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ORATION.

FRIENDS AND FELLOW-CITIZENS,

THIRTY-SEVEN years have successively wit-
nessed the commemoration of the day we now cel-
ebrate. Consecrated by blood, it stands on the
records of our country, an imperishable monu-
ment of the firmness which declared, and the per-
severance which achieved our independence,

The sages and the heroes, to whom, under God,
we are indebted for the invaluable blessing, we can
never cease to remember with veneration and grat-
itude. The gloomy horrors of that contest, which
spread conflagration and death through our coun-
try, can never be obliterated from the recollection
of an American. We remember that we were
once colonics, groaning under the gripe of despot-
ism ; we recollect the day when our fathers made
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the solemm appeal to the God of battles ;—we
pwell onthe arduous conflict which cealed our sove-
ereignty, while we raise our hearts to that Gob,
who led our armies to victory, and our country to
peace.

It 1s not, however, the mere recollection of those
events, which gives to this day its chief interest.
It is the preservation of that independence, so
dearly purchased, which gives value to the recol-
lection, and importance to the day which enforces
if. 1Inthis view, each succeeding anriversary has
recurred with an increased interest ; for each hag
brought with if some new testimony of the value of
our independence, and the rankling hostility of
that nation who was compelled to acknowledge it.
Each enforces more strongly the conviction, that
Great-Britain wants but the opportunity, and she
would re-colonize our country. 'The observation
of every reflecting man, of whatever party, must
have convinced him of this truth. Why else has
she, constantly, in one shape or another, vexed our
commerce '—Why else unceasingly invaded the
sovereignty of our flag ; wresting from the protec-
tion of our country its citizens, and forcing them
to fight her battles, and die in her service I—Why
else has she turned a deaf ear to all our remon-
strances ' Why else persisted in refusing us in-
demnity for the millions she has robbed from us,
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meeting our demands for redress with new claims,
amd insulting our forbearance with new injuries,
and aggravated abuses?’—Why, but to brmg us
back to submission?

. It 1s thus, felloW-citizens, that we have had be-
fore us a continued excitement to vigilance ; thus,
that the value of our political institutions, and our
disposition to defend them, have been constantly,
and severely tested. Thus it is, that our thirty-
eighth anniversary has brought with it a crisis so
full of interest ; a crisis, which stamps value on
our independence, and brings home to us the un-
portant truth, that, as was its achievement, so must
be its preservation,—the price of blood. |

‘What is this crisis ?
What causes have producéd it? and,

What duties does it iimpose on the Ainerican
people ? are questions which, on this day especial-
ly, demand a candid and solemn investigation.

More than two years have elapsed, since our
country, driven by the aggravated violation of her
rights, drew the sword in their defence. Aided by
the struggle which France was then making against
the pretensions of our enciny, we hoped, cre this,.
to have brought her to a sense of justice, and an
acknowledgment of cur rights. Iut a combina-
tion of causes, the most extraordinary the world
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-er witnessed, has thrown back the current of war
on France, with an energy resistless and over-
whelining. 'The weapons with which her military
leader would have annoyed his enemy, have been
turned on himself. The nations whose independ-
ence he would sacrifice to the attainment of his
object, have risen indignant, and put forth their
strength againsthim. Content with the voluntary
aid which their common interests would have fur-
nished, Bonaparte might have succeeded in humb-
ling his enemy, and establishing maritime law upon
a rational and permanent basis. A liberal and en-
fightened policy would have effected this great ob-
ject. But this policy was not within the scope of
his ambition. 'The nations of Furope must first
bow submissive to his power, and thus submiséive,
be compelled to resist G. Britair i his way. Tho’
they felt the necessity of settiag bounds to the a-
larming encroachments of British power, yet they
felt a paramount interest, in resisting the more di-
rect blow aimed at their independence by France.
Little would it avail them if, in curtailing the pow-
er, and humbling the pride of Great-Britain, thev
themselves should be made to pass under the yoke,
A sense of common danger, therefore, united them
in a common struggle. In that struggle they suc-
ceeded. Bonaparte is driven from the throne of
France into exile, and Europe for a moment is at
rest.

—
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It is thus that the potent obstacle to the career of
British power has ‘been broken down ; thus, that
those relations have arisen in Europe, which forbid

the hope of immediate resistance from that quar-
ter, to the pretensions of our ghemy.

~ Could any combination of ev"hts present a crisis
more interesting to our countl *than this? and can
the reflecting mind dwell on it, without the most
agonizing anxiety ? What are we now to expect
from our enemy ? Will she, who has at all times,
and in all places, contemptuously disregarded our
clainis, and turned a deaf ear to our remonstrances,
now listen to the voice of justice, and restore peace
to our suffering country ? We had, indeed, hoped
that our claims would have been embraced in ne-
gociations which are to séttle the peace of Europe :
that we might thus have availed ourselves of the di-
rectinfluence of Russia, and the other northern pow-
ers, in our exertions to obtain a safe and honorable
peace for ourselves. Events, however, have proved
that that hope was vain. There is now little doubt
that those powers have stipulated not to interfere
in the contest. It is now announced, that ministers
are appointed by Great-Britain, for the purpose of

a separate negociation with ours at Gottenburgh or
London ; and thus vanishes ti.e hope of a speedy
termination to the unhappy conteat
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What, then, is the prospect before us ? It is, that
the claims hitherto set up by our enemy, will be
obstinately adhered to ; that new ones will be ad-
ded to them ; and that her mighty naval and milita-
ry means will be put in requisition to force us to
submission uncon .ional. Already do we see her
sanguinary legions warming on our borders, to ful-
fil her mandafes. On the south, we see her urging
to a renewal of the savage contest which has al-
ready drenched that portlon of ourr country in the
richest blood of its citizens. On the east ﬁre,
plunder, and devastatlon, mark her progréss;—
while, on the north, she is stretchmg forth the right
arm of her power, to drive us from the Lakes, and
secure new boundaries to her provmces in that
quarter. These mlghty preparations may consist
with a disposition to give us honorable peace ; and
while our ears are assalled with the din of war, in
all its hoirors, the winds of the Atlantic may waft
to us the glad tidings of peace and salvatlon to our

country. |

We cannot, however, dwell on the pleasing pros-
pect with any assurance that we shall soon realize
it. The manner in which our claims have always
been met by our enemy, her present increased
power, and almost unbounded influence, and the
unfeeling pride resulting from her last and great
triumph, admonish us to expect little from an ap-
peal to her interests or her justice.
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No period since the war of our revolution, pre-
iaents a.crisis more interesting and eventful ; none,
miore solemnly demandmg the wisdom, and pru-
dence, and firmness of the govérnment and people
of this country Fo évery American the solemn
enquiry is now presented: Wil you relinquish
the claims for which your country is contending;
and submit its destiny to the magnanimity of the
‘enemy, or will you that the naiion put forth its
strength, redeem its honor; and assert its rights-?
We ask you not to choose the latter; without calm,
‘deliberate investigation. Weigh well the conse-
quences of each alternative ; leave behind you the
motives suggésted by a love of party ; make a de-
cision which; to your sober judgments; shall best
promote your country’s welfare ; and let it be a
~ decision which will receive your FIRM SUPPORT, in

the hour of trial.

The present is a moment, happily calculated for
reflection. The mind is naturally invited to pause
arid re-examine the causes which have produced the
contest, and led to the crisis we now witness. The
important decision which we must make, urges the
propriety of this course ; and the present is a fa«
vorable occasion to institute the enquiry.

