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Fsirow Cirrzans, -

INVITED by the committee of arrange-
nts to dehver an addrefs to the republican citizens of
county, who fhould aﬂ'emble on this day and
' this place, I have agreed to comply with the mvita.
m,.with no other unwillingnefs than what proceeds from
knowledge of my want %nabnhty to do juftice to r.he
gafion..

In celebrating the birth day of our country, it has
retofore been ufual for the orators on the occafion, to
e a relation of the perfecuting and oppreflive tranfac-
which led to the diflalution of our conncrion with
- Britain, and to recapitulate the principal evefits
wok place during that arduous apd ever memora-~

ftruggle, wlnch ended in the complete’ emancipation

thd'e tes from the yoke of foreign bondage. If t?!
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other fubje& of equal importance excited our attention, =
‘and called for our congratulations at this time, I fhould *-.
indeed defpair of performimg my tafk with the leaft {atis-
facion to any one prefent, as {fo many of the greateft and |
ableft men have travelled the road before me, that it
would be almoft impoflible to find a folitary {pot which s
has not been completely trod. But if the declaration of -
American independence has, for thirty-three fucceflive an- .
niverfaries, been confidered worthy the celebration of a
whole nation, and the exercife of the moft exalted talents,
furely, the prefervation of that independence from the
great and imminent dangers by which it has recently been
aflailed, is a fubje& of as much importance, and equally
deferving of your confideration on this day. Imprefled
with thefe fentiments, I fhall on this occafion take a fhort --
review of our late political troubles, and fubmit fome ob-
fervations on the caufes of their removal.

As the motives and the condu@ of the two political
parties which have for fome time agitated our country,
will in the courfe of this addrefs, in fome meafure, pafs
under confideration, I fhall ia the firft plice make a few
general remarks on the feveral adminiflrations of our gove
ernment. I wifh it however here to be explicitly under-
ftood, that whatgver blame or cenfure I may impute to
the proceedings f the federalifts, as they are called, or
the prefent oppusers of our government, it is not by any
means intended fhall be app%ied to the federal party gen.
erally. 'Thofe only are alluded to, who are ftyled the
¢ leaders” of the federal party, and whofe whole ftrength
has for feveral years been exerted to weaken and deftroy
the confidence of the people in their rulers that thexmight
fucceed to their places 3 and who have uniformly been in
favor of a war with France and an alliance with England. «e=~
The great body of the American people, including both -
federalMts and republicans, are fincere friends to the wel -
fare of their country. They are willing, if neceffity
fhould require it, to {pend the laft cent of their hard-earn- = ;
ed property, and to facrifice the lalt drop of their hearts’ .-
blood, to maiatain thofe rights, which were purchafed at
fo great a price, and paid for with {fo much labor and toil.

It is true, they often honeftly differ in fentiment as to the
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means of effeCting certain objects for which they are all
anxious ; but this arifes from a variety of caufes, which,
in a government like ours, cannot be controled. It has
been attributed” by {fome to ignorance ; but this is 2 mif-
take. It is certainly a faé which cannot be denied, that
the Americans are the beft informed, as well as the moft
patriotic people on the face of the globe. Having premif-
ed thus much to prevent any mifunderftanding of my fen- -
timents or intentions, I fhall proceed to the fubjects I have
propofed to difcufs.

The hero of the revolution, the immortal WASHING-
TON, wis on the firft organizatior of our government un-
der the federal conftitntion, called by the unanimous voice
of his country to the hy~heft office in the nation. While
_in this 1mport mt ftaton,’ which he filled eight years, he
did all in his power to confirmi by pratice the principles
on which our government is founded, and to eftablith cn
a firm and folid bafis the union of the ftates. At the ex-
piration of the fecond term of his office, hé voluntarily
retired, carrying with him the love and veneration of a
grateful country.

Joun Apawms, was chofen by a majority of 1 or 2
votes over Mr. Jefferfon, to fucceed Gen. Wathington,
and entered on the duties of his office in March, 1797.
Mr. Adams had rendered important fervices to his coun- .
try during the revolutionary war, and had ferved eight
years as vice-prefident under Wathington. From thefe
circumitances it was hoped by thofe who oppofed his elec-
tion that his adminiftration would, at leaft, be of no ma-
terial differvice to the nation. But in this expe&ation
even they were unhappily difappointed ;3 and a great ma-
jority of the American people foon faw ample caufe to re-
gret the elevation of Mr. Adams to the prefidential chair.
It was foon found that a Britifh fa&ion, which then exift-
ed, and which ftill exifts m this country, and of which
the old prefident himfelf has lately given us a good ac-
count, obtained an undue influence in the cabinet. Pref-
ident Adams, though hon~ft,%was poflefled of a confider-
able fhare of vanity, and of a credullty Hable to eafy im-
pofiton. By flattering the one and taking advantage of
the other, this faction gained an afcendency over the ex- .



4

ecutive, which foon fecured to itfelf the uncontroled man.
agement of the public affairs. Its whole obje@ then was,
as it has ever fince been, to involve the country in a war
with France, -and to form a clofe conne&ion with Eng-
land. Every perfon who had independence enough to
cenfure or oppofe the meafures which were adopted, was
denounced as a jacobin and a traitor, and was confidered
a fit fubje@ for the nioft cruel perfecution. The coun-
try was faddled with dire& taxes, ftamp duties, large
ftanding armies,* and an expenfive navy ; the public debt
by profligate expenditure and unneceflary loans, was
fwelled to an enormous amouat ; alien and fedition laws
were pafled, by the latter of which, our citizens were
confined in dungeons merely for difapproving the meaf-
ures of government. To relate all the tyranny and cor-
ruption which difgraced this period, and which will ever
disfigure the fair page of American hiftory, would con-
fume too much time for my prefent purpofe. It may
fafely be faid, that of thofe republics which have exifted
in the world, not one ever made such rapid movements
towards defpotifim, without a revolution or an aéual
change of government, as were witnefled in the United
States during this adminiftration of our government. It
is, notwithftanding, due to the chara&er of Mr. Adams to
remark, that towards the latter part of his prefidency, he
difcovered the impofitions which had been practifed upon

* Jt awill be found on examination, that Prefident Adams
was authorifed by different laws of Congrefs, from the 28th of
Mazy, 1798, to the 3d of March, 1799, to raife upwards of
Sifty thoufand men.

