counfels, the fha-
dow of union, and fcarce the fhadow of
public credit, every where defpoudence,
the preffure of cvils, not only great, but
portentous of civil diltrations.  ‘Thefe
were the grievances and  what more was
then defired than their remedies? Is it
poflible to furvey this profpercus country,
and to ailert that they have been delayed!?
Trade flouriflies on our wharves, although
it droops in fpeeches ; manufactures have
rifen under the thade of proteing duties
from almolt nothing, to fuch a'ftate, that
we ‘are even told it is fafe to depend on
the domeltic fupply, if the foreign thould
ceafe. . The fifheries; which we fousd in
decline, arein the moft vigorcus growth ;
the whale fithery, which our allies would
have transferred to Dunkirk, now traver-
fes the whole orean. * To that hardy race
of men, the féais but a park for hunting
its ycniters ;- fuch is their adtivity, the
deepeft abyfles fearcely afford to their prey
an hiding place.  L.ook” round, and  fee
how the frontier circle widens, how the
interior improves, and let it be repeated,
that the hopes of the people, when they
formed this conftitution, have been fruf-
trated.

But if it thould happen that our pre-
judices prove ftronger than our fenfes, if
1t thowld be behieved that our farmers and
merchants fee their produ&s and fhips
and wharves going to decay together,and
they are ignorant or filent on their own
ruin—ftil the public documents would
not difelofe # alarming a ftate of our af-
fairs.  Our imports are obtained fo plen-
tifully and ‘cheaply that ope of the avow-
ed ebjetts of the refclutions is, to make
them fearcer- and dearer.  Our exports,
fo far from languifhing, have increafed
two millions of dollars in a year. Our
navigation is found to be augmented be-
yond the moft fanguine expe&ation.—
‘We hear of the valt advantage the Eng-
lifth derive from the navigation a&, and
we are afked in a tone of accufation, fhall
we fit ftill; and do nothing ®Who is bold
enongh to fay, Congrefs has done no-
thing for the encowagement of Ameri-
can navigation 2 To counteract the navi-
gation aél, we havelaid on Britifh a high-
er tonnage than our own veffels pay in
their ports—and what is much more ef-
feftual we have impofed ten per cent. on
the duties, when the duticd articles are
borne in foreign bottoms. = We have alfo
made the coafting-trade ' a monopoly to
our own veffels.  Let thofe who have af-
ferted that this is nothing, comparc facts
witly the regulations which ~produced |

them.

T onnage. Tons..  Excefiof
American 1789 297,468 American
Foreign 265,116 tdnnage.

2 32,352
American 1790\ - 347,663
Foreign 258,916
American 1791 563,810

Forei 240,79
= L? 123,011

American 1792 415,331
Foreign & 244,263

171,067
Is not this increafe of American fhip-
Ping rapid enough ? Many perfons fay it
i too rapid, and attralts too much capi-
tal for the circumftances-of the -country.
I cannot readily perfuade myfelf to think
fo valuable a branch of employment thrives
too fal.— Dut 2 ftéady and fure encou-
ragement is more to be relied on than vio-
lent methods of forcing its growth. It
is not clear that the quantity of our navi-
gatien, including our coafting and fithing
veflels is lefs, in proportion to thefe - of
that npation. 'In that computation, we
fhall probably find, that we are already
more a navigating people than the Eng-

- lifh.

