eondud of France was very different from
what ‘was to have been wiflied, as well as
from what was coutemplated by the mar-
quis la Fayette, who had patronized the
meereit of thefe hfhermen, yet that the
pmJ et of lun})un r them to emigrate had
ovigina ed i Great-Dritain, and:was a
caunier-projed on the part of France, How
the geaticman happened to omit the an-
tecedent attempt of Great-Biitain, and
thereby exaggerate that of France, Mr.
M. did not undertake to explain : but it
was the more extraordinary, as the whole
aceount of the tranfastion was contdined
in the fame page of the report, nay in the
{ame paragraph, from which the gentle-
mun hdd extracted Tys mformation.

Here be read the paffage m that report,
and produced the Britifh fatute, inviting
the whale fifherman, by an offer of ¢er-
tain privileges to emigrate to' Great Bri-
tam.

A further charge againft the Secretary
of State 18, that in his fattment of the
tonnage of the Usnited States employed
in the'trade with the ‘French and Bntith
dowinions, he founded it,nct on the aduz/
number of Jhips, but on the number of en-
tries. This charge was as fingular as it
was uncandid.

The report fated the fa&, ‘that the A-
merican tom nage enlering our ports from
the feveral nations with which the United
States traded, was fo and fo; and In this
ftatement, it purfued the official returns
made on the fubjeét.  What more was to
be iequired ?

u giving the fa, the fecretary impof-
ed Gir no one, beeaufe he ftated the ton-
sageto be-entry tonbage, as it really
wis.

He followed the beft guide that cx-
ifted, an ofiicial return “from the proper
OuiCUS.

No return of the aduol tonnage, as dif-
tineuifhed from the entry tonnage, had
at ‘the time, - ever been made from ‘any of-
fice, “or ealled for by any aét of Con-
grefs

The firlt return ever made in.the latter
form, was called for fince the refolutions
on the table were propoied.

Thelecvnfiderationsmight havereftrain-
ed'the gentleman from thit unwarrant:
ed zttack on the accuracy of the report.

But he ought at lealt to have been fure,
that whilft k2 was charging the Secretary
with following an erroneous guide, he
was himfelf following one that was noter-
ronvous.  The examination of this point
invulved faéts which merited the particu-
teation of the committee,
ftatement of the eniry tonnage of
the United States in foreiyn trade for 1792
lately called forand reported, is 415,331
toss. The flatement of the adual ion-
nege for the fame year is 289,394 tons.

On comparing thefe two quantities, it
was evident that both could not be right.
If the eniry tonnage was no more than
was {lated, it was inconceivable that the
adlual tonnage-could be “as much as was
fiared. It would allow the veflels in the
FEuropean and Weft India trades together
but fomewhat more than one voyage and
a third a year. It couldnever be fuppo['-
ed, that this correfponded with the fat.
FHow then was the inconfiftency n the
two flatements to be explained ?

Mr. M. faid, as hedid not know by
what rule the actual tonnage was made
up, he would form no conjeture on the
fubjeé. He hoped,and wifhed that fome
gu\ leman more converfant with it, would
felve the phenonemon.~ He did not call
on the gentleman from South Carolina,be-
caufe he molt of all, muft be puzzled to
account forit 3 having ftated that ounr vef-
fels in the trade to Europe make tawo voy-
ages, and in the Weft India trade four
voyagesa year.

Befides the evidence contained in this
comparifon of the aggregate tomnage in
the two different forms, in which it had
been reported,the exiftence of error fome-
where, and probably in the acconnt of
the a@ual tonnage refulted from acompa-
rative view of our exports to the Britifh
domiinicns, for the two years of 1790
and 1792, and of the whole tonnage A-
mericen and Britifh employed in convey-
ing thes, .

In the former year the exports were

0,363,416 dollars. Inthelatter 8,269,495 |

dollars 3 the excefs for 1790, 1,093,921
dollars.

The entry tonnage, Britith and Ame-
rican for 1790, was 272,580 tons.

