.

France was inltituted by G. Britain between

the 16th of May, 1806, and the 7th Jan,
1807, excepting the hlockade of Venice, in.
! ftituted on the S7th of July, 1806, which is
‘. - filldn*force. . .
I beg you to accept the affurances of high
confideration with which I have the honour
" tg:bey firy
* Your moft obedient,
humble fervant,
* (Signed) W ELLESLEY.
William Pinkney, Efq.
ke, &c, e
London, Monday, 2d April, 1810.
Sir
I,lmtl the honour to receive on Saturday
Jat (by Dr. Logan, in the Britith Packet,)
‘your letters of the 20th January and 16z
February.
1"have only time to add, that T am o fee
lord Wellefley to-morrow.
I have the honour to be,
With great conflideration, fir,
Your moft obed’t hum. ferv't,
* Wa. PINKNLY,
The hon. Robert Smith,
&co &eo &,

P i

Copy of a letter from general Arnrftrong to
the duke of -Cuadore, dated Pariz, 21t Feb,
1810, :
"Che minifter plenipotentiary of the United

States has the honour to fubmit to his ex-

cellency the duke of Cadore ~he copy of a

letter this inftan: received from Buyoune, and

begs from him an explanation of the circum-
ftances mentionad in it.

¢ The minifterial difpatch, under date of
the 5thinft, iy arrived at St. Sebafltians, bear-

Ing an order for the immediate tranfportation

= -yttt ve fels o fpiEthe—tequeltered. Amefthercitiseneot thefaid.azess
) Gt B E"”ﬁ?ﬁ!ﬁaim' “What 1s tIs but thie exercile of 7 right; com- |

rican cargoes to Bayonne, t
cultom-haule there, This news is public at
St. Sebaftians; but what is not fo as yet, is,
that the fame order fays, )
© w1l That thefe cargoes are to be fent to
Bayonne, whether the commedities of which
thry are compnled may have come from Eng-
lith commerce or from the produce of the foil
of the U. States.
% 94, That they fhould be {ent to the cuf-
tom-houfe of that place to be fold there.”
The minifter plenipotentiary - flers to his
excellency the affurances of his high confide-
ration.

(Signed)

JOHN ARMSTRONG.

General Armftrong to Mr Sm'th.
Paris, 18th Feb, 1810,

Sir,

I wrote a few lines to you yeflerday an-
nouncing the receipt and tranfimiffion of a
copy ot the duke of Cadure’s note to me of
the 14th inft.

After much ferious refle@ion 1 have tho't
it belt to forbear all notice at prefent of
the errors, as well of fa&t as of argument,
which may be found in the introdutory part
of that nnte; to take the miniiter at hic
word ; to enter at once on the propofed nego-
tiation ; and for this purpofe, to offer to bim
a prujc:l tor renewing the convention of 1800,

This mode will have the advantage of try.
ing the fincerity of the overtures inade by
him, and perhaps ot drawing from him the
precile terms on which his mafter will accom-
modate, If thele be fuch as we avglhit toac-

cept, we (hall have a treaty, in which neither.

our rights nor our wrongs will be forgotten
it otherwife, there will be eanugh. both of
time and occafion, to do jultice to their po-
licy and our own, by a free examination of
each.
1 have the honour to be,
Sir, with very great refpedt,
Your moft obedicnt, and
very humble fervant,

(Signed) JOHN ARMSTRONG.

tlon, Robert Smith.
,Extract of a letter fiom the lame to the

. fame,

¢ 10th M-rch =1 .have at tength received
a verbal mefTage, in anfwer to my note of rhe
211t ult, It was from the minifter of foreign
relations, and in the following words :—* His
majelty has dec:ded to fell the American pro-
perty feizzd in Spain ; but the money ariling
therefrom fhall remain in depot.”—This mel.
fage has given occalion to a lctter from me,

" marked No, 23,

(No. 22.)
Paris, 10th March 1810.

Sir,
I had yeflerday the honour of recciving
a verbal meffage from your excellency, flat-
ing that, *his majefly had decided, that the
Ameridan property feized in the ports of
Spain fhovld be fold, but that the money a-

. 1iling therefrom fhould remain in depot.”

Ou receiving tlus informationy two quefti-
“ons Tuggefted themfelves— ‘
.7 MY, Wirether this decifion was, or was

" :not,extended to fhips, as well s to cargoes ?