In the fpring of 1808, alaw was paffed authorifing 6000
men to b: raifed, of wbhich about half have been enliffed. This
is Mr. Jefferfon’s mighty flanding army about whick fo much
nsife has been made. It appears then that under Prefident Ad-
amsy laws were paffed for the raifing of upwards of 50,000
men ; under Prefident Jefferfon a law was paffed for the raif-
ing of 6000 men, awhich tog. b.r awith the exifling forces of the
United Siates when this all paffed, would not be more than the
Sforces of the United States, previous to the paffage of any of the
abovementioned laaws in Mr. Adams’ time. - |
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him, and with contempt and indignation difcarded the
men, who had been the authors of his ruin and his coun-
try’s misfortunes.

THomas JEFFERsON was elected prefident, in oppofi-
tion to Mr. Adams, and was fworn into office on the 4th
day of March, 1801. He was hailed as the political
mefliah of a fuffering people, and truly may it be faid,
he has faved them.  The pledge which he gave to his
country in being the author of that inftrument which is
the fole caufe of this affemblage, he has amgply redeemed.
The firlt obje& of his prefidential labors was, to correét
the abufes of the preceding adminiftration. The whole
fyltem of internal taxation, which had become fo oppref-
five was abolifhed ; the alien and fedition laws were re-
pealed, a hoft of unneceffary officers were difpenfed with ;
and proper means were devifed for the payment of the
pubiic debt. No language can give fo good an account
of the benefits relulting from Mr. Jefferfon’s meafures,
and the fatisfaction which they gave to the people of the
United States, as the great increafe of votes which he had
at his fecond eletion. In 1801, he was chofen by a ma-
jority of 8 votes ; in 1805, there were but 14 votes againft
him out of 176. The refpe&ive meafures of the two po-
litical parties had pafled m1 review before the nation, and
an almoft unanimous decifion in favor of republican prin«
ciples was made. Thus had the federal party, in 1805,
become nearly extin®. We had become a united people.
Harmony was 1eftored to focial intercourfe, and political
intolerance was banithed from our land.

It was not long after this period, that the firft indica-
tions of an approaching ftorm were perceived, and that
we firft had reafon to apprehend thofe difficulties with
which we have been embarraffed, and of which 1 fhall
now proceed to give an account. '

On the 21t day of Nov. 1806, the French govern-
ment, profefledly in retaliation of certain orders of block-
ade’of the Britith government, not warranted by the laws
of mnations, declared Great Britain and her dependencies
in a itate of blockade. On the firft promulgation of this
decrec, Jie American minifter at Paris loft no time in de-
manding from the French government an explanation of
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its intention as to the enforcement of the decree againft
the commerce of the United States. He received for an-
{wer that it was not intended to violate any ftipulation
contained in the convention between France and the Uni-
ted States ; confequently, that the commerce of the latter
would not be molelted by the decree. On the 7th day of
January, 1807, the Britifh government iffued an order in
council, forbidding’ neutrals to trade from the ports of
one belligerent to the ports cf another belligerent. On
the 11th day of November, 1807, the Britith orders in
council were pafled which interdi&ted our trade with al-
moft the whole world, except on condition of touching at
a Britith port and purchafing a licence. In the month of
December, 1807, information was received by the Prefi-
dent from our miniiter at Paris, that a decifion had been
made in France extending for the firft time the operation
of the decree of November 21, 1806, commonly called
the ¢ Berlin decree,”” to the neutral trade of the United
States ; and about the fame time the fubftance of the Brit-
ifh orders of Ndvember appeared in the newf{papers as a-
bout to be pafled. On the 18th of December, the Prefi.
dent on account of thefe ¢ great and increafing dangers”
to our commerce, advifed Congrefs to lay an. embargo ;
which was done on the 22d of the fume month.

I will now for 2 moement go back to fome occurrences
of a.different nature.

In the month of June, 1807, an attack was made by
the Britifh fhip of war, Leopard, on the American frig-
ate Chefapeake, within the junifdi@ional limits of the U.
nited States 3 by which fome of the crew of the Chefa-
peake were murdered,, while feveral others were taken by
force and carried on board the Britith fquadron then en-
joying the benefits of hofpitality in our waters. This a&,
however encrmous in itfelf, was rendered the more aggra-
vating by the confideration that it afforded conclufive ev-

- idence of- the uncontroled.determination of the Britith na-

val commanders, to improve every opportunity, to infult
our fovereignty, and abufe our hofpitality. For it is pro-