- Permit us then, to notice a few of the prominent
injuries which we have sustained from Great-Brit-
[} . [ ] [ ] [ ]

ain—the excuses she has urged for inflicting those

R
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‘injuries—the offers we have mads to effécﬁ an ac-
‘coimuodation,—and the reception those offers have
‘net with from the enemy : '

The ocean is the  common- highway of natlonc

Against every nation. we clann the lwht to nav1-
gate it umnolested, with the ex«e ptxon, as to car-
go, of contraband of war, and cnemy’s property
-and asto destination, ports lefrailv blockaded. The
- rights which are given toa beluberent within these
exceptions, are the necessary evils which a state of
~war imposes on neutrais, and are npever to be re-
sisted, while e\erused within fair and La’uonal lim-
ite. By the common consent of nations uo block-
ade is considered legal, unless the orde is accom-
pamed by a naval force stationed before - the place
blockaded, competent to render an entr nce into it
hazardous, - -

Keeping in view these principies, wiw mll now
undertake to justify Great-Britain, in carrying into
vigorous cperation the orders in cousfei under
their successive modifications ;—in thus sweeping
from the Atlanti-k near one thousand »f our ves-
sels, and subjecting their cargoes to confiscation?
‘Who will undertake to find a principle in the code
of nations, which can be tortured into a sanction
of this sweeping system, which aimed at a block-
ade of whole empires, by simple proclamation!
and which extended its operation to every sea, anc
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even to our own waters? YWho will now attenipi io
screen Greatl-Britain from censure, under the worn
out plea of retaliation for the decrees of France ?
Who will undertake seriously to tell- us, that the
quesuon of pnorzty, as to those or dera and decrees,
has any thing to do with our rights as a neutral, a-
gainst either nation? Was there no way of resist-
ing the operation of the French decrees, but by 2
system, the severe effects of which have been felt,
almost exclusively by a friendly neutral ? Has not
cool reflection convinced you, that the system,
which was so constantly aeccompanied by the plea
of necessity, was no other than a direct and wantog.
attack on ihe commerce of your country? Our
-government-declared war under ihie full pressure
of this system, and at a time too, when Great-Brit-
" ain came out with a glaring extension of her claim,
as to the condition on which she swould consent to
relieve us from’its operation. All must remember,
that until a skort time previous to the declaration
of war, Great-Britain claimed the fulfilment of no.
condition but that of a rcpeal . of the Berlin and
Milan decrees, as they -allected our neutral rights ;.
and it will not be soon forgoiten, that in ihe fast
correspondence on this subject, before the declara-
tion of war, Great-Britain demanded that the
French decrees should be repealed, not only as to
us, but all other neutrals ; at the same time, ren-
dering rehief deubly hopeless by demanding the
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abolition of that system, by which Bopaparte at-
tempted to exclude the manufactures of Great-
Britain from the continent of Europe. With these
conditions no independent nation ever could, or
ought to comply. While they furnished full evi-
dence of the setiled hostility of Great-Britain to
our commercial prosperity, they left our govern-
ment no honorable alternative but RESISTANCE BY
THE SWORD. (a)

Think not, fellow-citizens, that this view of the
moic immediate origin of the conlest is unimpor-
tant at this period. Though the system to which
we have thus slightly adverted, was, subsequent to
the declaration of war, conditionally suspeunded,
yet its existence, at that period, will stand on the
records of your couniry an everlasting, and an un-
deniable justification of the dec]aratlon of war a-
gainst Great-Brifain.

The repeal of the orders in council claims, how-
ever, in this place, a moment’s attention. On the
18th of June our goverruient declared war :—on
the 23d of the same month the orders in coun-
cil were repealed; and therefore, say some, we
ought to have suspended hostilities, and made
peace : the war ouglil to have ceased with the cause
- which produced it. Such were then, and still are,
the sentiments of many among us. And are there
any within the reach of my voice, who still em-
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brdce this dangerous error? Let me entreat you to
pause, and survey the ground you have taken.
Pass not hastily over this interesting part of our
subject ; but consider coolly the situation in which
that repeal left your country, as te the contest in
- which she had embarked. ‘

Passing over the extraordinary and alarm-
ing reservation in the act revoking the orders in
council; a reservation expressly recognizing the
right to restare at pleasure the system under which
we had so severely suffered ; (0) passing over too,

—the strong evidence which this reservation furnish-
ed, of a disposition in the enemy tc resist our just
claims for indemnifieation, let us simply enquire
what sacrifice of honor and of right, a tame relin-
quishment of the coniest must have then produced.

The many and deep wounds inflicted on our
ccuniry’s honor and sovereignty, had just urged us
to the last resort of injured nations. We had
drank to its dregsihe cup of humiliation. We had
solemnly taken our stand on the battlements of 1ib-
erty, and in the face of the world, proclaimed the
causes which impelled us to the contest. Among
them stood conspicuous, the IMPRESSMENT OF OUR
SEAMEN ; a practice, which, for twenty years, had
unceasingly deprived our citizens of their liber-
ty, and their couniry of their services;—a prac-
tice, against which we had never ceased to re-
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monstrate, and which. we had endured to a de-:
gree, which left us but. one step short of degrading
submission. Thousands, the wretched victims of
this practice, were at that moment in the involunta-
ry service of the enemy, far from their country,
their homes, and all that rendered life dear to them;
writhing under the lash, or toiling out their lives
in the service of their oppressors. They had long
looked to their coyntry to stretch forth its arm to
deliver and protect them ; and that couniry, at
'length awakened to - duty, had suspended remon-
strance, and resortedto arms.

Was not our government thus committed to per-

be substantially accomplished? Would not an un-
conditional relinquishment of the contest, have
proved to the world that we viewed “sailor’s rights”
not worth contending for? Had we not before suf-
ficiently proved our want of spirit to resist ag-
gression, and punish the aggressor, and must we’
now cap the climax of submission, and seal our:
selves to infamy ? Fancy to yourselves the contest
given up—our arimies disbanded—and ministers ap-
pointed to re-commence negociation. How would
they have appeared at the court of ‘St. James, re-
monstrating against impressment ! No man who
possesses the soul of an American, could have hes-
itated, as to the course which would become his
country in such a crisis. He would say to his

severe in the struggle, till this great object should ™
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govérnment, sheath not the sword till you obtain
substantial justice ; talk riot of peace till your epn-
emy proposes iteand make no treaty which shall
not effectunlly secure the liberty of your citizensin
future. . But what was the language of our govern-
‘ment? M we e, let it be on the side of humanity.
We will, therefore, make one more attempt at cone
ciliation. - Such was their language, and such their
conduct. At a time when we least expected 1,
the ohve-branch of peace wasextended. “At the
moment of the -declaration of war, our govem—-
_ment, regretting the necessity which produced it,
laoked to its termipation and prowded forit.” On
the 26th of J une, iistructions were transzmtted 10
Mr. Russell, our charge des affaires in Great-Brit-
ain, a uthonsm0' him to concIude an armistice ‘with
the British government, on terms which aré &w
distinctly expressed in the following language. * Tt
will be found in }r. Russell’s note to Lord Castle-
reagh, of the Z4th of August follome' Having
adverted to the willingness of his government “to
arrest on terms consistent with justice and honor,
the calamltles of wal,” he says rs—<It has, therefore,
authorised me to stlpulate with his Brltanmck ma-
Jesty S government an armlstlce, to commence at,
or Lefore the ex plratlon of sixty days after the szg
nature of the instriment providing for it, on condl-
tion that the orders in council be lepealed, and no
illegal blockades to be substituted to them, and
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that evders be immediately given to disconiinué the
impressment of persons from American vessels, and
16 restore the cilizens of . the United States; elready
impressed ; it being moreover well upderstood,
that the British government will assent to enter in-
to definiiive drrangements as goon as may be; op
tkesc, and every other difference, by trepty fo be
corncluded either at London or Washington.”

