a8 .
55) th ‘

e s HAS Y o i A
0. o % E:h'_‘_w".‘“‘“-iml‘f e M*h a‘

(*1""&”#
' -,

L Swas iy o

s i
-S4 -
L
20

= ‘5} o T

PRINTED AND PUBLISHED BY
‘& SALMON HALL

| 4T THREE DOLLARS PER ANNUM, PAYA-

'L; HALF YEARLY IN APV ANCE. ‘

| \DVERTISEMENTS WILL BE INSERTED

AT SEVENTY-TIVE CENTS A SQUARE, THE

# ln.
+

JIRST WEEK, AND THIRTY-FIVE CENTS|

OR EACH CONTINUATION.

| ctmmm—

- Mr- Hanson’s second Speseh on
MR. WEBSTER'S RESOLUTO’E

' Mr. H. sakl, when the Duke of Ca-
dore’s letter was Srst published in this
¢oultry, Mot one man in asfiundred suppo-
ged for a moment that 'the President
would take that lettet as coming within the
peaning of the law of May 1810, because
its eXpress proviso was palpably inadmis-
gible, 'being a condition precedent, and
got a condition subsequent. Mr, Hanson
gsserted, upon authority whiclk he deem-
ed altogether good, that the" President
himself, when he first received thgidh
letter pronounced JESUITICAL
expressed himself’ 1.?rrnsamthcn‘.usun the
bchef that he wou ept of it as
coming within the term$" of the law of
May 1810. However, noththstaudmg
this, and the undeniable evidence upon the
faccof the letter itself, to the amazerfient

- of all'disgerning honest men, Mr, H. well
ted to his own utter astonishment,
. Nov. 1810, the: Prci{ient did

issue his proclamauon d ging the fuct of

. L8

the repeal of the Berlin and ": an decrees
on the first of the samie n¥6 and yéar—
thatis, that' they Were repe‘a ‘the dery be-

fore, aceOrding to the pravisions of our
law of Non-Intercourse. Now was) [Fawn
the strong ide demarkation be the

Bagties in this countr} Each
gerded stand, and bottomed its ]

support 9 "mg to government upon
the trath gehood of this proclamation.
We the Sine tg nded, that there
had been a'fidsif tv:olaﬂopofa plain law
to favouridrance ;and embroil us with

Lngland.‘_; at a palpable juggle had been
practiced #0”induce a state of insurmaegnta-
ble repulsion in our relations with oné bel-
ligerent, as a manifestation of our partiali-
ty to the other, with the view to connect
our destinies to those of France. You the
majority contended, that the president had
only discharged a ministerial duty, doing

nothing more than the law required of h:m
and in doing which, he had no discretioh
to exercise. I'o say nothing of the spirit

of prophecy with which it was solemaly |

proclaimed to + that the decrees were
bona fide and in faLr repealed yesterday,
I'ask what was the ficz 7 how has it turn-
ed out in evidence # . avere we the minority
a3 roundly asserted, in the wrong, or were
you the majority ab inztio in the wrong, &
have you continued in the wrong ever
since ? what the evidenge in the case ?
On the 28th 0f April, 1811, the emperor
promulges his decree, antidat
18 immaterial, whichiseommen
‘“ Seeking by the report of our minister,
&c. that e United States’have passed a
law of resistance, &c. we, Napolcon. &ec.
do decree, &c. What law of resis ami
e March law of 1811, w
the false proclamation, & |
' mation, the boly evidence
courts of lawg So fo administration sought
toentrench themselves behinfl the assump-
“tion ?ge Jact, that the decrees were re-
pealed'in November 1810, and that the law

of Margh 1811, “the law of resistance to |“ any igformation that might be useful to
En lan;l ” was a consequence of that ye-[* themat so momentonts a Juneture.’}

peal, whilg the other handg our‘good | To give its full and’ proper force to Mr.
_fncnd 8 te officially d es, and' e h’s evidence, a short notice of some
praduces the 3 very tepealing decree itself | rg‘gtmgaudim at gir tances at-
tor ove all doubt, that thé repeal was a{,, g the ‘introdyetion aad final adap-

uetice of the law~ of resistance. To.
_'_'*Wrong aadmsult, he solemn+’
5, fhn'ou

hrhis minister of state,
that thqrc ree had .
nicated to R‘r@i{mell and M

- about the' time of its
might be laid before t overr

“igthis collatteral fact of santuni
that these resolugions. are mi

!

