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3 " hips, our sailors and mercantil ital. I
: AVYARD's SPEECH § ) : ercan .l e Cal)l al.
Me: BA{L’gm‘Juu’cd. ) ’ do not believe that such was its object, but |

to amend the Resolution of-

his motion 10 bl
py M. Giles, by striking out that
Luh'i:h is in Jtslios. Delivered in the

¢ of the United States, Tuesday,

“Me. GILES’ MOTION.

Iye L]
c:f;;;d.un all the ships .;md \:csscls in
< and Larbors of the United States, be
{on the 4th day of March next, ex-
i Great Britain and France and their
f end that prowvision be mede by
+ all commercial intercourse

.
Y
r ;'-'.f;f;...-»l vily

qaiions and sheir dependencies, and
raion of any article into the United
‘ erowih, firoduce or manufaeture of
}.‘.;!:;“::.u'd nutions or of the dominions of
I them.”’
¢ere & new and great proof that

i 3

[ch

cuiive 19 not sincerely desirous of a.

1 friendly settlement of all differences
wlanee  Tc may be difficult to trace the
shich governs—but I can plainly dis-
he same spirit now, which agitated the
in 17952 spirit then subdued by the
nfluence of Washington, but which
_g risen with increased strength, and
pminates.
wsider; sivy that the measures of the
ration have been not only imsincere,
remely feeble ; they will not settle
bilerences with Englind, and yet bhave
rge openly to uarrel \\‘itf} her; t!w_v
soh-importation act to punish ‘lhc -
ent of seamen and the aggressions up-
crrying trade ; they exclude, by pro-
w0, British armed ships from our wa.
avenge the outrage on the Chesapeake,
at benefit to ourselves, or detrimental
adversary have these measures produc-
ey are calculated to increase the ani-
between the nations, but I know of no
ffcct they can produce.  So far indeed
they beco from constraining Britain (o
to our terms, that they have rendered
ore regardless of vur rights and inter-
She has since given us new and more
P causes of complaint, by her orders in
jof the 7th of January, and the 11th
ember, 1807 —These orders take [rom
trade of nearly all Lurope. They
wunterpart of the French decrees.
hid that I should justify them ! I will
mit that France or England have a
o make Jaws for the ocean : nor shall
aey when they insist upon the execu-
J such laws, to declare mysell for war.
ree as any gentlemen in this Senawe,
st against submission to the decrees
w or the orders of England ; but is
buission 10 the decrees, as disgraceful
ision as to the orders ? The gentle-
omVirginia said nothing of the de-
nothing of 2 war with France-—his re-
Mt was confined to Britain. '
have, sir, to choose our enemy be-
these two nations. We are haraly c-
4 contention against both at the same

does the case stand in relation to
~Tie emperor first issues his Berlin
 liigrcicting our trade o Lngland and
onies,  England then gave us notice,
dlow France to prevent your trading
b we will not suiler you to trade with
+ Ilyou are tame enough to sumbit
eich deeree; you will surcly not be too
Oyield to a British order. - Assure us
will resist the execution of the de-
d we will not retort its principles up-
This our government declined do-
W kft England to pursue her own
ter government then issues the or-
he l1th of November, retaliating the
Gecree. 1 do not defend this order;
the alministration had resisted, asthey
9 have done, the Berlin decree, we
" bave seen the order. What now
“tone? England insists on her ordors,
isure of retaliation against France.
. Franee to repeal her decrees, or
O Tesist the execution of them 3 and if
lben executes her orders, I will be
Sy man to go to war with her.
Weh course has been taken; but what
tdone ? Laid an embargo. And for

# of conjecture 10 some ; but our
*-‘“t _tclls us, it was to preserve our
Ursatlors,_ and our 1aercantile capital.
Ve said to preserve them f{rom the
Mof the opders in council. When
' ;‘.;:0 was laid the order$ in council
X f:‘mn in this country, .
l‘tarft’ I want no stronger pi:OOis no
o exlat,‘ than thaE the P_rcsulcnt n
’dsﬁlhlo Congress, in which bhe 1e-
e ¢ embargo, says not a word of
5. 0 council. No, the embargo
- Niced by the orders in council,
ire % Which we heard from Eng-
et o ¥ SWhich had-then been recent-
e g France. ey
“ld the ermbargo was to save our

That the several laws laying”

1

Pst did ‘we lay the émbargo ? This |
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if such were its purpose, we have been miser-
ably disappointed. The emburgo for a short
peviod, might have been a prudent measure.
As a step of precaution, o collect our scumen
and mercantile capital, I should never have
complained of it. - But it is insulting to com.
mon sense, to propose’ it as a scheme “of per-
manent security, as it mmust daily consume,
and finally annihifate the objects of its pre-
servation.  Your ships once in, and the dan-
ger known, you should have left your mer-
chants to their own discretion, They would
have calculated the profits and the perils, and
betn determined by the balance of the account.
No class of saciety is more cupable of taking
care of itself, ' .