- “Asani indueement to Great-Britain to discontin-
ue the practice of impressment from American ves-
seis, 1 am authonsed to give assurances, that a la
* shall be passed, (to bercciprocal) 1o prohg}gt ‘the em-

ployment of Brztzsh seamen in-the pubhck or éommer—
cial service of the United States:” <

I;; @ subsequeﬂt part of his note; he says “The
wnd;tmns now oﬁ'ered to the British government,
for the termmatlon of the war by an armistice as
abme stated, are so moderate and just in them-
.selves, and “so entirely consistent with its interest
and honor, that a confident hope is indulged that it
will not hesitate to accept them. In so doing, it
will abandon no right ; it will sacrifice no interest ;
it will abstain only from violating the rights of the
United states; and inreturn, it W1ll restore peace
_ with, the power from whom, in a frlendly commer-
cial intercqurse, 30 many advantages are 1o be de-
X1y ed.”
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Let us now see in what spirit this pacifick offer
was received by our etemy. After preténding to
doubt the powers of Mr. Russell to negociate an
‘armistice on these conditions, and therefore declin-
ing discussion, Lord Castlereagh says—<I canol,
however, refrain on one single point, from expres-
sing my surprise, that as a condition preliminary,.
even to a suspension of hostilities, the government
of the Unrited States should have thought fit 1o de-
mand, that the British government should desist
from its ancient and accustomed practice of im-
pressing British seamen from the merchant ships of
" a foreign state, simiply on the assurance, that a law
shall be hereafter passed, to prohibit the employ- ,
ment of British seamen in the publick or commer-
cial service of that state.”

- Here endeth the first lesson ; and here, in justicé
to ourselves, ought to have ended, at that time, our
offers of accommodation. On the 12th of Septem-
ber, however, new prop051t10ns, fourided on new
instructions, were made through Mr Russell i a
manner which left o doubt of his powers, effectu-
ally to conclude the. arrangement proposed. It
was then offered, that “commissioners should be ap-
pointed by each party, with full powers to forma
treaty, which should prov1de, by remprocal ar-
“rangements, for the security of their seamen from
being taken or employed in the service of the other

C
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pofver ;* a clear, and dlstmct though informal s
derstanding, being first required with his maJesty S
government concermng impressment, comprising
in it the discharge of the citizens of the United
States, dlready impressed. In this proposal, Lord
Castlereagh’s principal objeetion to.the former of-
fer was obvizied, by providing that the discontinu-
ance of the practice of impressment, might be-de-
ferred, until the actual passage of the law to pro-
hibit the employment of British seamen in the ser-
vice of the United States. It is needless to add,
that this still more liberal offer was met by the flat,
—and contemptuous rejection of his majesty’s gov-

ernment. |

Thus failed the honest exertions of our govern-
ment to stay the effusion of blood, and procure an
honorable peace: -

Conteihplating, for a moment, the spirit in which
these oﬁ'ers were made, and the honorable terms
which they embraced, we cannot refrain from ex-
pressing our utter astonishment at their rejection.
Could our government have gone one step further,
without an absolute sacrifice -of the honor and
vights of their country? Was it possible, while
they entertained the least regard for that honor,
to have made an offer more effectually securing the
rights claimed by Great-Britain? What claim has
she always urged, and urged alone, as an excuse
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for a constant violation of the sovereignty of sur
flag, and the liberty of our citizens? It is, that she
might reclaim the services of her subjects: and
would not the passage of the propesed law have
secured this claim more effectually than she cou]d.
do it by nnpfessnent? Is not the conclusion irre-
sistible, that she wanted more than gshe has ever
dared exprecsly to claim? Yes ; she wanted what
she has always obtained by impressment,—the ser-- .
vices of native Americans, aswell as those, natural-
ized by our laws, who were ncver Brztzsh sulyects.

But, it is asked by some, why d1d not our govern-
ment accede to the offer of an armistice made by
Admiral Warren, on the 30th of September, 1812?'
What, let it be asLed were the terms of that oﬁ'er?
They were, that on the single ground of the revo-
cation of the orders in councﬂ hostilities should_
nnmedxat\,ly cease —Ne assur ance was offered,
nor even any proposmon made, relative to the
gzeat interest of lmplecsment W hat was the an-
swer of our government! No armistice can be
concluded without an under standing relative to im-
pressment And here again, to our astonishment,
we find renewed, in substance, the reasonable offer
before made through Mr., Russell. Tt is embraced
“in the following ]anguwe of the Secretary of State!
in his letter to Admlral Warren, of the 27th of

OCinbm 1812. a




“¥Without (says he) further discussing questions
af right, the President is desirous to provide a rem-
edy for the evils complained of on beth sides. The
claim of the British government is, to take from
the merchant vessels of other countries, British
subjects. In the practice, the commanders of Brit-
ish ships of war, often take from the merchant ves-

-sels of the United States, American citizens. If
the United States prohibit the employment of British
subjects in their service, and enforce the prohibition.
by suitable regulations and penalties, the motive for
the practice ts taken away. Itis in this mode that
the President is nilling-to accommodate this impors
tant controversy with the British government, and it
cannot be conceived on whal ground the-arrangement

can be refused.”

~ «A suspension of the practice of impressment,
pending the armistice, seems te be a necessary con-
sequence. It cannot be presumed, while the par-
ties are engaged in a negociation to adjust amica-
bly this important difference, that the United States
would admit the right, or acquiesce in the practice
of the opposite party ; or that Great-Britain would
be unwilling to restrain her cruisers from a practice
which would have the strongest tendency to defeat
the negociation. It is presumable that both par-
ties would enter into the negociation with a sin-
cere desire to give it effect. For this purpose it is
pecessary, that a clear and distinct ynderstanding
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be first obtained between them of the accommoda-
tion which each is prepared to make. If the Brit-
ish government is willing {0 suspend the practice
of impressment from American vessels, on consid-
eration that the United States will exclude British
seamen from their service, the regulation by which
this  compromise should be carried into effect,

would be solely the object of negocmtmn. The
armistice would be of short duration. If the par-
ties agreed, peace would be the result. If the ne-
gociation failed, each would be restored to its for-
mer state, and to all its pretensions by recurring to

war.” T'o this proposition, thus repeated the thir d,

time, no. answer was ever returned.

Do you want further evidence of the lnjustlce-
and obstinacy of the enemy? You cannot, you
will not ask it. Our government, however, still
appeared bent on peace. Looking forward to the
time when the door for negociation might be open-
ed, and determined to remove, if possible, every
cbstacle on our part, to the restoration of peace,
Congress, at its next, session, enacted the law which
the executive had before promised. ()

Thus has our gevernment done all that in justicc
1t could do, to secure the enemy in her rights,
while it sought to protect our own. What could
have dictated these offers, and this last solemn act
of our government, but an ardent desire to restore
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relations of peace and friendship with the enemy ?
And what shall we say of that enemy, who, in the
face of all these friendly advances, has stubbornly
persisted in refusing us justice.