"ous delicacy amounting almost to adora=!

:%:h[:gt'-l-w

it{as T re

this war was in our own wrong, contrary'
to truth, Justice and honor—it proves that
the ‘war has no other foundation to rest on|
than an undeniable authenticated falsehood.
Fhe war, therefore deserves and can be
distipguished truly, by no other appellation
thx unnece:sary, unjust and unright-
eours war,. for opposing which we are moral
traitors ; All the gentleman’s reasoning
(Mr. Grundy) theretore, drawn from Mr.
‘Munroe’s and Mr, Foster’s correspon-
dence is of no avail, and merits no re-
ply.

To strengthen my positions, I wlll in-
troduce another piece of testimony, from a
witness altogether wumexceptionable, the

suchfconference was favorable, and remo-{
ved all doubt of the truth of the proclama-
tion. If not again repgrted, the conclu-
sion would necessarily be drawn. that the
Information extracted from Mr. Serrurier,
was unfavorable. WHhat was the result ?
Recur to the testxmony"‘,gwcn by Mr.
Smith, and all doubt is removed. In this
state of things, what did the committee of
foreign relations? The chairmagy again
introduced the | law of TYesistiice a-
gainst England bottomed upon the-asserted
repeal of the decrees and the president’s
proclamation, . which itself rested upﬁ’
what is now established to be a _]ugglc
France—an undeniable untrith. The na-

late Secretary of State. than whom none,
save the President himself, stood higher
in the estiination of the dominant party, &
whose honor was guarded with a puncgili-

tfon, as manifested by the dismissal of Mr
Jackson. What says this witness ? I ar
afraid, by undertaking to repeat hisgesti-
mony, I shall weaken and adulterate his
precise and energetic language, and will
therefore give his qwn words :

“ Itis within the recollection of the A-
merican people, that the members of
Congress, during the last session, were
much embarrassed, as to the course
most proper to be'taken with respect to
our foreign relations, and that theirem-
barrassments proceeded principally from
the defectin the communication to them
as to the wiews of the emperor of the
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great desideratum.— At a critical peri-
od of their perplexities, the arrival at
Norfolk of an envoy eéxtraordinary from
France was announced. Immediately
‘thereon all their proceedings touching
gyr foreign relations were suspended.
heir measures as avowed by them-
selves and as expected by the nation, were
then to be shaped ace@rding to the infor-
mation, that might be received from Mr.4
Serrurier especially as he necessarily must
have left F rancg long after the all impor-
tant firsé day af November. Upon his
arrival at Washmgton and unmedzatelg
after he had been accreditedy knowing,
as I did, the impatience of ongress &
of my countrymen, I lost no time in
having with him a conference. This
conference I soncluded by s%tmg that I
would takesthe liberty of addressing to
him a note propoupamg the several
questions, that I had just had thie honor
of putting to him" 1 conversation, and
that thus by his answer I should be ena-
bled to lay before the President with
the utmost precision his commilinica-
tions to me. I accordingly immediate-
ly prepared the following draught of a
letter and considering the President‘s
sanction a matter of coursé, I had it in|g
due'official form copied by the appropri-
ate clerk. But waiting on the President
ith it, and after having reported to
im vcrbally the result of the conference
I was, to my astonishment told by kim
that it would not be expedientilsend to
Mr. Serrurier any sych %’l:s de-
portment throughout this tervlcvf e-
vinced@ high d’egree of‘ dzsquzetude,
* which ‘occasionally betrayed him into
“Jretful exprgssions. Haviog in view
“ nothing but the digunity of the govern-
“ ment, and the prosperity of my'country,
“ and, overlooking T:J: vishness. I
“ entrbated him, bat in @ manner the most
“ delicate, mot to withyold from Congress

