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ﬂ by his Majesty’s government to be in General Ann.m-mg to Mr Smith, But it hlshmMM; “ Uhil.ul !
State JPapers, force. I am not able at preseat to spe-|| . Paris, 18th Feb. 1810 - butcs had nothing to complun of . » lm_-. » My
cify more than onc of the blockades to}| g5 wrote a few lines to you yese | gainst France.” |ho French vessel h ; b
{law, no sejzure of sucﬂ. Be

by Gevernmens from. our Ministers in |

Was the captu and mludon
FRANCE AND ENGLAND. as p re mndg

of a ship driven on the shores of France
by siress of weather and the perils of
the sea—nothing? Was _the scizt’lt‘e

which this enquiry. applies ; namely,
thst from the Elbe to Brest, declared-in
May, F806, and afterwards-limited and
modificd ; but Ishall be much obliged

terday announcing the receipt and trans-
mission of a copy of the. Duke of Ca-
dore’s note to me of the 14th inst.

Afier much serious reflection I have

.

curred, atid; tiat the uput i
Itcached!’amfs pr  founc
circumstance dmghner-_ . dnEde

London, Feb. 19, 1810,

Sin,~I received oa the 12th instant, | to your Lordship for precise informa- [ {}.0uoht it best to forbear all notice at ||and sequestration of many cargoes bro"t }{ with the M-mtorcoum oF it _
by Mr. Powel, whom 1 Ind;em some | jon as to the whole, ‘ presfm of the erms’r“ w:ll orof;g: :3 to France in ships violating no law and ||ration. - - e llé:;;‘;_‘:_,;-:.ﬂ.;_ A s B
tim« befote 10 France, a lctiet from Ge- 1 have thc“:\onor. &c. of argument, which may be foundtin the admitted to regular gntry at the impe- || . Though far f‘”“-'i'hi'!i o prolopg,
peral Armsirong, of which a copy. is en- Most Noble Marg Wdle:e{y ':CNKNEY' introcuctory part of that note ; to take rial custom houses<=nothing? = Was | this Jetter, lmnot e it wit .- |
closed : and, kecpiog in n::u:l:e - " r———— ' the Minister at his word 7' tq énter at the violation of our maritimerights, con= }| markin ‘h'w ,
structions contained in your v Foreign Office, Marc52,1810. || briceupon the proposed ncgociation,and, || secrated as. they have been by the so- Jj wrought irf " his dc"l'e :

of he 11th Nov. last, 1 h.ve written to
Lord Wellesley, 10 enquire whether a-
oy, snd if any, what blockades of France
ins iuied by Great-Britéin during the
prevent war,before the first of January,
1807, sre uhderstood here ta be in force.
A copy of my letter w Lord Wellesley
is enclosed.

It #s not improbable that this official
enquiry will produce a declaration, n
answer 10 it, that none of those biock-
sdes are in force: and I should presume
that such a declaration will be received
in France as subsiantially satisfying the
condiuon announced to me by Gencral
Armsirong. .

[ am not aware that this subject could
have been brought before the British go-
yerament in any other form than that
which | have choscow It would not, |
think, have been proper to have applied
for a revocation of the blackades in ques-
tion, (at lesst before it is ascertained
that they are in existence) or to have

Sir,—I have the honer to acknow-
I dge the receipt of your note of the 15 h
altime, wherein you request to be in-

blockades of France, instituted by Great
Britam, during the present war, betore

derstood by his Muijesty’s goverrment |
tobe in force 7 1 have now :he honor!
to acquaint you, that (he coast, rivers &
ports trom the river Elbe to Brest, both |
inclasive, were notificd 10 be under the |
resirictions of blockade, with ccrtain!
modificatinns, on the 16:h of My, 1806, |
and that thes- restrictions were z2fter-|
wards comprehendcd in the Order of
Council of the 7th J nuary, 1807, which
Order is stll in force.
1 have the honor to be, &c.

WELLESLEY.
William Pinkney, Esy. .

