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4 Ours are the plans of fair, delightTul Peace,
* Unwarp’d by party rage,to live like Brothers,
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jetter from Mr. Russell to the Se-
cretary of State, dated

Lenden, Jan. 14, 1812.
Sir—I lament :hat it is 0Ot 10 mYy i
o apnounce to youa, by the !
" Mr. Iayloe, the adoption of |
vards the U. States |

Copy of a

p()b'cl t
return of
a system here towa
more just and favorable than that of
which we now complain. N-n ini-

mation has been givento me of an in- |
tention to abandon _the offcading or-|
ders in council. 1 have not hitherto ,
made any representation in regard (o

these orders 1a council—and il they |
atc to be persisted in, as Mr. Foster
declares, not only until the Berlin and |
Milan decrees be entirely abrvg'.ltcd,l
but until we compzl the F}'cnch gov- ||
ernment to admit us in France wit i
the manufactures anf produce of (!-'r
Britain and her colonies, it must be

useless to sav any thing upoo the bUb*‘E
sect.  The revolting extravagance of
1ons 1% too manifest w be |
subject of argument, and the very ai|L-:

‘.::u;pt to reasoa them down would |
aJmurt that they are pot tov absurd tor |
rciutation. .

Should Mr. Barlow furnish mc|
with any sew cvidence of the dlSan-:
tinuance of the Freoach edicts, so far |
as (hey were in derogationof ourrights,
1 shall present it to this goveroment,
and ouce more (howeverunnccessary it
may appear) afford it an opportumty
<of revoking its orders, which can vo
longer be pretended to rest on our ac-
quicscence in decrees of its encmy,
from the unrightequs operation ol
which we are specially exempted.

—

MR. RUSSELL TO MR, MONROE., |
Leunden, January 22, 1812. |
Sik,~Yesterday I understood the
case of the Female, one of the vessels
captured under the orders in council,
came to trial before Sir Wm Scotte—
He rejected a motion for time to pro-
duce evid=nce of the revocation of
the Berlin and Mian decrces i re-
J.tion to the U. States, and suggested |/
that there would be a question of iaw, .y
i! such revocation, when shewn,would 1
b(: Cunhidcrc&l b‘b lht: B-’:llsh gu\fcru-i:
ment as sufficientto require the repeal ::
of the orders 1 council.

.

thesc prc{cns

!

At any ratc ||
that he was bouod o consider thm::{
orders to be in force until their re peal |
should be notihed to him by this go-
vernment.  1e Female was con-|
dL:nl‘.cd.

Extraet of a letter from Mr. Russell to Mr. |
Mouree, dated Loudon, Feb. 3, 1811.

“ Since 1 had the, honor last 1o ad-
dress you, [have received vour com
munications of the 20th of December,
through the good offices of Mr. Fos-
ter.

“ \While I lament the necessity, as
I most sincerely do, of the course in-
dicated by the proceedings of Con.-
gress; vet itis gratifving tolearn that
it will be pursued with vigor and una.
oimity. | am percuaded that this go-
vernment has presumed osuch upon ||
our weakness and divisions, and that
it continues to b licve that we have
energy and uniub enough to make cf-
ficient war.

* | have this moment learnt that
the Hornet has returned from Cher. ||
bourg 1o Cewrs, and I understand by
a lctter from the Consul there, that
there is a Mr. Porter on board, with |
dispstches from Mr. Barlow to this
legation ; hut he has not vet made his
appearance here. | am obliged to close
this letter without waiting for him, as
I uoderstand the next post mdy oot

arri\"c at Liverpool in scason for the
Orbi”

!

g
a

1

Copy of alenter from ,;;:-Ruull to the Secreta-
vy of Staie, dited London, Feb. 9, 1813

Sik—1 have the honor to transmit
to you enclosed, a copy of a letter, da-
ted the 291}._ ult. from Mr. Barlow,
and a copy of the note i which I yes-
terday communicated that letter to
the Marquis Wellcsley., .

