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of he1· enemies has fallen before her; the communication by sea with France, and Spain, and Holland, seems to 
depend on her will, and she asserts a right to destroy it at her pleasure: she forbids us from transporting in our ves­
sels, as in peace we could, the j>t·operty of her enemies; enforces against us a rigorous list of contt-aband; dams up 
the great channels of our ordinary trade; abridges, trammels, and obstructs what she permits us to prosecute, and 
then refers us to our accustomed traffic in time of peace, for the criterion of our commercial rights, in order to justify 
the consummation of that ruin with which our lawful commerce is menaced by her maxims and her conduct. 

This pl"inciple, therefore, cannot be a sound one; it wants uniformity and consistency; is partial, unequal, and 
delusive: it makes every thing bend to the rights of war, while it affects to look back to, and to recognise, the state 
of thing~ in peace, as the fou}ldation and t~e measure of the rights of n~utrl!-ls. Professif!g to respe!!t the established 
and habitual trade of the nations at peace, 1t affords no shadow of security for any part ofit: professmg to be an equi­
table standard for the ascertainment of neutral rights, it deprives; them of all body and substance, and leaves them 
only a plausible and unreal appearance of magnitude and importance: it delivers them over, in a word, to the mercy 
of the States at war, as objects oflegitimate hostility; and while it seems to define, does, in fact, extinguish them. 
Such is the faithful picture of the theory, and practical operation of this doctrine. 

But, independent of the considerations thus arising out of the immediate interference of belligerent rights and 
belligerent conduct with the freedom of neutral trade, by which the fallacy of the appeal to the precise state of our 
peace trade, as limiting the nature and extent of our trade in war, is sufficiently manifested, there are other consid­
erations which sati:;factorily prove the utter inadmissibility of this principle. 

It is impossible that war, among the primary Powers of Europe, should not, in an endless variety of shapes, ma­
te1-ially affect the whole civilized world. Its operation upon the prices of labor and commodities; upon the value of 
money; upon exchange; upon the rates of freight and insurance; is great and important. But it does much more 
than all this. It imposes upon commerce in the gross, and its details, a new characten gives to it a new direction, 
and places it upon new foundations. It abolishe:; one class of demands; creates, 01· revives others; and diminishes, 
or augments the rest. And, while the wants of mankind are infinitely varied by its powerful agency, both in object 
and degree, the modes and sources of supply, and the means of payment, are infinitely varied also. 

To prescribe to neutral trade thus irresistibly influenced, and changed, and moulged. by this imperious agent, a 
fixerl and unalterable station would be to say, that it shall remain the same, when not to vary is impossible; and to 
requit·e, since change is unavoidable, that it shall submit to the ruinous retrenchments, and modifications, which war 
produces, and yet refrain from indemnifying itself by the fair advantages, which war offers to it as an equivalent,. 
cannot be warranted by any rule of reason or equity, or by any law to which the great community of nations owes 
resJ>ect and obedience. • 

When we examine the conduct of the maritime powers of Eui·ope, in all the wars in which they have been 
engaged for upwards of a century, we find, that each of them has, occasionally, departed· from its schemes of colo­
nial monopoly; relaxed its navigation laws, and otherwise admitted neutrals, for a longer, or a shorter space, as 
circumstances required, to modes of trade, from which they were generally excluded. 

This universal practice, this constant and invariable usage, for a long series of years, would seem to have estab­
lished among the European States a sort of customary law upon the subject ofit, from which no single power could 
be at liberty to depart, in search of a questionable theory at variance with it. Great Britain is known to ,suspend, 
in war, and on account of war, her famous act of navigation,,to which she is supposed to owe bet· maritime greatness, 
and which, as the palladium of her power, she holds inviolable in peace; and her colonies are frequently thrown 
open, and neutrals invite(l to supply them, when she cannot supply them herself. 'She makes treaties in the midst 
of war, (she made such a treaty with us,) by which neutrals are received into a participation of an extensive tmffic, 
to which before they had no title. And can she be suffered to object, that the same, or analogous, acts are unla,vful 
in her enemies; or that, when neutrals avail themselves of sinnlar concessions made by her opponents, they are 
liable to punishment, as for a criminal intrusion into an irregular and prohibited commerce? 

The weight of this consideration has been felt by the advocates of this doctrine, and it has, accordingly, been 
attempted to evade it by a distinction, which admits the legality of all such relaxations in war, of the general, com­
mercial or coloniai systems of the belligerents, as do not arise out of the predominance of the enemy's force, or out 
of any necessity resulting from it. 

It is apparent, however, that such relaxations, whether dictated by the actual ascertained predominance of the 
enemy's force, or not, do arise out of the state of war, and are almost universally produced and compelled by it; 
that they are intended as reliefs against evils which war has brought along with it, and that the opposite belligerent has 
just as much right to insist, that these evils shall not be removed by neutral aid or interposition, as if they were pro­
duced by the general preponderance of her own power, upon the land, or upon the sea, or by the general success of 
her arms. In the one case, as completely as in the other, the interference of the neutral lightens .the pressure of 
war; increases the capacity to bear its calamities, or the power to inflict them; and supplies the means of comfort 
and of strength. In both cases, the practical effect is the same, and the legal consequences should be the same also. 

But whence are we to derive the conclusion of fact, upon which this extraordinary distinction is made to turn? 
How are we to determine, with precision and certainty, the exact cause which opens to us the ports of a nation at 
war, to analyze the various circumstances of which, perhaps, the concession may be the combined effect; and to 
assign to each the just portion of influence, to which it has a claimP How easy it is to deceive ourselves, on a subject 
of this kind, Great Britain will herself instruct us, by a recent example. Her courts of prize have insisted, that, 
during the war, which ended in the peace of Amiens, France was compelled to open the ports of her colonies, by a 
necessity, created and imposed by the naval prowess of her enemies. And yet these ports were opened in February, 
1793, when France and her maritime adversa1·ies had not measured their strength in a single conflict; when no 
naval enterprise had been undertaken by the latter, far less crowned with success; when the lists were not even 

• entered, and when the superiority, afterwards acquired by Great Britain in particular, was yet a problem; when 
the spirit of the French nation and Government was lifted up to an unexampled height by the enthusiasm of the day, 
and by the splendid achievements by which their armies h.!d recently conquered Savoy, the country ofNice, ·worms, 
and other places on the Rhine, the Austl"ian low countries, and Liege. It should seem to be next to impossible to 
contend tliat a concession made by France to neutrals, on the subjeect of her colony trade, at such a period of exul­
tation and triumph, was "compelled by the prevalence of Britsh arms," that it was "the fruit of British victories," 
or the result of" British conquest,'' that it arose out of the predominance of the enemy's force, that it was produced 
by" that sort of necessity, which springs from the impossibility ot' otherwise providing against the urgency of dis­
tress, inflicted by the hand of a superior enemy," and that" it ,rns a signal of defeat and depression." It would 
seem to be impossible to say of a traffic; so derived, '' that it could obtain, or did obtain, by no other title, than the 
success of the one belligerent aAainst the other, and at the expense of that very belligerent, under whose success 
the neutral sets up his title." r et all these things have been solemnly said, and maintained, and have even been 
made the foundation of acts, by which the property of our citizens has been wrested from their hands. It cannot 
be believed that the laws of nations have entrusted to a belligerent, the power of harassing the trade, and confisca-

, ting the ships, and merchandise of peaceable and friendly nations, upon grounds so vague, indefinite, and equivocal. 
Of all law, certainty is the best feature; and no rule can be otherwise tlian unjust and despotic, of which the sense 
and the application are and must be ambiguous. A siege, or blockade, presents an intelli~ble standard, by which it 
may always be known, that no lawful trade earl be carried on with the places against wnich either has lieen insti­
tuted. But, the suggestions upon which this new belligerent encroachment, having all the effect of a siege or blockade. 
is founded, are absolutely incapable ofa distinct form, either for the purpose of warning to neutrals, or as the basis of 
a judicial sentence. The neutral merchant finds that, in fact, the colonial ports of the parties to the war are thrown 
open to him, by the Powers to which they helono-; and he sees no hostile squadrons to shut them against him. Is he to 
pause before he ventures to exercise his naturaf right, to trade with those who are willing to trade with him, until 
he has inquired and determined why these ports have been thus made free to receive him ? To such a compli­
cated and delicate discussion no nation has a right to call him. It is enough that an actual blockade can be set on 
faot to close these ports, and that they may b~ made the object of direct efforts, for conquest or occlusion, if the 
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enemy's force is, in truth so decidedly predominant as it is pretended to be. And if it is not predominant to that 
point and to that extent, there can be no cause for ascribing to it an effect, to which it is physically incompetent, or for 
allowing it to do that constructively, which it cannot do, and has not done, actually. The pernicious qualities of this 
doctrine are enhanced and a"'o-ravated, as from its nature might be expected, by the fact, tliat Great Britain gives.no 
notice of the time when, or the circumstances in which, she means to apply and enforce it. Her orders of the 6th No­
vember, 1793, by which the seas were swept of our vessels and effects, were, for the first time, announced by the ships 
of war and privateers, by which they were carried into execution. The late decisions of her courts, which are in the 
true spirit of this doctrine, and are calculated to restore it, in practice, to that high tone of severity which milder deci­
sions had almost concealed from the world, came upon us by surprise; and the captures, of which the Dutch com­
plained, in the seven years' war, were preceded byno warning. Thus is this principle most rapacious and oppressive 
mall its bearings. Harsh and mysterious in itself, it has always been, and ever must be used, to· betray neutral 
merchants into a trade supposed to be lawful, and then to give them up to pillage and to ruin. Compared with this 
principle, which violence and artifice may equally claim for their own, the exploded doctrine of constructive block­
ade, by which belligerents, for a time, insulted and plundered the states at peace, is innocent and harmless. That 
doctrine had something of certainty belonging to it, and made safety at least possible. But there can be no security 
while a malignant and deceitful princir.le, like this, hangs over us. It is just what the belligerent chooses to make 
it-lm·king, unseen, and unfelt-or visible, active, and noxious. It may come abroad when least expected; and .the 
moment of confidence may be the moment of destl'uction. It may sleep for a time, but no man knows when it is to 
awake, to shed its baleful influence upon the commerce of the world. It clothes itself, from season to season, in 
what are called relaxations, but again, without any previous intimation to the deluded citizens of neutral powers, 
these relaxations are suddenly laid aside, either in the whole, or in part, and the work of confiscation commences. 
Nearly ten months of the late war had elapsed before it announced itself at all, and when it did so, it was in its 
most formidable shape, and in its fullest power and expansion. In a few weeks it was seen to lose more than half 
its substance and character, and before the conclusion of the war was scarcely perceptible. ,vith the opening of 
the present war, it re-appeared in its mildest form, which it is again abandoning for another2 more consonant to its 
spirit. Such are its capricious fluctuations, that no commercial undertaking, which it can m any way affect, can 
be considered as otherwise than precarious, whatever may be the avowed state of the principle at the time of its 
commencement. 