It is said we have preserved our seamen.
The President has as gravely repeated this
remark in his message, as he recommended
to us to devise pyeans to dispose of our over
plus revenue, at a moment when it was evi-
dent that the situation of the country would
drain the treasury of its last dollar.

Where are your sai'ors? They are not to
be s#en in your ports. One half that were
employed by you have passed into foreign ser-:
vice, and many thdat remain, are to found
begging in your roads and at your doors.

As o our ships and mercantile cupitaly the
one tenth part of the loss from decay and
waste and want of employmenty would have
paid for an insurance against every danger to
which they would have been exposcd.  Ttis
not my intention, Me. Presideni, to detain
you with any details on this subject, as |
should be compiled to repeat the suiae things
which have been stated by other gentiemen
on a former occasion. But there are some
general views of the subjuct not undeserving
of hotice, which yet vemain to be laken.

If the embarge were ever a nicasure of
precaution it certainly has long lost that cha-
racter.  As a_measure of coercion it was
hopeless unless completely executed,  If the
party to be coerced was partially supplied, the
object was defeated.

Now 1 ask you, siry if your government
ought not to have been acqudinted with s
oWn powers, its own people, & its own situation
well enough to have known that it was impossi-
ble for us to confine the whole preduce of the
country within its limits for ary length of
time ! Gught they not to have foresecn the
vast temptations which huve arvisen and pre-
sented themselves, as well to our own citizens
as to foreigners, to combine in aider to Lreak
or elude yourlaws ! Qught they notio have
known that wiith our extent of coast and fron
tiers, with our numerous waters, that a
wretched gun-boat navy, aided cven by ten
thousand rcpularsy, were not,capable of cover-
ing our boiders and shutting up the number-
less outlets of the country ! Could they expect
that patriotism was to fced and clothe the peo-
ple of the north; or that thousands would
submit to starve in order to contribuie to the
success of an experiment !

Weall know that the opposition to the em-
bargo in thewastern states is not the ofpost-
tion of a political party, or of u few discontent-
ed men, but the resistance of the people 0
a measure which they feel os oppressive and
regard as ruinous. The people of this coun-
try are not to be governcd by lorce, but by
affectign and confidence. It is lor them we
legislate, and it they do not like our laws, il
1s our duty to repeal them.

It is madniess to talk of forcing submission
when there is general dissatisfaction. Your
government is in the hands of the people—it
has no force but what it derives {rom them ;
and your enforcing laws are dead lcttters when
they have once been duiven 1o resist your
measures.

It would, sir, be some consolation, amidst
the sufferings which this miserable system
has caused, il in looking abroad, we could
discover thar the nations who have offended
and injured us felt its oppression only equally
with ourselves. But when we find that we
have been scourging ourselves for their bene-
fit and amusemcnt, when thé}y can tell us
with indifference and contempt, that they leel
for us, but that we must correct our own folly ;
instead of meeting with the poor comfort
which we expected, we are overwhelmed with
accumulated mortification.

Was this a measure against France? No—
the emperor commends the magnanimous sa-

merce, rather than submit to British tyrainy
on the ocean.

His imperial majesty never approves what
he does not like—and he never likes what
does not comport with his own designs.

I consider it as admitted that the ¢mbargo
was intended to coerce Englafid; and the
gentleman from Virginia now contends that
if it had been strictly executed, it would have

common foresight, might not have foreseen.
The gentlemahgl‘:as read 10 you extricts from
an English pamphlet, published before the
embargo was laid, which predicts the very
evasions of the law, the discontems it would

& . s
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crifice which you kave made of your com- |

had that effect. Nothing has happened that |

_produce, & the opposition it would meet with,
which we have all had the melancholy oppor-
tunity ol witnessing. I know the pamphlet
was referred to for another purpose—to shew
that British gold or influence had corrupted
or seduced the Vermontese before the embar-
o was imposed. ‘U'he gentleman - may be-
licve the fuct to be so if he pleases; but 1
suy, sir, that your government here, with all
its ricans ol information, ought to have known
as miuch about the condition of Vermont as a
puinplicticer on the other side of the Atlan-
tic.