' 1 have thought it to be my

| the ncutral or national rights of the U.

| ally been entertained of the efficient na- |
| ture of the revocation of those decreus, |

!l le, from Norfolk, bound o Tenningen,

Although the proof of the revocation
of the Fr-nch decrees contained in the
letter of Mr. Barlow, is, when taken by
it¢elf, of o very conclusive character,
yet it ought, when connected with that
previously exhibited (o this gnveroment,
1o be admitted as satisfuctorily estab-
lishing that revoca‘ion ; and in this view

duty to pre-
sent it bere. :

MR. RUSSELL TO THE MARQ WELLESLEY.
Laondon, Februury 8, 1812

My Lorv —I have the honor heve-
with to hand to vour Lo.d:.hip‘a copy 0':
a letter addressed 10 me on the 29th of
last month, by Mr. Barlow, the Ameri-
can Minister at Paris. _

I have felt some h.sitation in coms-
municating this letter to your Lordship,
lest my motive might be mistaken, and
an obliga‘ion appear to be admiited on |
the part of the United States to furnish
more evidence of theacvocation of the
Berlin and Milan Decrees than has al
ready been furnished, or than has been
necessary to their own conviction. I
trust, however, that my conduct on this
uccasion, will be ascribcd only to an car-
nest desire to prevent the evils which a
continued diversity of opinion on this
subject might unhappily produce.

The case of the Acastus necessartly
implies that American vessels, captur- |
ed by the cruisersof France, are adjudg-
ed by the French navigation laws oaly,
and that the Berlin and Milan (decrees]
make no part of these laws, the Acastus |
being gcquitted. notwithstanding the fac
of her having been boarded by an Eng-
lish vessel of war,

To the declaration of Mr. Barlow,
that since his i1esidence at Paris, there
had been no instance of a vessel, either
uoder the Berlin or Milan decrees, be-
ing detained or molested by the French |
government, | beg lcave to add that pre-
vious 1o his resid=nce, and subscquent
to the first of November, 1810, these
decrees were not exccuted in violation of |

|
S ates. }
W hatever doubts might have origin- |

on accuunt of the form in which that |
mecasure was announced, iose doub's
ought surely now to yizld to the uniform |
experience of 15 months, during wihich
period not a siogle fact has occurred to |
justfy them.

I do uo! urge, ip confirmition of this
revocation, the admission of American |
vesscls with cargoes arrived in the por's
of I'rance afier.having touched in Log-
land, as stated by Mr. Barlow, aid as ac-
cords wi'h what occurred during my re-

'shiall be ascertained, in @ manner satiu-|

b

MW. KUSSELL TO MR. MONROE, y

London, 22d Feb 1812,

———

SIR—I have the honor to hand you || this new (he must have meant newly
enclosed a copy of a letter to me from | acknnowledged) ground of dcfending
the earl of Liverpool, relating to a per- | these orders, and contended that they
e of Bowman, said to be || ¢ould be jusiified only on the principle of ;
and furcibly detained || retaliaigpn on which they were avowed-

- 1| 1Y ipa!il tedy and that they were intend-
'ed to produce the effects of an actual

sition of Elizabeth Eleanor Bowman ! blockade, and hable to ull the incidents

son by the nam
a British subject,
on board the United S-ates’ ship H
nei, together with copies of the depo-

which accompanicd ity and of my reply. |

THE EARL OF LIVERPOUL TO MR RU’SBLL.;
Forcign Office, 20ib Feb 1812, |

SIR=I have the hooor to transmit to |
you the copy of an affidavit, sworn at |
Portsmouth by Elizibeth Eleanor Bow- |
man, stating herself 1o be the wife of
Wiliam Bowman, one of his maj:sty's |
subjects, now detained agaiast his will i
on bcard the United States’ sloop Hor-
net, at present in Cowes’ road.

You cannot but be aware of the urgent |
necessity of putting the facts, ulledged |
in this document, into an immediate |
train of investigation ; aud I «m to re-
quest that you will communicate, wi:h-i

‘| out loss of time, with the commaadiug |
L uthicer of the Hornely in order that he |

may afford you all information in h.s |
power, und th.t the vessel may not put |
o sea befure the result of the inquiry |
factory to yourself und to this govern-
ment.

Yon must likewise be aware, that this |
government has no power to prevent |
the issuing of a writ of habeas corpus by |
the fricnds of Biowman ; and that, in
thatl case, it would be impossiole to im
pede or delay its execution, and the con- |

|
|
I
r'

|
!