tion of *c Mmhr | Qf 1811, will be ne~
{ cessary. ntiem,
kmde‘he‘;c, ittee o
at that time, i$ '
home,_and hn seat, 4

, correct . inr} if ‘wrong,
Mr.

French. Tosupply this defect was the|P

- this

|\ repealed her orders, which were ‘the sole |

‘who was chauz-:- have

tion of course did infer, that Mrs Serruri-
erjgiad fally satisfied 'administration of the
repeal of the decrees, There were those
to be sure, Mr. H. was among the num-
r, who never for a moment changed
thelrﬁinmon, but the many continued un-
der the delusion, until Mr. Smith’s dis-
closures burst upon the nation, aroused
neral indignation, and struck with ama!:-
ment and horror every man whose mind
was open to conviction. Nevertheless,,
administration proceeded with a stemdv"l
step

to their point of destmanon, and fi-

the nation ‘with grief and mourning, an

of national bankruptcy. They rushed on !
blindfolded till they were so far advanced
cople
which had well nigh swallowed up the li«|
berties of the world and but for the me-
morable and glorlous events which have

fISII}g emplre.

now severely suffering from the wide
e taken in this debate, which he him- |
&g ad protested against but a day or two |
before, desirous as he was of confining the
attention of the house to the simple sub-
ject of enquiry, whether Mr. Madison or
the Duke of-Bassano was guilty. He
could not too often repeat how desirable it
was to pin down public attention to the
point, whether the heinous offence impu-!
ted to our chief magistrate was false ; and
whether-hethad the independence and spi-

the outragedus insult to encountéring the
ire of Bonapartes

It

the house—that the communication to con-

grese of the French repeabing decree would
not have prevented the war—nor was there
any.reason to believe, that England would
ical her orders if the French repealing
decree Hd been communicated toher. To
which I can offer no better answer than
did repeal, as soon as thg deran-
ged s’&e o l#'se ministry would®permit,
and in less thana month, or thereabouts,
from the time Mr. Russell handed in the |
decreee. But the argument of theigentle- *
men supports the ! presumption of the trath,
of Bassano’s assertion, and sqints to-
wards a justification of its suppression by
government. Mr. H. would meet-the
gentlcmen upon this ground. Whist did
itprove I Precisely guliat the miuority
have all along and i ly maintained.
That you were so bent upon ‘this war . as|
hardlyto;des:re,a pretext igfengaging in
it—yous werg wresolved to “wage it, let
what might happen. Had Great Britain |,

avowed cause of the war, she would have |
been taken up on the ghound of impress-|
ment, though totally abandoned in' the ar-'
rangement with Erskine, Thatpoint sét-'

would bestride the
-making early terms 1n the very m

all those states of the continenty that ¢
ed most because most obsequio
and subniissive.
of which the ruling party is composed, re-
qumes a constant state of excw;-nt: and
irpitation to be kept up against England, |
lest the party

copnt for the ¢
by

the face of ghe correspondence that at lcast
one palpable lic has been gold by him. -
will prove by his o rds, Mr. Bar- |
low very modestly rﬁ

tell a lie to answer the purposes offthe exc- ~

cutive. In the most hdmiliating, degra~

ding and
knees almost, he prays the

false proclamation and give to it the:

nally, plunged the country into this most | us again the popular ground ‘which

ruinous, calatflitous war, which has filled | been slipped from under administration §
and | the Duke of Cadore’s juggle—Wel
brought us to the verge, if not the gulph, |sieur, always courteous, ever age

as not w'ﬂ: the power of preventing this | for his purposes, and those of his employ- ;
e'from being sucked ifito the vortex, | er,

opened a new era to the nations of the|to the difficulties and disgrace of go#&ﬂ-
earth, would have sealed the doom of this| ment.
'  behold ! it gives the fie dir