" " ing negosiation 1

and .
v~ 8d. Whether the money arifing from the

.~ fales which might be made under it, would, or
< asrould not, be fubject to the lﬂ'd:-M}P; pend-

N .!""
R St

T'he gentleman charged with the delivery
of your meffage not having been inftruéted to-
anfwer thefe queflions, it becomes my duty
to prefent them to your excellency, and requelt
a folution of them. Nor is it lefs a duty on
my part, to examine the ground on which his
majefty has been pleafed to take thisdecifion,
which 1 underftand to be that of reprifal,
fuggelted for the firlt time in the note you
did me the honour to write to me on the 14th
vlt.  In the 4th paragraph of this note, it is
faid, that ¢ his majelly could not bave cal-
culated on the mealures taken by the U. S.
wha, having no grounds of complaint againft
France, have comprifed her in their adts of
exclufion, and fince the month of May
lalt, prohibited the entry into their ports ot
French vefizls, by {ubjeding them to confif-
cation,”’

It is true thatthe U. States have fince
the 20th of May laft forbidden the entry of
French veffels into their harbours—and it is
alfo true that the penalty of confifcation at-
taches to the violation of this law. DButin
what relpet does this offend France 2 Wil
fhe refufe to us the right of regulating com-
mesce within our own ports 2 Or will (he de-
ay that the law in queftion is a regulation
merely’municipal ! Examine it both as to ob-
je€ and means—<whavdoes it more than for-
bid American Mips fram guing intothe ports of
France, and Fiench fhips from coming into
thofe of the U. S. 7 And why this prolibiti-
on ? To avoid injury and infult; to efcape
that lawlefsnefs, which is declared to be “a
forced confequence of the decrees of the Bri-
tifh council.” If then its objet be purely
delenfive, what are its means? Simply a law
previ ufly and generally promulgated, operat-
ing folely within the territory of the U. S.
and paniling alike the inlra&ors of ity whe-
Sther-citisensobthelaid{latesacothers A nd.
mon to all nations, of excluding at their will
foreign commerce, and of enforcing that ex-
clufion? Can this be deemed a wrong te
Frunce ? Can this be regarded as alegitimate
caufe of reprifal on the part of a power, who
makes it the firlt duty of nations to defend
their fovereignty, and who even denationalizes
the fhips of thofe who will not fubfcribe to
the oninion,

But it has been faid that the ¢ United
States had nothing to complain of againft
France.”

W the capture and condemnation of a
fhip driven on the (hores of France by ftrefs
of weather and the perils of the fea—nothing ?
Wes the [rizure and fequeftration of many
cargees brought to France in fhips violating
no faw and adimitted to regular entry at the
impeial cuftom.-heufle, nothing ? Was the vi-’
olation of our maritime: rights, confecrated
as they have been by the folemn forms of a
public treaty—nothing ? Inaword, was it no-
thing that our fhips were burnt on the high
feas, without other offence than that of be-
longing to the U, States—or other apology
than was to be found in the enhanced fafety
of the perpetrator? Sure y if it be the duty
of the U. States to resent the thenretical u-
{urpations of the Britith orders of Nov, 1807,
it cannot be lels their duty to complain of
the daily and practical outrages on the parr
of France ! It is indeed true that were the
people of the U. States deftitute of policy,
of henour and of ener y, (as has been infi
nuated) they might have adopted a fyftem of
difcrimination between the two greatbellige-
rents ; they might have drawn imaginary lines
between the firit & the fecond aggiefor; they
might bave refented in the one g condutt to
whicli they tamely fubmitted in the other, &
i this way have parched up a compromit:
between honour and intereft equally weak &
difgraceful.  But fuch was not the comf
they purfued, and it is perhaps a neceflary con.
fequence of the juftice of their meaflures that
they are at this day an independent nation,—
But I will not prefs this part of my fubjeét ;
it would be affrontful to yonr excellency
(knowing as you do, that there are not efs
than one hundred American fhips within his
majelly’s poffeflion or that of his allies) to
multiply proofs that the U. S. have grounds of
complaint againft France,

My artention is neceflarily called to ano-
ther part of the fame paragiaph, which im.
mediately follows the quotation already made.
“ As foon,” fays your excellency, * as his
majeflty was informed of this meafure (the
noninterceyrle law) it became his duty to re-
taliate upon the American veffels, not only
within his own territories, but alfo ‘within
the countries ubder his influence. In the
ports of Holland. Spain, [taly and Naples,
the American veflels have been feized, be-
?aufc the Aumncricans had feized French vel-
2ls, " . : .

Thele remarks divide themfelves into the
following Deads :

1t. The right of his majelty to feize and
cnnﬁl‘ca(c American velfels within his own
territories, :

2d. The right to do fo within the territo-
ries of his allies : and ~

3d. The y'gfon of that right, viz : =% be
caufe Ameritans had feiged French veffels.”