- The Britith eniry tounage for 1792.
m:oﬁ. 384 tons. The aGual- American

_ tanfage for 1792, was according to thie
\ oﬁc-al ftatement, 66,

,582 tons; which

turned into entry tonmge, 2ccotding to
the proportion of the whole actual, to
the whole entiy tonnage for that year,
makes the Amiericant entry “‘tornage, in
the trade to Great Britan about g5,0c0
tons.

Adding this to the' Britifh entry ton-
nage of 2,6,354 tons, the Britifh and
American together for 1792, amounts to
301,384 tous ; which exceeds the ton-
nage of 1790 no lefs thar 27,804 tons.

According to this calculation, which
embraces the a¢tual tonnage as ftated to
the houfe, there would be 27,804 tons
more,employed in tranfporting 1,863,921
dollars lefs ; making our tonmage to in-
creafe in that proportion as the employ-
ment of it decreafed.

There was a poflibility, Mr. M. ob-
ferved, that the courfe of trade in the
two years, mlght be fuch- that more of
the veficls employed in. the exportations
to Great Britain might be entered in 1790
as coming from fome other country, than
in 17g2; but as there was no known cir-
cumftance which authorized this folution,
and as it feemed demonftrable in general,
that error exifted fomewhere in the flate-
ments, and moft probably in thofe of the
actual tonnage, he concluded that it ought
to be referred to that fource; and confe-
gnently, that the guide followed by the
Secretary of State, to wit, the entry
tonnage, thie only onc he had to follow,
was not more inaccurate, than the actual
tonnage would have been, which guided
the member from South Carolina.

Anather pofition of the Sceretary:of
State on which a. charge is founded, is,
“ that the greater: part of what Great

Britain receives from the United States is. |

re-exported.” . This. pofition, Mr. M.
reminded the committee, related to Great
Britain without comprchending the Weft
India iflands, which formed a diftin&t
branch in the Secretary’s report. How

' far it was liable_ to the exceptions taken

againft it, would appear from an exami-
tion of fadts..:.

To obviate criticifms, Mr. M. {aid he
would take for the bafis of his calcula-
tions, the ftatement given in detail by the
gentleman himfelf, of the exports for

179910’ the French and Britith domi- {

nions ; which though not extended to!
every item, ‘approached To néar to a fulld

view of the trade, as to. be adegpate to

the purpofe. . .

In this ftatement the €xports to Great
Britain ftand at 6,651,429 dollars ; from
which muft be fubtra&ed, for the compa-

rifon, the amount of the feveral re-expor-T

tations as far as they can be liquidated.
Tosacco. It appears from an official
document, that the tobacco exported to

- Gteat Britain in 1791, was 67,216 hogl-

heads. - A return for auuthcr year ftates
the quantity to be §2;505 hogfheads. It
appeared from  the revenue returns of
Great Britan, that the confumption of
this article amounted to 9,600 hogfheads.
The proportion re-exported might then
be reafonably fet downat four-fifths of the
quantity imported.

Rice. To obtain the proportion of
rice re-exported, we may take the medi-
um quantity importcd for three Feus,
immediately preceding the revolution,
which, accordingly to @ table in Ander-
fon’s Hiftory of Commerce, was 486,543
cwt. By another table. for the fame pe- |
riod, the medium quantity exported was

349,65 3 cwt. The difference marks the |

confamption, and is 136,890 cwt. The

quantity exported to Great Britain from |
the United States in 1792, was 58,978

barrels, equal to 294,890 ewt. Compar-

ing:the quantity confumed with this quan-

tity, it appears that more than half, tho’

lefs than two thirds, is re-exported—call

the re-exportation one half only of the

prefent importation.

IxpiGo. According toa ftatement in
Anderfon, the medium importations into
Great-Britain, for three - years immedi-
diately preceding the revelution, were a-
bout thrice the medium quantity re-ex-
ported'.  Call the proportion re-exported
now, however, cne-fifth only, which is
probably below the faét.

From thefe proportions, and the data,

furnithed by the gentleman’s own ftate-
ments, refults the following juftification
of the report of the Secretary on ‘this
point. i
Dollars.