It may not, however, be improper in this place,
to aitend to an objection which has sometimes been
made to these offers. It is, that they confain no
stipulation to give up to Great-Britain those of her
subjects in our service, who have already become
naturalized by our laws. Great-Britain, says the
objector, claims their perpetual allegiance, and
therefore has a rightte demand that you give them
up. It is, to Great-Britain, 2 mosi conclusive.an-
swer to this objection, that she has uniformly refu-
sed to give up native Americans, who have become
naturalized under her practice ; a practice, by which
marriage within the kingdom, or two years service
1 her navy, transforms an American citizen into a
British subject. (d) Let Great-Britain turn the ob-
jection which way she svill, and this answer will for-
ever meet and put her to silence. But independent
of this consideration, there are powerful and -
surmountable obstacles to a compliance with this
demand. Shall our governmert, after having, un-
der the sanction of our excellent constitution, re-
ceived and adoptod foreigners into our political
- society, now force them to abandon it? We may,
=i we please, abandon our system of naturalization
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altogether ; or if we continue it, we may prohibij
from entering our service, those who may hereafter
become naturalized; but that we should give up
those wko, by the laws in force when they were
naturalized, became entitled to full protection; or
that we should drag them from that employment
which, from long habit, they had chosen as the
means of their subsistence, would be a procedure,
at once unjust to them, and disgraceful to ourselves.
It is what an 1ndependent nation, who regards its
honor and its faith, will never do |

We are here, however, met by another objection
which, to many, has appeared a formidable one.
It is, that we ought to have made the offer to ex-
clude British seamen from our service, and to de-
liver them up when found there, before we declar-
ed war. That having resorted to arms; we could
not expect that our enemy would now yield, even
to terms, which, if offered before, might, and ought
to have produced an adjustment. Our limits per-
mit us not to describe the ajtempts repe~tedly made
by our government, before the declaration of war,
to place this subject on a basis of reciprocity. A
single one, however, shall suffice to put at rest the
objection to which we have adverted. In the yeas
1806, our ministers at London, urging with great
force of argument the justice of our claims, press-
- ed the Bitish government {or a stipulation by trea-
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ty, which should secure us from the evils of i im-
.pressment.  She objected that we employed her
-seamen, and would therefore make no stipulation,
-which should deprive her of the right of reclaim-
- ing, wherever she could find them. To obviate en-
tirely this objection, and induce the British gov-
ernment to desist from impressment, our ministers
came forward with the following offer—<that a law
should be passed by Congress, making it penal for
the commanders of American vessels to receive into
cervu:e sea-farmg people quitting the British service,
bemg British subjects; and also making it the duty
of our government to restore them,on their arrival
~ in the United States, suitable application, and due
proof being made of their persons.” To an ar-
randement rrroundedon this offer, the British com-
missioners ascented It was submitted to the Brit-
ishi cabinet for its sanction ;—full time was given
for deliberation, and the result was, an uvNEQUIVO-
CAL REJECTION OF THE PROJECT! (e)

Thus it appears, that before, as well as after the
declaration of war, we stood ready to make the
only advance in the work of conciliation, which
could, in reason, be demanded of us.

Keeping in view for a moment these offers, in
what light must appear the assertion so often, and so
unblushingly repeated, that our government are
waging war solely for the protection of British sea-
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theri in our service? What has been the uniform
language of those offers to the British government?
We want not your seamen. We will stipulate to
refuse them employment in our public or commer-
cial service ; and if, by any means, they shall have
found their way into either, we will furnish you the
necessary aid to reclaim them. But you muist, at
the same time, do us an act of justice. You must
give up the Americans already impressed iiito
your service, and stipulate effectually against the
degrading practice in future. But Great-Britain
has uniformly refused to make an arrangement on
- these grounds And what has been the plain lan-

guage . of this refusal? We want imen, and miust
have them. By your offer we shouid secure noth-
ing but the services of our own subjects, whereas
by impressment, we obtain at pleasure, your native
citizens ; and not them enly; but an abundant sup-
ply of Swedish, Spanish, German, and othet foreign
sailors whom we have f-:t;mid in your employ ; and
whom, although they Lave become legally natural-
ized in your country, we take, for the pious pur-
pose of supporting our national existence ! (f)

We have thus, fellow—cmzenq, presented a few
prominent facts, connected with the iraportant in-
terest.of impressment. = Our limits would not per-
mit us totake a wider range in the investigation.
We might have adverted to the practice as it exist-

D
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ed under the first administrations of our govern-
ment. We might have shewn you, by ‘a copious
reference to existing documents, with what mark-
ed indigriation it was viewed, not. only by Wash-
ington and Adams, but by every individual of their
respective cabinets. We might have proved 1 in-
contestibly, that they then malntamed the same
doctrines, and contended for the samie rights as have
the present administration, and that they threatened
svar as the last resort of the nation. Your recol-
lection, however, will readily supply what we have
- thus been compelled to omit. (g) Nor have we
- deemed it at all necessary, to repeat the abundant
evidence which has so often been presented, as to
the number of Americans impre:ced’ and detained
in British service. Every day is disclosing new

victims to the unrighteous practice against which
we are contending. We thus find our impressed
brethren scattered from one end of creation to the
other ; having been from three, to five, {en, fifteen,
and eighteen years in the service of their oppres-
sors. But it would be insulting your patriotism to
dilate upon this part of the subject. Whether the
mimber wilfully detained in service be one thou-
sand or ten thousand ; whether they have thus serv-
ed, three, five, or ten years—whether they have re-
ceived fifty, or one thousand lashes, for refusing to
fight against their country or its friends, we cannot
but perceive, in either case, an equal necessity for
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putting a period to the abominable practice. Thesc
and a hundred othercircumstancesof a Iike aggrava-
ting character, may move our feelings, and arouze
our indignation, but they meke o difference as to
the principle nor do they vary the obligation which
‘the nation owes 1o its citizens and itcelf. Estab-
lish the fact that Great-Britain knowingly, and wil-
fully detains in her service one single American, and
1t constitutes an injury which we must resist, or re-
| IquLh our claim to independence.

"The monstrous principle out of whicn arises thq
- practice whichi-so-powexzfully aflectsour fe‘,lmgsk
must be met a? the lireshold by determined resis-
tance. To this end our flag must be made to pro-
‘{ect the seamen saiiing under it. Any thing short
of this, will constantly subject us to the evils we
now sufier. While, however, we ask this, we say
to the enemy, demand of us any reasonable stip-
ulation to secure you the services of your seaen,
and we will enter mto it. But the sovereignty of
our ﬁag shall be respected. - \We will never submit
a principle under the operation of which your
nav a.l officers may, at discreiion, force from us our
citizens, and compel them to remain in your ser-
vice during your pleasure. Y ou attempt, howev-
er, to excuse yoursell, by pieading that you mis-
take them for British subjects. Witheut stopping
to prove the utter falsity of {lis plea, in point of
fact, 1t s «ufficient for nis to abzerve that even if i
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is through mistake we thus suffer, it only proves
the more conclusively the necessity of resisting the
principle under which you are constantly commit-
ting such mistakes.

