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on the sabject of the Orders i Council, and
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MR, FOSTER TO MR: MONROE.
Wasbengton, Oct. 31, 1811,

Sir—1T did not reply st great length
to the observations contrined in your
letter of the 1st inst. on the pretensions
of G. B.it in as relative ta the French
system, because you seemed to me to
have argued as if but a part of the sys-
tem continued, and even that part had
ceased to be cons'dered as a measure of
war agains' G. Britain. For me 1o have
allowed this, would have been at once
to al ow in the face of ficts that the d.
crees of France were repealed, and tha:
her unprecedented measures, av wedly
pursued in defi .nce of the lows ﬁcns.
tions, were b come merg ordinary re-
gulations of trede, I therefore though
fit tocor fi = my answer tnyour remarks
to a general statement of the sum «{the
demands of Great Britsin, which was,
that France should by cffectu.ily rev k-
ing her decrees reyert to the usuul me-
thod of carrying on war as practised in
civilized Europe.

The pretension of France to probibit
all commerce in articles of British on-
g'n in every part of the continent, is one
among the many violent innovations
whi-h are conta:ned in the decrees, and
which are preceded by the declaration
cf their being founded on a determina-
tien of the Ruler of France, as he him
se'{ avowed, to revert to the principles
which characterised the barbarismof the
dark ages, and to forget all id-as of jus-
tie a«d even the common feclings of
humanity in the new method of carry-
ing on war adopted by him.

[' is not however a question with G.
Briain of mere commercial interest, as
you seem 6~ uppose, which, is involved
in the attempt by ‘Bonaparte to blockade
her both by sea snd land, but one of

fe ling and of national hooor, contend-

irg as we do esgainst the principles
which he prof sses in h s new sysiem of
warfare. Itis impossible for us to sub-
mi' to the docirine that he has a right
to compel the whole cominent to break
ofl all intercourse with us, and to seize
upon vessels belonging ‘o neutr:l pa-
tions upon the sole plea of their having
visitéd an English port, or of their be-
irg laden with srticles of British or Co
lunial produce in whatsoever maimer sc-
qoired,

This pretension, however, is but a2
part of hat system the whole of which
un'‘er our construction of the letter of
M. Champagny of August 5, 1810, cor-
r borared by many subsequent declara.
tions of the French government and not
mvalida ed by any ubcquivocal declara-
tions of a contrary tenor, must be con-
sider-<¢ as stil in full force.

In the communication which you
lately tiansmitted to me, [ am sorry to
repcat that [ was unable to discover any
facts which satsfactorily pioved that
the deerecs had been actuslly repealed,

4lsinceie regret that I have not as yet

and I have slready repeatedly stated |

the reasons which too probably led to
the restoration of o few of the A vertcan
ships 1»ken in pursuence of he Barlin
fi an decrees after Nov. |. Mo,
el does not seem to den
decrecs may wiill be kept in force, ooly
he thirks they have assumed a munici-
pal charcter ; but :n M. Champagny’s
ceciaration, ambigucus as it was, there
1« no such division of them into two dif-
ferent charagjers, for if the contingency
r-quired by the F:ench Minister took
pace, the Derbn and Milan decrees
were o cease according to his'expres-
sions without any quallﬁcallon if there-
fore a part of the m remain or b révived
amrai’, 18 reems to be allowed even here,
®hganay not the whole be equslly so ?
\ prouf can be uhzied of their
exlslenre, we have i1, namely, in the
ports of France, in which wcssels hnvc
been avowedly seized undet theiro
rstion since November 1. Of their ma.
Tiime existence we cannot so easily ob-
tag evidence, becavse of the few French
ships of war which

but that had the Ruler of France a navy
2t his comimand cqual to the enforcing
of his violent decrees, he would soon
show that part ol themh 10 be po dead
leiter.  The principle # not the Jgss ob-
noxious because it 1s from necessity al-
most dormant [ur the moment, nor

that the |

venture to leave ||
their harbors, Who candoubt however ’