Asthis is a growingcountry,we have the moft table
erouad 8" d :pendence on the gorrefponding growth
or our havigation : and that tie increafingdemand
for thipping will rather fall to,the fhare of Amcricans
than foréigners is aot to be denled.  We did expet
this from the nature of our own I w.—we have been
confiraied in # by experjeice —ang we know thatan
American bettom is 2ttually preferred o a foreigh
one, o cales where one partuer is an American
aid another d foreigaer, the thip i1s made an Ameri-
can bottom A fact of this kind overthrows a
whiole theory of reafoning on the neceflity of further
reltri@iolis. s It Mhows that the work of reftriétion
is already done,

If we take the aggregate view of our commercial
intereits, we fLhall had much more occalion for fa-
tisfaction,& even exultation, then complaint,& pone
tor defpondence. It would be too bold to fay that
our condition ‘is fo eligible there is nothing to be
withed, Neithe: the order of nature nor the allot-
ments of Providence atford perfeét content, and it
would be ablurd to expect in our politics what isde-
mied in the laws of our being. The nations with
whom we have intercourle have, without exception,
more.or lefs reftricted their commercel  They have
tramed their regulations to fuit their real or tancied
intereits,  I'he code of France is as full of reftric-
tions as that of England. We have. regulations of
our own, aud they are unlike thofe of any other
country—inafmuch as the interets and. circum-
ftinces of nations vary fo effentially, the project of
an exact reciprocity on our part is a vifion. What
we defire is to have not on exa reciprocity, but an
jatercourfe of mutual benefit and convenience— It
has fearcely been fo much as infinuated that the
change contenplated will be a profitable one—that
it will enable us to fell dearer and to buy cheaper—
on the contryry, we are invited to fubmit to the ha-
zards and loffes of a conflit with our cuftomers—
to engage in a conteft of felf-denial.  For what—to
obtain better markets ? 'no fuch thing—But to fhut
up, foréver, if poflible, the beft market we have for
our exports, and to confine ourfelves to the deareft
and fearceft markets for our imports.  And this to
be done forthe benefit of trade, or as it is fometimes
more correctly (aid for the benefit of France, This
Janguage is not a little inconfiftent and ftrange from
thofe who recommend a non-importation agreement
and who think we fhould even renounce the fea and
devote ourfelves to agriculture, Thus to make our
trade more free it is be embarraffed and violently
thifted from one country to another, not according
to the intereft of the merchants, but the vifionary
theories and capricious rafhnefs of the legiflators,—
T'o make trade better it is to be made nothing.

So far as commerce and navigation are regarded,
the pretences for this conteft are confined to two.
We are not allowed to carry manufaétured articles to
Great-Britain, nor any produéts, except of our own
growth ; and we are rot permitted to go, with .our
own veflels, to the Wett-Indies." The former,
which is a provifion of the navigation a&, is of  lit-
tle importance to our interefts, as our trade is chief-
ly a direft one, our fhipping not being equal to the
carrying for other natiens, and our manufaétured ar-
ticles are not permitted in quantities for exportation,
and, if they were, Greaf-Britain would not be a cuf-
tomer. Sofar therefore the ‘reftriction is rather
nominal than real,

The exclufion of our veflels from the Weft-Indies
is of more importance, When we propofe tp make
an effort to force a privilege from Great-Britain,
which fhe is loth toyield to us,it is neceflary to com-
pofe the value of the object with the effort, and,
above all, to calculate very warily the probability of
fuccefs. « A trivial thing deferves not a great exer-
tion ; much Jefs ought: we to ftake a véry great
gouod in pofieffion for a flight chance of a lefs good.
The carriage of one half the exports and imports to
and from the Britifh Welt-Indies is the object to be
contended for. Our whole exports to Great-Britain
are to be hazarded. We fcll on terms of privilege
and pofitive favor, as it has been abundantly fhewn,
near feven millions to the dominions of Great-Bri-
tain, We are_to rifk the privilege in this greata-
mouat—For what. For the freight only of one
half the B. Welt-India trade with the -U. States.
1t belongs to commercial men to calculate the eatire
value of the freight alluded to.. But it cannot bear
much proportion to the amount of feven millions.
Befides, 'if we are denied the privilege of carrying
our articles is our veffels to the iflands, we are ona
footing of privilege in the fale of them. We have
ene privilege if not two. It tsreadily admitted that
it is adefirable thing ro have our veilels allowed to
go the Englith iflands, but the value of the object has
it's limits ; and we go unqueftionably beyond them,
when we throw our whole exparts into confufion and
run the rifk of loofing our beft markets, for the fake of
forcing a permiifion to carry our own products to
one of thofe markets; in which too, it fhould be
noticed, we fell much lefs than we do to Great-Bri-