But say the enemy, prove that these men are
native Americans, and we will give them up, and
thus restore you to your rights! “Thus, and with as
much propriety, might say the midnight robber,
who forcibly enters his neighbor’s dwelling, and
bears off his property, or even his children. Shall
‘a nation, possessing independence, submit to bave
its citizens wrested from its protection, under cir-
cumstances which afford the highest presumption
of their citizenship, and then sit down contented
with the privilege of going through the humiliating
process of proving its right to them? Shall not
the person of an American citizen be as sacred as
his property? And would Great-Britain dare to
hold this language with respect to the cargo of an
American vessel, which one of her cruisers might
seize and carry into port, under suspicion that it
contained contraband of war, or enemy’s proper-
ty? Could that property be confiscated without
undergoing a solemn adjudication, in one of the
highest judicial tribunais in Great-Britain? And
would not the whole proceeding be at the risque
and expense of the captor ? Would ke not, in de-
fault of proving the facts alledged, be compelled
to restore the property? And yet, if, instead of
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taking a cargo, the officer takes a cRew from under
the American flag, he may exultingly say to our
government, prove your right to the serviges of
these men, and you may have them ! The men, in
the mean time, are dispersed into every part of the
British navy, where they frequently remain for
years before their friends, or their government, can
ascertain whether they are in the body or out of it.
If they survive the stripes, and chains, and tortures
inflicted on them, and their government can get
their cases to the ears of the proper authority, it
must there be met by a host of objections to giving
them up. Among these objections, we are not un-
frequently told that they have married in Great-
Britain, or have served two years in her navy, and
have therefore become British subjects! |

But why dwell on this subject ? YWhat American
will patiently see the rights of his countrymen thus
trifled with ? What government, who respects itself,
and who makes any pretensions to sovereignty, will
ever sit down submissive to such a practice? Is it
possible, that the most strenuous opposers of our
government can desire its acquiescence in a prin-
ciple, which, while it makes a direct attack on our
sovereignty, must be constantly productive of such
degrading and alarming consequences to our coun-
try ? Most assuredly, they cannot.

But we fear we have too much trespassed on
your patience, fellow-citizens, inthus extending cur
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remai ks on the subject of impressinent. We trust,
however, that ils great and increased importance,
as to the present contest, will furnish the necessary
apolozy. Our original object was, to shew you
that Great-Britain has obstinately persisted in the
claimand practice of impressment, after all pretence
for 1t has wholly failed. If the offer made to Great
Britamn i 1806, repeated three times successively
immediately after the declaration of war, abd at
each time flatly rejected by the British gevern-
ment, will not establish our position, nothmu, we
venture to say, could estabhsh it.

——————

Thus, fellow-citizens, we have presented‘you a
{aint view of the interesting crisis now impending ;
and we have noticed some of the causes wbich have
led to this crisis. In doing this, we have adverted
to the orders in council ;—the time at which they
were revoked ;—the peculiar condition in which
that revocation left the other great subject of com-
plaint ;—the repeated offers made by our govern-
ment, with a view to an honorable adjustment of
that diificulty ;—the manner in which these friend-
ly -advarces were met by Great-Britain ;—the
alarming extent of the British claim of impress-
ment ;—the insufierable evils arising out of it ;—
-and the obstinate determination of our enemy, to
inflict on us those evils, while she possesses the pon-
er of doing it. We have deemed it peculiarly im-
portant, at this period, to present this view of the
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subjéet, that you nnght be prepared to demde cool-
ly on this solemn and interesting questmn .— What
dutics does the present crists impose on the Amencan
people 7 | |

We cannot believe that an) American will long |
hesitate what stand it becomes him to take at this
momentous period. A review of our subject
niust urge on him motives which he cannot success-.
fully resist. If he Justly valueb “the ‘precious her- )
itage derived from the vn'tue and valour of our
fatherq and is ever dlprbEd to defend it abamat
lawless vmlence, he will mlt not a moment be-

- ~‘m een the altermatives Whlc’[f are ne present— ed.
 No; the man through whose véins 1hr111.~> the blood
| Gf cez‘e:zt°'-.>z.r and WhO mhents a spark of thatho-

1y fire whmh_ lit up his country to independence,
will not hesitate a moment beiween SUBMISSION OF
RESISTANCE. B o

. Where is the man wio is prepared to give up
the point now 1 controversy between his country
and its enemy ! Who will tamely surrender that
country’s rights and honor witliout a st-luggle !
True, that enemy is now triumphait; her power
as well as ber pride is increased ; and she is ready
to fall on your country with her heaviest vengeance.
Do you ask what shall be dore in ihis crisis? Go
to the tombs of the failen heroes who achieved
your independence, and there reccive instruc-
tion and reproof. Converse with ihe mighty dead,
who sleep in glory on the emlatiled ficlds of yonr
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country. What is their language? They warn,
impressively warn you, not to desert your country
when danger threatens. They say to you, foliow
the example which we have set before you. Our
couniry was weak and defenceless. Itsonly re-
sources were our virtue and spirit. We saw in the
measurss which oppressed us, the commencement
of a system which, unresisted, would entail slave-
ry on ourselves aud our children. We petitioned
and remonstrated, but in vain. We saw, in the
conduct of the mother country, a determination to
wrest from us the rights and privileges of English-
men ; and although she possessed the power which,
- to all-human probability, would silence and over-
whellm us, yet we solemnly determined -on resist-
ance. We swore on the altar of our country, that
we would LIVE FREE OR DIE. We submitted our
cause to the God of battles ; we paid with our lives
the price of our country’s independence, and trans-
mitted to you its richest blessings. But it is not
enough, that through hardships, and sufferings, and
death, we saved our country, and gave it independ-
ence, if you our children want spirit to defend and
preserve it. 'Talk not then, of the power of your
enemy ; make no dependence on her boasted mag-.
nanimity, for it will deceive you ; hearken not tothe
suggestions of fear or avarice ; SUMMON ALL YOUR
eNERGIES ; BE UNITED ; MEET THE CRISIS AS BE-
coMETH FREEMEN; and the Gop orF Hosts will
smile on your exertions, and crown them with vic-
tory and peace.




NOTES.

- {a) Page 12. The following extract of a letter from ¥r. Foster to Mr.
Munroe, of the 10th of June, 1812, shews the monstrous extent to which
Great-Britain had wrought up her cla ricis, as to the conditions on which
she would repeal the orders in councii.

He says; “Had you, in making & reply to my commmxcahon asked me
how far a repeal of the French decrecs was demaided by my government,
and as to whether a special repeal, as far as respected Amenca would be
sufficient,] should have had mo hesitation in giving you every satisfaction.”

‘I have no hesilaiion, sir, in saying, that Great-Britain, as the case has
hitherto sivod, never dtd and never could ¢rgage, withoui ilee grossest injust-
ace {0 herself and fer alluzs as weil as fo other neulral nations, {o repeal her
orders as affecting America alone, learing them in force as lo other states, up-

on condition that France wouvld except siigly and specially, America from the
cperclion of her decrees. You will recollect gir, that the orders in council
are measares of defence directed against the system contained in those de-
crees ; that if is a war of trade which is carried on by France ; that what
you call tae manicipal regulations of France, have never been called mu-
nicipal by France herself, but are her main engines in that novel and
monstrous system. I cannot, then, be exrected that Grea!-Britain should re-
nounce her efforts to throw buck upon France the evils wiilh which she menaces
_Great Britain, merely because France might-seck fo-alleviale-her-ewn -situi~-
tion, by waring ilie exercise ¢f THAT PART of her syziem wiich she cannot
enforce

The reader wiil understand, that the “system” of which Mr. Foster com-
plains, was divided into two branches. One operated on the ligh seas,
and affected what may ke emphatncal]v termed our neutral rights. It aim-
ed simply, at cutting off our trade with Great-Britain and ker dependen-
cies. This part of the system iz what Mr. Foster says France ‘“cannot
enforce.” [Mark, reader ;—the whole weight of the orders in council let
Joose upon America, in refalzation for a system whick France “could not
enforce ’] The other part of the “system” was that which operated,
not on the highseas, Lut on the continent of Europe ;—not to prohibit cur
trade with Great-Britain, but with the centinent, am Brilish :-nanufacturcs:.
This latter wasa branch of the system, which. France couid enforce, be-
cause she possessed a superior military power. And this, it was demandec.,
should be abandoned as an mdxspe'.cable condition of the repeal of the or-
ders in council. The plain language to us was—:omj-el France to admif
our manufactures into the continent, and we will cease plundering your
commerce ; provided nevertheless, th.lt in the mean tim2, you also com-
pel her to abandon the maritime part of her systera, so vhat not only your
trade may be permiited to our ports, bat the trade of ali other neuiral na-
tions.