!
;

is too evident to be denied, that the embargo
has fuiled in its cocrcive effcct upon Briwain.
The want of breaud, cotten, or lumber, has
neither starved hier subjects, norexcited them
to lnsurrection.  Some peatlemen have had
the shrewdncss to discover an eflect in an
LEoglish price carvent, which might to be
sure havebeenowing to the enbargo, or might
have been produced by the operation on  the
market ol sume pivate speculurions. But it
has enviched Cuanada, and has wuvrht the isl
ands thetr policy and ability 10 live without
us

Would to God, Mr. President, that the
vmbargo had done as littde evil o owsclves
as il has done to foreipn nations !

It is ourselves who are the victims of the
miserable expedient. Your treasury will lose
at least fifteen miillions of dollars, und your
country in addition not less thau furty.  This
tux has not been so much ety though it has
not been e fact less paid, because the em-
bargo has not taken the money out of our
packets but unly prevenied it from going into
them.  This measure has been not only ruin.
ous to our-interest, but it is hostile to the
| penius of our government. It calls for an
i lucreuse of your regular wrmy, and a vas
angmentation of your military foice. Fen
thousand bayvonets were not sufhicient o ¢n
toree ity bot fifty thovsond volunteers cas I
Lave seen by a bill on the table) wereto be
ivited 1o assist in its exceution.

The ciicet 1s also to be deprecated, npon
the spirit of your military.  They are culled
upon to execute Jaws they are unable to con.
struey and in obeying their orders are expos,
ed to thu conmission w0 murder. .

Your waval forces are sent out to cruise,
not for cnemies, but for del aceless fellow-
citizeus, and they return to boast not of a
grallant battle, bot of a4 miisciable scizure
which may bring poverly upon sume wittcie
ed farmily in their own couatry.

It has been often said in defence of the
embargo, tiat the nation had nothing lelt
but that measulre, submission er war.  Can
you distingtish between submission or war
Cun you piciend Lo say thaut is a veluniary
celf resiriciion imposcd as wonatier of choice ?
Can it be dented thut it has been forced upon

fucty can yvou describe it as suy thing but vile
abject subwission ¢ Iunce wiis you, you
shail not Lrade to Britiy; you obey hier—
Britain then s yau, you shall not wade to
France ; you submit.” You have notresisted
Cthe decrees or orders, but have complicd
with the object of Lowe -“We huve bane the
burthen of the emnbargo til it hias almost hroke
our backs, and even when we we sinking un-
der ity we pretend to sayy it was ho task to
bzar ite In this case itis then sawd, there
cnly remained submission oy war=—Sabinis-
| sion I put out of the cases 1 tast in God it
| wever entered into the head of one Amciican !
But I'deny that war is necessarily the alwer-
native ; and I never will admit it ull 1 see
| sincere cflorts made to accornmodate our dif
ferences with Englund.  The President in
his message at the opening of congress, wouid
give us the impression that Dritain had re
{used the last and the fairest offer it was in
the power of government to make, in owder
o preserve peace.-It will be nnportant for
vs to understand the nature and extent of
that ofter. The proposition no doubt was
made by Mr. Pinkney, in conforniity to his
| instructions.  To avoid errory, I will 1uke the
liberty of reading to the scnate the words of
Mr. Pinkney to Mr. Canning cu the subject,
in his letter of the 23d of Augustlast i—
| I had the honour to state toyou, sir, that
it was the intention of the president, in case
Great Britain repealed her orders, as regarded
the United States, to exercise the power
vested in him by the act of the last session of
| ongress, entitled “ An act o authorjse the
president of the United, States, under certain
conditions, to suspend the operation of the
| act laying an embargo on all ships aud ves.
sels in the ports aund horbours of the United
States, and, the several supplementary acts
| thereto,” 4y suspending the embargo law and
its supplements as regards Great Britain. 1
am unauthorised to give you this assurance
in the wost formal manner.”