It has been said that, by embarking in the colony trade of either of the belli~erents, neutral nations, in some sort, 
interpose in the war, since they assist and serve the belligerent in whose tracte they so embark. It is a sufficient 
answer to this observation, that the same course of reasonin~ would prove that neutrals ought to discontinue all 
trade ,rhatsoever with the parties at war. A continuance of their accustomed peace trade assists and serves the 
belligerent. with whom it is continued; and if this effect were suffitient to make a trade unneutral and illegal, the 
best established and most useful traffic would, of course, become so. But Great Britain supplies us with another 
answer to this notion, that our interference in the trade of the colonies of her enemies is unlawful, because they are 
benefited by it. It is known that the same trade is, and long has been, carried on by British subjects; and you1· 
memorialists feel themselves bound to state, that according to authentic information lately received, the Govern­
ment of Great Britain does, at this moment, grant licenses to neutral vessels takin~ in a proportion of their cargoes 
there, to proceed on tradin~ voyages to the colonies of Spain, from· which she woulct exclude us, upon the condition 
that the return cargoes shatl be carried to Great Britain to swell the gains of her merchants, and to give her a mo­
nopoly of the commerce of the wodd. This great belligerent right, then, upon which so much has been supposed 
to depend, sinks into an article of barter. It is used, not as a hostile instrument, wielded by a warlike state, by 
which her enemies are to be wounded, or their colonies subdued, but as the selfish means of commercial aggran­
dizement, to the impoverishment and ruin of her friends: as an engine by which Great Britain is to be lifted up to 
a vast height of prosperity, and the kade of neutrals crippled, ancl crushed, and destroyed. Such acts are a most 
intelligible commentary upon the principle in question. They show that it is a hollow and fallacious principle, sus­
ceptible of the worst abuse, and incapable of a just and honorable application. They show that in the hands of 
a great maritime state, it is not, in its ostensible character of a weapon of hostility that it is prized, but rather as one 
of the means of establishing an unbounded monopoly, by whicb every enterprise, calculated to promote national 
wealth and power, shall be made to begin and end in Great Britain alone. S}l.ch acts may well be considered as 
pronouncing the condemnation of the principle against which we contend, as withdrawing from it the only pretext 
upon which it is possible to rest it. • 

Great Britain does not pretend that this principle has any warrant in the opinions of writers on public law. She 
does not pretend, and cannot pretend, that it derives any countenance from the conduct of other nations. She is 
confessedly solitary in the use of this invention, by which rapacity is systematized, and a state of neutrality and 
war are made substantially the same. In this absence of all other authority, her courts have made an appeal to her 
own early example for the justification of her own recent practice. Your memorialists join in that appeal, as afford-
ing the most conclusive and authoritative reprobation of the_practice which it is intended to support by it. , 

It would be easy to show, by an examination of the different treaties to which Great Britain has been a party 
from times long pa£t, that this doctrine is a modern usurpation. It would be equally ea&y to show, that during the 
greater part of the last century her statesmen and lawyers uniformly disavowed it, either expressly or tacitly. But 
it is to a review of judicial examples, of all others the most weighty and solemn, that your memorialists propose to 
confine themselves. 

In the war of 1744, in which Great Britain had the power, if she had thought fit to exert it, to exclude the neutral 
states from the colony trade of France an~ Spain, her high court of appeals decided that the trade was lawful, and 
released such vessels as had been en"'aged m 1t. 

In the war which soon followed the peace of Aix la Chapelle, Great Britain is supposed to have first acted upon 
the pretension, that such a trade was unlawful, as being shut against neutrals in peace. And it is certain, that 
during the whole of that war, her courts of prize did condemn all neutral vessels taken in the prosecution or that 
trade, together with their cargoes, whether French or neutral. These condemnations, however, proceeded upon 
peculiar grounds. In the seven years' war, France did not throw open to neutrals the t1·affic of her colonies. She 
established no free ports in the east, or in the west, with which foreign vessels could be permitted to trade, either 
generally, or occasionally, as such. Her first practice was simply to grant special licenses to particular neutral 
vessels, principally Dutch, and commonly chartered by Frenchmen, to make, under the usual restrictions, particular 
trading voyages to the colonies. These licenses furnished the British courts with a peculiar reason for condemning 
vessels sailing under them, viz. '' that they became in virtue of them the adopted 01· naturalized vessels qf Frnnce." 

As soon as it was known that this elfect was imputed to these licences they were discontinued, or pretended to 
be so; but the discontinuance, whether real or supposed, produced no chan~e in the conduct of Great Britain; for 
neutral vessels, employed in this trade, were captured and condemned as Defore. The 15rounds upon which thev 
continued to be so captured and condemned, may best be collected from the reasons subjomed to the printed cases, 
in the prize causes, decided by the High Court of Admiralty, (in which Sir Thomas Salisbury at that time presided,) 
and by the lords commissioners of appeals, between 1757 and 1760. 

In the case of the America, ( which was a Dutch ship, bound from St. Domingo to Holland, with the produce of 
that island, belonging to French subjects, by whom the vessel had been chartered,) the reason stated in the J:!rinted 
case is," that the ship must be looked upon asa French ship, (coming from St. Domingo,) for by the laws of France 
no foreign ship can trade in the French 'West Indies." 

In Hie case of the Snip, .the 1·eason (assigned by Sir George Hays, and l\'Ir. Pratt, afterwards Lord Camden) is, 
"that the Snip (though once the property of Dutchmen) being employed in carrying provisions to, and goods from, a 
French colony, thereby became a French ship, and as such was justly condemned." 

It is obvious that the reason, in the case of the America, proceeds upon a presumption, that, as the trade "'as, by 
the standing laws of France, even up to that moment, confined to French ships, any·ship found employed in it must 
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be a French ship. The reason, in the othe1· case, does not rest upon this idle presumption, but takes another ground; 
for it states, that, by the reason of the trade in which the vessel was employed, she became a J.t'rench vessel. 

It is manifest that this is no other than the first idea of adoption or naturalization, accommodated to the change 
attempted to be introduced into the state of things, by the actual or pretended discontinuance of the special licenses. 
What, then, is the amount of the doctrine of the seven years' war, in the utmost extent which it is possible to ascribe 
to it? It is in substance no more than this, that as France did not, at any period of that war, abandon, or in any 
degree suspend, the principle of colonial monopoly, or the system arising out ofit, a neutral vessel found in the pro­
'secution ot the trade, which, according to that principle and that system, still continuing in force, could only be a 
French trade and open to French vessels, either became, or was legally to be presumed to be a French vessel. It 
cannot be necessary to show, tl1at this doctrine differs essentially from the principle of the present day: but even if 
were otherwise, the practice of that war, whatever it might be, was undoubtedly contrary to that of the war of 1744, 
and, as contrasted with it, will not be considered, by those who have at all attended to the history of these two 
Jleriods, as entitled to any peculiar veneration. The effects of that practice were almost wholly confined to the 
Dutch, who had rendered themselves extremely o~noxious to Great Britain, by the selfish and pusillanimous policy, 
as it was falsely called, which enabled them, dunng the seven years' war, to profit of the troubles of the rest of 

Eu
1i0J1he war of 1744, the neutrality of the Dutch, while it continued, had in it nothing of complaisance to France; 

they furnished from, the commencement of hostilities, on account of the pragmatick sanction, succors to the con­
federates, decla1·ed openly; after a time, in favor of the Queen of Hungary; and finally determined upon and pre­
pared for war, by sea and land. Great Britain, of course, had no inducement, in that war, to hunt after any hostile 
principle,, by the operation of which the trade c,f the Dutch might be harassed, or the advantage of their neutral posi­
tion, while 1t lasted, defeated. In the war of 1756, she had this inducement in its utmost strength. Independent 
of the commercial rivalry existing between the two nations, the Dutch had excited the undisguised resentment of 

• Great Britain, by declining to furnish ao-ainst France the succors stipulated by treaty; by constantly supplyino­
France with naval and warlike stores, through the medium of a trade systematically pursued by the people, and 
countenanced by the Government; by granting to France, early in 1757, a free passage through Namur and Maes­
tricht, for the provisions, ammunition, and artillery, belonging to the army, destined to act against the territories of 
Prussia, in the neighborhood of the low countries; and by the indifference with which they saw Nieuport and Ostend 
put into the hands of France, by the court of Vienna, which Great Britain represented to be contrary to the 
barrier treaty and the treaty of Utrecht. "Without entering into the sufficiency of these grounds of dissatisfaction, 
which undoubtedly had a great inffoence on the conduct of Great Britain towards the Dutch, from 1757 until the 
peace of 1763, it is manifest, that this very dissatisfaction, little short of a disposition to open war, and frequently 
on the eve of producing it, takes away, in a considerable degree, from the authority of any practice to which it may 
be supposed to have led, as tending to establish a rule of the public law of Europe. It may not be improper to ob­
serve too, that the station occupied by Great .Britain, in the seven years' war, (as proud a one"as any country ever 
did occupy) compared with that of the other European powers, was not exactly calculated to make the measures, 
which her resentments against'Hollancl, or her views against France, might dictate, peculiarly respectful to the gen­
eral rights of neutrals. In the north, Russia and Sweden were engaged in the confederacy against Prussia and 
were, of course, entitled to no consideration in this respect. The Government of Sweden was, besides, weak,and 
impotent. Denmark, it is true, took no part in the war, but she did not sufter by the practice in question. Besides, 
all these powers combined would have been as nothing against the naval strength of Great Britain in 1758. As to 
~_pain, she could have no concern in the question, and, at length, became involved in the war on the side of France. 
Upon the whole, in the war of 1756 Great Britain had the power to be unjust, aud irresistible temptations to abuse 
it. In that of 1744 her power was, perhaps, equally great, but every thing was favorable to equity and moderation. 
The example afforded on this subject, therefore, by tlie first war, has far better titles to respect, than that furnished 
by the last. , 

In the American war, the practice and decisions on this point followed those of the war of 1'74,i. 
The question first came before the lords ofappeal, in January, 1782, in the Danish cases of the Ti~er, Copenha­

gen, and others, capt{!red in October, 1_780, _and c~n~emned at St, Kitts, in Decembe1· following. Tne ,grounds on 
which the captors rehed for condemnation, m the Tiger, as set forth at the end of the respondent's pnnted case, 
were, "for that the ship, having been trading to Cape Fran'iois, where none but French ships are allowed to carry 
on any traffic, and having been laden at the time of the capture, with the produce of the French part of the islancl. 
of St. Domingo, put on board at Caee Fran~ois, and both: ship and cargo taken confessedly coming from theuce, 
must (pursuant to precedents in the hke cases in the last war) to all intents and purposes be deemed a ship and goods 
belonging to the French, or at least adopted and naturalized as such." • 

In the Copenhagen, the captor's reasons are thus ~iven: . 
1st. Because it is allowed, that the ship was destmed, with her cargo, to the island of Guadaloupe, and no other 

p~~ . 
2dly. Because it is contrary to the established rule of general law, to admit any neutl'al ship to go to, and trade 

at, a port belonging to a colony of the enemy, to which such neutral ship could not have freely traded in time of 
peace. 

On the 22d of January, 1i82, these causes came on for hearing before the lords of appeal, who decreed restitu­
tion in all of them: thus, in the most solemn and explicit manner disavowing and rejecting the pretended rules of 
the law of nations, U()On which the captors relied; the first of which was literally borrowed from the doctrine of the 
war of 1756, and the last of which is that very rule on which Great Britain now relies. • 

It is true that, in these cases, the judgment of the lords was pronounced upon one shape only of the colony trade 
of France, as carried. on by neutrals; that is to say, a trade between the colony of France and that of the country C1f 
the neutral shipper. But, as no distinction was supposed to exist, in point of principle, between the different modi­
fications of the trade, and as the judgment went upon general grounds applicable to the entire subject, we shall not 
be thought to overrate its effect and extent, when we represent it as a complete rejection both of the doctrine of the 
seven years' war, and of that modern principle, by which it has been attempted to replace it. But, at any rate, the 
subsequent decrees of the same high tribunal did go that length. ,vithout enumerating the cases of various de­
scriptions, involving the legality of the trade in all itc; modes, which were favorably adjudged by the lords of appeal, 
after the American peace, it will be sufficient to mention the case of the Vervagting, dedded by them in 1785 and 
1786. This was the case of a Danish ship, laden with a cargo of dry goods and provisions, with which she was bound 
on a voyage from Marseilles to Martinique and Cape Franc;ois, where she was to take in for Europe a return cargo 
of West India produce. The ship was not proceeded against, but the car"o, which was claimed for merchants of 
Ostend, was condemned as enemy's property, (as in fruth it was,) by the Vice-admiralty of Antigua,.subject to the 
payment of freight pro mta itineris, or rather for the whole of theioutward voyage. On appeal, as to the cargo, the 
lords of appeal, on the 8th of March, 1785, reversed the condemnation, and ordered furtner proof of the property to 
be produced within three months. On the 28tl1 March, 1786, no further proof havino-been exhibited, and the proc­
tor for the claimants declaring, that he should exhibit none, the lords condemned the cargo, and on the same day 
reversed the decree below, giving freight pro rata itineris, (from which the neutral master had appealed,) and decreed 
;freight generally, and the costs of the appeal. 