. That the repeal of the French decrees, with resoect. to all other neu-
trals, should Le made an indispensable condition «i the repeal of the or-
ders in council with respect to us, was a position ay prepiosterous and inad-
inissible as it was 6w and unexpected. It closed, as well it might, the ne-
gociation on 1his subject. and left us nothing but the last resort.

"Thus, eight days befere the declaration of war, stood the quesiion as to
the repeal of the orders in council. Such were “the strong assurances’
which we have been told we had, at the declaration of “war, “ihat the or-
ders in council were about to be removed” !

r




34

() Page 13. Tlre foilowing {s the reservation referred to :—

“‘His royal bizbness, the prince regent, is hereby pleased further to de-
clare in the pame and on the behalf of his majesty, that nothing in the
present order coitained shall be understood to preclude his royal highness
the priace regent, if circumslances shall so require, from restoring,after rea-
sonable notice, the ordeis of the Tth of January, 1807, and the 26th of
April, 1809, or any part thereof to theirfull effect, or from taking such
othier measures of retaliatior against the enemy, as may appear to his roy-
al highness to be just and necessary.”?

(c) Page21. The following are the material sections of the law to
which we have adverted -

Sec. 1. Be it enacted by the senale and house of representatives of the Uni~
ted Stales of Americe ir conigress assembled, ‘That from and after the termi-
nation, by freaty of peace, “of the war in whick the U. *tates are now en-
gazed with Great-Pritain, it shall not be lawful to empioy as seamen, or
otu9rwnse, on hoard of any public vessel of the United States, or of any
veesel owned by citizens of ithe United States, or sailing under their flag,
any persod or persons, except natural born citizens of the United. ‘tates,
or citizens of the United States at the time of such treaty being made and
concluded, or persons who,being resident within the United States, at the
time of such treaty, and havmg previously detlared, agreeably to exist-
~-ing laws, their intention 1o beeome citizens of the Uni mted States, shall be
admitted as such within ! ive years thercafter, in the manner prescribed by
law.

Fec. 2. And be it /'url’wr enacted, That from and after the time as afore-
s2idt, when this act shall take effect, it shall not be lawful to employ as sea-
men, or otherwise as aforesaid, except as iz by this act excepted, -any per
son or persons, not ratural Lorn citizens of the United States, unless ~uch
person or persons shall produce to the commander of the pubhc vessel,
or to the csllector of the customs of the district to which the private ves-
sel belongs, the certificate of his or their taving been naturalized. The
L resident of the United States, is lereby authorised, from time to time,to
make such other reguiztions and to give snch other directions to the several
cormanders of pubhf' armed vessels, and to the several collectors, as may
be proper and necessaty respecting the requisite proofs of natlivity or
citizenship to be exhibited to tiie cominanders or collectors aforesaid.—
And no person shall be admitted or employed as seamen or otherwise, as
afo: 2said, on board of any vessel owned by citizens of the United States, or
~alhng underthen flag, unless his name shall have been entered in a hst of
tke crew,approved and certified by the coltector for the district to which the
vescel belongs.

“ec. 8. And be it further enacled, That from and after tke time as afore-
said, when this act shall take effect, no seaman or other seafaring man, not
b«,m(r a citizen of the United States, shall be admitted or received as a pas-
senger on hoard of any public vessel of the United States, or of any pri-
vate vessel owned hy citizens of the United States, or sziling under their
flag, without a passport from the proper officers of the country of which
such seaman or scafaring man mey be asubject or citizen.

Rec. 4. And be it further enacted, That fronr and after the time as afore-.
said, when this act <hall take efféct, the consuls or commercial agents of
an ' nation at peace with the United States, shall be admitted (nnder such
regulations as inay he prescribed by the President of the United States)
o state their objections to the proper commander or collector as aforsaid,
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sgainst the employment of any seaman or seafaring man on board of any
public or private vessel of the United States on account of -his being a na-
tive subject or citizea of such nation, aad not embraced within the descrip-
tion of persons who may thus be law‘ully employed, zccording to the pro-
visions of ihis act; and the said consuls or commereial agents shall also be
admitted under the said regulations, to be present at the time when the
proofs of the nativity or citizenship of the persoas, against whom such ob-
Jections may have been made, shall be investigated by such commander or
collector. - : : :

Sec. 5. And be it further enacled, That if any commander of a public ves-
sel of the United States, shall employ, or permit to be eraployed, or shall
admit or receive, or permit to be admitted or received on board his vesel,
any person whose employment or admission is prohibited by the provisions
of this act, he shall, on conviction thereof, forfeit and pay the sum of ong
thousand dollars for each person thus unlawfully employed, or admitte
on board such vessel. T .

Sec. 6. And be il further enacled, That if any person shali, contrary te
the provisions of this act, be employed as a seaman or otherwise, or be re-’
eeived as a passenger on board of any vessel owned by citizens of the Uni-
ted States, or sailing uader their flag, the master or commander, and the
ownrer or owners oi such vessel, shall each respectively forfeit and pay five
hundred dollars for each person thus unlawfully employed in any one voy-
3ge ;-which sum or sums-shall be recovered, even although snch seaman or
person might have been admitied and entered in the certified list of the
yrew aforesaid, Ly the collector for the district to which the vessel may

belong. |
(d) Page22. The rcfusal of Great-Britain to give up native Ai

icans naturalized unds: her practice, and the nature and extent of that
practice, may be scen by a reference to the following official documents :

3xtract of a letter fiom Mr. King, Minister Plenipotentiary of the United
' States at London, to Lord Grenville, dated
- London, Great Cumberland Place, November 39, 1796.
“In your lordship’s letter of the 21st of September, in answer to my ap-
plication for the discharge of Maxwell an American citizen, impressed:
and detained on board nis majesty’s ship Sandwich, the reason assigned
against his discharge is ““that he is married and scttled at Bristol ;” and ¥
understand that the orders of the lords commissioncers of the admiralty for
the discharge of American seamen wsually contain a proviso, that the
discharze is not to opcrate in favor of any  persun who has en-
tered on board of his majesty’s ships, or who is married or settled
within any of his majesty’s dominions. Without admitting, or con-
testing, on this occasion, the rule of English law, that a subject
cannot divest himgel{ of his natural allegiance, I take the liberty to
12-juest your lordships attention to the diversity of practice, so much to the
advantage of the Auncrican citizens, that prevailsin the spplication of this
law. :
“ff Great Britain requires the acquiescence. of: foreizn nations in this
law, so fur as regards the requisition of her subjects :narried and settled
abroad, or voluntarily engaged in foreign service, is she not bound to ob-
scrve it in like manner Lerself, in respect to the subjecis of foreizn powers,
under simijlar circumstances, in her service or within her dominions ? If to
the demand of a foreigner in her service by the nation to which he be-
longs, Great Britain answers, that such foreigner cannot be delivered, be-
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cause he has voiuniarily engaged to serve his wmajesty, or is married or
settled within kis majesty’s dominicay, is she not bound by ber own prin-
ciples to admit the validity of the surie answer fraon suck foreign - nation,
whei she requires the surrender of Lritish subjects found 4o a similar pre-
dicament in the service or within the territory of such loreign nation 7
Justice, which is impertiai, i:xt'm:::ea the ;.uorwr answor to these gues-
tions.