-
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to be strenuously resisted.
Allow me,_sir, here to express my

heen able to convince you, by what 1
cannot but consider the sirongest ewi-
dence, of the continued existence of the,
French decrees, end consequently of
the unfriendly policy of your govern-
ment in enforcing the non-importation
agsinst us and opening the trade with
our enemies. His Royal Highness will,
I am coovinced, learn with unfeigned
sorrow, that such continues to be still
be determination eof America, and,

whatever restrictions on the commerce
"enjnyed by America in his M js ys
dominions may ensue on the part of G.
Britzin, as retaliatory on the refusal by
| vour government to ad% the produc-)
{tions of G. Britain whilethey open their
| harbors to those of his Majesty’s ene-

| mies, they will, I am persuaded, be a- |
| dopted with sincere pain, and with plea- |
suce relinquished whenever this coun- |
'ry shall resume her neutrel position and
impartial attitude between the two Bel-
Iigerents.

AFFAIR OF THE LITTLE BELT.

Baltrmore, Fune 26eh, 1811.

Str—I bave the bonor to enclose the
copy of an official letter addressed to
R-ar Admiral Sawyer by Capt. Bing-
ham, commanding his Majesty’s sloop
the Littde B:It; which centains an sc
count of the late engagement between
that ship and the Ameiican [rigate the
President.

In thus communicating to you with
out orders from his Majesty’s govern-
ment thig cocument, which in the most
'essenvial fact differs.so materially from
\that of Commedore Rodgers, I trus:
hat this government will receive it as a
| proof of the singere desire which exists
with me, to opéfthe way 10 an amicable
‘arrangement of the question which may
arise out of this unfortunate *ffair, when
it shall be kuown to his Majesty’s go-
vernment. g

I have the Ifrmor to be, with the high-
est respec!, sir, your most obedi: nt hum-
hie servant, J. P. MOKIER.

The Hoo. James Monroe, &c. _

{Here follows Caprain Bingham's letter to
Acmiral Sawyer, which has alrcady been pub-
lished in.the Register,]

Department of Stare, Fure 28, 1811.

Sin—I had the honor to recrive yrs-
lerday your letter of the 26 hins.. com=
municatit.g a s'atement from Cap'ain
Bingh:m 10 Admiral Sawyer, of he cir-
cumstances atiending the late unfortu-
nate encount~r between the U. States'
| frigate the President and H:s Biitannic
I M s y's sloop the Lot Bcllz
| Iuis to be regrcncd lhat ¢ statc -
' ment made by C. ptam Bingham shou'd
{have varicd in any circumsiance, from |
! that made by the commender of the A-
| merican frigate. I fatter myself, wirth
the disposition of the President, which ]
am authorized to express, 10 make it the
#suhjcc! of mu'nal and friendly explana-
tions, its disagreeable tendency may be
obviated. L wm induced to express this |
expectation, with the more coufidence,
from the conciligtory maaner in which
you h:ve made this communication.

1 have the hon r to be. &e.,
JAS. MONROQE.
Mr. Morier, Charge d’affairs
of his Britannic Mujes'y.

MR. FOSTER TO MR, MONROE.
Washington, Fu'y-3, 1811
€ir—~The as-urences which you did
me the honor to give me yesterday ver.
bally, that ne instructions whatever had
been given to Commodore R-dgers
which could under any construction be
mean' to suthorise his attempting to re-
cover by force any person claimed as an
limpressed Americag citizen from on'
board any of his Majes'y’s ships of war,
' were amply sufficient toa convey to my
|rmod every satisfaction upen that sub
|Ject 2 the reports, howcyr, c¥rent in
| the United Siates, and connected with
' col'uduct and pro-
ferences which
. ExXpressions

| Commodore Rot‘ge
| ceedings, as well as
jwill be drawn f
 which he used 1o the

| dency to create doubts in Great-Britain

'as 16 the nature of the authority under

h he acted, I willingly accept your

r of making me the same statement

e a more formal manner, ip order that

5 may transmit’ itio my governmcm o

 pievent all possible mistake on so im-
| portant a point. -

"The question arising out of the ren-

counire hetween the 'l.?nited States’ firi-

{} zuns were double shotted ;

an'of iis My |
| jesty's sloop Little Belt, being of a ten-

gate President and his Majesty's sloop

'thc act itsell. You are already, sir, in Bodge

possession of the British commanders’
sta’'ememnt of the circumstances wlnch
attended it; HKis account, and that of the