It is impossible that a judicial opinion could go more conclusively to the whole question on the colony trade than 
this; for it not only: disavows the pretended illegality of neutral interpositions in that trade, even directly between 
France and her colonies, (the most exceptionable form, it is said, in which that interposition could present itself,) 
it not only denies, that property engaged in such a trade is on that account liable to confiscation, (inasmuch as, after 
having reversed the condemnation of the cargo \)ronounced below, it proceeds afterwards to condemn it merely 
for want of further proof as to the prope1·ty,) but 1t holds that the trade is so unquestionably lawful to neutrals, as 
not even to put in jeopardy the claim to freight for that part of the voyage·which had not yet begun, and which the 
party had not yet put himself in a situation to begin. The force of this, and the other :British decisions produced 



1806.] GREAT BRITAIN AND FRANCE. 755 

by the American war, ~vill n_ot be avoided by suggesting that there was any thin$ peculiarJy favorable i!J. the time 
when, or the manner m wluch, France opened her colony trade to neutrals on that occas10n. Somethmg of that 
sort, however, has been said! "\Ve find the following language in a very learned opinion on this point: "lt is cer­
tainly true, that in the last war (the American war) many decisions took place, which then pronounced, that such a 
trade between France and her colonies was not conside1·ed as an unneutral commerce; but under what circumstan­
ces? It was understood that France, in opening her colonies, during the wai-, declared, that this was not done with 
a temporary view relative to the war, but on a general permanent purpose of altering her colonial system, and of 
admitting foreign vessels universally and at all times, to a participation of that commerce; taking that to be the fact, 
(however suspicious its commencement might be, during the actual existence of a: war,) there was no ground to say 
that neutrals were not carrying on a commerce as ordinary as any other in which they could be engaged; and there­
fore, in the case of the Vervagting, and in many other succeeding cases, the lords decreed payment of freight to 
the neutral ship owner. It is fit to be remembered, on this occa~ion, that the conduct of France evinced how little 
dependence can be placed upon explanations of measures adopted during the pressure of war; for hardly, was the 
ratification of the IJeace signei:l, when she returned to her ancient system of colonial monopoly. 

"\Ve answer to all this that to refer the decision of the lords in the Vervagting and other succeeding cases, to the 
reason here assigned, is to accuse that high tribunal of acting upon a confidence which has no example in a singularly 
incredible declaration, (if indeed such a declaration was ever made,) afte1· the utter falsehood ofit had been, as this 
learned opinion does itself inform us, unequivocally and notoriously ascertained. 

,v e have seen that the Vervagting was decided by the lords, in 1785 and 1786, at least two years after France 
had, as we are told, "returned to her ancient system of colonial monopoly," and when of course the supposed as­
sertion of an intended permanent abandonment of that system could not be permitted to produce any legal conse­
quence. 

'\Ve answer further, that if this alleged declaration was in fact made, (and we must be allowed to say, that we 
have found no trace of it out of the opinion above recited,) it never was put into such a formal and authentic shape 
as to be the fair subject of judicial notice. 

It is not contained in the French arrets of that day, where only it would be proper to look fot· it, and we are not 
referred to any other document proceeding from the Government of France in which it is said to appear. There 
does not, in a word, seem to have been any thing which an enlightened tribunal could be supposed capable of con­
sidering as a pledge on the part of France, that she had resolved upon, or even meditated, the extravagant change 
in her colonial system which, she is said, in this opinion, to have been understood to announce to the world. But even 
if the declaration in question was actually made, and that, too, with all possible solemnity, still it would be difficult 
to pe1·suade any thinking man that the si11cerity of such a declaration was, in any degree, confided in, or that any 
person, in any country, could regard it in any other light than as a mere artifice, that could give no right which 
would not equally well exist without it. Upon the whole, it is manifestly impracticable to rest the decisions of the 
lords of appeal, in and after the American war, upon any dependence placed on this declaration, of which there is 
no evidence that it ever was made, which, it is certain, was not authentically or formally made; which, however 
made, was not, and could not, be believed at any time, far less in 1785 and 1786, when its falsehood had been unques­
tionably proved by the public and undisguised conduct of its sup(!osed author in direct opposition to it. That Sir 
James .Mat·riot, who sat in the High Court of Admiralty of Great Britain, during the greater part of the late war, did 
not consider these decisions as standing uppn this grnund is evident; for, notwithstanding that, in the war of 1756, he 
was the most zealous, and perhaps able, advocate for the condemnation of the Dutch ships engaged in the colony 
trade of France, yet, upon the breaking out of the late war, he relied upon the decisions in the American war, as 
authoritatively settling the legality of that trade, and decreed accordingly. 

Hi as a 1!10re plausible ~nswer to these decisions, co_nsidered in the light of a1!thorities, t~an that which we have just 
exanuned, 1t should be said they ou~ht rather to be viewed as reluctant sacrifices to r.ohcy, or even to necessity, 
under circumstances of singula1· difficulty and peril, than as an expression of the deliberate opinion of the lords of 
appeal, or the Government of Great B1·itain; on the matter of right it might, perhaps, be sufficient to reply, that if 
the armed neutrality, coupled with the situation of Great Britain as a party to the war, did in any degree compel 
these decisions, we might also expect to find, at the same era, some relaxation on the part of that country relative to 
the doctrine of contraband, upon which the convention of the a1·med neutrality contained the most direct sti1mlations~ 
which the northern Powers were particularly interested to enforce. • Yet such was not the fact. But in addition to 
this and other considerations of a similar description, it is natural to inquire why it happened, that, if the lords of 
apJ)eal were satisfied that Great Britain possessed the right in question, they recorded and gave to the ·world a 
series of decisions a,gainst it, founded, not upon British orders of council, gratuitously relaxing what was still asserted 
to b~ the"strict right, (as in. the late wa1·,) but :UPOI~ ge~eral prJnciples of p_ublic law. However prudence !flight have 
reqmred, (although there 1s no reason to believe 1t dtd require,) an abstmence, on the part of Great Britain, from 
the extreme exercise of the right she had been supposed to claim, still it could not be necessary to give, to the mere 
forbearance of a claim, the stamp and character of a formal admission, that the claim itself was illegal and unjust. 
In the late war, as often a~ the British Government wished t(! concede and relax, fr<!m whatever motive, on the sub­
ject of the colony trade ot her opponents, an orde1· of council was resorted to, setting forth the nature of the con­
cession, or relaxation, upon ~vhich thE: courts ~fprize wer~ afterwards !o. found their sentences; and, undoubtedly, 
sentences so passed cannot, many fair reasonmg, be considered as deciding more, than that the orde1· of council is 
obligatory on the courts whose sentences they are. But the decrees of the lords of apJJeal, in and after the American 
war, are not of this clescrJption; sil!ce there existe<! no or~er of counci~ O)! the subject of. thel!I, and of ~ourse, they are, 
and ought to be, of the highest weight and authority agamst Great Br1tam, on the questions mvolved m, and adjudged 

by, {1tl~1
;olemn renunciation of the principle in question, in the face of the whole world, by her highest tribunal in mat­

ters of prize, reiterated in a succession of decrees, down to the year 1786, and afterwards, is powerfully confirmed 
by the acquiescence of Great Britain, during the first most important and active period of the late war, in the free 
and unlimited prosecution by neutrals, of the whole colony trade of France; she did, indeed, at last prohibit that 
trade by an instruction unprecedented in the annals of maritime depredation; but the revival of her discarded rule 
was characterized with such circumstances of iniquity and violence, as rather to heighten, by the effect of contrast, 
the veneration of mankind for the past justice of he1· tribunals. 

The world has not forgotten the instruction to which we allude, or the enormities by which its true character 
was developed. Produced in mystery, at a moment.wl!en universal confidence in the integrity of her Government 
had brought upon the ocean a prey of vast value and importance; sent abroad to the different naval stations1 with 
such studied secrecy that would almost seem to have been intended to make an experiment how far law and nonor 
could be outraged by a nation, proverbial for respecting both, the heralds by whom it was first announced were the 
commanders of bet· commissioned cruisers, who at the ~ame instant carried it into efl:ect with every circumstance of 
aegravation, if of such an act there can be an aggravation. Upon such conduct there was but one sentiment. It 
,vas condemned bylreason and justice. It was condemned by that law whicl1 flows from and is founded upon them; 
it was condemned, and will for ever continue to be condemned, by the universal voice of the civilized world. 
Great Britain has made amends, with the good faith which belongs to her councils, for that act of injustice and oppres­
sion; and your merno!·ialis~s ha~E: a strong confidence, that the.Jate departure ~rom the_ usual c?urse of her policy 
will be followed by a hke d1spos1t10n to atonement .and reparation. 1 he relations wluch subsist between Great 
'Britain an~ the l! nit~d St!ltes res_t _upon the basis of reciprocal interests, and your memorialists see in those interests, 
as well as m the Justice of the British Government, and the firmness of our own, the best reasons to expect a s:.tis­
factory answe1· to their complaints, and a speedy abandonment of that system, by which they have been lately harass­
ed and alarmed. 

Your memorialists will not trespass upon your time with a recital of the various acts, by which our coasts,and even 
our po1·ts and harbors, have been converted into scenes of violence and depredation; by which the security of our 
trade and property has been impaired, the rights of our territory invaded, the honor of our country humiliated and 
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insulted, and our gallant countrymen oppressed and persecuted. They feel it to be unnecessary to ask that the 
force of the nation should be employed in repelling and chastising the lawless freebooters, who have dared to spread 
their ravages, even beyond the seas, which form tlie principal tlieatre of their piratical exertions, and to infest our 
shores with their irregular and ferocious hostility. 

These are outrages which have pressed themselves, in a peculiar manner, upon the notice of our Government, and 
cannot have failed to excite its indignation, and a correspondent disposition to prevent and redress them. 

Such is the view which our memorialists have taken, in this anxious crisis of our public affairs, of subjects which 
appear to them, in an alarming de;ree, to affect their country and its commerce, and to involve hiih questions of 
national honor and interest, of pubhc law, and individual rights, which impe1·iously demand discussion and adjust­
ment. They do not presume to point out the measures which these great subjects may be supposed to call for. The 
means of redress for the past, and security for the future, are respectfully and confidently submitted to your wis­
dom; but your memorialists cannot forbear to indulge a hope, which they would abandon with deep reluctance, that 
they may yet be found in amicable explanations, with those who have ventured to inflict wrongs upon us, and to 
advance uujust pretensions to our prejudice. • 

BALTIMORE, Janua1'y 21, 1806. 
ROBERT GILM:OR, and twenty five others. 

Repi·esenlation of the J.Werchants of Noifolk. 

Sm: 
NonFoLK, December 3, 1805. 

I have been selected by the merchants of this place, to forward to you memorials upon the cases of spoliation 
committed by the belligerent Powers on their commerce; in consequence of which, I have the honor to address you, 
and to for,vard memorials with copies of documents accompanying, in the following cases: 

1. Conway and For. "Whittle, ship Eliza, John Evans, 6. Alexander Leckie, brig Catharine, John Seward, 
master. . master. 