‘T'he firft of thefe fubjeéts has been already

exdmined; and the fecond muft be decided
L;hk; the Brfty fince Lis miajcity's rights within

i

the liniits of his ally tannot beé gre:lcr. than
within his own—If then it has been fhewn,

five in its objed ; that it was but intevded
to guard sgainft that ftate of violence which
unhappily prevailed ; that it was reltri@ed in
iss operation to the territory of the U, States,
afnd that it was duly promulgated there and
in Europe before execution, It will be al-
mofl unneceflary to repeat, that a law of fuch
defcription cannot authorife a meafure of re-
prifal, equally fudden and filent in its ena&-
ment and application, founded on no previ us
wrong, produ@ive of no previobs couiplaint,
and operating beyond the limits of his majel-
ty's territories, and within thiofe of fovereigns
who had even invited the commerce of the
U S. to their ports, :

It is therefore the third fubjeét only, the
reason of the right, which remains to be ex-
amined ; and with regard to it I may oblerve,
shat if the alleged fact-which forms this rea-
fon be unfounded, the reafon itfelf fails and
the right with it,  In this view of the bufi.
nefs I may be permitted to inquire, when &
where any feizure of a French veflel bas ta-
ken place under the nonintercourle law ? and
at the fame time to exprefle my firm perfua.
fion that no fuch feizure has been made ; a
perfualion founded on the filence of the go-
vernment and of the journals of the country,
and ftill more an the pofitive declaration of
{everal well informed and refpetable “perfons
who have left America as late as the 26th of
Dec. laft. My coucluiion therefore, is, that
no French veffel having violated the law, no
feizure ot fuch veflel has occurred, and that
the report which has reached Pavis is proba-
bly founded on a circumftance altogether un.
conne&tad with the nonintercourfe law or its
operation,

the great and fudden change wrought in his
majefty’s fentiments with regard to the defen-
five fyftem adopted by the U. S. The law,
which is now believed to furnifly ground for
reprifal, was the firft communicated to hisma-
jefty in June or July laft, and certainly did
not then excite any fufpicion or feeling un-
friendly to the American government. Far
from thig, its communication wasimmediately
followed by overtures of accommodation,
which though productive of no politive ar-
rangement, did not make matters worfle than
they found them,

On the 22d of Aug. laft, 1 was honoured
with a full expofition of the views and prin-
ciples which had governed, and which fhould
continue to govern, his majefty’s policy in
relation to the United States, and in this we
do not find the flighteft trace of complaint
againft the provifions of the law in queftion.

At a period later than the 22d Auguft, an
American fhip, deftined to a port of Spain,
was captured by a French privateer. Anap-
peal was made to his majelty’s minifter ot
war, who having fubmitted the cafe, receiv-
ed orders to liberate all American veffels def-
tined to Spanifh -ports, which had not violat-
ed the imperial decrees.

Another American [hip, at a point of time
fill Tater than the capture of the preceding
was brought into the port of Bayonne,
but having violated no law of his majefty,
was acquitted by his council of prizes. ~And
laflly,

In the long converfation I had the honour
o holding with your excellency on the 25th
# Jan. no idea of reprifal- was maintained
by you nor fufpected by me; but, on the
contrary, in fpeaking of the feizure of Ame-
rican property in Spain, you exprefsly declar-
ed, thatit wasnot a confifcation,

Can proofs be more conclufive, that fiom
the firlt promulgation of the law down to
the 25th of January laft, nothing in the na-
ture of reprifal was contemplated by his ma-
jelty ?

What circumftance may have fince occur-
red to produce a change in his opinion, 1
know not ; but the confidence I feel inthe o-
pen and loyal policy of his majelty, altogether
excludes the idea, that the rule was merely
found for the occafion, and made to jullify
lcizures, not otherwile juftifiable.

1 pray your excellency to accept, &c. &c,

(Signed) JOHN ARMSTRONG.

His excellency the duke of Cadore -

minifter of exterior relations.

——

Extrall of a letter from general Armftrong
to Mr, Smith, dated Paris, the 4th April,
1810,

After feven wecks detention in England,
the John Adams has at leugth got back to
France, She arrived in the roads of Havre on
the 28th ult.

I informed Mr. Champagry, W}, That
Mvr. Pinkney bad not been able to fend by
this conveyance the refult of his application
to the Britilh government concerning the
blockade of France prior to the . Berlin
decree ; but that_he hoped to be'able to fend
itin a few days by another conveyanee 3 and
2d. That if Mr. Champagny liad any thing
to communicate which would have the effe@®
»f changing the prefent relations of the two
countries, and which he willied to be early
known to the government—of the U, S. he

would do well to letvme know it within 24

that the nonintercoorfe law was merely defen-.