« per here to obferve, that feveral prominent inftances of the

like nature, had occurred in the courfe of twg or three
years previqus to this tranfg&tion. I will inftance two of
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them..—In the fummer of 1804, the Britifh frigate Cam-
brian, commanded by Capt. Bradley, while in the very
harbor of New-York, boarded a merchant veflel, and im-
prefled and carried off a number cf {feamen and paflen-
gers, to be put in fervice on board the Britith fhips of war.
After having cocmmitted this unwarrantable a&, Captain
Bradley firft refifted the marfhal in the execution of his
duty, and then added infult to injury, by declaring that
his {hip, while lying in the harbor of New-York, had dc-
minion around her within a certain diftance. In the ipring
of 1806, the Leander, commanded by Capt. Whitby, al-
fo within the harbor of New-York, wantonly commenced
a fire upon an American veffel, on board of which John
Pierce, an American, was killed. Thefe outrages had, -
feverally, been officially reprefented to the Britilh govern-
ment, in expectation that fome atonement would have
been offered us, and that fome meafures would have been
taken for the difcontinuance of fuch lawlefs and unwuar-
rantable proceedings. Qur complaints in the cafe of Capz.
Bradley, had becn anfwered by the promotion of that of-
ficer 1o the command of a 74. Capt. Whitby had bcen
called to a mock trial, and acquitted ; and he too was pro-
moted to a high command. The recolle&ion of thefc e-
vents thercfore, in conjunction with the attack on the
Chefapeake, could not fail to aroufe the feelings of the
American people to the higheft pitch of indignation wnd
refentment. The Prefident of the United “States, whoie
duty it was to guard, if poflible, againft a longer contin-
uance of “hefe repeated aéts of violence and flaughter, on
the 2d of July, 1807, iffued a proclamation, interditing
our waters and harbors to all Britith armed veflels. Mr,
Munreoe, our minifter at London, was, without delay, in-
ftruéted not only to demand from the Britith government

at fatisfaction which was due to the hcnor and dignity
of the United States for the particular outrage on the
Chefapeake, but to make anpther folemn appeal to the
juftice of the Britifh governmeg:t, for a fettlement of the
original caufe from whence fo many difficulties had arii-
en. Could this obje&t have been zccomplithed—w—could
fome adjullment of the claim on the part of Grear Brit-
ain to {earch ous veflels for feamen have been effeéted, the
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principal fource of contention between the two countries
would have been dried up. .It is true, indeed, that the
Britith government difavows the right to {earch our: na-
tional thips ; but it is equally true, that from the pratice
of fearching our merchant vetlels, have proceeded all thefe
infults and abufes of the Britifk naval officers. Until,
therefore, fome arrangement on this fubje@ fhall take
place ; until we fhall be in fome mecafure fecured againft
this inhuman practice of taking our citizens from our vef-
fels, and forcing them to fight the unrighteous battles of
a foreign defpot, we can never have a peace with England
which fhall be uninterrupted with continual broils and
quarrels.
When the news of the encounter between the Leopard
-and the Chefapeake arrived in England, the king, fenfible
that fomething was neceffary to calm, in fome meafure,
the agitated minds of the American people, but that more
required to be done to preferve even the fhow of honor in
himfelf, made a formal difavowal of the a& of Admiral
Berkley, under whofe orders the captain of the Leopard
had a&ed. But here let it be obferved, that whilft this
atrocious a& was in form difavowed, it was in reality appre-
ved of, and in fulflance confirmed, by the condemnation and
execution- of one of the men taken from the Chefapeake.
If the a& of taking the men was confeffedly wrong, to de-
tain them was equally wrong, and to hang one of them
much more fo. To continue a wrong after acknowledg-
ing in the face of the world that it is {o, is furely at leaft
as reprehenfible as the commenceimnent of it. If the king
of England was fincere in his difavowal, why were not
the men which he thus declared to be wrongfully taken,
imimediately ordered to be reftored ? Why was not Ad-
miral Berkiey punifhed, or at leaft called to an impartial
trial 2 He was to be fure, a confiderable time after this
affair had taken place, recalled from the American fta-
tion, not for punifhment, but to receive the ufual reward
fox_his fervices, promotion to @ more imporiant. place.  Such
was the hollow hearted conduc of the Britifh govern-
ment ; fuch was the infincerity of that difavowal, which,
it has been contended rendered it an a& of aggreflion on
the part of the American government to continue in force
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meafures of defence againft fimilar a&s of violence and in.
fult, until we {thould receive fome indemnity for the paf
and fecunty for the future. 4

Our minifter in England on the 7th of September,
1807, made application to the Britith government for an
adjuftment of the claim to fearch our veflels, as well as
reparation for the particular injury in the attack on the
Chefapeake. The Britifh government refufed to come to
any fettlement with regard to the right of fearch, but de-
clared itfelf willing to make fatisfaction for the affair of
the Chefapeake. This was to no purpofe. 'The Prefident
of the United States, anxious to have a final fettlement of
the great fource from which fo much trouble had already
originated, and confidering the one queftion conne&ed
with the other, as the limb is with the body, had given
Mr. Munroe authority to fettle the two cafes joinsly but
not feparately. 'The Britifh government, however, figni-
fied its intention to Mr. Munroe to fend a fpecial minifter
to the United States, with power to fettle for the attack of
the Leopard on the Chefapeake, provided the American
government would confent to feparate that cafe from the
one with which it had been connefted. Accordingly,
George H. Rofe, who was feleted for that purpofe, left
- London .. the month of November, 1807, and arrived at
Wathington towards the latter part of December, and a-
bout the time Congrefs laid the embargo.

At this period, the fragment of the federal party,
which had been kept alive by a few ambitious and defign-
ing men, began to be infpired with hopes of regaining
that power, which it had once fo fhamefully abufed, and
from which it had 7 years before been driven by the indig-
nant voice of an injured and infulted people. Our gov-
ernment had been compelled by the extraordinary pofture
of affairs in Europe, to refort to a meafure, which noc-
thing but the commanding neceflity_of fclf prefervation
could have induced it to adopt ; and which it was known,
wculd bear confiderably kard upon our own ciiizens.
France and Great Britain, under pretence of*retaliating
upon one another for previous injuries, were pafling or-
ders and decrees which were tearing up neutral commerce
by its very roois. We had an immenfe mercantile capi-