important features of the fransaction,
but in this they agree, that the chacof

ced on the part of Com. Rodgers ; forit

made by Capt. Bingham for the purpose
o[ astertaining ‘f the sail descried by
‘him was his Majesty’s ship' Guerriet,
which it appears he h:d orders to join,
was {or the purpose of chasing, even if
that could be urg~d as a plea by the A-
merican commander, As soon as he
found his signals unapswered, he bure
awey, un'il to his infinite surprise he
| found himself the object of the strange
vessel’s erger pursuit and hostile atti-
tudess What could be Commodor
R2~dgers’intention 1snot apparent. That
' he could not discover at tie distance of
{ 70 or 100 yards that the ship before him
| was & flush-deck sloop, tho’ it was but
| a little after 8 o’clock, on the 16th of
May ; -that he could not make oyt her
colors at half past 6 .'clock ; that his |
and that
with the security he possessed from the
great force and superior sailing of the
ship under his command, and 'he cir-
cumstance of belorg ng to a neutr:l na-
tiony, he did not ra h-r hold «ff during
the night if he wished to speak the
sloop, than by running under her stern
in a menacing attitude incur the risk of |

e

il

| provoking a misunderstanding, must ap- |

pear unaccountable to the comprehen-
sion of every unprejudiced person, and
will, I am sure, sir, seem to you a sufhi

cient reason, if there were no other to
warrant, my d- manding that an exami-
nation be instituted into his conduct’
with a view to suitablegatisfaction being
afforded to his M:jesty fo- the loss of
so many of his subjecs so wantonly
slsughtered, and for the in<ult off red to
bis flag. But should Cupt. Bingham’s
charges be brought home to Commo-
dore Radgers, for his hdving refused to
state the name of the natior he belong-
ed to, though asked to do so on thern

nearing each other in the dark, and «{
having fired a b.oadside into the sloop
without provocation. which might at
once have <unk so small a vessel, | am
convinced I need only appeal to the jus-
tice of the American government, for
that government to see inm its proper
light the magnitude of the outrage, and
offer 16 his majes'y every reparation
that can appear dge.

It is with great pleasure, sir, that I
avail myself of this opporwunity to ec-
knowlecge the prompiness with which
you came forwand with the assurances
al.uded to in the first part of this letter,
and the readiness which you shewed to
receive any communications from me’in
regard to the unhappy occurrence which
(orms the subject of the remainder.

MR. MONKOE TO MR. FOSTER. |
Department of State, Fuly 16, 1811.

Sir—1 lrave had the honor to receive |
your note respecting the late rencountes |
between the American frigate the Presi.
denty and his Oritannic Mujesty’s sloop
of war, the Litle Belt.

It is very satisfactery to find that you |
received thé communication which I had |
the honor to make to you, in oyr first in-
terview, (31 n the subject of your enquiry
relative hat unfortunate occurrence, !
in the amicable spirit in which it was in-
tended. Although the excitementwhich
had been produced by previous and re-
cent aggressions, part u:ularly by thei
pressroent of American citizens from A-
merican vessels, even on the gpast of the |
U. States, was great, yet no'order has
been given by the gqovernment, for the

pressed, from any British ship of war.
The orders given to the commanders of |
the frigates and otber armed vessels of |
the U. States were for the protectlonzr
their coast, and of their commerce with- |
in the legititaate limitss - I}
I need not repegs to you, sir, the sin- |
cere regretof this government, that such
an encounter took place, and mote ¢s
cially that it should have produced ¢
unfortunate consequences which“attend-
ed it.
MR, FOSTER TO MR. MONROE,
% Wabington, Fuly 24, 1818
Str—-I have had the honor to receive
.your letter dated on the 16:h instamt, in
answer to mine of the 3d, in which I ex-

,mﬂ a desire to have stated in a more |{

merfourdcmal to me of or-

-

‘ooght it therelore to be leu an objecl' Ltttle Belt, will then remain limited to 4  dérs hqving"

|l
American Commodore s,dlﬂ'er veryma- ! Amcncm seaman, and in which I also-

terially with respect to some of the most dcmanded that an examination should |
which brought on the action ‘commen- }] afforded 10 his Ma CSIY ,E)P what appears |

cannot be maintained that the advance | " by the frigate under his command, upon |
| his Majesty’s sloop of war, the Little

necovery by force, of any citizen soim. |

{| affair,

pca again, which seemed to denote an

" ”'gl'en to Commopore

{ntrgcuon ,aui‘hopu that commander to
 attack any of his ‘\'Iajcsty’o shipsof war

'a wanton and nnprovoked attack made

Belt.