Exports to Great Britain 6,651,429
Dollars.
Tobacco 2,754,493
gpnfunnd -5 550,898
Re-exported 2,205,395

Rice 773,852
Confumed 1-2- 386,926 -
Re-exported 386,926
Indigo 473,830
Confumed 4-5 379,064
Re-exported 04,766

Wheat and flour, per-
haps the whole re-ex-
ported :—And more
was carried to Great-
Britain, in the two
fucceeding years, tho’
the aggregate exports
thither were lefs than
in -the year here ta-
ken : Say, however,
that one fourth was
confumed, and let the
amount ftand accord-
ingtothegentleman’s
ftatergent—at

1,087,840

Confumed 1-4 271,960

Re-exported 815,880

»501,067

&

i Here, then, it appears, that the re-ex-
portations of the four articles alone, of
Tcbacco, Rice, Indigo and Wheat,. are
greater than the whole confumption in
Great Britain, of the articles imported
from the United States, although the
moft unfavorable year has been taken, for
the enquiry ; and, confequently, that the
pofition of the Secretary of State, was
well founded.
(Speech to be continued.)

Mkr. Fenvo,

You are requefted to give the inclofed
remarks ‘made by Mr. Giles, a place in
your paper as foon as may confift with the
arrangements of your prefs—it is-the ra-
ther requefted, becaufe the manner in
which you' have ftated the tranfation, to
which they relate, was not calculated to
convey the truth of the cafe.*

From the General Advertifer.

Subftance of the remarks made by Mr.
Giles, in‘the Houfe of Reprefentatives,
on the 24th of February, 1794 ;—upon
2 motion for entering into-the confidera-
tion .of “the refolutions propofed in the
carly part of the feflion ; requiring an ex-

| amination into the ftate of the Treafury

Department, by committee.

Mr. Giles obferved that very fhortly af-
ter the meeting of Cengrefs, he had laid
this refolution en the table, under a con-
vition of the propriety of the meafure,
and the hope of a fpeedy decifion upon it,
An occursence took place a few days af-
terwards, which produced a temporary
delay. An individual prefented a memorni-
al to Congrefs, containing fome fuggefti-
ons againft the official condut of the gen-
tleman at the head of the Department ;
and to have prefled the enquiry into the
general ftate of the Treafury, during the
pendency of thofe fuggeftions, might have
been deemed a violation of delicacy and
propriety : Very foon after the imputa-
tions from that fource, were dene away,
by report of a committee ; he had called
up the refolution ; but the Houfe alting
under the impreflions produced by the de-
licate crifis of our external affairs, refufed
to enter into the confideration of the fub-
je€t at that time.

Mr. Giles remarked, that whilft on the
one hand, he was defirous of looking into
a fubje® which he deemed important to
the public welfare, as well as to gratify
an officer in a regueft, .which he conceiv-
ed, had been impelled by the delicacy of
his fitvation ; he was not unwilling on the
other hand, to yield to the opinion of the
Houfe, which induced an immediate at-
tention to our-affairs with foreign nations.
The fubjeéts of commercial regulations,
and the naval armament, being now out
of the view of the Houfe, at leafl for fome
days, he hoped the chafm would be filled
by the confideration of the refolution he
had propofed. He could not -help re-
marking, that at an early pericd of the
feflion, this refolution had been termed
the torch of difcord. He thought if it
could be viewed with impartiality, and
according to its own defign, it would no
be found te poflefs that chara&ter. The
primary obje& of the refolution, is to af
certain the boundaries of difcretion and
authority, between the Legiflature, and
the Treafury Department. To effect this

* If there has_ been any mifreprefentation
of this [ubjed, in this Gazelte, it is unkavern
to the Editor.

obje&, it bccomes neceflary to have a
knowledge of the ftate of the Treafury
Department ; This appeared to him, an
obvious duty of the Houfe of Reprefenta-
tives, operatmg equallv upon every indivie
dual of whom it is compofed ; it therefore
feemed ftrange to him, that an attempt to
difcharge an effential duty, fhould be con-
ftrued into a defign to interrupt the har-
mony of deliberation.