-
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tal, of which we were about to-be robbed under thefe .r~
-bitrary and unprincipled edi¢ts. Our trade with the whole
world was cut off. Under thefe circumftances, it was
thought beft to take careé of what property we had at
home, and to gather in that which was afloat,. before any
thing further fhould be done. At the fame time it was
fuppofed, that from the dependance of the belligerent
powers upon us for fupplies of various kinds, the embar-
go would operate as a coercive as well as a precautionary
meafure, and ftill poflefs no features of a hofile nature, fo
.as to clofe the doer to amicable difcuffion and friendly ne-
ﬁociation. "T'his moment of danger and of difficulty was
aiied by the leaders of the oppofition, as peculiarly auf-
picious to the gratification, of their ambitious defires. The
firlt and great obje& of !t\lefe men was, to keep from the
people as much as poflible the real caufe of our embar-
raflments, fo as to throw the whole blame on our govern-
ment. The cry of French influence was the hobby horie
which was rode fromr one end of the union to the other #o
hide the light, while the embargo was the ladder by which
they expe&ed to climb in the dark to the highelt places of
political honor ad promotion. The condué of the Brit-
ifh government was juftified, and that of our own gov-
ernment reprobated, in every inftance of difpute between
the two countries. Our government was repréfented as
hoftile to commerce, and the embargo as a meafire in-
tended to deftroy it. A war with France and an alliance
- with England, was advacated as the only meafure of fafe-
ty which could, confiftently with our honor and owr in-
tereft be adopted.

. During the months of January, February and March,
1808, the negociation between Mr. Madifon and Mr.
Rofe was goirg on. Before the correfpondence which had
paflfed between them was made public, reports were cir-
culated throunghout the country that our government refuf-
ed to fettle the affair of the Chefapeake by itfelf, although
Great Britain had fent a fpecial minifter to the United
States for that purpofe. It was alfo confidently afferted
by the oppofition, thaj the Prefident would not confent to
repeal his proclamation, interdfl'ting the armed veilels of
Great Britain, even on condition that ample reparation
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for the a& of Admiral Berkley fhould be previoufly offer.
ed and accepted. It was ftated that.Mr. Rofe had appli-
ed to Mr. Madifon in dire& terms, to be informed wheth-
er, if he fhould offer {uch reparation fer the attack onthe
Chefapeake as fhould be acc:fted by our government, the
Prefident’s proclamation would be, in that cafe, refcind-
ed ; and that Mr. Madifdn had anfwered, that the proc-
lamation would not be revoked on our receiving fatisfac-
tion for that aggreffion alone. No perfon. at that time
{fuppofed, that Mr. Rofe had demagded the repeal of the
proclamation before atonement fhould have been made for
the principal aggreflion which led to its adoption ; but the
ftory went, that the Prefident had refufed to revoke that
inftrument after fuch atonement fiould have been receiv-
ed. \
Some'ggne in the month of March, 1808, the letters
which had paffed between Mr. Madifon and Mr. Rofe
were made public. It then appeared that Mr. Rofe had
4/} demanded that the fubje& of the Chefapeake fhould
be treated feparately. 'The Prefident, notwithftanding the
- intimate connexion between that cafe and the claim to
fearch our veflels, and the confequent determination he had
formed not to feparate them, had from a difpofition to
meet on fair grounds even every fhow of conciliation on
the part of Great Britain, a&ually confeated to treat the
affair of the Leopard and the Chefapeake precifely as the
Britith government had all along required. The next de-
mand was that the Prefident’s proclamation dhould be re-
{cinded before any difcuflion thould be entered into. This
was confidered by our government an inadmiflible claim.
It was an attempt to convert the aggreffor into the injur-.
ed party. ‘The ground on which this demand was at-
tempted to be fupported was, that as the Prefdent’s proc-
lamation, it was contended, was a meafure of retaliation,
the continnaticn of it after the ‘King’s difavowal was an
ac of hoftility. Admitting this pofition to be corre&, ev-
ery principle of juttice and of common fenfe requires, that
he who does the firft wrong fhould make atonement, He-
fore he can atk reparation tor a fmaller injury, growing
out of that wrong which was done by himfelf. - Mr. Mad-
ifon however informed Mr. Rofe, that if he would dif-
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dofe the terms he was authorifed to offer in cafe of a come
pliance with his derand, and they fhould be confidered
fatisfaGory by our government, the Prefident was wil.
ling that the repeal of the proclamation fhould. take place
at the fame time with the a& of reparation for the fingle
aggreflion on the Chefapeake. But firange as it may
feem, the gentleman would not condefcend even to give
us this information. 'What more could our government
have done ? Did not Mr. Madifon offer to meet the Brit-
ifh minifter on Aalfcway ground ? If the proclamation had
been revoked, as was required, the terms which Mr. Rofe
intended, in that cafe to offer, might have been full and
honorable, and they might not have been fo. If they
fhould have proved not fatisfattory to our government, we
fhould have received no compeniation for our bumble boww
to the Britilh Rose. S |

It was now evident, as has been faid in the Britifh Par.
liament even by Mr, Whitbread, that Rofe’s miffion meant
any thing but cenciiation. Indeed that the Britith gov-
ernment did not fend that minifter to the United States,
to make a fair and honorable atonement for the condu&
of Admiral Berkley is clearly to be difcovered, both from
the ‘extraordinary referve of Mr. Canning towards Mr.
Munroe on this fubje&, and from the demand made by
Rofe that the Prefident’s proclamation fhould be refcind«
ed as a preliminary to any difcuffion which, in the opin-
ion of the Britith government itfelf, was an improper de-
mand,

On the 10th of O&ober, 1807, Mr. Munroe wrote a
letter to Mr. Madifon, in which he fays, “ not being fat-
isfied with the undefined chara&er of the propofed mif-
fion to the United States, and Mr. Canning having com-
municated nothing new to me on the fubjed, in my inter-
view with him on the day I was prefented to the king, al-
though an opportunity was offered for the purpofe, I wrote
him a note after the commencement of this letter, tc make
certain inquiries on that head, a copy of which note and
his anfwer is herewith enclofed. You will obferve that he
ftill holds himfelf aloof on it. I thought it my duty and
that it comported-with ftri& delicacy to make the inqui-
ry; and J cannot but confider bis referve as gffording caufe for