| tain herfelf—If to this we add, that the fuccefs of
the conteft is grounded on fanguine and paffionate’

hypothefis of our being able to ftarve the iflanders,
which on trial, may prove falfe, and which our be-
ing involved in the war would overthrow at once, we
may conclude, without going further into the dif-
cuffion, that prudence forbids our engaging in the
hazards of a commeraial war; that great things
fhould not be ftated againft fuch as are of much lefs
value ; that what we poffe(s fhould not be rifked for
what we defire without great odds in our favor ; ftill
lefs if the chance is infinitely againft us.

If thefe confiderations fhould fail of their effe&,
it will be neceffary to go into an examination of the
tendency of the_fyftem of difcrimination it redrefs
and avenge all our wrongs, and to realize all our
hopes.

It has been avowed, that we are to look to
France, not to England, for advantages in trade; we
are to: fhew our fpirit, aud to manifelt towards thofe
who are called encmies, the {pirit of enmity, and
towards thofe we call friends fomething more than
paffive good will—We are to take altive meafures to
force trade out of .it’s accuftomed channels, and to
thift it by fuch means from England to France. The
care of the concerus of the French manufaurers may
be left perhaps as well in the hands of the Conyen-
tionas to be ufurped into our own. However our
zeal might engage us to interpole; our duty to our
own immediate conitituents demands all our atten-
tion. To volunteer it,” i order to_ excite competi-
tion in one foreign nation to fupplant another, is a
very [trange bufinefs; and to do it, as it has been
irrefiftably proved it will happen, at the charge and

. coft of our own citizens, is a thing equally beyond

all juftification and all example. \What is it.but o
tax our own people for a time, perhaps for a long
time, in order that the French may atlaft fell as
cheapas the Englith—cheaper they cannot, nor is it
fo-much as preended, The tax will be 2 lofs to us,

and the funci.d tendency of it not agazin to this
country in thg event, but to France—We. fhall pay
more for a time, and Ja the end pay no lefs; for no
objett but that of one nation: may receive our money
initead of the other: If this is generous towards
France;it iswot juft to America. It is fucrificing what
we owe to our conftituents to what we pretend to
feel towards ftrangers. We have indeed hearda ve-
ry arderit profeffion of gratitude o that nation, and
infinite reliance feems to be placed on her readinefs
10! facrifice her intereft to ours. The ftoryof this
generous ftrife fhould be left to ornament fiction.
“I'his is not the form nor the occafion to difcharge
our obligations of any fort to any foreign nation—it
concerns not our feelings but our interefts yet the de-
bate has often foared high above the fmoke of bufi-
nefs into the epic regien.  The market for tobacco,
tar, turpentine and pitch has become matter of fen-
timent, -and given occafion alternately to roufe our
courage and our gratitude.