2. John Granbery, sloop George, Reynolds master. 7. Moses Myers, ship Argus, E. Chamberlain, master. 
3. Donaldson, Thorburn & Co., ship Charles Carter, 8. Moses Myers, schooner Adeline, Nathaniel Strong, 

Tompkins, master. master. 
4. James Dykes & Co, schooner Iris, Samuel Pearson, 9. Richard Drummond, schooner Favorite, Fletcher, 

master. master. 
5. Edward Chamberlain, brig Nancy, John Christy, IO. John Burke, schooner Two Brothers, Canby, mas-

master. ter. 
I am directed to state that the originals in each case are lodged with me, or will be subject to my order, provided 

they are considered by you as requisite, and if they should be so considered, that they will be forwarded whenever 
you direct them. There are, I am informed, sundry other cases, but the owners either have not received protests 
from the masters, or have neglected to send them to me; as I receive them I shall do myself the honor to transmit 
them to your Department. • , • 

I have the honor to be, with consideration and respect, sir, your obedient servant, 
WILLIAM PENNOCK. 

The Hon. JAMES MADISON, Secretary of State, ~·c. 

Pront M1'. Gore to Mr. J.1:fadison. 

Sm: 
BosroN, 1Vovembei· 18, 1805. 

The ship Indus, David Myrick, master, was taken by His Britannic Majesty's ship the Cambrian. Captain John 
P. Beresford, in lati~ude thirty-one degrees thirty minutes north, and lon~tude sixty-one degrees fifty-six minutes 
west, and sent to Hahfax, where she, and all the property-on board, belongrng to the owners, master, and supercargo, 
were condemned, on the ground, as is said, of the illegality of the trade which she was prosecuting at the time of the 
capture. An appeal has been claimed, and will be duly prosecuted, before the lords commissioner& of appeal, in 
Great Britain, by the insurers, to whom the said ship and cargo have been abandoned. These insurers consist of 
four companies, in the town of Boston, incorporated under the names·of the Massachusetts Fire and l\larine Insurance, 
the Suffolk Insurance, the Boston :Marine Insurance, and the New England Insurance, who are not only interested 
in the above decision, as it relates to the particular case in which it was rendered, but are deeply concerned on ac­
count of insurances made by them on vessels and cargoes that may be embraced, as they fear, by rules and principles 
said to have been adopted in the case of the Indus. These fears derive but too much weight from decisions that Jiave 
taken place in London, condemning property for being in a commerce always by them understood to be lawful, not 
only from their own sense of the law of nations, but also from the assent of Great Britain, discovered by her former 
practice, and by principles advanced by her judges in support of such decrees. 

The amount of property withheld, and ultimately depending on the decisions of the high court of appeals. in the 
case of the Indus, is sufficient, of itself, to demand their serious attention; but when combined with the effect of 
J>rinc:ples, supposed to have been applied in this instance, they are apprehensive of further and still greater injuries to 
their own property, and that of their fellow citizens in this quarter of the country; and these losses, should the:v be 
realized, would be encountered in the prosecution of a trade in which they felt themselves as unolfending against 
the rights of others-as secure from the inte1-ruption of the power that now molests them, as in coasting voyages 
between different parts of the United States. 

They hope, therefore, not to be thought intrusive in asking of the Government its inte1-ference, through their 
minister at the court of London, 01· otherwise, as the President, in his wisdom, may judge proper, to protect their 
commercial rights, and to obtain redress of the particular injury of which they complain. They have even felt it a 
duty, due from them to the Government of their country, to apprize those entrusted with the administration of its 
concerns, of events, so injurious in themselves. and pregnant with consequences so momentous to their individual 
property and the general prosperity of the country. Such reflections have ,influenced these several companies to 
request me to present you a statement of the case of the Indus, for the inspection of the Government, and the pur­
poses above alluded to; and also to subjoin some of the reasons which have occasioned the security with which 
they have hazarded their property on voyages now pretended to be unlawful. 

In the summer of 1804, Messrs. David Sears and Jonathan Chapman, native citizens of the United States, and 
residents in Boston, owned a ship called the Indus, which they fitted out for a voyage to India. They put on board 
her si~ty-three thousand six hundred and forty dollars, and three sets of exchange, drawn by themselves, on Messrs. 
John. Hodslwn and Son, of Amsterdam, at ninety days' sight, for twenty-five thousand three hundred guilders, 
which, amount of specie and bills they confided to Abishai Barnard, a native citizen of the United States, and super­
cargo. This ship and property, altogether owned by themselves, they despatched with orders to go to the isles of 
France and Bourbon, and, if able, to purchase a cargo there, so to invest the specie and bills, if not, .to proceed to 
Batavia, for the same purpose; if not practicable there, to go on to Calcutta, and obtain a cargo, with which cargo, 
wherever procured, the said ship was directed to return to Boston, unless, before the vessel should quit the isle of 
France. or Batavia, a peace should take place in Europe, in which event she was ordered to proceed to Falmouth, 
in England, and to conform herself to the orders of her owners' correspondents in London. All the papers on 
board showed these facts; and such, and such only, was the property and destination of the vessel and her lading. 
In a memorandum relatiug to the purch11se of the" cargo, given to the snpercargo, he was reminded not to forget to 
insert in the manifest. after the arrival of the vesse.l in the tide waters of Boston, the words "and Embden," viz: 



1806.] GREAT BRITAIN AND FRANCE. 757 

from the isle of France, or Batavia, to Boston "and Embden," as this would not deprive the owners of the privilege 
of unloading wholly in Boston. The object of this request was, in case of peace, to avoid an expense anil incon­
•1enience which l\Ir. Sears, the principal owner of this ship and cargo, suffered at the last peace, viz: the unloading 
of the entire cargo of a vessel called the Arab, from India, in the port of Boston, which, under the then existing 
::ircumstances, viz; a state of peace, he inclined to send immediately to Europe, but which he would not have con­
temJJlated had not peace taken place, and which he did not anticipate when the vessel sailed from Boston, as he did 
not foresee a termination of the wat·: such being the construction put by the collector of the P.Ort of Boston and 
Charlestown, on the laws in force, when the vessel referred to arrived, and when the Indus saded in 1804. The 
expense of unloading and reloading this vessel would have it.mounted to several thousand dollars; and in case of 
the law being at her arrival as when she sailed, and of a peace in Europe, and the owners sending her there, (in 
which event alone did they ever entertain the least intention of not closing the voyage in America,) this expense 
might have been saved. 

With this property, and under these instructions, the Indus proceeded on her voyage toihe isle of France: not 
being able to procure a cargo there5 she went to Batavia, where she loaded with the proceeds of her specie and one 
set of her bills. In the prosecution of her voyage, from Batavia to Boston, the ship was so damaged by storms, that 
she wms obliged to put into the isle of France, where the ves~el was condemned as no longer seaworthy; the cargo 
was taken out, a ne,v vessel purchased by the supercargo,' which he named the Ind us; and such of the articles as 
were on board the former Indus, and not damaged, were re-shipped in the new Indus; these articles, together with 
some tea, takel1 on freight for certain citizens of Boston, there to be landed, composed her entire cargo. "With 
this property, she was within a few days, sail of her destined port of Boston, in the latitude aud longitude aforesaid, 
when she was captured by the Cambrian, and sent to Halifax and conde'mned, as before mentioned. 

The assumed ground of condemnation was, as the underwriters are informed, that the direction to insert the 
words " and Embden," after the arrival of the vessel in the port of Boston, disclosed an intention in the owners to 
continue the voyage to Europe, whereas, the only object was to" reserve to themselves the right to obviate any 
objection from the custom-house here, to her proceeding thither, in the event of a peace between the present belli-
-::erents. _ • 
~ This is manifest from the testimony of the owners, and is confirmed by their- instructions to the conductors of 
this voyage, as to i!:5 destination, in case of a peace before they quitte~ India. On this contingency only were they 
to proceed otherwise than to Boston: The reason why Mr. Sears directed the words "and Embden" to be in­
serted, is obvious from what he suffered .. in the case of the Arab, as related by himself and the collector of the 
customs; and that it was only in the event of peace that he contemplated sending to Europe the vessel and cargo to 
which his memorandum referred, is confirmed by his former practice· and course of trade, viz: during the last ten 
years he has been engaged in voyages to India, and likewise in shipping the produce of the East and '\Vest Indies 
to Europe; and in no case, during the existence of war, has he sent to Europe articles imported by hin'!self in the 
same vessel in which they were brQught from India. Further, in the case of the ship Lydia, which arrived from 
India at Boston, in the summer of 1804, and on board which vessel there was the like instruction as in the Indus, 
which instruction was complied with by the master; yet, as the war continued, on her arrival at Boston, he sold the 
whole cargo to a merchant of this town, and also that of the Indus, in the voyage preceding the one in which she 
was lost, wherein the like precaution was also taken, and for the like purpose; but as it was war when she arrived, 
the vovage terminated here. Thus, sir, in this case, there exists the most plenary evidence, that the voyage which 
the Indus was J?erformin~, when ~aptured, was direct from Batavia to Boston, there to terminate. A trade per~ectly 
legal, not only m the uncterstandmg of the owners, but so acknowledged, admitted, and declared by Great Britain, 
in her practice, for ten years past, in her instructions to her cruisers, in the decrees of her courts, and in the rules' 
and principles advanced by her judges in promulgating their decrees. 

The principle understood to be assumed by Great Britain is, that, in time of war, a trade carried on between two 
independent nations, one neufr:!l and the other belligerent, is unlawful in the neutral, if the same trade was not 
allowed and practised in time of peace. This principle, though assumed by Great Britain, is now, and always has 
been, resisted as unsound by every other nation. She always assumes as a fact, that the trade with a colony has 
always been confined, exclusively, to ships of the parent country. Jn virtue, therefore, of this assumption of prin­
ciple and fact, she deems unlawful and derogatory to her rights, the trade of a neutral with the colonies of her 
enemies. H?we_ver, in the last war, she so far modified her principle, as to assent to the lawfulnes_s of the voyage 
of a neutl'al, 1f direct between the ports of the neutral and the colony of the enemy; and also a trade m such colonial 
articles from the country of the neutral to any other country, even to the parent country of such colony, provided 
such articles were imported, bona .fide, for the use of the neutral, and there purchased, or afterwards shipped by 
himself; and also in articles the produce of the parent kingdom, from the neutral state to the colony of that me­
tropolitan kingdom, provided the exporting and imJJorting were bona .fide as in the other case. But this modifica­
tion she always affected to consider as a relaxation of her strict rights, and from this consideration assumed greater 
authorities to interfere with the permitted trade, as she would say of neutrals.* 

The underwriters have therefore thought it important to examine how far the doctrine is sanctioned by the Jaw of 
nations, and the grounds on which it is supposed to rest are conformed.to, or contravenecl by, the practice of the 
belligerents themselves. · - ' 

This princi}Jle was first brought fol'\vard in the war of 1756, :i,nd was then attempted to be supported on the doc­
trines advanceil by BynkershocK. You, sir, to whom the writings of this eminent civilian are doubtless familiar, 
must be aware, that the rule laid down by him is brought forward to a very different purpose; and from the manner 
in which he treats on the rights of neutrals, and the historical fact quoted from Livy, to illustrate aud sanction the 
principle asserted, shows that it can by no means warrant the proceedings which it has been attempted to justify· 
,.nd that there is no analogy between the case cited and that of the mere peaceable trade of a neutral with a belli~ 
'.!erent, in articles not contraband of war, nor to places under blockade. 
~ His general position is, that whatever nations had the power and faculty to do in time of peace, they have the 
right to do in time of war; except that they have not a right to carry to either of two enemies articles contraband of 
war. or to trade to blockaded places, because this would be to intermeddle in the war. 

The author before cited is the principal, if not the only one, whose opinions are adduced, as capable of aftordin"" 
support,_or in any way bearing upon th}S doctriJ:!e, An authority,.~owever, to interrupt t~e trade of a neutral i:i: 
war, which he was not free to carry on m peace, is assumed as a legittmate consequence of his acknowledged rights. 
The Jaw of nations not only prescribes rules for the conduct, and supports the rights of nations at war, but also 
contains regulations and principles by which the rights of such as remain at peace are protected and defined. 