Great Cumberiand Place, 7T March, 1810,
My Lowxp,—1 have had the honor 1o

professed, in my letier to Lord W lles- |
ey, W found apon General Armstrong’s |
communicaron my cnquu'y as to thclr
actual state. [ have, however, suppo |
sed it to be indispensible (and have sct-
ed accordingly) that I should explain to |
Lord Wellesley, in conversation, lhcl
pr trtuhty affirded by Genersl Arm- |
sirong’s letier, that a declaration by this
gmrtmn\cnl, to the effect above men-
ticned, would be followed by the recal of3
the Berlin decree.

| cannot, perhaps, expect to receive
from Lord Wellesley, an answer to my
Jetter in time to send a copy by the John
Adams, now in the Downs or at Ports.
mouth ; but I will send it by an carly
opi» rrunity, and will take care that Gen
Aimsrong shall be made acquainted

with it without delay
1 haye the honor to be, &e.

* WM. PINKNEY.

P.S. March 23, 1810.—~—Since the
writing of this le‘ter, Lord Weliesley
bas sent me the answer (of the 2d inst.)
of which a copy is now enclosed. It was
pot satisfactory, and | pointed out its
deficiences to Lord Wellesley, in conver-
sation, & proposed to him that I should
wnite him another letter requesting ex’
planations. He #ssen'ed 10 this course
and | have written him the letter of the
Tihanst. of which also a copy is enclased.
His repiy hasbeen promiscd very fre-
quently, but has pot yet been reccived
—1 have reason to expect that it wiil
be sufficient ; byt I cannot thirk of d--
Wining the corvette aoy longer.  The
Briish Packet will farmish me with an
opportunity of forwarding it to you—and
I will send Mr. Lee with it to Paris, by
way of Morlaix. [ have the honor, kc.

WM, PINKNEY.
The Hon, R. Smah, ke,

From Gen, drmatrong to Mr Pininey,

Pars 25 Jan, 1810,
Stk = A letter from Me Sec’y Smich
of the firs. of December last; made it
my duty 10 enquire of his Excellency
the Duke of Cadore, what were the con-

diicns on which his M.jesty the Empe
ror would apnul his Decree, commonly |
Cal'ed the Berlin Decree ; and whether, |
if Great-Britain revoked her blockades
of a date anterior to thar decree, his Ma-
Je5ty would consent to revoke the said de-
cree! To these questions | have thisday |
received the following answer; which ]

basien 10 convey to you by a specml

messcoger,
ANSWER,

“ The only condition required for the |
Tevocaion by his Majesiy the Emperor
of the Decree of Berlin, will be the pre-
¥ious re¥deation by the British governs
Taent of ber blockades of France, or purt
“”nm( *ach as that from the Elbe to |}
Brest, &c ) of a date anterior to that of
1oe aforesaid deeree.”

l

|

Y | ——
Great Oumbtriand Place, Feb. 15, 1810,

Logo,—In pursuance of the in-
o0 which 1 had the honor to give

‘ My
timay

' your Lordship, & few i
h"mh!e your W‘Tmu::
i 'llhcr any. and if any, what blockades
“M insttuted by. Great-Brivam
‘he present wary before the 1st

| from the LElbc to Brest, is not 1self in

J instituted on the 27th of July, 1806,

| toned o .

‘ of the 5 h-mst. is'arrived at St. Sebas-

receive your Lordship’s answer of the
2d instant to my letter of the 15th of |
last month, concerning 'he blockades of
France, instituted by Great-Britain, du
ring the present war, before the 1st day
of January 1807,

I infir from that answer that theblock-
ade notificd by G. Britain, in May 1806,

force, and that the restrictions, which it
established, restaltogether, sofaras such
restrictions exist at this time, upon an}|
Ord.ror Orders in Council issued since ||
the firsr day of January, 1807.

ade of France was instituted by Great-
Britain during the period above men-
tioned, or that, if any other was insti-
tuted during that period, it is not ncv
in force.