-
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an unfavorable inference.”” Here it is feen that Mr. Mun.
roe, who from his fituation was certainly well enabled to
judge, formed an unfavorable opinion of Rofe’s miffion
even in the very outfet. If conciliation was the obje& on
the part of Great Britain of this fpecial miffion to the U-
nited States, why was not Mr. Munroe treated with more
franknefs on the fubje& ? Was it becaufe the Britith gov-
ernment had given Mr. Rofe conditional inftru&ions ? V7as
the nature and extent of the miffion to be kept a profound
fecret, until the minifter thould have been at Wathington
long enough, to afcertain how large a party Great Britain
had in the United States ; and whether that party was
likely to grow larger or fmaller ; and then to a¢t as under
exifting circumftances, he fhould judge moft proper to
further the views of the Britifh cabinet ?

As to the demand made by Mr. Rofe, it is perfectly
plain, that even in the opinion of the Britith government,
it was an improper one. Mr. Canning in his letter to Mr.
Munroe of the 23d of September 1807, on the fubje& of
the Leopard and the Chefapeake; does not pretend that the
repeal of the Prefident’s proclamation ought to be*a pre-
liminary to any negociation ; but, that as the proclama-
tion was (in his view) a meafure of retaliation, he con-
tended that it ought to be taken into confideration in ma-
king up the amount of compenfation admitted to be due to
the United States. He fays, ¢ The whole of the quef-
- tion arifing out of that tranfa&ion, is in fa& no other than
a queftion as to the amount of a reparation due by his
majefty for the unauthorifed a& of his odicer : and you
will therefore readily perceive that, in o far as the gov-
ernment of the United States have thought proper to take
that reparation into their own hands, and to refort to mea-
fures of retaliation, previoufly to any dire& application to
the Britifh government or to the Britifh minifter in Amer-
ica for redrefs ; in {o far the Britith government is enti.
tled to take fuch meafures into account and te confider
them in the ¢ffimate of reparation which is acknowledged
to have been originally due.” ‘Towards the latter part of
the fame letter, after recalling Mr. Munroe’s attention to
this fubject, he fays, ¢ Into the difcuffion of this queftion
I am prepared to enteré” ¢ The difficulties in the way of



14

N
an adjuftment are already fmoothed, by the difavowal,
voluntarily offered at the very outfet of the difcuflion, of
the general and unqualified pretenfion to fearch thips of
war for deferters. There remains only to afcertain the
facts of the particular cafe, and to proportion the repara-
tion to the wrong.”” Thus it appears, that in September,
1807, it was admitted by Mr. Canning, that the Prefi-
dent’s proclamation did not in the leaft impair the obliga-
tion on the part of Great Britain to make atonement tfor
the aggreflion of Admiral Berkley ; it was only contend-
ed that it ought to /fen the amount of the ¢ reparation ac-
knowledged to have been originally due to the United
States.” In January, 1808, only four months afterwards,
Mr. Rofe declared, that he was “ exprefsly precluded from
entering upon any megociation for the adjufiment of the differen-
ces arifing from the encounter between the Leopard and the Chef-
apcake as long as the proclamation of the Prefident of the Unit-
ed Statesy of the 2d of July, 1807, fboyld be in force”> Why
this change ? Why make a demand in January, which, it
was not thought proper to make in September preceding ?
From thefe fa&s, and from the fufpicions which Mr. Mun-
roe entertained when Rofe left London for Warhington,
is it not completely demonftrated, that this fpecial miffion
about which fo much has been faid, muft be attributed to
other caufes than tlhiat of a fincere defire on the part of
his Britannic majefty, to make a juft and honorable repa-
ration for a diftinguifhed and acknowledged wrong ?

The fituation in which the country was placed in the
fpring and fummer of 1808, was by no means free from
great peril.  The affair of the Chefapeake was unfettled ;
the Britith orders and French decrees were flili in force ;
and our embargo was of courfe continued. This was not
all. The two great belligerent powers of Europe were
ufing all their endeavors to draw us, into their unprinci.
pled quarrels. Each complained of our partiality for the
other. 'The Britith government declared, that by fub-
~ mitting to the meafures of France, we had forfeited our

right to compiain of thofe of England. On the other
hand, the French government contendcd, tuat ¢ while
the United States allowed that their vefiils 1ight be vif
ited by England, that fhe might drag themn into her ports
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and turn them from their deftination ; while they did not
oblige Eagland to refpe their flag. and the merchandize
which it covered ; they bound themfelves by that tolers
ance towards England, to allow alfo the meafures of re-
prifal which France was obliged to employ on her part.”
But the moft difgraceful fcenes, with {forrow do I fpeak
it, were referved to be acted by fome of our own citizens.
In proportion as the difficulties in our foreign relations ine
creafed, fo did the hopes of the oppofition to overturn our
government alfo increate. It was well known by the fed.
eral leaders, that the fuccefs of their nefarious fchemes,
was wholly dependunt on the misfortunes of their coun.
try. For it was admitted by all candid and upright men
of both parties, that if the meafures which had been a-
dopted by our government, fhould eventually fucceed in
bringing about an honorable fettlement of our difficuities
without a refort to war, the adminiftration would be en-
titled to the beft fupport of the nation. To prevent fuch
an iffue, therefore, was the great object of the oppofition.
Every breeze which wafted favorable tidings acrofs the
Atlantic, was to the enemies of our government, as the
approach of death is to the hardened finner, whofe heart
knows no repentance. Every poflible exertion was made
to prevent the luws from being put in execution. Every
embarrafiment was thrown in the way of the officers of
government. 'The feeds of difcord and difunion were ev-
ery where fown. No tale which the united power of art
and faltehood could invent, to create jealoufy and diftruft
again{t the government, was left untold. In fome places,
a&ual rebellion againit the laws of the United States, was
carried on under color of the ftate laws. With this « drag