' sequent removal of this question out ol
% the hands ol the two gov:.rnments, mto |

those of ihe legal force and authorities |

| of this countrys

A:.xious to prevent any such proceed- |
ing, the inconvenicoces which, even if |
they did not involve the possibility of a
forcible execution of the 1 gal process,
might yet Le considerable, I requcst
your immediate a'tention to this com-
munication, and I confidently hope :hat
you wiil, by affording the nmicans of un
amncabic 1oves'igation, supercede the
necessity, in which the fricnds of Bow-
man may otherwise teel thewselves, of
raking the course to which I have before
alluded.

[ Here tollsws an afidavit in relation to the
seaman |

MR.RUSSELL TO THE EARL OF LIVERPOOL.
Londen 215t Feb. 181%2.

My Lord—1I have the honor tg info.m
vour Lordship that the U. S ates’ sloop
Hornet left Cowes on the 13th of this
munth. The statement of this fact does

sidence at Paris, because such admis-
sion is c¢vidence only of the cessation of
the municipal operation of the decrees
in rclation to the U. States, of which it
cannot be presumed that the Dritish go-
vernment requires an account.

I cannot forbear to persuade myself |
that the sroof now added to the mass that |

|

w.s alieady befo e your Lordship wili |

sati-fuctorily establish, in the judgment |
of bis Britannic M jesty’s government, |
the revocation of the decrees in question, |
and lead to such a repeal of the oiders in
council, in regard to the U. States, as
will resiore the friendly relations and
cominercial intercourse between thetwo
counltrics.

MR. BARLOW TO MR. RUSSELL.
Paris, 29tb Fanuary, 1812.
Sir—The ship Acastus, captain Cot-

with tobacco, had been boarded by-an
English [rigate and was taken by a
French privateer and brought into Fe-
camp for the fact of haviug been so
boaided. This was in Nov. last. On
the 2d of Dec. I stated the facts to the
Duke of Bassano : and in a few days af.
ter the ship and cargo were ordered Dy
the Emperor to be restored w the owa-
ers on condition that she had wot violat-
ed the French navigation laws, which
latter question was scot to the Council
of prizes to determine. The Council
determined that no such violation had
taken place, and the ship and cargo
were defini‘ely restored to capt. Cottle.

To the above fact, I can add that since
my residence here several American
vessels with cargocs have arrived and
been admitted in the ports of France af.
ter having touched in England, the fact
being declared; and there is no instance
within that period of a vessel in either
of the cases of the Berlin and Milan de-
crees being dewained or malesied by the

|

awayy I presume, the necessity of a more
particular reply to yout lLordship’s note
of yesterday, concerning Wilham Bow-
man, a staman on bo:rd that ship.

Extract of a letter from Mr. Russell to Mr.

Monroe, dated London March 4, 181 L

“ Many American ves els which had
for a considersble time becn wind bouud
in the ports of this couniry, were a.
length relcased on the 29th uit, by an
easterly wind, and took therr departure
for the Uunited S:ates. By soine of thoss
vesse's, particular'y *“the Friends.” you
will have rcceived many letters from me |
—und you will have learnt, as nearly as
it was in'my power lo inform you, what
in your letter of the 18th Jan. you desire
to know—namely, “ the precise situation
of our affairs wi-h Ehgl.nd.”

“ Since my leiters.of the 19th and 22d
alte which I trust will have extinguish-
ed 1l expectation of any change h;:e,!
the motion of Lord Esnsdowoe, oo the |
28th of I'eb. and that of Mr. Brougham
yes'erday, have been severally debated |
in the respective Houses of Parlidment. |
I attemded 'he discussicus on both, and |
if any thing was wanting to prove the
inflexible determination of the present |
ministry (0 persevere in theé orders in |
council without modification or relaxa-
tion, the declarations of the leading |
members of adminis'ration, on these uc- |
casions, must place it beyond the possi-
bility of deubt. In both Houses these
leaders expressed a disposition o for.
bear to canvass, in the present state of
our relatons, the conduct of the U. S.
towards England, as it could not be done
without reproaching her in a manner to
increase the actual irritation, and to do
away what Lord Bathurst stated to be
the feeble hopes of preventing war,

- ¢ In the House of Commons, Mr.
Rose virtually confessed, that the or-
ders in ceuncil were maintained-to pro-
mote the trade of England at the ex-

French government.