The denial I 2sked for, you ha?e giv-
en me, and I beg to assur® you, sir, that
though I troubled you ‘with the demand,
because the extensiveness of the rumor, |
which bad attributed such orders to-the
American government, had made it my
duty s6 to do, vet ] never entertained an
idea for one moment that the govern-
ment of the U. States could have issued
such orders, because they must have
been considered as manifestations of di--
rect intentions of hostiliy which would
have been incompatible with the rela-
tions of amity subsisting between Ame-
rica and Great Britain.

On such a point, siry a simple dénial
was all I asked and what 1 expected to
receive. It was therefore with pain that
I found you had connected it with alla
sions to other topics, calculated to pro-
duce irritation, on which whatever com-
plaints you may have to make to me; I
shall be ever ready to receive and for-
ward them for redress to the Command.
er in Chiefof his Mzjesty’s navzl forces
at Halifax, or to his M:jesty’s govern-
ment, but the mentioniug of which in
your note in answer to mine on a dis-
tinct subj-ct of the most serious impo:-
tance, vcu will pardon me if I mustton.-
sider as matter of regret, especially @«
you wished me to receive the communi-
cation yru made me as given inan ami- |
cable spirit. -

Moreover from the tenor of the part
of your letter in which you have con-
nected the question of impressment with
that of anm attack on a British ship of
war, an inference is forced upon me,
which you surely never could have
meant me to draw, but'which, neverthe.
less, the passage conveys, hamely that,
although the government of the United
Srates had not given orders for the re-
covery by force of any American citi-
zen claimed from a British farional shifp,
ihey still maintain they might have been
justified in so doing. Theright of search-
ing a ship of war has been so positively
disavowed on the part. of his Majesty’s
gchrnment, ‘and so disclaimed by that
of America 'hat I cou'd not have expect-
ed any doubts would ever -again have
been thrown on the matter, and yet the
language of your letter, auntil it is ex-
plained, will certainly authorise such
doub's as far as relates o the American’
government.

I have no answer at all from you, sir,
to my demand for an inquiry being in-
stituted into the conduct of Captain Rod-
gers«  This omission has occasioned (o]
me the more surprise, because in addi-
tion to there appearing tu be no cause
why ‘he government of Ameriea shounld
decline to listen to so just a demand on |
my part, there seemed to be every rea-
sop why they should even for their cwn |
satisfaction have desired to clean up the |
circumstances of his most extraordipary
proceeding. I will indeed frankly own
to you that I did think op reaching this
city to have found that officer’s conduct
 already, by the spontaneous act ofthe
goveroment of the U. States, undergo-
ing an examination, instead of hearing| ¢
that he had been sent immediately to

approbation «f his behavior 5 and I tho”t
I could the more rely on this beiig the
course the President would have pursu-
ed, from a consideration of that which
his Majesty’s government had taken in
the case of the Chesapeake when every
reparation practicable #% the instant the
intelligence reached London of that uo-
fortunate- event, was madde to you, sir,
promptly and unasked for.
I feel the mor= regret, sir, at the
course taken by* our goverpment in this
have been necessarily |
orisequence to suspend cars

L -

obliged

g

rying into execution that part « of 1 my in-
structions | hich I was directed im- |
mediately o my agrival here to offer

such furth rcpanmn for the aitack onH
the Chesapeake fri as wanld, I am
convinced, have proved saﬂsfactory. -

had the honor to staieto you, in _your
fitst interview, that I had such anstruc-

uuﬂl.tkhugblomhwd to m t

_.i._

in my note, because, as you- muy re-]

Fd undér any con- |/
| justice of the case required, if the two

it seemed to me the Afnenoan govern-\
ment might feel more free to act as the

subjects were kept uncannected ;. and i

' in search of any person claimed "as an | this opinion ithought you gp to .
!}"‘coocur. . _ &

lbf:: instituted into that officers condut:t,] = o Mll. FOSTER, 'rb MR. MONROE.