If inftead if hexameters, we prefer difcuffing our
relation to foreign actions in the common language,
we'thall ot find that we are bound by treaty to efta-
blifh a preference in favor of the French. The treaty
is founded on a profeifed reciprocity—favor for fa-
vor—why is the principle of treaty or no treaty made
fo effential, when the favor we are geing to give isan
ac of fupererogation. 1t is not expeéted by one of the
nations 4n treaty : for Holland has declared in her.
treaty with us, thatfuch preferences are the fruitful
fource of animofity, embarraffment and war.  The
French have fetno fuch example. They difcrimi-
nate, in their late navigation aé, not as we are ex-
horted to do between nations in treaty and not in
treaty, but between nations at war and not at wai'
with them fo that when peace takes place, England
will ftand by that 2¢t on the fame ground with our-
felves. Mr., Ames proceeded to fhew that if we expect
by giving favorto get favor in return, it is impro-
per to make a law.  The bufinefs belongs to the ex-
ecutive in whofe hands the conftitution has placed
the power of dealing with foreign nations. e no-
ticed it's fingularity "to negotiate legiflatively—to
make by a law half a bargain, expetting a French
law would make the other. He remarked that the
footing, of treaty or no treaty, was different from the
gréund taken by the mover himfelf in fupporting his
fyftem. e had faid favor for fayor was principle:
Nations not in treaty grant favors=—thofe in treaty
reftri®& our trade,  Yet the principle of difcrimi-
nating in favorof nations in treaty was not only in-
confiftent with the declared do&trine of the mover
and with fa&s, but it is inconfiftent with itfelf. Na-
tions ot in treaty ‘are fo very unequally operated
upon by the refolutions it is abfurd to refer them to
one principle. Spain and Portugal have no treaties
with us, and are not difpofed to have——Spain
would not accede to the treaty of commerce between
us and France, theugh fhe was invited—Portugal
would not fign a treaty after ithad been difcuffed and
figned on our part. They have few fhips or manu-
faGures and do not feed tneir colories from us ; of
courfe there is little for the difcrimination to operate
upon, The operation on pations in treaty is equal-
ly a fatire on the principle of difcrimination. - Swe-
den, with whom we have a treaty, duties rice higher
if borne in our bottoms, than in her own. France
does the like, in refpe@ to tobacco two and half li-
vres the quintal, which in effe prohibits our veflels
to freizht tobacco, as the duty is more than the
freight.  Hethen remarked on the French naviga-
tion aé, the information of which had been given to
the houfe fince the debate began. - He faid the mo-
ver had, fomewhat unluckily, propofed to except
from this {yftem nations having no navigation alts,
in° which cafe France_ would become the fubjet of
unfricn&ly difcrimination as well as Great-Britain.

He remarkedon the difpofition of England to fet-
tle a commercial treaty, and adverted to the known
defire of the Marquis of Lannfdowne (tliea prime
minifter) in 1783, to form fuch an one on the moft
liberal principles, The hiftory of that bufinefs and
the caufes which prevented it’s conclufion cught to
be made known to the public. The powers given to
our minifters were revoked, and yet we hear that no
fuch difpofition on the partof Great-Britain has ex-
ifted. The declaration of Mr. Pitt in parliament,
in June, 1792, aswell as the correfpondence with
Mr. Hammond, fhew a defire to enter upon a ne-
gociation. The ftatement of the report on the pri-
vileges and reftritions of our commerce, that
Great-Beitain has fhewn no inclination to meddle
with the fubject feems to be incorrect.

After tracing the operation of the refelutions on
different nations, he examined the fuppofed tgnden-
cy to difpofe’ Great-Britain to fettle an equitable
treaty with this country. He afked whether' thofe
who held fuch language towsrds that nation as he
heard could be fuppofed to defire a treaty and friend-
ly conne@ion. 1t feemed to be thought a merit to
exprefs hatred— it is commen and nztural to defire
to annoy and to crufh thofe whom we hate, butitis
fomeéwhat fingular to * pretend that the defign of
our anger is to embrace them.

The tendency of angry 'meafures tofriepdly difpo
fitions and arrangements is not obvious.  We affet
to believe that we {hall quarrel ourfelves into their
good will.  We fhall beat a new path to peace and
friendfhip with Great-Britain, one thatis grown up
with thorns and lined with men-traps and fpring-
guns  Itfhould be called the war path.