Iam, &e, |

]. BARLOW.

|

pence of neutrals, and as a measure of

|

L

'
i
!

| uon,

| power o injure and dis.ress (hat enemy

, systern and every other of its be lhger-

—

-

commercial rivalry with the U. States
When Mr. Canning inveighed . gainst

of such blockade~rhat is, that they
were meoant only to disiress the enemy
—and that G. Britain bhad no right to
defeat this operation by an intercoursc
with that enemy which she deni-d to
neut als, M.. Perceval replied, # that
the orders were still supported on the
principle of retaliation, but tifat this ve-
ry principle involved the license trade ;
for us l'rance, by her decrees, had said
that no nation should trade with her
which traded with England, England
retorted, that no country should trade
with France but through Evglund. He
asserted, that neither the partial nor e-
ven the toial repeal of the Berlin 2nd
M.lan decrees, as they related 'o Ameri-
Céy or to any other na'ion, or gl oither
na i0iisy could form zny cliim on the
droish government while the ¢ontinen-
tal system, su call=d, continucd in opera-
iz denied that this sy<tem, or
any part of the Berlin and Milan ‘de-
trees were merely municipal They
had not becen ado;.tea «n ume of peace
wi.h aview of internal regulation, but in
a time of war with a hostle purpase to-
wards ogland.  Every clouse and par-
ticle of them were to be considered of
a nalure enurely beingerent, and as
such,requiring resistance, and .u honis-
g retaliation on the part of G. Britsin,
It was idle and absurd to suppose that
G, Bri'ziu was bound, in acting on the
pmnciple of ietaliation in "hese (imes, to
return exactly, ond in form, like for like,
and to ch.-ose the object and f.sh vy the
mide of executing 1t, preciscly by
measures of the enemy. I+ sd pting
hesc measures, I'rance had broken thro’
all the restraints impuosed by the law.
of nations, dnd tredden under foot the
freat conventional code received by the
civilized world as pr-sciibing rules for
its conduct w war as well as in peace.
In this sta'e of things England wus not
b .und any Ion;cr 1o shackle herseit with
this code, and by so duirg become the
usrests ing victun of the vivlence of her
encmy, but she was herseif releesed.
from the lawy of nations and 1ef at libew-
ly to resoir to any mewns wiitbin her

and to bring it buck tu an observance
of the jus gentium which it bad so egre-
giously aind waitoniy wviolaied. Nor
wus Loglind 10 be re~tic ed any more
in the extent t.an in the form of reta-
biati-n; Lut - he had a right, both as (o
he quanid'y and manner to nilict upon
the enemy ail the vvil in her power, un

al (his enemy should 1etrace its steps,
and reuounce, not only verbally but
practically, 1ts decrees, its continental

ent measures incompaubie with the o!d
acknowledged 1aws of nations. W hat-
ever neuirals might suffer from the re-
‘aliatory mesures of England was pure-
ly incidental, and as no injusiice was in- |
tended to them they had aright to com-
plain cf none. And he rej d.ed to ob-
serve that no charge of surh injustice
had that night been brought forward 1n
the house. As Englard was contend-
ing for the defence of her maritime
rights and for the preservation of her
national existence, which essentially de-
pended: on the mainienance of those
iights, she could not be expected, in the
prosecution of this great and primary
nieresty to arrest or vary her course to
l'sten to the pretensipns of nevtral pa-
tions, or to remove the evils, however
they 'might be regretied, which the im.
pericus policy of the times indirecily
and unintentionally extended to them.”

“ As the new:papers of this morning
give but a vepy.imperfect report of “his
speech of Mr. Perceval, I'have thaught
it to be my du y to prescnt you with a
more particular account of the doctrines
which were maintained in it, and which |
so vitally affect the rights and interests
of the United States.. -

« [ no longer entertain a hope that
we can honorably avoid War.”