chain of oppofition” about its neck, our government was

contending with the two moft powerful nations in the
world, for rights on which were fufpended our fovereign-’
ty and otir independence. 'The ftruggle was an arduous

and an interefting one.  The very exiftence of our gov-

ernment was threatened with inevitable deftrution. 'The

foundation of the temple of libetty fhook. The moment

fcemed to be at hand, when the faireft fabric which hu-

man hands have ever reared, was to be demolithed by the
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rude fhocks of faction. The « fole depofitary of human
liberty,” the ¢ laft hope of man in this mortal world,”
was about to be deftroyed. Our rulers, amidft all thefe
portentous indications of ruin and defiru&ion, ftood firm
and unmoved at their pofts. With the conftitution for
their coat of armor, and truth and juftice for their weap-
ons, they repelled with noble fortitude every aflault that
was made upon them ; and purfued with undeviating firm-
nefs, a fyftem of policy which has thus far been fuccefs-
ful, and which, in all probability, will lead to a happy ter-
ﬁ;nation of all our differences with both France and Eng-

d ,

In the month of Auguft, 1808, Mr. Pinkney, then our -
minifter in England, by inftru&ions from the Prefident of
the United States, affured the Britifh fecretary, that if
Great Britain would repeal her orders in council as it re-
garded the United States, the Prefident would fufpend the
operation of the embargo laws as it refpe&ted Great Brit-
ain, agreeably to the a& of congrefs giving him that au-
thority ; at the fame time our reftri®tions would be con-
tinued as againft France. This offer of compromife was
rejeted by the Britith government in the moft contemptu-
ous manner. The fame offer was made to France, and
fhe treated us, if poflible, ftill more contemptuoufly, by
not returning any anfwer.

About the firft of March laft, the embargo laws were
repealed, except as to France and Great Britain, and a ,
non-intercourfe with thofe two nations was adopted.
Much oppofition was made by the minority in congrefs,
to the paifage of the non-intercourfe law. It was repre-
fented to be a greater a@ of hoftility towards England,
and fubferviency to the will of France, than any thing
which our rovernment had yet done.

In the month of April laft, a meflenger arrived from
England with difpatches for the Pritith minifter in Amer.
ica ; in confequence of which, Mr. Erfkine tendered our
government an honorable reparation for the attack on the
Chefapeake. 'This being made without any conditions at-
tached to it, was frankly accepted by our government.—
Mr. Erkine then offered, on.the part of his government,
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to withdraw the orders in council of January and Novem-
ber 1807, on condition that the Prefident would iflue a
proclamation for the renewal of intercourfe between the
two countries. ‘This propofal was alfo accepted, and a
proclamation iffued acccordingly.

It is now faid by the oppofition that our goverament
by the late fettlement with England has abandoned the
ground which it had for fome time attempted to fupport,
and agreed to the fame terms that were offered by Great
Britain two years ago. ‘The foundatien of this affertion
ought to be well examined. If the fame terms have only
been obtained now which might have been had two years
ago, the public affairs have certainly been mifmanaged.
I?, on the other hand, the aflertion is not true, its au-
thors thould be marked as wicked and unprincipled ca-
luinniators.

It is difficult to underftand what is meant by the re-
peated declarations, that we might have had the fame
terms two years ago that we have now obtained, as moft
of thofe who procliim the faét to be fo, when queftioned
or difputed know nothing about it. A few hewever, when
clofely drove on the fubje@®, have pointed to the note ac-
companying Mr. Munroe’s treaty as containing that offer
which s every where heard of, but no where {een.

The Prelident had inftruéted our minifters in England
to make no treaty with Great Britain, which fhould not
contain {ome flipulation againft the practice of imprefl-
ing men from viuir veflels.  To have entered into one with-
out fome provifion on that fubje&, would have been a vir-
tual furrender of the right of our citizens to travel the
ocean unmolefted by Pritifh prefl-gangs ; and would have
laid but a feeble foundation for a la%tin'g peace between
the two nations. Qur minifters however, for reafons
which it is unnecefiory here to enter ingo, did agree upon
a4 treaty, which made no proviion againft this abufive
pruftice, and to which too, there were other objections cf
lefs importance. To this treaty was attached a note from
the Britith commiflioners to our minifters, which at the
time it was firit publifhed in the United States, drew forth
a general burft of indignation ; a ncte which contained,
»ot an bansrable offer, but the molt infulting d:mand, that
B 2