To do juftice to the fabje@ its promifed
advantages fhou'd be examined.  Exciting the com-
petition of the French isto prove an advantage to
this country, by openinga new marker with that
nation, Thisis fearcely intelligible.  If it means
any thing, it isan_admiffion that" their market ‘is
not a good one, or that they have not taken meafures
to favor our traffic with them. In either cafe our
{yftem is abfurd. - The balance of trade is againft us
and in favorof England. But the refolutions can
only aggravate that evil, for, by compelling us tobuy
dearer and fell cheaper, the balance will be turned
ftill more againft ourcountry. = Neitheris the fup=
ply from France lefs the aliment of luxury than that
from England, The excefs of credit is 2n evil which
we pretend to cure by checking the natural growth
of our own capital, which is the undoubted tendency
of reftraining trade, the progrefs of the remedy is de-
layed, If we will trade, there mult be capital. It

_ isbeft to have it ofour own, if we have it not we

muft depend on credit, Wealth fprings from the
profits of employment, & the beft writers on ‘the fub-
16 eftablifth it, that employment is in proportion to
the capital that is to excite and reward it.. To ftrike
off credit, which is the fubftitute for capitdl, if it
were poffible to do it would fo far ftop employ ment.
Fortunately it is not poffible 5 the aCtivity of indiyi-
dual induftry eludes the mifjudging power of go-
vernments.. The refolutions would in effe@ in-
ereafe the demand for credit, as our'produ@s felling
for lefs in a new market; and our imports being

bought dearerythere would be lefs moiey and rmore
need of it.  Neeeflity would produce eredir.. Wheie
the Jaws are trict it wiil foon find its proper level,
the ules of credit will remain and the evil will dil-
appear.

But the whole theory of balances of trade, of help-.
ing it by reftraint, and protecting it by lyttems of
prohibition and reflriction dgainit fo uations, as
well as the remedy tor credit; arc @ g the explo-
ded degmas which are equaily refuted’by th
of fcience aund the autiority of time.  Many fuch
topics have been advancea which were known to
exift as prejudices, but wers ot expelled as aru-
ments. . it feams to be believed that the liberty of
commerce is of fome valuz.
reftritions on one fide, there will
left, counter retri
ty are 1n their pature aggravati
We complain of the Britith reftri€iioes as of a miil-
frone—our own fyitem will be anether, o that our
trade may hope to be fituated between the upperand
the nether miliftone.

On the whole, the refolutions contain two greet
principies. To control trade by law, inflead of
leaving it tothe better management of the merchants,
and the principle of afumptuary law.. lo play the
tyrant in the compting houfe, and in diretting the
private expences oi our citizens, are employinents e-
qually unWorthy of difeullion.

Befides the advantages of the {yftem; we have
been called to another view of it, and «which feems
to have lefs conne@ion with the merits of the dilcuf-
fion. The a&s of ftates and the votes ol public be-
dies before the conftitution was adopted, and the
votzs of the houfe fince, have been ftated as grounds
for our affent to this meafure at this time.. Tohelp
our own trzade, to repel any real or fuppofed attack
upon it, cannot fail to prepoffe(s themind, according-
ly the firft feelings of every, man yield to this propo-
fition. But the fober judgment on the tendency and
reafonablenefs of the intermeddling of government
often does,and probably ought ftill oftener #o chavge
our impreffions. On a fecond view of the queftion,
the man who voted formerly for reftriétions may
fay—much kas been done under the new conftituticn
and the good effe@s are yet making progrefs, The
neceflity of meafures of counter reftri¢tion will ap-
pear to him muuh lefs urgent, and their efficacy in
the prefent turbulent ftate of Europe: infinitely lefs
to be relicd on.  Far from being inconfiftent in  his
conduét, confiftency will forbid his prefling the ex-
periment of his principle under circumftances which
baffle the hopes of its fuccefs. But iffo much ftrefs
is laidon former opinions in favor of this' meafure,
how happens it that there is o littleon that which
now appears againft 1t.  Notone mechant has ipoke
infavor&Fitin this body ; net one navigatiug or
commercial ftate has patronifed it.