May 1 beg vour Lordship to do me
the bonor to inform me whether these
inferences are correct, and, if incorrect,

" what respecis they are so.
WM. PINKNEY,
e Most Noble Marq. Wellesley.

e —

Foresgn Office,, March 26t5, 1810,
Sir—1 havethe honor to ucknowicedee
the receipt of your letter of the 7th inst.
requesting a further explanation of my
letter of the 2d, concerning the block
ades of France instituted by Great-Bi -
ain during the present war, before the
Ist day of January, 1807,

The blockade, notified by Great Bri-
tain in May 1806, has never been for-
mally withdrawn ; it cannot therefore
bt accu ately stated, thar the restric-
dons, which it «stablished, rest altoge-
ther on the Order of Council of the 7 h
f January, 1807 ; they are cowmpre-
hended undcr the more extensive re-
strictions of that order. No other blnck-
ade of the ports of France, was institu-
v by Gre=at Britain between the 16th
of Moy, 1806. and the Tth of January,
1807, . xcepung he blickade of Venice,

which is still in force,
1 have the honer to be, &c.
WELLESLEY.

William Pinkney, Esq . e

—— b E—

Copy of a letter' from Gen. Armastrong to the
Lube of Cadare, dated Paria, 21at Feb, 1810

L he Minister Plenipotentiary of the
United States has ‘he honor to submit
o His Excellency the Duke of Cadore
‘he copy of a letter this instant received
from B:yonne and begs from him an
explanation of the circumstances men-

“The Ministerial dnpatch under date

tian, bearing an order for the immediate
transportation, in small vessels, of all
thé sequestered American cargoes, to
Bayonne, t0 be placed in the Custom:
House there, This news is public at
St. Scbastian’; but what is not so as
yet, is, that the same order says

“Ist. That (hese cargocs are to be
sent to Bayoone, whether the commo
dities of which they are composed may
| have come from English commerce or
from the produce of the toil of the Uni-|!
ted Stages.

4 & 2diy. Thntheythoul be sent o

duy bl Jal'lfll.q; lﬂo‘hln ml i

for this purpose, to offer (o him a pro-
ject for renewing the convention of 1800.

formed whether any, and if any, what |

| from him the precise terms on which
the first day of January, 1807, are un- |

I infer also, either that no other block- || POty extended to ships, as well as to
|| cargoes ! and

‘of’lhonvbomllnot nhumhsto

This mode will have the advantage of
trying the sincerity of the overtures
made by him, and perbaps of drawing

his Master will accommodate. Ifthese
be such as we ought to accept. we shall
have a Treaty, in which neither our
rights nor our wrongs will be lorgotten ;
if otherwise, there will be enuugh both
of time and -occasion, to do justice to
thei: policy and our own, by a free exa-
mination of each.
! i — ,
Extract of a letter to the same from the same.
% 10th March, I have at length re-
ceived a verbal message in answer to
my nofe of the 2Ist ults It was from
the Minister of Foreign relativns, and
in the following words : ¢ His Majes-
ty has decided 10 sell the American pro-
perty seizcd in Spain, but the money a-
rising therzfrom shall remain in the de-
pot.” This message has givenoccasion
to a letter from me marked No. 3.”

(No. 2) Parze, 10th March, 1810.

S1r—I had yesterday the honor of re-
ceiving a verbal mess.ge from your ex-
cellency, stating, that ¢ Lis majesty had
decided to secll the American property
seized in Spain, but the money arising
| therefrom should remain in depot.”
' On receiving this information, two
| questions suggested thumstIves—
1st . Whether this decision was or was

2d. Whether the money arising from
the sales which might be made under
it, would, or W()illd not be subjm.t to the
issue of the pending negociation ?

The gentleman churged with the de-
livery of your message not having been
instructed to answer these questions, it
becomes my duty to prescat them to
your excellency, and to request a solu-
tion of them. Nor isit lessa duty, on
my part, to examine the ground on
which his majes:y has been plcased to
take this decision, which I understand
to be that of reprisal, suggested for the
first time in the note you did me the
honor to writ - to me on the l4th ulti——
In the 4th paragraph of this note, it is
said, that « His majesty couid not have
calculated on the measures taken by the
Uiated States, who, having no. grounds
of complain. against France, have com-
prised her in their acts of exclusion, and
since the moath of Muy last have pro-
hibited the entry into their ports ol
French vessels, by subjecling thém to
confiscation.”