If to require a full and comprehenfive
view of the public finances, and the modes
in which they are contributed, and diftri-
buted ; be conflrued into am effort at dif-
cord: it muft arife either from the opini-
on, that Congrefs already poffefs this view,
or from the principle that they ought not
to poflefs it ; but that the whole know-
ledge of this fubje thould be left to the
Treafury officers. If this doftrine be con-
tended for, he thought it ought to ftimu-
late the exertions of thofe, who believed
it to be fubserfive of the primary principle
of the conftitution.

He requelled the Houfe to accompany
him in making a few reflections upon this
fubje&.

The debt of the United States, forms
an important item of legiflation : Its fyf-
tem is intricate; its extent unknown; it
embraces the interefls of a very fagacious
and powerful clafs of citizens: It 1s made
by the conftitution, the peculiar province
of the Reprefentatives, immediately cho-
fen b) the people, to fuperintend the con-
tributiops, - and- ‘the  diftributions. of all
public monies.. ~This may be deemed the
higheft duty of the Reprefentatives. 1t
may-be atked, how this moft important
of duties, can be underftandingly perform-
ed, but by aknowledge of the whole ma~
chinery of the Tn.afmy Department ?
There can be no profpe&t of a@ing wifely,
where there are no means of fudging rightly.
The omiffion to difcharge this importast
legiflative funétion, by the Reprefentatives,
will neccflarily caufe it to be performed
by the Head of the Department.” A fpe-
cies of laws will grow out of an inatten-
tion to, and aconfequent ignorance of this
fubje&t, which may be called, #he rules of
office ; the  forms of the Treqfurv ; the prac-
tical conflrullions of lawws LODtT’\VCDng the
legal conftruétions. Inall conflicts between
this fpecies of laws, and thé laws pro-
nounced by the conftitutional  tribunal,

the advantage would be in favor ‘of the o3

Treafury {yltem : Becaufe #is would be
the praflical, that the theoretic {yftem of
legiflation. An inattention to this fub-
je&, which is an ‘intricate ‘and. compﬂcat-
ed one, and a confequent ignorance of it,
might in a courfe of time, leave to the Le-
gillature, .the, mere right. of regiftéring
"I'reafury edits. - 1t wuy be faid, that this
1s not the cafe at prcfeht It is oot pro-
pofed to give any opinion 6n this point ;
the remarks- have beén intended to fhew
the probable tendency of intrufting this
important branch’ of. legiflation, to the

Trealury Department ;° which would be"

the infallible confequerice of the ignoratice’
of the Legiflature, of the Treafury pro-
ceedings.

The propriety of pIacmg confidence, in" -

the Executive Officers,’is an argument
very familiar to this Houfe. To a certain
extent, it is in every vefpeét proper. . It
is proper, fo long as the officer confines
himfelf to his legal defignated funétions :

If in any cafe, he fhould exceed thefe, it

becomes the duty of the Legiflature, to
notice the proceeding. It isalfo the duty
of the Legiflrture t afcertoin his funétions
by law, and to limit his difcretion. "Whis
argument of confidence in the executive
officers,. may eafily be carried to a danger-
ous excefs. - The people have confidence
in their Reprefentatives ; they beffow on
them certain ‘trufts,” and impofe on them:
certain duties. _The repreféntatitves have
confidencs in the executive officers. They
transfer to them; thefe truftls and thefe
duties.  'What would be the refult? A
complete - and radical change in the moft
effential charater of the government.

Inftead’ of the Legiflature preferibing
rules of condutt to the people, the execu-
tive officers would prefcribe them ; and
the Legiflature would be of no other ufe
than to legalife executive ‘proceedings.
This would be a defertion of the truft re-
pofed in the "reprefentative. - The confi-
deration of individnal eafe, would always
operate-in favor of this idea. ~ The argu-
ment of individual intereft might poffibly
aid it in fome inftances, and the argument
of policy in others ; for there may be fome
individuals, who might poffibly prefer that,
to the conftitutional ftate of things. Thefe
remarks had been made to fhew, in very
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