—
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one independent nation has ever dared to make of another,
This writing is now faid to centain an honorable propofi~
tion, which, if it had been agreed to, would have pre-
vented the orders in council from having been paffed.
Suppefing for a moment, that this inftrument had con-
tained an honorable propofition, was it the duty of our
government to agree to a treaty which was wholly defec-
tive on the moft important and interefting point in con-
trover{y, becaufe an advantageous propofal accompanied
it on a fubje& of lefs importance ? But let me exhibit this
famous note in its true light. The material part of it is
as follows, ¢ The underfigned proceed to the fignature
under the full perfuafion that before the treaty fhall be re-
turned from America, with the ratification of the United
States, the enemy will either have formally abandoned or
tacitly relinquithed his unjuft pretenfions, or that the gov-
ernment of the U. States, by its condu& or aflurances,
will have given fecurity to his majefty that it will not fub-
mit to fuch innovations in the eftablifhed fyftem of mari-
time law : and the underfigned have prefented this note
from an anx’..us wifh that it {hould be clearly underftood
on boih fides that without fuch an abandonment on the
part of the enemy, or fuch aflurances or fuch condu& on
the part cf the United States, his majefty will not con-
fider himfelf bound by the prefent fignature to ratify the
treaty, or precluded from adopting fuch meafures as may
feem neceflary for counteracting the defigns of his enemy.”
Here was an open declaration that, ¢ his majefty would
not confider himfelf bound by the fignature of his com-
miflioners to the.treaty, unlefs our government awov/d give
Jecurity to bis majefly that it would not fubmit to the decrees,
of I'rance”” If there was really any ¢ffer here, as has
been reprefented, it amounted fimply to this ; that if our
government woull confent to be dittated m its conduct
towards another nation, by his majefty, then his majelty
would agree to be fo very honorable as not to violate a
contra® which he had juft made in the moft formal man-
ner. Admitting that our government had been {o conde-
fcending as to comply with his majefty’s very medifl re-
quefl, who was to decide whether we did or did not fub-
mit to th: meafures of France ! Was it to be left entirely
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with the Britith government to determine, what would a«~
mount to refiftance on our part, and whether any thing
fhort of an a&ual decluration of war would not be fubmii=~
fion ? We have indeed feen, that notwithftanding our gov-
ernment has done every thing againft France, except de-
ciaring war, the Britifh government fays we have fubmit-
ted. If then our government had given his Britannic ma-
jelty bail for its good bebavior, it will be readily feen, that
it would have been perfeély difcretionary with his royal
majelty to have declared the bonds forfeited at any moment
he might have thought proper. There is one thing more
which I think muft put this point at reft. Only eight days
after the treaty and this note were figned, and without
waiting for an anfwer to the requeft contained in the lat-
ter, or for information as to the courfe our government
fhould adopt towards France, the DBritith government i:-
fued the pernicious and retaliatory ®rder of January 7,
1807. The very thing which the Britifh government by
this note had pledged itfelf not t0 do, provided our gov-
ernment would confent, before the final ratification of the
treaty, to give the fecurity required, awas aftually dome b:c-
Jore this inflrument had left England for ihe United States.  The
cafe then ftands thus : Great Britain faid, that if the A-
merican government would by a certain time give her fo-
curity to refift the decrees of Fronce, the wou!d coniider
the treaty binding on her part, and would not adopt any
meafures in retahiation of thefe decrees by which neutral
commerce might fuffer injury ; but.direély after this dec-
laration was made, and before the American government
could give its an{wer, Great Britain did a&ually pafs a re-
taliatory order in council, c¢f a very deftrudive nature to
the commerce of the Unired States. . The order of the
7th of January, therefore, was a complete revocation of
whatever propofal ‘this note may in the firft place have
contained ; and was a flagrant violation of the treaty, to
which the faith of tl Britifh government had jult been
pledged by the moft folemn fan&ions. Tkhis then is the
boafted offer about which fo much has been faid, but which
has, very carcfully and very wifely too, been kept out of
igut.
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It is contended by fome of the friends of the admr-
iftration, tha: the late compromife with England has been
made on the very fame terms which have heretofore been
offered by our government, and of which I have already
fpokea. This is not corre&t. The propofals lately made
by Mr. Erfkine, and which have been acceded to, are even
more honorable to the United States and lefs advantageous
to’Great Britain, than thofe which had heretofore been of-
fered on our part. The offer made laft fummer by our
minifter in England to the Britifh government was, that
if Great Britain would repeal her orders as it refpeted
the United States, the Prefident would fufpend the opera-
tion of the embargo laws agamnft her, and continue it as a-
gainf France. 'The propofition lately made by Mr. Erfk-
ine 13, to ¢ withdraw the orders in council of January and
November 1807, in the perfuafion that the Prefident would
iffue a proclamation for. the renewal of intercourfe with
Great Britain.”” Here is no condition, as we even offer-
ed laft fammer, that our reftri®tions fbould be continued as
againfl France ; and the exiftence of the French decrees,
which was alleged as the caufe for refufing our propofal
isnot even mentioned. It was well known to Mr. Ertk-
ine that our embargo and non-intercourfe laws wcre to ex-
pire at the end of the prefent feflion of congrefs, and ftill
no promife was exacted that they fhould be renewed a-
gainft any nation. In the cafe of the Chefapeake, our go-
vernment as I have already fhewn, offered Mr. Rofe to
admit the armed veflels of Great Britain into our ports,
from the moment atonement fhould have been made for
the injury we had received-by that tranfation. Now, hon-
orable reparation has been made us without this admiflion
of the Britith armed veflels, or even the flighteft engage-
ment that this privilege fhould ever again be granted.
The interdi&ion to be fure, will expire on the clofe of the

prefent feflion of congrefs, if the firft fe&icn of the non-
mtercou; fe law fhould not be renevied ; but in that cale,
the admiffion of the Britifh veflels of war, will be entire-
ly voluntary on our part, and without arifing from any
ftipulations entered into or required for that purpofe.

It is pretended by the oppofition, that Great Britain
has heretofore rejected thefe offers on our part to treat with
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her, bec-.fe her navy w*xs-exclv&ed from our ports, while
that of her enemy was admitted., “To prove the falfity of
this declaration, I fhall refer to the Britifh minifters them-
felves. Mr. Canning, in his a~{wer to the letter of Mr.

Pinkney of Auguft laft, containing the offer of comprom-
ife, after fpeaking of the confederacy againft Great Brit-
ain by molt of the powers of the continent, and the great
injury which the Berlin decree was defigned to do to the
commerce of England, fays : ¢« Thefe confiderations com-
pel his majefty to adhere to the principles, on which the
orders in council of January and November, 1807, are
founded fo long as France adheres to that {yltem by which
his majefty’s retaliatory meafures are occafioned and. Juf-
tified.”” ‘The exiftence of the Prefident’s proclamation was
never afligned by the Britifh government as a reafon for
the contimuance of the oxgers in council ; but the fole
fround on which thefa orders were always pretended to be
aid, and their continuance juftified; was that they were
m retaliation of the French decrees, and that therefore,
while thefe decrees exifted, the orders would of courfe be
continved. The fact is, that the interdifting proclama-
tion was a thing in no wife conneéted with the orders in
eouncil and the embargo.