It 1s tiue that the United S:ates have
since the 20th of May last forbidden the
entry of French vessels into their har-
bors—and it is also true that the penal-
ty of confiscation attaches to the viola-
tion of his law, But in what respect
does this offend France? Will she re-
fuse to us the right of regulating com-
merce within our own ports !  Or.will
she deny that the law in question is a
regulation merely municipal ! Exa-
mine it both as to object and means—
what does it more than forbid American
ships from going into the ports of France,
and French ships from coming into
those of the Unijed States? And why
this prohibition ! .To avoid injury and
insult ; to escapeiiat lawlessness, which
is declared 1o be “.a forced consequence
of the decrees of the British council.”
If then its object be purely defensive,
what are its mecans ! Simply a law; pre-
viously and generally promulgated, ope-
razing solely wi hin the territory of the
United States, and punishing alike the
infractors of it, whether citizens of the
said states or others. And what is this
but the exercise of 3 right, common o
all nalions, of excluding at their will fo-
rgign coromerce, and of eoforcing that
exclusion? Can this be deemed a wrong
to France 7 Can this be regarded asa

'lc mate cause ofnpﬁ:d on the part ||
a power, who it the first duty
of nations. 1o defend their soverotgnty,

and who ever denationalizes lhe

he

| non-intercourse law was merely defen-.

| be permitted to

|| founded slike on the silence
| cauntry, and siill more .on tliq

lemn forms of a public treaty—nothing !

the U. States ; or other apology, than

of the perpetrator ?  Surely if it be the
duty of the U. States to resens the the-
oretical usurpations’of the British orders
of Nov. 1807, it cannot be less their
duty to complain of, the daily and practi-
cal outrages on the part of France ! It

the U, States destitute of policy, of ho-
| nor and of energy (as has been insinua-
ted) they might have adopted a system
of discrimination between the two great
beiligerents ; they might have drawn
imaginary lines between thefirst and se-
cond aggressor ; they might have re-
sented in the one a conduct to which
they tamely submitted in the other, and
in this way have patched up a compro-
mise between honor and interest, equal-
ly weak and disgraceful. Butsuch was
not the couise they ‘pursued, and itis
perhaps a necessary consequence of the
.justice of their measures that they are
at this day an independent nation. But
I will not press this part-of my subject ;
it would be affrontful to your excellency
(knowing as you do, that there are not
less than one hundred Ameri an ships
within his Majesty’s possession, or that
of his allies) to muluply proofs that the
U. States have grounds of complaint a-
gainst France.

My attention is necessarily called to
another part of the same paragraph—
which immediately follows the quota-
tion already made. “ As soon,” says
your Excellency, * as his Majesty was
informed of this measure (the non-inter-
course law) it became his duty to retal-
iate upon the American vessels, not on
ly within his own territories, but also
within tbe countries under his influence.
| In the ports of Holland, Spain, Iraly
and Naples, the American vessels have
been seized, because the Ameritans had
seized Frcnch vessels.”

These remarks divide themsehes in-
to the following Heads :

1st." The right of his Majesty to seize
and confiscate American vessels, with-
in has own Llerritories.

. The nght to do so within the ter-
ruorlea of his allies ; and

3d. The reason of that nght, viz
v because Americans had scized frﬂ:ck
vessels.”’

The first of these subjects has been
already examined ; and the second must
be décided like lb-e first, since his Ma-
jesty’s rights within. the limits of his
ally cannot be greater than within his
mvn.-lf then it has been shewn; that the

sive in its object, that it was but intended
to guard agsinst that state of violence
which Unhappﬂy prevailed ; thatit was
restricted in its operation to the territo-
ry of the United States, and that it was
duly promulgated there and in’Europe
before execution, t will be almost un-
necessary to repeat; that'a law of such
description cannot authorise a measgre
of reprisal, equally sudden and silent in
its enactment and application, founded
on no previous wrong, praductive of
no previous complaint, and operpting.
beyond the limuts of his Majesty’s ter-
ritories and’ within thuse of sovereigns,
who had ‘even invited the commerce of
the United States to their ports, /

It is therefore the third subject enly,
tie réason of the right, which remaitisto
be ex+mined ; and’ Fuh regard to it I
‘'may observe, that if the nﬂu}ged
which forms this reason be nu&mn;:tc]!
the reason itself fails and the mht mu.
it, It this view of the I may
quire, Hhenindwhéu
rench vessel has ta.