The intercourse between independent nations must exclusively: rest on the laws wliich such nations may choose 
to establish. This is a natural consequence of the equality and independence of nations. Each may make such 
comme1·cial and other internal regulations as it thinks JJroper. It may open its whole trade to all foreign nations 
or admit them only to a part; it may indulge one nation in such a commerce, and not others; it may admit them at 
one time, and refuse them at another; it may restrict its trade to certain parts of its dominions, and refuse-the en­
trance of strangers into others. In this respect it has a right to consult only its own convenience, and whatever it 
shall choose to admit to others, may be enjoyed by them without consulting a third Power. Great Britain acts u~n 
this priJ1ciple: at o~e time she ~xecutes her naviga~ion law with s~rictness; at other ti~es she rel~xes most of its 
regulatwns, accordmg to the estimate she forms of advantage or disadvantage to be denved from its execution or 
relaxation; neither does she allow the competence of any foreign Power to call in question her right so to do. In 
time of peace she compels a strict adherence to the. principles and letter of her navigation act: in time of war she 
suspends most of its provisions, and to this she is doubtless induced by the paramount interest of manning her navy 
whereby she is enabled to employ a much greater number of seamen in her own defence, and to destroy the com= 
merce of her foes. 

• PoLLY LASKY, Robinson's .Admiralty Reports, page 361. Immanuel Robinson, page· 186, particularly 203. 
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In consequence of a superiority derived, in some degree, from this relaxation, England is rendered an entrepot 
for receiving and supplying all the products of the world; and after reaping a considerable revenue from the mer­
chandise thus introduced, she furnishes not only the continent of Europe generally, but her own enemy, with such 
articles as are wanted, many of which she prevents his receiving in the ordinary course. 

The other nations of Europe possessing foreign colonies, and influenced by motives of convenience, certainly not 
by considerations of a higher nature than actuate Great Britain, find their advantage in a similar change of their 
commercial systems. 

The mere circumstance that the innocent property of a neutral is engaged in a trade permitted now, though pro­
hibited at a former period, is in itself perfectly innocent, and does not seem capable of interfering with the rigpts, 
or justifying the complaints of a third Power. 

The ordinary pol.icy of a nation may be to encourao-e the manufacture or growth of a certain article within its own 
-dominions, and for this end may prohibit or restrict the importation of the hke articles from other countries. Does 
the repeal or suspension·of such restriction confer any rightlto impede the transportation, by a third, of the article, the 
prohibition whereof is suspended? Because the corn laws of a nation operate three years in five, as a prohibition to 
the importation of all corn, can it be inferred that a friendly Power should abstain from carrying its surplus corn to 
market? Has any belligerent a right to stop the corn owned by neutral merchants on the way to its enemy, whose 
crops have failed, and prohibitory laws have been repealed? The simple state of the case, that the trade, though 
ille.,.al in peace, is legal in war, decides the question. 

Recourse is therefore had to another principle, in order to render that unlawful which, on every ground of the 
equality and independence of nations, is lawful. 

The belligerent has a right to distress the person and property of his enemy, and thereby compel a submission to 
his demand, and for this purpose he may use all the means in his power. 

By interrupting the trade of neutrals which is.opened to them in war, and was prohibited in peace, the belliger­
ent distresses his enemy, lessens his revenue, and prevents the exercise of his commercial capital and the employ­
ment of his merchants, and deprives him of the enjoyment of those articles which administer to his comfort and con­
venience; therefore such interruption is lawful. 

An obvious answer to this reasoning is, that it proves too much, and is founded on a principle so comprehensive as to 
embrace all trade between neutrals and a nation at war: If it distress a nation to interrupt that commerce, whicl1 
has become lawful since the war, it would distress him much more to cut off all trade, tnat which was allowed in 
time of peace, as well as that which was not; and the same rea:son 'which is used to authorize an interruption of the 
one would as well justify the other. Indeed, we have several times seen the like doctrine extended this length in 
the heat of contest; but no instance has occurred of an attempt to vindicate it in time of peace: for the legality of a 
trade in innocent articles, t.o a place not blockaded, and the right of the neutral to carry it on, depends entirely on 
the laws of the two countries ·between which, and by whose inhabitants it is prosecuted, and in no degree on the con­
sent of the belligerent. If ,this argument of distress, combined with that of an unaccustomed trade, should be ad­
mitted in all its latitude, no trade With belligerents would be legal to neutrals. The enemies of Great Britain would 
be disposed to attribute much weight to a consideration of the peculiar advantages which a Power constituted as 
hers may be supposed to d~rive, and such evils as she may be presumed to prevent by the relaxation of her commer­
cial system. !i, ~ontinental PoJver may 4erive some accommo~ation and some convenien~efrom relaxing her c_om­
mercial restrictions; but notlung essential to her safety, nothmg, as was demonstrated m the last war, materially 
affecting the great objects of the contest. She might obtain the articles of East and West India produce a little 
cheaper by these means, than if compelled to·procure them by her own ships, or through the medium of her enemy; 
'for it is a circumstance which very muclt"impairs the argument of distressmg the foe, that in modern wars it is the 
practice of commercial nations, notwithstanding they respectively capture each other's property, to open their ports 
for the exchange of their merchandise, by the assistance of neutrals, and in this way afford the succor they mutually 
need. It will, however, be said that it is not the trade between neutral countries and the metropolitan dominions 
of Europe which is deemed illegal, but the trade of neutrals with their colonies. It is not easy to perceive the 
grounds on which this distinction rests, but without complaining of an exception!).ble rule, because the practice 
under it is not as extensive as its principle might be supposed to warrant, it may be. examined in the case to which 
it is applied. , 

The argument of distressing the enemy is adduced to vindicate the interruption of the trade of neutrals with 
enemies' colonies. This distress can be inflicted in two ways~ by depriving the colony of the necessary supplies, 
or the parent country of the colony productions. To supply the enemies' colonies is now considered legal, provided 
it be done from the neutral country; and also to furnish the parent country with ·the produce of the colony, provided 
it be done from the neutral country. The agument, therefore, of di.stress is narrowed <lown to a mere trifle; to the 
addition of a fraction in the price of the article supplied to the parent country; for, so far as respects the supply of 

• the colony and the finding a market for its produce, and the arguments flowing from thence, these, surely the most 
plausible on the score of mflicting distress, are utterly abandoned. But further, the same commercial spirit which 
has been before noticed, leads tne great nations of Eb.rope themselves to contribute to those very supplies, the de­
priving the, enemy whereof is alleged as a justification for interrupting the trade of neutrals. Not only a trade in 
.Europe, but a regular and authorized trade, to the ext!;lnt of every necessary and almost every other supply, was 
carried on during the last war between the British and Spanish colonies; and instances have again and again oc­
curred, and before the olose of the late war ceased to be considered as extraordinary, where the carg;oes of neutral 
vessels bound to the Spanish colonies were seized by the British, and condemned in the Vice-admiralty courts, on 
pretence that the trade was illegal; and the articles thus stopped and made prize of, under the plea of distressino­
the enemy, were shipped on board a Spanish or British vessel supplied with a British license, and sent to the original 
por{ of their destination.\ Surely such a mode of distressing the enemy may be more properly denominated distress­
ing t;1e neutral, for the purpose of supplying the enemy at the exclusive profit of the belligernnt. 

Such, sir, are some of the observations which these gentlemen make on the difference between the practice and 
avowed principles of belligerents, and the unavoidable consequences of such principles, and which satisfy their minds 
that, according to the practice of belligerents themselves, there is no foundation for the arguments raised on pretence 
of distressing the enemy, and that interrupting a trade in warl because not exercised in peace, is inconsistent with the 
equality and independence of nations, and an infringement o • their perfect rights. It is also evjdent, that the wants 
and interests of all nations at war, even of those who possess the most powerful and commercial military navy, re­
quire them to contradict in their own practice those prmciples which are avowed in justification of the injuries they 
inflict on neutrals. 

To support this doctrine, it is also necessary to assume as true, that all trade and intercourse between the colonies 
of the different European Powers• and other countries, have been constantly and uniformly interdicted in time of 
peace, and that :mch colonies depended exclusively on the metropolitan kingdom for supplies of every kind. That 
nothing could be received by or from them, but through the mother country; except when the overpowering force of 
the public enemy had prevented all such communication. This supposed exclusive trade, so confidently assumed, 
will, on examination,,be found subject to many exceptions. It is well known that some of the British ,vest India 
colonies, <luring the commotion which existed in England in consequence of the disagreement between Charles the 
First and his Parliament, exported their produce to Europe by Dutch ships, manned with Dutch seamen, and that 
the navigation act originat\'!d in the double view of punishing some of these colonies, who had discovered an attach­
ment to the cause of defeated royalty, and of curtailing the means enjoyed by the Dutch of increasing their wealth, 
influence, and power. An intercourse has always been admitted; at some times very restrained; at others more 
extended, as suited the caprice of the Governors, or as the necessity of the colonies required. • 

Until a period subsequent to the treaty of Utrecht, France seems to have paid no attention to her West India 
colonies. Previous to that time, they do not appear to have enjoyed any constant correspondence or direct inter­
course with the mother country; and at all times1 as well as before, since the independence of the continental co­
lonies of Great Britain, a direct trade has existeu between the colonies of France and those of Great Britain in the 
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'\Vest Indies, and also with the settlements on the continent of North America, more or less limited, as real or pre­
tended convenience demanded. 

Great Britain, prior to the independence of the United States, had less occasion to admit the entry of vessels and 
merchandise from, or the export of, the produce of her colonies to any other than her own dominions: yet instances 
are not wanting of the rela."l:ation of her navigation act for both purposes, and in the year 1739 a bill passed the Par­
liament, allowing the sugar colonies, for a limited time, to export their produce to foreign ports. In fact, colonies 
depending on other countries for their supplies, and at a distance from their parent country, must, at times, admit 
the intercourse of foreig_ners, or sulfer the greatest impoverishment and distress. It will not be denied, that the 
British provinces in the \Vest Indies depend, in a g1·eat measure, if not altogether, on the United States, for their 
corn. 'frue it is, that the shipment is generally made in the British vessels; but should the United States deem it 
for their interest, to insist on its being transported thither in American ships, it is not certain that the convenience, 
not to say the necessities of the colonies, would not render an acquiescence advisable. The fact is, in regard to the 
colonies in the \Vest Indies, whether belonging to E1·ance or Great Britain, that the monopoly has not been, and, in 
the nature of things, never can be very strict, constant, and exclusive. The United States always have enjoyed, 
and without hazaraing much, one may pronounce with confidence, that they always must enjoy a direct intercourse 
with their colonies, however adve1·se to the dispositions or supposed interest of the parent countries in Europe. Thus 
stands the fact of an accustomed trade in time of peace as relates to the ,vest Indies. In regard to the East Indies, 
it is certain that the vessels of the United States have always gone freely to the British settlements there, and it is 
believed that the vessels of our country wern the first to export sugars from. Bengal, and that their exportations have 
augmented immensely the culture of that article in that country. To many of the Dutch settlements our vessels 
have gone with but little interruption; and to some of these, and to the French possessions, more especially to the 
isles of France and Bourbon, the trade of the United States has been constant, uninterrupted, and increasing, ever 
since the vear 1784. It is difficult then, sir. for these gentlemen to conceive how the doctrine of the fact assumed 
by Great Britain can be supported by the la,v of nations, or reconciled to the truth. 

l\Ioreover, Great Britain professes that the decisions of her admiralty courts are always regulated by the law of 
nations; that they do not bend to particular circumstances, nor are guided by the orders or instructions of the Govern­
ment. The principles of this law are immutable; being founded on truth and justice, they are ever the same. Now 
it appears from tlie practice of Great Britain herself, that in the war of 1744, and in that which was concluded in 
1783, whether the tmile was an accustomed one in time of peace,' made no part of the discussion, nor was it pretended 
that the trade not havin~ been prosecuted in peace, subjected the vessel or cargo to forfeiture in war. It seems 
more like the offspring of her pre-eminent power on the ocean in the two wars of 1756, and that which lately ended, 
than the leitimate doctrine of right and justice. In the war of 1756 Dutch vessels, by special license from France, 
were permitted to export the produce of the French colonies. These were captured and condemned, on the ground 
that oy adoption they had become French vessels. Afterwards the prope1·ty was carried to Monte Christi, and 
exported thence in Dutch vessels. Particular trades and special privileges were also allowed by France, to vessels 
belonging to citizens of Amsterdam, as a'gratification for their peculiar exertions to induce the stadtholder to take 
part with France a:~ainst Great Britain. Vessels and their cargoes, so circumstanced, were captured and condemned 
by the British, anct this principle was then brought forward to justify their conduct, as covering in their courts all 
the cases by a rule as extensive as was the power and cupidity of their cruisers on the sea. 