Mr. Ames then entered pretty fully into the con-
fideration of the abfolute dependence of the Britith
Weft-India iflands on our fupplies, He admitted
that they cannot.draw them fo-well, and fo cheap
from any other quarter ; but this is not the point.
Are they phyfically dependent. Can we ftarve
them, and may we reafonably expet thes to dic-
tate to Great-Britain a free admifiion. of our veffcls
into her iflands. He went info details to prove the
negative, Beef and pork fent from the now United
Siates to the Britith WeRt-Indies, 1773 14,693 bar=
rels. In the war time, 1780, ditto from England,
17,795. _Attheend of the war, 1783, 16,526.—
Ireland exported on an average of feven years: prior
10 1777, 250,000 barrels. - Salted tith the Englith
take in abundance, and prohibit itfrom bs. But-
ter and cheefe from England and Ircland are but
lately banithed even frem our markets. Exports
from the now United States—1773, horfes 2768 —
cattle 1203—fheep and hogs §,320. wenty-two
years prior to 1791y were expoited -from England to
all ports, 29,131 horfes.
feven years to 1777, exported 4-4a live-ftock exclu-
five of hogs. The coaft of Barbary, the Cape de
Verds, &c. fupply fheep and cautle  The iflands
fincethe war, have increafed their domeftic fupplies
to a greatdegree,

The now United States exported about 12,000
barrels of flour in 1773 to the Weft-Indies, lre-
land by grazing lefs could fupply wheat— England
itfelf ufually exports-it, fhe alfo imports from Arch-
angel, Sicily and the Barbary fates furnith wheat
in abundance. ‘We are 'deceived whien we faficy we
can ftarve foreign countries.  France is reckoned to
confume grain at the rate of feven buthels w each
foul., . Twenty-fix millions of fouls the quangty
182 millions bufhels— We expert o fpeak in round
numbers five or fix millions bufhels to uli the differ-
ent countries which we fupply, a trifle this to their
wants.  Frugality is a greater recourfe;  Inftead of
feven bufhels perhaps two could be faved by ftinting
the confumption of the fond of cattle or by the uft of
other food. Two bufhels faved to cach foul is fift-
two millions of bufhels, a quantity whick the whoie
trading world perhaps could not furnifh.  Rice is
faid to be prohibited by Spain and Portugal to favor
their own. - Brafil could fupply their rice infiead of
ours. - Lumber—he ftated the dangen of defpifing
Canada and Neva-Scotia too much as rivals in the
Weft-India fupply, efpecially the former. The de-
pendence the Englith had placed onthem fome yzais
ago had failed, partly becaule we entered into com-
petition with them on very fuperior *terms ; and
partly becdufe they were then in an infant ftate.
They are now fuppofed to have " confiderably mere
than doubled their nunibers fince the peace, and if
inftead of having us for competitors for the fupply as
before, we thould {thut ourfelves out by refufihg oor
fupplies or being refufed entry for them, thofe two
colonies would rife from the ground, at leaflt we
{hould do more to bring it about than the Englifh mi-
niftry had been able to do. In 1777, 67 vefiels,
the actual tonnage of which was 128,c0c, wereem-
ployed in the Weft-India trade. They were {uppo-
fed on good ground to be but half freighted to the
iflands ; they might carry lumber, and the freight
fuppofed to be deficient would be at 4¢/. flcrling ihe
ton, £. 128,000 fterling. This fum would dimi.-
nifh the extra charge of carrving lumber to the =
lands. But is lumber to be had 2. Yes, in Germa=
ny, and from the Baltic. It is evén cheaper ig
Europe than our own. Befides whichy the hapd
woods ufed in mills are abundantin the iflands, We
are told they can féll their rum only to the Unired
States. This concerns not their fubfutence but their
profit. EXamine it however. . In 1773, the now
United States took nezi three million gallors rum.
The remaining Britifh colonies, Newfoundland and
the African coaft have a confidcrable demand for this
article. The demand of Ireland is very much on
the ingreafe. ltwas in 1763. 530,000 gallons:
1770, 1,558,000 gallens ; 1778, 1,720,000 gal-
lons. ?
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