. Though far.from. wilhing.ta. prolong this_
| Tettery I=€anmot~ clofe™E-withoot- renmae kaiig

holirs, s the mefTenge,
within ¥hat time, 'l‘ogzhi,::’,u;;'f lear: p,
trom him the follomng anfwer ¢ o fecend
That, ©for fome day, patt 'I';ml' .
nature of bufinefs and uiconnedy :ng."‘t
marriage of the émperar ¢ayly be:» by
and that far fome days 1o oy '"f“*ﬂi
Acau'fc of delay would continge ‘i e
that my letiers were ftij) before th OPefaey
and that he would feize the firfy - e
get f‘omc detifi.n in relation to m::’t?m :
Thus you lee, every thing et i.a i

— =

Copy of a leger from My,
ral Armftrong, dated 1q
1810.

Dear fir,

Altliough I have detain
longer than I wifjied? 1
fend you she refult of m
"government concerning the Bririh b
of France prior to (h:Bcrlin :l‘e?:etml
pe&t to receive it in a very few d;; :
will immediately forward it 1o youy'
Lee, by the way of Motlaix, for it
the French government will not r'-
meflenger to land at any other pon.pt -

I.havr the honour ta be, &, ke,
(Signed) ) Ww. PINKNET

His Excellency Gen, Armfrong,

—

Pinkney to ‘
ndon, 234 i

ed the COrvette gy
am not yer ah,
Y application ¢

Extrad of aletter from General Arming
to Mr, Smith, dated Paris, 7th April, 113,

% The Emperor left Paris two dayss
o
St. Cloud, whence he goes to Com;c"
where he will remain til] Eafler, Itisu
probable that I fhall bave an anfwer top

propofitions till he returns to Paris,
day before he let out he gave mea fiy
carry myfelf and {amily to. the Ugin
syl Tl L
fhould not “pin my(elf down 1o a day a2
departure, as circumstances might maks
proper for rie to stay somewhat longer tha
now intended, The treaty bewween Francep,
Holland was ratfied the 50th Marhas
will be publifhed this day in Holland, I
affured that ic contains the following aick
¢ Toutes les marchandiles verues for'd
batimens Americains entres dans les petsd
la Hollande depuis le ler Janvier, 1810, &
rent mis fous le fequeftre et appnia
ront a la France pour en deflpofer feln
circonflances et les refations politigues i
le Etats Unis,”*  You will fce by thez
enclofed of a decree of the king of Nzk
that he has put his gains beyond the readd
negotiations  1The ports of Pruflia areon
ed to our commerce.—Avoid both PE
and Denmark till you have other affurocs

Naples, 14 March, 1814

Joachim Napoleon, King of the two Sid
has decreed and does decree that v
follows :

Art. 1. In conformity to the orders vid
we have given from Paris the 2111 of De
ber, 1809, we declared confifcated the As
rican vellels whole names are Tubjoined; ¢
1s to fay, ' .

The Aoguftu¢, Hercules, Zephyr S
Romp, Two Betleys, Kite, Sukey ard&
fey, Mary, capt. Derby, Syren, Emily o
Waterman, Francis, Hound, Peace, V&
ryy, Dove, Urania, Fortune, William, M
¢y, Maria, Hamilton Pheenix, Quifitom
Rofe and Mary, Orozimbo, Amherfty N
Anne, Louifiana, and the John.

Art, 3 Such of the cargoesof tie
veffels as have not yet been fold; as well :sd
fhips, are hereby direded to be di_(P?:
at public iale by the Minifter Aﬂmn‘.:.n
General of the indire® duties, and oot
infpe&ion of our minifter of finances, 7
be otherwife fold at private faley b);‘hf '
Minifter, as he thall judge molt conducite
our interelts. o

Art, 3, 'The proceeds of thefe fuls
be depolited in a particular baf‘k; L
after employed as,we fhall jucge ¢
ent, rol e

Art. 4, If any of the captons® :F
forefaid veflels have claims upo? ‘h‘m" 1
they may think proper to advanct: ;ﬂ‘]
authorifed to prefent and explain t“
tenfions in relation to the fame, 3° b
decide thereupon in purfuance oflxbr
which we fhall caufe to be made to “":J:r
minifter*of the finances, asd the Tm'"m
the marine and war, after '_””',”30 ‘
the opinion of a commiffion compe é.rta
of the adminifirator generals of in ;
ties, of pne member of the cmmﬂf e #
time pﬂ?zcu, and of one officer @
rine. .

mOur minifters of the ﬁnzncﬂaf"f;’i:"
of the marine, are c_hargtd_s a‘;;um
cerns them relpeively, with !

of the prefent decree.

(SR o acHn NAPOLEOY

® 0 Al the mtr‘éhﬂﬂd‘rfc"."'q‘d
of Holland on board Americat
firlk day of January, 180y,
queftration, febjedt to the -
according to,circur'ﬂnl"“” e
tions.with the United States.