I:

any seizure of a

In a word, was it nothing that our ships
wert burnt on the high seas, withouto-
ther offence than that of belongmg o

was to be found in the enhanced safety

is indeed true that were the . people of

|

| be early known:to the

-‘-.—

|transacted ; and that for s

- o'

| with regard o the i
dopted by the United States. . The
;rh:ch is now believed to l'urmlll, pround
or reprisal, was- ﬁut. mm ned to . -
his Majesty. in June or Joly last;;and
certainly did nat, then exclu:jnr‘ uspis
cion or feeling un&wndly to the Ames
rican govemment. _Far from lhu, o
commumcauon was immediat 5
ed by overtures of accomfriodationss -
which, though producuvo of no positive
arrangement, “did’ "ot ‘make msitel'l
worse than ‘they found them. .

On the 22d of Augast fast T mri fpob
nored with a fulllexposition of the views
and principles which had gwemed,,a[id
which should continue tagolem ;h

jesty’s pohcy in relation |q
slightest trace of complatnr M’t ‘E, . _{;_ |

States, and in this we do no
ai
provisions of the lawin questions
At a periad later than“the .‘ZMofAh-f
gast, an American ﬂ"’l ‘destined o'
port of Spain, was captured’by & French' -
privateer, . An appeal was made‘to His .
Majesty’s Minister of war, thm
submitted the case, received orders to
liperate Gll American vessels destined to
Spanish perts: which M lﬂ w
the Pnperial decreess -
Another American nhip, ltn
time 'still later than the capture ﬁf i
preceding, was brought into o of &
Bayonne, but #aving m%ktm:opgg ol 2ot
his Majesty, was acquitted by hh Coun- |
cil of prizes ; andlastly— . =" e -«3
In the long conversation'T" had the
honor of holding with Jour’ Emnmey
on the 25th of Jariuary, ho idea/of reprie
<al was maintained by you norsuspect-
ed by me} but on the coptrapy—in, - |
-peaking ‘of the' seizore of Amegican |
property in Spain; you ex mllydeckr '
ed, that it was not a codfiscation, &
Can proofs be more conclusive, that
from the first promulgation of ‘the law
down to the 25th of Junuary last, noe
thing in the nature of reprisal was oun- gl
templated by his Majesty? £
What circumstance may’ have dmu o
‘occurted to producé a change in hi‘o- i
pinion, I'know not ; but the confiderice .
I feelin the open aﬁd Toyal pol Mu
Majesty, “altogether excluﬂel
that the rule was merely" fwnd
occasion; and made to ;}l.htll'y ltimu:l, i
not (l)therm E:;lﬁabh“ o = 4 ‘
pray your le accept, b .
, jOHNwiRMbTRgN"&
His Efxcellency ihe Duke of Cadhm.
Btruibof g letter frotht Gy “Brasire ’
xtractn a s
| Smith, dated Pirie] the 4eb of April, ﬁ:q?
Afrer seven -weeks detention in .
land, the John Adams has a
back/to France. A She srriveg
ronlda E;f Havreon the 28th ult.
informed Mr. Cham y Tst.th
Mr., Pinkney had not be::g:{fé to §
by this conveyance the result of his ap. ..
plication to the: British government gi-.
cerning ‘the blockades of MM
the Berlin' decreé<  but- thliw
to’'be able wwnd‘it‘in»t &}

(Mr. Champagny) M ﬂ"r : %
commanicate which would ?shl*ﬁ. e!'-rf J -
fect of changing the present velatic e

the twa comnirinr s whick e

 the Unsited Sta% ﬁe: ve uld do wel
let,;me know it m;i:h hours, a ih
meuengnr
that tllnc. T ;
from him 1 thefo
“ l'or ‘soine da
tare of wﬂnegs
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‘my firm persussion; . that
zuré has been madez a
of

verpment and of  the m«li_’“f

the Custom-FHouse of M'M to bc
'ﬂdlhln"' .
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law { and at the same time to
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