Mr. Rofe, on the other hand, did not refufe to agree
to the terms propofed by Mr. Madifon on the fubject of
the Leopard and the Chefapeake, becaufe the fhips of
France were not interdited as well as thofe of England.
He contended that we had taken reparation into-our own
hands, and thereby forfeited the right t¢ demand it, un-
til we fhould difcontinue our meafures of retaliation.
« If,” faid he, * when a wrong is comimitted, retaliation
is inftantly reforted to by the mjured party, the door to
pacific adjuftment is clofed, and the means of conciliation
are precluded. The right to demand reparation is incom-
patible with the affumption of it.” It was not pretended
that the extenfion of the interdi@ion to France would have
changed the chara&er of it as againft England. The ob-
jection was founded in the intrinlic nature of the meafure
itielf, and did not arife from the relative fituation in which
it placed the two bellizcrents with the United Statés, or
with each other. It was contended that the proclamation
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was an a& of retaligtion for a wrong which was acknowl-
edged to have been ¢ommitted, and the right to retaliate
was not difputed ; it was only urged that by the exercife
of this right, we had releafed Great Britain from any ob-
ligations the would otherwife have been under of making
reparation. Had this interdictign, in Aprd laft, ceafed to
be an a& of retaliation for an acknowledged wrong re-
ceived from England, becaufe the fame meafure had been
extended to France for injuries received from her ? Had
the right to demand reparation and the aflumption of it
become more compatible tham a year before ?

2 It is fully fhewn then from the fa&s which I have fta-
ted, that our government has from the commencement of
our late difficulties till this time, purfued the fame unde-
viating courie of policy, and that its condué towards the
belligerent powers of Euro as uniformly been diftin-
guilhed by moderation, by iffipartiality and by firmnefs.
On the other hand, it is found, that Great Britain has
been driven from one ground to another, until her diftrefl-
ed and declining fituation has compelled her to abandon
all the arrogant pretenfions fhe had affumed, and to throw
berfelf before us in the humble attitude of fupplication.

France has not yet relaxed in her iniquitous decrees ;
and it will be feen by the lateft accounts from Wafhing-
ton, that our government is determined to continue the
prohibition of commercial intercourfe with her ; a bill for
that purpofe has pafled the fenate without a diffenting vote.
If that nation fhould continue to plunder our commerce
under her piratical edics until the next feflion of congrefs,
fome more efficient meafure will, no doubt, be taken to
bring her to a fenfe of juftice. The French emperor has
all the while declared, that when Eng'und repealed her
c-ders he would difcontinue his decrees. He is now
brought to the teft ; the fincerity of his profeflions will be
weighed by the corre@nefs of his condu& during the prel-
ent recefs of our national legiflature.

The difappointed leaders of the oppofition are now at-
tempting to work a belief upon the minds of the péople,
that England has not fubmitted to us, but that our gov-
ernmant has been humbled by that of Great Britain. To
what a wretched and degraded fituation are thefe men re-
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duced. If they admit, that the meafures of our g -
ment, which they have- oppofed with To much violence,
have in the end turned out well, they not only acknowl-
edge the wickednefs of theirown condud, but blatt every
profpe& of future fuccefs in thetr ambitious fchemes to ob-
tain office and power. They can only therefore attempt
to find refuge from difgrace, by exerting every effort in
their power to degrade their own government and to ex-
alt that of a foreign nation.  They pretend that the vio-
lent oppofition which the embargo and non-interccurfe
laws met with in fome of the eaftern ftates, as well as by
the minority in congrefs generally, drove our gove Taent
to a change of meafures, from which proceeded the-Iate
fettlement with England. If this is true~—if the change
in our fituation is really owing to the firft abandonment of
meafures on our pari, whepslyd that abandonment take
place ? Why was it not di red before the Prefident’s
proclamation made its appearance ? If the oppofers of the
government themfelves are deferving of the leaft fhare of
credit, there certainly had been no change except for the
worfe ; for they declared the non-intercourfe to be fourfold
more injurious to ourfelves, and hoftile towards Englana,
than any meafure which had then been adopted. How
long then are the people of the United States to be trifled
with in this manner. How long will they fuffer fuch im-
pofition ? Will they not henceforth withdraw all confidence
from a fet of men, who have done all in their power to
excite them to infurrection} and rebellion againft that gov-
ernment, which by its wildom and firmnefs, has averted
the ftorm which had gathered and was ready to burft over
our heads, and laid, to all appearances, a fure foundation

, for peace, profperity and happinefs ?

Our commerce will now {oon be reftored to its wont-
ed a&ivity, and all other branches of bufinefs will again

* flourifh as ufual. The American people will be convinc-

ed of the wifdom and integrity of the government ; party

. animofities will ceafe to inflame the minds of neighbors
. and of friends againft each other ; and quarrels and tu-

S
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mults will be no longer heard.
On this day then we have double caufe for rej‘cir}g.

‘ The principles which called forth the declaration of our in-

)
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dependence have, fince the laft anniverfary of that event,
gamed a vi¢tory, which will eftablith them on a furer and
more lafting foundatien than ever. Let us do all in our

power to hand thmure and uncorrupted to our pofteri-
ty. Let us rall d the altar on which they are depof
ited, and there defend them to the lalt moment of our
liyes, or perith in the attempt. N

e

RANDOLPH»~~=RE-FRINTED BY SERENQO WRIGHT.