Now, sir, what is the amount of this boasted
officr? Nothing more than the assurance of
our minister of an fncention of the president
to remove the embargo in case the orders in
council were actually repesied.  Great Briiain

! It seems now to be admitted, and the fact |
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was to repeal her orders, allow the president
to make the most of thut act, with bher ene-
my, and trust to his executing his good in-
tention when it should suit his good pleasutes
‘T'he ofier to England related only to the em-
bargo, when this experimental measure, so
far from beinginjurious (o her, was adding to
her wealth and strength. It leaves her navi-
¢ ation withowt a rival on the ocean, and has
1esiored w0 her more seamen, than she could
bave impressed in ten yeurs.  \Well may Mr.
Canping say, there is no assignable relation,
between the removal of  the eniburgo, and the
repeal of the orders in council.

‘The President had instructed his minister
to assure the DBritish goveinment, that the
embargo was designed solely as a municipal
regulation, and not as an act in any degree
hostile to them,

The orders in council were a measure of
hostility vgainst I'rance; and we offer o re-
voike a municipal regulation operating hw s
vor of Britain, if she will refieve us from the
pressure of a neasure adopted against figr
encmy. DButlet me ask, waus there any v’ir
made to rescind the proclamation or to repeal
tke non importation law?  Two measures
much more offensive and hostile to Great
Britain than the ¢embargo.  With these laws
in force, it was a mere mockery to offer the
removal of the embargo.  What more preof
do we want, than this transaction affords, that
the cxecutive has not been smcere in his en-
deavors to restore a guod understanding bes
tween this country and England.  And theres
lore 1t isy that | contend that war is bot una-
voidable with that vation. 1 confess, sie I
sheuld think a war with Eogland, one of the
greatest eviis which could befal this countyy,
not vnly from the suffcrings which it would
wllict upon it ; but aiso from the fatal cone
nexwt with Fvauge 10 which it would give
Lirthe -

" We have seen what has been the conise of

governiaent in relation to’ Britain ; and 1 will

| beg w lew moments to examive what hae

ug by ‘the conduct ot onc or of both ol the bel- |
ligerems 7 And with a fuil knowledge of the |

been its conduet in regard to Lrance ? The
lust propositivn made to Britain is well known
—the documents fally disclose it; but what
at the sume lime was proposed to the French
government? This we koow litde of. We
have net been furnished with the correspon
dence with that gevernment on the subject,
The tvansaction is covered with a dark gnd
impenetable veils  The President tells us in
his message that the same proposals were
not made w the two belligerents, aud it would
seem irowd what he hints, that the offer to
France i case she repealed-her decrees, was
to join her in the war aganst Lngland. [t
caunot be denied that we bave lost more by
the spoliations, and have been more harrasg-
ed by the arbitrary edicts of brance than of
Lingland. By the treaty of 1800, we gave
up tove than twenty millions of dollars which
had Leen seized, and against all right confise
caled in [rances  Since that time we aie of-
ficially inivrmed that an amount neatly equal
has been stized, confiscated or sequestered.
bShe has wantonly burat our ships on the
oceany and made no compensation.  Her Bers
L deeree ol the 21st November, 1806, come
miciced the present system of outrage upon
neutral vights,  In effect it interdicts all trade

:
!
I.I of December, 1807.

with England and her colonies.  This is fol-
loved by the Milan decrec of the seventeenth
Under this edict un
American vessel which has been searched or
visited against her willyby « British cruiser or
is proceeding 1o, or returning from England
is Jiuble to be cuptuved as good prize. And
lnallyy to complete this monstrous system,
comes the Bayonne decree, the 17th of Aprily
1808, which declares every American vessel
tound upon the ocean, liable to scizure and
confiscation. Opposed o these nccum!fled
violations of our neutral rvights, what %teps
has our government taken usainst France €
Have they passed a non importation act, issu=
¢d a proclamation, or imposed an embargo ?
The last meuasure is general inits terms, but
is avowedly against England alone.  No,
they have contented themselves with memo-
rializing, remonstrating, and protesting.  A.
gainst England we took every step short of
war, against France we have employed no-
thing but gentic words. Has your govern-
inent then shewn an equal resentment against
the wrongs suflercd from these two powers ?

It may be fiom the habit of enduring;
but we do not feel an aggression from France
with the same quickness and sensibility that
we do from England. letus see, sir, the
same conduct observed with regard to both
belligerents ; let us see the impediments to &
i iendly settlement with Britain removed ; let
us witness a sincere cffort made, to regulate
thesintercourse-of the two nations by a treaty
formed on principles of mutual concession and
equal interest and I' will answer for ity it Ge
Britain persists in her orders,-that you will
find no division in this conntry on the guestion
whether we shall submit o them op resist
their execution. — = '

Permit e, Mr. President, to detain you &
few moments Jonger. I am sensibie that
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