In the war for the independence of Amelica, this principle, set up for the first time in that which preceded it, and 
contrary to former practice, was abandoned. This is exemplified in the following case, viz: a vessel bound from 
llarseilles to l\Iartinico and back again, was taken on the outward Yoyage; the Vice-adminilty court at Antigua gave 
half freight. On appeal, the lords of appeal ~aye the whole. It is said, in answer to this, that France opened her colonies, 
and though it was during the existence of war, y~t it W!15 the profession of ke~ping them always so, but was after­
wards found delusive. The lords of appeal, however, m the case of the Damsh vessel~ could not have acted upon 
such grounds: for their decision was in 1786, three years after the pell.ce1 and after it was manifest, if any doubt 
had before existed, that the general opening of the trade between the colomes and the mother country to foreigners, 
was a temporary expedient, and dependent on the duration of the war. The claim before them was merely equitable, 
being for freight of that part of the voyage which had not been performed, and to obtain which, the party claiming is 
bound to show that he has offended no law, and interfered with no rights of the belligerent. 

·what renders the conduct of Great Britain peculiarly injurious to the merchants of our country at this time is 
the extem,ion of this offensive doctrine, contrary to her own express and public declaration of the law during the 
last war: for it was then declared, that the importation from an enemy's colony to the country to which the ship 
belonged, and the subsequent exportation, was lawful; and so of property, the produce of the parent country, going 
from the United Sfates to the colony-Vide cases of Immanuel and Polly, in Robinson's Admiralty Reports, before 
cited. \Vhereas, property goin~ from the United States, the produce ofan enemy's country, to he1· colony, although 
bona fide imported and landed in the United States, and exported on the sole account and risk of the American 
merchant, islnow taken and condemned on the ground that the same-person and vessel imported and exported the 
same articles; and thus, by an arbitrary interpretation of the intention of the merchant, the second voyage is ad­
judged to be a continuance of the first. If this new and extraordinary doctrine of continuity is maintained on the 
part of Great Britain, and acquiesced in by the United States, a very large property, now afloat, may be subject to 
condemnation, and it must follow that an extensive trade, which has been carried on with great advantage by the 
United States for these twelve years, and admitted to be lawful, will be totally annihilated. 

The Indus and cargo have been condemned on.the mere possibility that the same might go to Europe from Bos­
ton in case of a peace, in whicl1 event Great Britain could pretend to no authority to question the voyage she should 
make. 

Now, to adopt a JJrinciple of dubious right in its own nature, and then to extend such principle to a further 
restriction of the trade of the neutral, wittiout notice, is spreading a snare to entrap the property and defeat the 
acknowledged rights to which he is entitled. 

Such are its eftects. both on the individual owners of this property, as well as on the underwriters. For Mr. 
Sears and Mr. Chapman, in JJlannin$thi$ voyage, and,lindeed, in every one they ever prosecuted, have endeavored 
to ascertain what the law authorizee1 them to do, as that law was understood and practised by the belligerents, and 
for this purpose they examined the orders to the British cruisers, the adjudications in the British co,irts during the 
last war, and conceived themselves clearly within even the narrowest limits to which Great Britain professed to 
circumscribe the trade of neutrals. The underwriters, also, have !been uniformly guided, in insuring :property, by 
the rules declared and promulgated by the belliierents. themselves. In the present r.ase they considered that, 
according to the clearest evidence of those rules, they incurred no risk from British cruisers .. 

Should, then, Great Britain undertake to presume that th11 law would authorize the interruption of such a trade, 
these gentlemen cannot bring themselves to believe that, under even such impressions of her rights, she would so 
far forget what is due to her former understanding of the law, and to the encoura~ement given to such a commerce, 
as, without notice of her altered sentiments, to'seize and confiscate the property ot those who had so conformed their 
yoyages to rules pronounced by herself. • 

I have the honor to be, &c. 

The Hon. JAJ\IES MADISON, E~q., Secretary of State. 
C. GORE. 

BosToN, November 26, 1805. 
Sm: 

Since makin" the statement herewith enclosed, the underwriters find themselves called upon to re{)resent a 
new cause of comp1aint1 founded on a still further extension of the principle before remarked on; and which is now 
made the ground of conuemning property going to Europe merely because it is imported into the United States, and 
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expo1-ted by the same person, although it has been landed and subjected to the payment of duties here, and was trans­
porting in another vessel and belonging to different owners. 

It is the case of property, belonging to the same Mr. Sears, who shipped sundry goods (some of them imported 
by himselfin various vessels, and others purchased here) on board the George ·w asliington, captain Pm-ter, a general 
freig_hting ship bound for Amsterdam from Boston. 

That vessel has been captured, and the property imported and thus exported, has been condemned in London. 
This is also abandoned to the underwriters. 

This proceeding of the British has been so unforeseen and unexpected by even the most prudent and circumspect, 
that very serious and general consequences are to be apprehended in this part of the community. 

Should the facts related in the statement of the case of the Indus, or of the George Washington now mentioned, 
require any further verification than what accompanies these papers, and you will please to notify me thereof, I will 
endeavo1· to supply the same. 

I have the honor to Qe, &c. 
JAMES MADISON, EsQ. C. GORE. 

Sm: 
·MARINE INSURANCE OFFICE, NEw YORK, May 15, 1805. 

On the trial of several vessels, taken on their voyage from this port to Curacoa, the enclosed certificate from 
Admiral Duckworth was adduced as evidence of the blockade of that island, and had, without doubt, great influ­
ence in their condemnation. It is proper to say that no such blockade was ever promulgated or known here; neither 
was it, as is usual in such cases, communicated to the masters of these vessels; but, on the contrary, they were 
taken possession of and sent to Jamaica, and thQre condemned as "enemy's property." As our public offices are 
deeply interested in these decisions, it becomes necessary for us to know wliether this communieation was ever made 
to our Government, and, if so, in what light it was received or considered, for on this will our success on the appeals 
depend; and, that you may have a correct view of the business, we cover you the masters' protests of the five ves­
sels wherein we are more immediately concerned, from which the facts herein stated will appear, and on which we 
request your advice and opinion for our government in accepting or rejecting some overtures made us by the cap­
tors; ancl on this subject iqs proper to acid, that, when successful in an appeal, we sustain great injury from the 
sale or valuation of property. This arises from forced sales, or appraisement of goods not adapted to the market, 
and is a subject well worth the attention of the Government. "\Ve will illustrate this grievance by a recent case. 
A vessel worth seven thousand dollars was lately sold in Jamaica for one thousand; of course, our recovery is 
limited to this sum. 

We are, with great respect, sir, the Marine Insurance Company of New York, by 

JAMES MADISoN, Esq. • 
W. NEIL~ON, Pi-esident. 

Certifi,cate of the blockade of Cul'acoa, .filed July 30, 1804. 

This is to certify whom it may concern, that I, Sir John Thomas Duckworth, knight of the bath, vice-admiral 
of the blue squadron, and commander-iu-chi\!f of His Majesty's ships and vessels employed at Jamaica, Bahama 
Islands, and seas adjacent, deeming it for the good of the King's service, and for the annoyance of the enemy, did 
direct the port of Amsterdam, in the island of Curacoa, to be blockaded by part of the naval force under my 
orders; and that notification of such blockade be transmitted to the British minister in America, and to the govern­
ors of the Danish and Swedish islands, also of Curacoa, and other Spanish ports, on the 2d day of March, 1804. 
And I do further certify, that the receipt of the said notification is acknowledged by the British minfater, and that 
it was communicated by him to the Government of the United States of America in the month of April following. 

Given under my hand, on board His Majesty's ship Shark, in Port Royal harbor, this 30th day of July, 1804, 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of J.Yw Yol'k, ss: 
By this public instrument, be it known to all whom the sam~ doth or may concern, that I, Edward ,v. Laight, 

a notary public in and for the State of New York, by letters patent, under the great seal of the said State, duly 
commissioned and sworn, and in and by the said letters patent invested "with full power and authority to attest 
deeds, wills, testaments, codicils, agreements, and other instruments in writing, and to administer any oath or oaths 
to any person or persons," do hereby certify, that, on the day of the date hereof, personally came and appeared 
before me, the said notary, at the city of New York, Abraham S. Hallett, of the city of New York, merchant, one 
of the society of the people called Quakers, the person named in the annexed affirmation, who, being by me duly 
affirmed according to law, did declare and affirm, that the contents of the said affirmation subscribed by liim were true. 
Whereof an attestation being required, I have granted this under my notarial firm and seal. Done at the city of 

New York, in the said State of New York, the fourth day of May, in the year one thousand eight hundred and 
five. 

UNITE~ STATES oF AMERICA, City of New Yoi·k, ss: 
E. W. LAIGHT, Not. Pub. 

Abraham S. Hallett, or' the city of New York, merchant, being duly affirmed according to law, saith, that the 
annexed instrument of writing is a true and accurate copy of the protest which this affirmant received from Jamai­
ca, and that John Bell, the master therein mentioned, is not at present in the city of New York; and he further 
saith, that he was the tl'Ue and lawful owner of the brig Bulah ~1aria, and of her general cargo, on her late voya~e; 
and that no person whatever, being a subject or subjects of France, or of the United Provinces or of tne 
Batavian, Italian, or Li~urian republics, 01· inhabiting any of the territories of France, or of the lTnited Pro­
vinces, or the said repubhcs, nor thei1· factors or agents, nor any other enemies of the crown of Great Britain. hnd, 
at the time of the capture of the said vessel, any right, tiJle. or interest, either directly or indirectly, in and to the 
said brig the Bulah Maria, her tackle, apparel, apd furniture, or in or to the cargo before mentioned, or any part 
thereof; but that the said brig Bulah Maria, her tackle, furniture, ammunition, ancl apparel, and her general cargo, 
did, at the time of the sailing of the said vessel from New York, and at the time of the capture thereof, belong to 
this a~rm~nt, and wou_ld have so belonged to him in case thE: said vessel_ had arrived in safety at Curacoa, her port 
of destination, and until the same had been there sold and disposed of, for and on the account and benefit of this 
affirmant: and this affirmant further saith, that he was not, at the time of the shipping of the cargo on board of the 
said vessel, or at any time after, nor is he at present, enga~ed in any partnership in any house of tratle belonging to 
any person or persons enemies of the crown of Great Bntain, residing within any of the territories of France, or 
of the United Provinces, or of the Batavian, Italian, or Ligurian republics: and he further saith, that he is a natural 
born citizen of the United States of America, and was, at the time of the sailing of the said vessel on the voya15e 
before mentioned, and still is, a resident of the city of New York: and this aflirmant further saith, that, when ne 
despatched the said vessel on the voyage aforesaid, he did not know that the said island of Curacoa was in a state 
of blockade. 

Affirmed, the 4th May, 1805, before me, 
ABRAHAM: S. HALLETT. 