with a view to switable teparation being || " Philadeiphia, Sepiember 4, 1811,

Sm—-l have now by an express mese

senger from England received the com-
mndrof his Royal Bighn

gent,acting in the and on the

halfof his Msyzs y, relative tothe late
violent aggression commnted by the U.
States’ | r:gate. the President, on his
Majesty’s ship Lqme Belt, and 1 heve the
honer of communicating to you the in-
closed documems which hgve ju:en trans-
mitted to me by my government to be
laid before that of the U. States, com-
prehenzing a copy of a letter fram Lord

at Halifax dated May 30, 1811, inclosing
a statement of the- acuon by the officers

missioner of his Majesty’s Nayy Board
at Halifax, in respect tp the damage.
done the Litile Belt; a copy of Rear
' Admiral Sawyer’s letter inclosing his
instructions to-Captain Bingham, as well
as a list of and wounded on board
the sloop of war~~and finally a copy of

| thecorrespondence on the subject which

took place between the Marquis Wel-
lesley and M. Smith, American charge
d’affasirs in London ; of that of Captain
Bingham’s official letter you already are
in possession..

In commaunicating to you, sif, these
Documents I sm particularly directed to
call your attention to the i '
Admiral Sawyer which ¢

| strongest evidence of the paclﬁr and

fricndly intentions. of his M:jesty’s go=
vernment towards this country. The
very pointed mancer in which the come .
mander in chief on the $¥alifax station
had enjoined Captain Bméha;n to avoid
giving offence to the govérnment or
sub;ccts of the U. §hus iscf itself pre-
sumptjve proof of the truth of that offi-
cer’s statement, even if there were not

[such strong evidence as appesrs from

the depesition of the different officers on
board his Majesty’s ship as to the ac=
tion havirg been commenced by Capt.
Rodgers.

His Majesty’s government were enti-
| tled to _expect, as I have had alreadythe.
hooor to observe to vou, sir, in my for-
mer letter, that the American. govern-
mént wou'd haw# manifested a prompe
disposition to obviate by an early disa.
vowal and by just reparation, the neces-
sary tendeney .of such an event to dis-/
turb the frieodship subsisting between
the two states, and this éxpectation was
the more natural from the example  f-
forded by his Msjes'y’s goyeroment in
the case of the Chesapeake. Soch, bow-
ever, not having been the ‘case, I dm
commanded by His Royal nghness to
lost no time iw commumcaun 10 you

h; papcrs enclosed, which ﬂ%lam in_
the, fullest manner the cn;cummncqg
the outrage committed, by which .

| many valusble lives were Mcﬂﬁced,

and in demanding the immediate disa-
vowal on the part of the United St'ates of
ihe act-of aggression commi:t.d against
‘his Majesty’s ship, as also in requiring
a just reparation of the i mjury rel‘.ewid.

,—.z—..
MR uonn‘om TO Mp..—FOS'I'I'.ll.

Degartment of State, Sept. 14, 1811,
Sir—I have had.the honcr toreceive
your letter of the 4th instant resp:cung
L the encounter between the U, States’
frigate the President and bis Britar-ic
Majesty’s ship Little, Belt, which I have
laid before the President of the U. States.
. -In the first interview which took place

inglon, ‘1 stated exphqtly that ‘no in-
structions bad been given to. take any

war;-nor any. order whm;vpr of a bos-
ile ‘nature. I made the same. declarae
tion afterwards, at Jo ' request, in a

at I now again re-

Snch a. doclluf.m
per, in, qrﬂer to eobviate misapprehens
stons; ¥ mmlghtobamctmy concilia-

@4 satisfactory propositions with
4 mch you might be charged, It was
lin conformity also with the candar and

w policy,which 'have beellq:mm
government in all i lmmuoos

} thmt Britain. . .

If the answer lo your former letter
'was limited tafithi “disavowal.ef hostile
||intentions onthe part of thisgovernment,

_1

member, 1 e’.q:ressed to yOu at the time,

-

;tooodrsmcelybormqr#ed_yhnm

nrts the Prince

James Townshend commandmg officer

of the Little Belt—=the reportof the com- '

between us, after your arrival at Washa,

seamen from on board a Bﬂmh &ﬁipof g

‘more form:l manner ; and it.is with

S
watde:med pr- |

T