“ Admitting then, that the vo fentary contract of 2n American citizen
within his majesty’s dominions, is tie feundation of aTigh: in his majesty’s
government to refuse the requisiticn of the U'nited Hetes of America, that
such citizens should be discharged ivom his mme%y’s service; do we not
thereby establish a prmmpxe ﬁ;et it once eondesansand putsan end to the
practice of kis majesiy’s naval officers, in eniering American ships, in
search ef, and for the puspose of impressing British seamen, since all sca-
men fox.nd on board snch ¢hii 5 are there cf cheice, and by '.ohmtary con-—.'_
tract to serve in ithe American employ ? ’

“But if neiiher of these circnmstances can be considered as justly giving
aright to his majesty’s governmert to refuse the discharge c“Amencan cm-
zens, does it not resuit th :t the usuzl proviso connected with the orders
for the discharge of such citizens, and which is assigned as a reason against
the discharge of .Jno. Maxwell, iz without _any just foundatmn, and- conse-
quently operaies to the dxsadva*xiage aud injury of American citizens.”

Extrat't of a letter to Rufes King, Esq.» rom the Secretary -of Stste, da-
ted Getober 8, 1797.- = - ’

. “Lord Grenviile’s gbservations on the act of congress for the relief and
P! txon of American sesnen, pxesent difficulties, which demand consid- -
e  at the ensuing session of congress. Bat’ your reavonmg,, in your
letter to his lords ship, of the 30th of last Novemb ker, is conciusive against
the Briiish prete,lvﬂs to retain recl American seamen, whe are married .
their dominions, er who have voluntarily entered on beard British vessels. 1t
behoves the houor and faith of the Pritish govemment to-adhere to their -
principle of patural allegience whoily; or to renounce it wholly.”

- John Marshall, when Secretary of State, in writing to Rufus King, then
our minister at anlon under date of Sept. 20, 1800, says :—

* “The practice of the ‘Britich Government itself may certainly, in a con~
t“oversy with that government, be relied on.  The privileges 1t claims and
‘exercises, may ceriainly Ge ceded lo cthers. To deny this would be to deny
the eqvallty of nations, aud to make it a question of power, and not ot
right.” - , »
~ *If the practice of the British government may be quoted, that practice
is to maintain and defend in their sea service, all those ef any naticn, who
have veluntarily engug:d in it or whe, according fo their leacs, hare become
“British subjecis.”

Thus stood the British prastice during the administrations of Washing-
~ ton, and Adams, and thus has it Qi()x)d ever since.  In proof that it has
never been abandoned, we advert to oflicial documents which transpired
immediately previous to the declaration of war.

On the 80th of May, 1812, Mr. Muanroe, inanswer to an assurance from
BMr. Foster, that native m;pu.«cd Americans should be given up on appli-
cation and proof, says; **1i {i impossible for the United States to discrimi-
nate between their netive and naiuralized citizens, nor ought your goverr.-
nent to expect it, As IT MAKES ¥ 5UCH m.,quw.&mo N ITSELF.”,




37

Cn tie 8th of June, 1812, Mr. Munroe, in answer io a leiter from Ir.
Fester, in which he states that ‘‘the Prince Regeat wili continue to give
the most positive orders against the detention of American citizens, on
boaid his majesty’s ships,” says :— b :

“You observe that your government has charged you to state,that it wili
- continue to give the most positive orders against the detention of Ameri-
eanp citizens op board British ships of war. If tuose orders were to
prehibit .the impressment of scamen from American vessels at sea, the
great source of the evil, they would have been a welcome proof of its dis-
position to do justicc and yromote a good understanding between tac two
countries. Nothing short of this can be an adequate remedy; and the
- United &tates are known to be ready to substitute to the practice the most

“ liberal arrangements on the subject, But, suppose the orders to be given
as siznified, and in the latitude -and form promising most efficacy, how
. couid they restore that portion of ihe thousands of our citizens who have

- been impressed or passed into ships ttationed or cruizing in remote parts
of the globe ? But it is signified oaly that your government will continue
- to give orders against the detention of American citizens.on board British
~ships of war. It follows that they are to be detained as-heretofore, until
formal proof can be produced tc the British admiralty, in each particular
~instance; that the scaman is a native citizen of the U States; the difficuity,
and delay in doing which are toe obvious to need explanation. Nor is this-
- the only cause of complaint. =~ When such proof has been produced to the
British admiralty, a direct refusal is made to the discharge of the seamag,

B if he has resided in Great-Britain, shall have married there, or skall have ac-

cepied the bounty given to seamen volunlarily eniering the service, al-
though for the most part the American seamen, after having been {orced
into the service, have accepted the bounty either to relieve their wants, or
otherwise to alleviate their condition. \
- I omit other causes of detention which might be mentioned. Add to the
whole, that it is not sufficient to prove, that the seamen takea from Amer-
ican vessels are not subjects of Great Britain, nor the subjects of her ene-
my. It hasbeen the invariable practice of the British cruizers to inclade
in their impressments from American vessels the citizens and subjects of
neutrzal nations, even where it was known that they were sech—and no
instance, it is believed, can be given of the success of an applicatiopg™

the restoration of such neutral aliens to the service of the Unites’

., . --gsritain to de-
N What ren.(lers pecu_harly aggravating .the refusa] 'of: Grlier “having been
iver up native Amgrxcans thus naturalized, ’saoénty,‘ either to relicve
forced into the ser vice, they b ave accepfego*r;dition,” & thus furnishied the
their wants or othex_'w:xse‘ to allevi ate, tx!;:f ases to discharge them. It ought
very ground on which G regt-l%}z;' their voluntary entrance into servioe is,
10 be remembered also, tha "b ‘ L for the purpose of alleviating their
almost uniformly reso-4 to, both tor the purp ng
eondition, and farol@

() Pages 24 That the reader may the more perfectly understand tllxis
nari of onr subject, we preseat the tollowing history of it from the olli-
5 .

¢ial documents, o |
On ihe 28th of August, 1806, our ministers at Jiondon, Messrs. Mun-
rne and Pinckney, at the request of the British commissioners, presented

3 4 * €3y e " T 1Y . Ny X 5 1 p ‘- ) .
she following project of an srrangement on the subject of impressinent

ting their escape.
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CARTICLE {. |
No person whatever shall, on the high seas & without the jurisdiction of

either party, be demanded and taken out of any ship or vessel, belorging
to citizens or subjecis of one of the parties, by the publlc or private armeg
ships belonging to or in the service of the other, unless such person be at
the time in the military service of an enemy of suchother party. _

No perso being a subject or citizen of one of the parties and resorting
to,or residing in the dominions of the other, shall in any case be compelled
to serve on board any vessel, whether public or private, belonging to such
other party ; and all citizens, or subjects whatever, of the respective par-
ties, at this time compulsively serving on board the vessels of the other,
shall be forthwith liberated, and enabied by an adequate recompense, to
return to their own country. A | |

In all questions which may arise within the dominionsof either power,
respecting the national character of any person who claims to be a citizen
or subject of the other power, due credit shall he giveun to such public doc<
ument as 1is government may have granted for his protection. And where
such documents may have been lost, destroyed, or by casualty not obtained,
and any person claims to be a citizen or suzbject of ¢ither party, such other
evidence cf said claim shall be received and admitted, as would be satisfac-
tory in a court of judicature. The high contracting parties engage that
due care shall be taken that such documents shall be granted in their res-
pective ports to such persons only as are justly entitled to them, and by
switable officers who shall be specially designated for the purpose. '