E.W. LAIGHT, Not. Pub. 
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J AMAIOA, SS: 

John Bell, at present of the city and parish of Kino-ston, in the county of Surry, in the said island, master ma­
riner, late master of a certain brig or vessel called the l3ulah Maria, and Samuel Sargeant, at preeent of the said city 
and parish of Kingston, and apprentice to the said John Bell, and lately employed in that capacity on board the said 
brig, being duly sworn on the Holy Evangelists of Almighty God, severally and respectively make oath and say, 
that, on or about the 25th day of November last past, they, these deponents, sailed in and on board the brig Bulah 
Maria, from the port of New York, in the United States of North America, the said brig being cleared out and 
bound for the island of Curacoa, with a cargo on board her1 consisting of provisions and a few other articles, con­
signed to J\lr. Joseph Foulke, a resident merchant at the saiu island of Curacoa: and these deponents further sever­
ally make oath and say, that, in the prosecution of the said voyage, to wit, on or about the 15th day of December now 
last past. the said brig was brought to and boarded by His Majesty's sloop of war Kin;?; Fisher, the captain whereof 
examine« the said brig's papers, and then suffered he1· to proceed on her said voyage: and these deponents further sev­
erally make oath and say, that, on the 19th day of the said month of December, the said brig Bulah Maria, then being 
under the lee of the island of Bonaire, was brought to .and boarded by a small schooner, a tender, as these depo­
JJents believe, to His Britannic :Majesty's ship of war Franchise, and afterwards boarded by a boat belonging to 
the said ship of war Franchise, the officer in which took this deponent, the said John Bell, and all his crew, ( except 
the said Samuel Sargeant,) out of the said brig, together with the said brig's papers, and carried them on board the 
said ship of war Franchise; and this deponent, the said John Bell, for himself further saith, that, afte1· he, this de­
ponent, had delivered up his papers to the honorable John Murray, Esquire, captain of the Franchise, he ordered. 
this deponent to return on board the said brig, informing him, at the same time, that he should examine his papers 
as of the next day; and, after keeping the brig two days beating after the ship, he then sent an officer, together with 
--- Hall, one of the crew of the said brig, on hoard, with directions to the officer who had the cliarge of the 
said brig, to take her down to Jamaica, having previous thereto taken from on board the said brig six barrels of 
:flour, four barrels of apples, two or three hundred bunches of onions, some candles, and sundry other articles: and 
this deponent, the said John Bell, further saith, that, after the arrival of tlie said brig at Port Royal, in the island 
of Jamaica aforesaid, whic.h was on the 24th day of the said month of December, sundry quantities of apples, 
onions, and cheese were taken out of the said bt·ig, and, after her arrival at the port of Kin,gstoni in the said island, 
sundry articles of her cargo were in like manner taken thereout by the persons having the c iarge thereof, or by 
their privity or permission: and this deponent, the said John Bell, furthe1· saith, that, since bis arrival in this island, 
he hath been informed that the said bri~ and cargo were captured on the ground of an intentional breach of block­
ade: and this deponent, the said John .Hell, also saith, that the said bri~ and cargo were proceeded against in the 
court of vice-admiralty of the island of Jamaica aforesaid, and that he, tnis deponent, caused a claim to be put in 
for the same, on behalf of the respective owners thereof; but the said brig and cargo (exce{?t the private adventures 
of this deponent and the mate of the said brig) have been by the said court condemned and confiscated: and these 
deponents severally further say, that all the persons composing the crew of the said brig Bulah Maria, except these 
deponents and the said -- Hall, were detained, and kept on board the said ship Franchise, which said ship is not 
arrived in this island, to the knowledge or belief of these deponents:-and lastly, these deponents, the said. John Bell, 
for himself saith, that, upon the arrival of the said Bulah Maria in this island, the said Hall went away from the 
said brig, and this deponent hath never seen or heard any thing of him since; by reason whereof, and of the afore­
said detention of the mate and the rest of the crew of the said brig, this deponent is deprived of the benefit of the 
testimony of any of his said crew, except his apprentice, the said deponent Samuel Sargeant, herein before named. 

JOHN BELL. • 
SAMUEL SARGEANT. 

Slvorn before me, this 16th day of January, 1805, 
WM. SAVAGE, Magistrate. 

U!'ITITED STATES 'oF AMERICA, State of New York, ss: 
By this public instrument, be it known to all whom the same doth or may concern, that I, Edward '\V. Laight, 

a public notary in and for the State of New York, by letters patent, under the o-reat seal of the said State, duly com­
missioned and sworn; and in and by the said letters patent invested "with ruff power and authority to attest deeds, 
wills, testaments, codicils, agreements, and other instruments in writing, and to administer any oath or oaths, to any 
person or persons," do hereby certify, that, on the day and date hereof~ before me, the said notary at the city of N e,v 
York, personally came and appeared, Abraham S. Hallett, of the said city, merchant, and one of the society of peo­
ple called Quakers, the person named in the annexed affirmation, who, in my presence, subscribed the same, and 
being by me duly affirmed, according to law1 did declare and affirm, that the contents of the same were true. 

,vhereof an attestation being required, I nave granted this under my notarial fit-m and seal. 
Done at the city of New York, in the said State of New York, the fourth day of May, in the year one thousancl 

eight hundred and five. 
E. W. LAIGHT, Notary Public. 

J.Ar.LUCA, SS: 

Hezekiah Pinkham, at present of the city and parish of Kingston, in the county of Surry. and island afore­
said, master mariner, late master on board the schooner Favorite, from New York, in the United States of America. 
and Charles Coffin, also at p!'esent of the city and parish of Kingston aforesaid, mariner, mate on board the said 
schooner, being respectively duly sworn on the Holy Evangelists of the Almighty God, severally make oath and 
say, that, on l\londay the 8th of October, now last past, the said schooner Favorite sailed from New York, aforesaid, 
with a cargo on board, consisting of flour, corn, Indian meal, spermaceti candles, tobacco, butter, aml other articles, 
the property of, and belonging to, Abraham S. Hallett, of the said city of New York, mer\:hant, destined to the island 
of Curacoa, and consigned to Mr. Joseph Foulke, a resident merchant; and also, havin~ on board two private ad­
ventures, the prope1ty of, and belongin~ to, Gilbert Shotwell and Charles Evers, clerks m the said mercantile house 
of the said Abl'ahitm S. Hallett. Ana these deponents severally make oath and say, that they continued on their 
said voyaie without meeting with any matel'ial occurrE;nce, and at te!1 o'clock~- M. on Thursday, the firs1;day of the 
month ot November, now last past, they made the island. of Antigua, bearmg southwest by south, distant uine 
leagues, and on Friday, the ninth day of the said month of November, they made the island of Bonaire, bearin" north 
by east, distant about three leagues; shortly after which, the s_aid schooner was brought to by His Britannic f.iajes­
ty's ship of wa1· Diana, Thomas James Mating, Esq. commander, and His Britannic Majesty's sloop of war Peli­
can, John Marshall, Esq. commander, and afterwards made prize ofby them, on the ground, as they informed these 
deponents, that the said schooner was de:;;tined to a blockaded port, and thereupon the said schooner was sent down 
to Port Royal, in• this island, fo1· adjudication, where the said schooner arrived, en the ·21st day of the said month 
of November; and these deponents further severally make oath and say, that shortly after the arrival of the said 
!>Chooner in Port Royal aforesaid, the said Thomas James Maling and John Marshall, on behalf of themselves, their 
officers, seamen and mariners, instituted a suit in the vice-admiralty court of the said island aa-ainst the said 
schooner, and cargo on board her; and this deponent, the said Hezekiah Pinkham, having caused a cTaim to be filed 
to the said schooner and cargo, and private adventures on boa1·d her, on behalf of their respectiYe owners thereof 
the same came to be heard, at the court of vice-admiralty held in this city and parish of Kingston aforesaid, on l\Ion: 
day the 17th of November, now instant, when his honor the judge of the said court was ))leased to condemn the 
said schooner Favorite and car~o, and clerks' adventures; but from which said sentence this deponent's counsel 
prayed leave to appeal, and which was granted in the usual form. 

Sworn before me, this 19th day of November, 1804, 

HEZEKIAH PINKHAM, 
CHARLES COFFIN. 

WILLIAM SAVAGE. 



762 FOREIGN RELATIONS. [1806. 

UNITED STATES OF A~IERICA, City of New York, ss: 
Abrahams. Hallett, of the city of New York, merchant, being duly affirmed, according to law, saith, that the 

annexed instrument of writing is a true and accurate copy of the protest which this affirmant received from Jamaica, 
and that Hezekiah Pinkham, the master of the schooner Favorite therein mentioned, is not at present in the city of 
New York, to the knowledge of this affirmant; and he further saith, that he was the true and lawful owner of the 
schooner Favorite, and of her general cargo, on her late voyage, and that no person or persons whatever, being a subject 
of France,• or of the United Provinces, or of the Batavian, Italian, or Ligurian republics, or inhabiting within any of 
the territories of France, of the United Provinces, or the said republics, nor their factors or ag;ents, nor any other 
enemies of the crown of Great Britain, had at the time of the capture of the said vessel, any rig11t, title, or interest 
either directly in and to the said schoone1· the Favorite, her tackle, apparel, and furniture, or in or to the cargo 
before mentioned, or any part thereof; but that the said schooner the Favorite, her tackle, apparel, and furniture, 
and her general cargo, did at the time of the sailing of the said vessel from New York, and at the time of the cap­
ture thereof, belong to this affirmant,'antl would so have belong;ed to him, in case the said vessel had arrived at Curacoa, 
her port of destination, and until the same had there been sold anddisposed of for, and on the account and benefit 
of tlie affirmant: and this affirmant further saith, thatthe was not, at the time of shipping the cargo, on board of the 
said vessel, or at any time after, nor is he at this present time engaged in any partnership in any house of trade 
belonging to any person or persons enemies of the crown of Great Britain, residino- within any of the terri­
tories of France, or of the United Provinces, or the Batavian, Italian, or Ligurian republics; and he further saith, 
that he is a natural born citizen of the United States of America, and was at the time of the sailing of the said vessel 
on the voyage before mentioned, and still is a resident of the city of New York: and this affirmant further saith, that 
when he despatched the r.aid vessel on the voyage aforesaid, he did not know that the said island of Curacoa was in 
a state of blockade. -

ABRAHAM S. HALLETT. 
Affirmed this 4th May, 1805, before me, 

E. W. LAIGHT, Notary Public. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of New York, ss. 
By this public instrument, be it known to all whom the same dofu or may concern. that I, Edward. W. Laight, 

a puWic notary in and for the State of New York, by letters patent under the great seal of the said State, duly com­
missioned and sworn, at1d in and by the said letters patent invested with full power and authority to attest deeds, wills, 
testaments, codicils, agreements, and other instruments, in writing, and to administer any oath, or oaths, to any pe1·­
son or persons, do hereby certify, that the writing hereunto annexed is a true and accurate copy of a protest signed 
Thomas Brown, and purporting to be sworn to by George Kinkead, which said protest appears to me, tlie said notary, 
to be an original instrument, which said copy, hereunto annnexed, I, the said notary, have this day duly collated wi.tli 
the said original protest, and find the same to be, in all respects, a true and accurate copy of the said original. 

Whereof an attestation being_!·equired, I have "ranted this under my notarial firm and seal. 
Done at tile city of New York, in the said State of New York, the ninth day of May, in the year one thou. 

sand eight hundred and five. 
• E. W. LAIGHT, Notary Public. 

JAMAICA, SS. 