Mr. H. said he feared the house were |  son’s proclamanon,l ng r o this' day re< |
'called in language

rit to prove itso, or preferred pocketting |

8 proper here to notice an argument  «
much dwelt upon by the treasury side of |«

¢ United Seates, to have céiséd in Novem-

| 1st 1812, that the repeé:

e

ﬂed, thc new pmﬂplcs of blockade wwd
med- ad t_l_md : evcn

he : alw
-mtrodutcddhéhﬂmethll,;un“"_ ot of treading 1

om ‘with every appearance of smeer

The whole secret lies herea-it yaa thon

Epgland must be eonquere &
globe, and'we wm b
qf~
fler-
s, sy |

In short, the eleﬁupf

unite and. is ,ovrrthrown._ -
r me, said My, H. to ge

use of the falsehood, |

Bassano, Blthough it is conch:aue ottt

It remains

I‘t

d the Duke to

supphlicating tone, upon. his«§

Duke jp May
clarm
adhé

lize the -

li-
ty of truth which it. wanted from d'n?‘;e- -
gioning—thus dexterously to slide under

1812, to publish. a decree,

Berlin and Milandecrees w
November 1810, and thus to

i

_emg _

ting like @ true bred Frenchman;
importuned-to lend Mr. Barlow ene lie

rally resolves to téll two hes, bothm_
of which however, tho’ calfght at bwMr,

Barlow, as a proof of his gredt addfess & |
influence with the French ministery add °

The antedated decree appears, &
Mr, Madi-5-

mg the oc!:b\
| sion,”) establishes t.he injusticé,of the law |
of March 1811, and the unrightéous éas ..
| of this war. The other lie, as we h c 4
will turn out, is that the De
proper time commu d @ Mlt R'ui-'
sell and Mr. Serrurier, to be laid before
this government. Take it a'togethcr‘*ne- vl
ver was such aggravated wrong ind. injus- %
tice, such ouirageous insult efork sub-
' mitted to. rere are the extracts from
Mr. Barlow’s letters. :
On the 1st of Miay 1812. Barlow- wntcs
to the duke of Bassano in these- w
“ It is much to be desired that the
“ government would aow make and
lish an authentic act, declaring the B
lin and Milan Décrees, as relative to the

n 1&

“ ber 1810, declaring that they have not
“ been appbed in &ny instance since that
“ time, and that they siinll not be so applied
“in future.” e 3

This is admlttmg that™io ““'a 3
repeal had before taken place, and to ask
the Duke in 1812fte geclare now, May
tock place at that
| date ; and to “make now’” and publish a7 §
Decree to that effect, was to be sure’a ve-
| ry moedest request, tho’ it 'was all nnport- 3
ant to ask and have it granted, tqumake
that which was false in Nov. 1810, r 4
to. have been truein 1812, Mr.. V.|
succeeds in his request so far as to x the
Decreey but it dates the repeal of t-h-c
French obnoxious edict in A prili211, iow
stead of Nov. 1810. Take Mr. Barlow s
own werds. - I-will now read an .emct.,,
md Mr. H. from Mr. Barlow’s letter to

Mr. Munroe of May 12th, 1812. “Wheh’

l(ll t;e B:(:nveraauon abové alluded to

« (wi sano)-the Duke first taductﬁ‘ B:
¢ to e the Decree’of 28th Apsﬂ: 1811,
{ %I made nocomment on the man- "
“ner in which ithad been'se k
¢ ed from me, and pr ﬁmﬁycm. .”
« only Mhm.u that Del:ree kad beell.
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