Extract of a letter“from Hl‘f" Runellrto the
Secretary of State. London, JApril, 9, 1812,

.« Since my last respects to you, no-
thing of importance to us has occurred
here." ; \ 4 -
BLANKS, OF EVERY KIND,
May bé had at the RecisTER Office.

y
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. On the 5th insi. the President of the
United States communicated to Con-
gress a very long letierfrom Mr, Fos.
ter, the Briush Minister, to ghe Secre-
tary of State, inclosing a report of the
Duke of Bassano; of the 10th of March,
to Bonaparte, from which, he insists up-
on ity it is quite clear that the Berlia and
Milan decrees are still in force, howe-

ions of them_may have been made in a
fcw instances, as an encouragement to
America to-adopt a system benceficial to
France andinjurioustoGreat-Britain”—
Toat it is therefore ¢ impossible for. G.
Britain to rescind her orders in council
whilst the French decrees are officially
declared to remain in force against all
nations not subscribiug to the new ma-

explicit on the part of America with re-
gard to her understanding as to the

| conditions annexed by France to the re-

peal of those decrees. “For, afier what
had passed, unless a full and satisfactory
»xplanation be made on both these points
G. Britain cannot relinquish her retali-
atory sysiem against France, without
implying her ‘consent te the admissibi-
lity of the conditions in question.”’
‘ America must fe¢l that Bocaparte'is
not acting, as indeed he never has act-
ed, with any view of establishing princi-
pi s uf real freedom with respect tg na.
vigation ; but is merely endeavoring to
clozk his determination, if possible,'to
ruin Great-Britain by novel demands
and rejected theories of maritiime law ;
and Ameriia must see, that Bonaparte’s
object is to exclude B-i‘ish commerce
from every coas: acd port of the contis
nent ; and that in pu+suit of this object,
trampling on the rights$ of independent
states, which he as insultingly terms a
guarantee, thus making the most sulemn

syuonimous with> usurpation of terntory
and ex:incticn of independences  Ame-

rica must see, that as all the states hi-
therto in his power have been seizedon
to guarantee his sysiem, he is now pro-

cecding to destroy whatever remains of
independence in other neutral states to
make that guarantee complete, From
his want of power to pass the Auanti:
with his. armies (a want of power {v
which the U. Srates are indebted to the
aav:l superiority of Great Britain) his
system of a guaranteeing force may fuil
as 10 America, but as he cannot bupe
to shut American ports against Great-

Brirain by occupancy and invasion, he
hopes to gffect his purpose by munage -
ment and fraud, and to accomplish that
by insidious relaxation which he carrot
accomplish by power.”

“] am commanded to represent to
'he government of America, that (;reat
Britain feels herself entitled to expect
from them an unreserved and cacdid
disclaimer of the right of France to ini-
pose on her and on/the world the mur -
time codg which has been thus proicis
gated, and'to the penalties of whisiv A-
merica is herself declared to he liable
if she fails to submit herseit 15 iis ex+
actions ; Ametica cannot, for her Gwn,
character, any longer temporise on this
subject, or delay coming to. a distii ct
expianationwith France as well as' with
Great Britain, if she wishes to cleur
herselt from the impuration of being aa
abettor of such injustice.” =

¢« America, as the case now stand ;y dias
not.a pretence for'claiming from Gigat
Britain a repeul of her Orders iiCoyn.
cil. She must recollect that the British
government never for a moment coun-
tenanced the ideathatthe repeal .f those
Orders eould depend upon any partial
or conditional repeal of the D:crees of
France. * What she always avowed was
her readiness to rescind her Orders in
Council as soon as France rescinded ab-
-olutely and unconditionally her decrees.
She could not enter into any other en-
gagem+nt withont the grossest injvaiice
to her allies’as ‘well as the peatral na-
tions in-general,imuch less could she do
5o if
granted by France upon condiiions uts
terly subversive of the mosi imporfant

|

British - Empire.”

. % Whilst Amcrulta counld '
lin and B de 3
and totally, repealed, and that ihe cy-
cution of the engagement made il izat

condition /by the British governojunt

{had been declined, she mighr deem i
ustifiable, @s 'a conscquence of such a

]

N" 665." -

ver some “ partial and insiduous relaxa+

ritime code promulgated in thuse des
crees, and also without something mores

and sacred term in the law of nations

any spécial execption was to, s .

-indisputable maritime righis of the

-
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