ARTICLE 2. -

It isagreed that no refuge or protection shall bc afforded by either party to the
mariners, sailors, or other persons, not found to be its own citizens or cuhjects, wha
shall desert from a vessel of the other party, of the crew whereof tie deserter made
a part ; but on the contrary all such deserter: shall be delivered up on demand to
the commanders of the vessel: from which they shall have deserted, or to the com-
manding officers of the ships of war of the respective nations, or to such other per-
sons as may be duly authorized to make requisition in that behalf, provided that
proof be made within two years from the time of desertion, by an exhibition of the
_ ship’s papers, or authenticated copies thercof, and by satisfactory evidence of the
“degtity of the person that the deserters so demanded were actually part of the crew

Anasssels in question.
made for caipinore effectual execntion of this articie, adequate provision shall be
consuls to the Eaﬁ&e arrested, on the application of the respective consuls or vice-
that they may be sent Tf.authorities, all deserters, duly proved to he such, in order
or removed out of the countpylle commanders of the vessels to which they belonged,

N ) " A a ‘ : . ok ey . .
searching for, as well as in seizing and all due aid and assistance shall be given in

detained and kept in the prisons of the St
1 - ‘!e c u."n 'v af ¢ -
:;ud cgnsxllils or vice-consuls, until they shail havit1ie request and expense of the
l1em back or removing them asaforesai if 1
2 resaid.  But if they ., not sent back or removed

within three months from the day of their arrest. they sb. i
shall not be again arrested for the}.:mm:lc;;use.”ﬂ ey SR e set at liberty and

The following extract of a letter fron ini |
1 our ministers, to thei ,
ment, dated the {** of November 1806. will 5 overn-
. : > she .
nation of this project :— ' P W the luStory and termis

“It was urged by the British commissioners, that th ‘it i
urg the ssione € propo:ition which we 1
made, to give the aid of the local authori!ies of the UniteI()l S}zates, to apprehend ;ﬁg

restore deserters from their vessels, as an inducement for their government to ac-

knowledge the right which we contended for. §
viedge the rig: 1 ded for, in faveur of the vessels of the Unite
States on the high ceas. did not furnish a con) plet.c remcedy for the evil comylain«ezg

z tie said deserters, who shall even he

~nnd an opportunity ‘of sending
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5f, It did not follow, they observed, that such deserters would in all or even mo_ﬁ.'ica-:
ses retire into the couptry ; they might, on the contrary, go on board an American
vessel which might put immediately to sea, where our flag would protect them ;

that such desertions might also take place in a neutral port, and be attended with-
like consequences. They were therefore desirous that we should stipulate, that a
. law shiould be passed by the congress, (to be of course reciprocal) which should make
* it penal for the commanders of Americdn vessels to take deserters from those of
Great Britain under such circumstances, they being British subjects, and likewise to
make it the duty of our government to restore them or their arrival in the United
States, on suitable application, and due proof being made of their person. We
agreed to provide a remedy. for this presumptive evil. - They then observed that the
term ‘‘deserters’ was too limited, according to their law, to comprebend those who
might leave their merchant vessels ; that it would apply only 1o such as left their
ships of war ; they therefore propcsed that we should enlarge its import by adding
~the foliowing terms, “sea-faring people quitting their service,” to which we aiso.
agreed; taking care, however, by confning their opcration always to the case of real
desertion from some vessel, not to give them a greater range in the senze of our law
than we had at first intended. To our origuial project, thus amended, the British -
commissioners seemed to give their assent; they agreed expressly to propose an ar-
ticle to the cabinet to that effect, from which circumstance, and from what had pre-.
viously occurred in our _conferences, we were led to conclude that they would also
supportit. Togive th.’ ~full time for deliberation on the subject, our next
meeting was postponed to so aistant a day as toadmitit.. We are sorry toadd that
the result of that deliberation was a rejection of the project; and with it an end to
all hope of obtaining at this time, in its stead, any satisfactory stipulation by treaty
respecting impressment:." o ,

_(f) Page 25. Without going through with the tedious exhibition of
documentary proof, that Great-Britain impresses the seamen of neutral na-
tions, in our employ. and refuses to give them up, we simply refer the rcad-
er to the las? peragraph of Mr. Munroe’s letter to Mr. Foster, dated June
8, 1812, which he will find in page 87 vnder uote (). -

o) Page 26. The limits of a pamphlet will not permit us to produce
from the documents which transpired under Washington and Adams, -the
voluminous and abundant proof of the positions we have here taken. As
a sample of the ground uniformly maintained, and the threats repeatedly -
uttered, by those administrations, we present the following extracts ~*
letter of instructions from John Marshall, Esq. Secretary of Stas-s (BOW
chief justice of the United States,) to Rufus King, Esq. mi--v¢€r plenipo-
tentiary of the United Staies at London, dated

“'DC]](lZ'['IRCPNJ St(l[(", S'ept. A,J, 1800-

¢ The impressment of our seamen is an injuy VI VCIY SETiOus magnitude, which
deeply afficts the feelings and honor of th- fiation. . ‘
« This valuable class of men is e-wposed of natives and foreigners, who engage
voluntarily in our scrvice. . ‘
“No rlight has been asserted to‘impresg .the n:atives of An}ema: Yet t.hqy. are
impressed, they are dragged on board of British ships of war, wn§h evidence of citizen-
ship in their hands, and forced by violence there to serve, until conclusive testimon:-
als of their birth can be obtained. 'These must most generally be sought for on this
side of the Atlantic.  In the mean time acknowledged violence is practised on a
¢itizen of the United States by compelling him to engage and continue in foreign
gervice. Although the lords of the admirally vniformly dirvect their discharge on
the production of* this testimony, yet many wust pevish unrelieved, and all are do-
fained a considerable time, in lawless and injurious confinement. o
“[he mere releage of the injured, after u long course of scrving and  suffering, o
no compensation for the past, 5or security ‘or the future. 1 is is impossible not 1o
Beiieve that the decizive mnterferenes of ¢ povernment in thic rocvert would 1o
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vent & protti.e, the continuance of which MusT 1<EVITABLY PRODUCE DISCORD be-
tween two nations which ought to be the friends of each other.

“H no regulatio:: can be formed which shall effectually secure all seamen on
board American merchantmen, we have a right to expect from the. justice of the.

“British government, from its regard for the friendship of the United States, and its
own honor, thet it !l manifest the sincerity of its wishcs to redress this offence,
Dy punishing. those who comuit it. ‘

““We hope, however, that an agreement may be entered into satisfactory and
beneZcial to bot'. parties. The articie which appears to have been transmitied by
my predecessor, while it satisfies this country, wili probably restore tothe naval
service of Great-Britain a greater number of seamen than will be loat by it
Shouid we even be mistaken in this calculation, yet the difference cannot be put in
competition with the mischief which may result from the 1zRITATION JUSTLY EXCiT-
ep by this practice, throughout the United States. The extent and justice of the
rescatments it produces, may be estimated in Britain by inquiring whet impressions
would be made on them by similar conduct on the part of this government.

“‘Shou!d we impress from {he merchant service of Britain not on:y Aniericans,
but foreigners, and even British subjects, how lonz wouid such a course of injury
unredreszed, be permitted to pass unrevenged? Howzlong would the government be’
content with unsnccessful remonstrence ? I believe, sir, that only-the most pror.;t
correction of, or compensation for, the abuse, would be admitted as satisfaction in
such a cace. o — .

“Is it not more advisabie to desist fror.and to take effectual measures to prevent
an acknowledged wrong, than by perseverance in that wrong to excite against them-
selves THE WELL FCUNDED-RESENTMENTS of America, acd foree our gevernment ints
:neagures which mzv very possibly ‘erminate in CPEN RUPTTRE.” :