Thomas Brown, late of Perth Amboy, in the county of Middlesex, in fue State of New Jersey, in North America 
a native citizen of the United States of America, but at present in the city and parish of Kingston, in the county of 
Surry, and in the island of Jamaica, mariner, late master of the American schooner Bethia, belongini to James 
Parker, Joseph March, and Cortlandt L. Parker, of Perth Amboy, aforesaid, merchants, and native citizens of the 
United States aforesaid, beinl?; duly sworn, solemnly maketh oath and deposeth, that the said schooner Bethia, under 
this deponent's command, sailed from the port of Perth Amboy. aforesaid, about the second day of December, last 
past, being in the yea1· of om· Lord one ,thousand eight hundred and four, bound to the island of Curacoa, with a 
cargo of provisions, the property of the said James Parker, Joseph Marsh, and Cortlandt L. Parker. That he pro­
ceeded on his sajd intended voyage, without.any material occurrences, and without meeting witli any interruption, 
until the 22d day of said month of December, when being off the said island of Curacoa, the said schooner was 
boarded, and forcibly taken possession of by an officer and seamen from His Britannic Majesty's ship of war La 
Franchise, the honorable Jolin Murray, Esq. commander, who took out of the said schooner the Bethia the mate and 
all the crew. And this deponent further saith, that the saidschoonerlBethia, then under the command of a prize-mas­
ter and four English seamen, continued in company with the said ship La Franchise, until 6 P. M. on the same day, 
when the prize master bore away fo1· the island of Jamaica, aforesaid, by order of the said honorable John Murray, 
Esq. and arrived in Kin~ston, aforesaid, on the 28th day of said month of December; the said schooner being much 
damaged in her sails and rigging by the inattention of the prize-master. And this deponent further maketh oath and 
saith that the agents of the said ship La Franchise, having proceeded •a~ainst the (said schooner Bethia and cargo in 
the court of Vice-admiralty, in the said island, for an intentional breach of blockade, thisideponent caused a claim 
to be put in for the same, on behalf of the aforesaid owners. That on the 12th day of January, instant, the same 
came on to be heard, when his honor, the judge of the said court, was pleased to condemn the said schooner and 
cargo, as prize to His Britannic Majesty's said ship of war La Franchise. 

THOMAS BROWN. 
Sworn before me this -- d~y of January, 1805. 

GEORGE KINKEAD. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of 1Yew York, ss. 
By this public instrument, be it known to all whom the same dotli or may concern. that I, Edward ·w. Laight, 

a public notary in and for the State of New York, by letters patent under the great seal of the said State, 
duly-commissioned and sworn, and in and by the said letters patent invested with full power and authority to attest 
deeds, wills, testaments, codicils, agreements, and other instrument8 in writing, and to administer any oath or 
oaths, to any person or persons, do hereby-certify, that, on the day of the date hereof, before me the said notary, at 
the city of New York, personally -came and appeared Jaques'Ruden and Israel Benjamin Jacobs, who in my presence 
then and iliere respectively subscribed the affiaavits hereunto annexed, and each being by me duly sworn deposed 
and said that the contents of the affidavit by him were true. • 
• Whereof au attestation beina required, I have granted this under my notarial firm and seal. 

Done at the city of New "vork, in the said State of New York, the 9th day of May, in the year one thousand 
eight hundred and five. 

E. W. LAIGHT, NotanJ Public. 

UNITED STATES oF AMERICA, City of New York, ss. 
Jaques R'!den, of fue city of New York, merchant, being duly:sworn, saith, that he was the true ~nd lawful owner 

of the American schooner the Performance, Isaiah Smart, master, her tackle, apparel, and furmture, and of the 
general cargo laden on board her at New York, the tenth of December, one thousand eight hundred and four, 
the said schooner then lying in the harbor of New York, and bound on a voyage to Curacoa. And this de­
ponent further saith, that no person or persons whatever, being a subject 01· subjects, citizen or citizens of France, 
or of the United Provinces, or of the Batavian. Italian, or Ligurian republics, their factors or agents, nor 
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any other enemies of the crown of Great Britain, had, at the time of the shippin;; of the said cargo, or at the time of 
the capture of the said schooner, any)right, title, or interest, either directly or indirectly, in and to the said schooner, 
her tackle, apparel, and furniture, or to her cargo, so iaden on board of her by this deponent as aforesaid, or to any 
part thereof; but that the said schooner and her cargo aforesaid, did, at the time of the departure of the said vessel 
on the voyage aforesaid, and at the time of her capture, belong to this deponent, and would so have belonged to him 
had she arrived in safety at Curacoa, the port of destination. And this deponent further sajth, that he is a citizen of 
the United States of America, and was, at the time of the shipping of the said cargo, and still is, a resident of the city 
of New York. 

Sworn this 9th day ofl\Iay, 1805, before me, 
JAQUES RUDEN. 

E. W. 'LAIGHT, Notary Public. 

JAMAICA, SS. 

Isaiah Smart, at present of the city and parish of Kingston, in the county of Surry, in the said island, master 
mariner, master of a certain schooner or vessel called the Performance, Israel Benjamin Jacobs, at present of the 
said city and parish of Kingston, late supercargo on board of the said schooner, Benjamin Remington, at present of 
the same place, mariner, the mate of the said schooner, and Zachariah Rhodes, at present also of the same place, 
mariner, a seaman on board of the said schooner, being duly sworn on the Holy Evangelists of Almighty God, seve­
rally and respectively make oath and say, that, on or about the 13th day of December now last past, they, these de­
ponents, reJpectively departed and sailed, in and on board the said schooner or vessel, called the Performance, from 
the port of New York, in the United States of North America, cleared out for and bound to the .island of Curacoa, 
witli a cargo consisting of provisions and a few bales of dry goods, the property of Jaques Ruden of the city of New 
York, merchant, consigned to this deponent, the said Israel Benjamin Jacobs foi· sales and returns. And these de­
ponents further severally make oath and say, that after their departure from New York, as aforesaid, they proceeded 
on their voyage for and towards Curacoa aforesaid, without any thing material happening, (except meeting with 
several gales of wind) until about six o'clock in the morning of the 4th day of January last, when they had come in 
sight of the island of Bonaire, which was at that time bearing south southwest, and distant about three leagues; and 
these deponents say, that they made all sail, and run down with the said schooner close under the northwest point of 
the said island of Bonaire, makino-the best of their way for Curacoa: and that about nine o'clock in the morning of the 
said last mentioned day, a sail, wl1ich aftenvards proved to be His l3ritannic Majesty's ship Franchise, commanded 
by the honorable John Murray, Esq. was descried from the said schooner, to the eastward, close under the said island 
ofBonaire, which sail immediately bore down for the said schooner: and these deponents further severally say, that 
the said schooner continued to make all sail for Curacoa, and the said ship Franchise chased the said schooner, firing 
frequently at he1·, till about 11 o'clock on the same day, when the peak of the said island of Bonaire bearing east 
northeast, three 01· four leagues distant, and the platform at Curacoa bearin; southwest, and the said ship Franchise 
drawing near, the said schooner hove to for her to come up, which she dict in a short time afterwards, and a boat 
was then sent from her on board the said schooner, with orders for these deponents, the said Isaiah Smart, Israel 
Benjamin Jacobs, and Benjamin Rernington,'to go on board the said ship Franchise; and these deponents, the said 
Isaiah Smart, Israel Benjamin Jacobs, and Benjamin Remington, for themselves, respectively, further severally say, 
that, in IJUrsuance of the aforesaid order~1 did go on board the Franchise, carrying with them all the papers belonging 
to the said schooner and her cargo, and tnat the honorable John l\fonay, Esq. the commander of the said ship, after­
wards (and without warning off the said schooner from entering Curacoa,) took possession of the said schooner, and 
sent on board of her a prize-master and crew, from the Franchise, (together with these deponents,) with orders to 
proceed with the said schooner for the island of Jamaica aforesaid, where she arrived on the 9th day of the £aid month 
of January last. And these deponents further severally say, that since· the arrival of the said schooner in this island, 
she hath been, together with her cargo, proceeded against in the court of vice-admiralty of the said island; and these 
<lepontmts, the said Isaiah Smart, and Israel Benjamin Jacobs, caused ·a claim to be interposed for the same; but the 
said schoonei· and .her cargo (except the private adventures of these deponents, the said Isaiah Smal't and Benjamin 
Remington) have been by the said court condemned and confiscated as good and lawful prize to His Britannic 
~•!ajesty's said ship Franchise, on the ground, as these deponents are informed, and believe, of an intentional breach 
ot blockade. ' 

Sworn before me this 11th day of February, 1805, 

UNITED STATES OF A~1ERICA, City of New I'ork, 88. 

ISAIAH SMART. 
ISRAEL B. JACOBS. 
BENJAMIN REMINGTON. 
ZACHARIAH RHODES. 

WILLIAM SAVAGE, J.1:lagistrate. 

Israel Benjamin Jacobs, at present in the city of New York, merchant, being duly sworn, deposeth and saith, 
that he was the supercargo of the schooner Performance, on her late voyage, ancl that the foregoing is a true and 
accurate copy of the original protest made at Jamaica, and that the facts therein set fodh are true in all respects. 

I. B. JACOBS. 
Sworn this 9th day of May, 1805, before me, E. '\V. LAIGHT, Notary Public. 

UNITED STATES oF MIERicA, City of New York, 88: 

:rhomas Stag~, Jun. of the ciqt ofN~w Y !)rk, merch~nt, bei_n_g duly sworn, deposeth and saith, that he, toge­
ther with Thomas 8nell and Peter Stagg, likewise of the city of New York, merchants, were the true and lawful 
owners of the brig Lapwing, Lemuel ~ourne, master, on her late voyage to Curacoa1 and of the cargo on board of 
the said vessel, anil that no person or persons whatever, being a subject or subjects, citizen or citizens of France or 
of the Un!ted Provjnces, orof the Ba1:a,vian,!Ital_ian, or ~igu~ian repub!ics, or inhabiting within the territory of Fra~ce 
or the U mted Provmces, _or !)f the Ital_mn, B<;itavian, or_L1~r1an republ!cs, th~1r factors or age!1ts, or any other enemies 
o~ the crown of Great Bntam, had, either directly or md1rec_tl_y, aI_Jy n~~t, title, or mterest m the said brig the Lap­
wrng or her car~o, or any part thereof, at the time of her sa1lmg from .New York, on her late voy~e, or at the time 
of lier capture, out that tlie said vessel and her cargo belonged to this deponent and the said ihomas Snell ancl 
Peter ~tag~, and woulq so have_ continued to have belonged to them, had the said vessel arrived in safety at her port 
of destinat~on, and until the said cargo had there beE:n sold and disposed of, for and on account of this deponent 
and the said Thomas Snell and Peter Stagg· and this deponent further saith, that he was not, nor were the said 
Thomas Snell and Peter Stagg, or either of them, at the time of the sailing of the said vesEel on the voya o-e afore­
said, or at any time after, nor are they, or either of them, at this present time, engaged in any partnership in any 
house of trade belongmg to any person or persons enemies of the crown of Great Britain, residino-within any of the 
territories of France, of the United Provinces, or of the Batavian, Italian, or Ligurian republic~. And he further 
~aith, ti-lat ~e is_ a natural born cit~z.en of the Unite~ States of America, and tha~ the said Thomas Snell and Peter 
8tagg are hkew1se natural born citizens of the Umted States, and that he, this deronent, and the said Thomas 
S~ell and ~eter Stagg were,. at the ~ime of the &hipping of !he cargo on board of the said vessel, in the voya~_e afore­
said, and still are residents m the city of New York, carrymg on trade under the firm of Snell, Stagg, and Co.; and 
!his depop.ent further sai~h, that he did not know at the tiJ!le of sailing of the vessel on 'the voyage aforesaid, that the 
1sl~~d (!f Curacoa was m a state of blockade. And_ tins deponent further saith, that the annexed instrument of 
wr1tmg 1s a true and accurate copy of the protest rece1ve'd by this deponent from Jamaica. 

THOMAS STAGG, JuN. 
Sworn this 10th day of May, 1805, before me, E. W. LAIGHT, Notary Public. 



764 FOREIGN RELATIONS. [1806. 

UxrTED STATES OF AMERICA, City of New York, ss: 
I, Edward W. Laight, a public notary for the_ State of New York, do hereby certify, that on the 10th day of 

May, in the year of om· Lord one thousand eight hundrnd and five, personally appeared before me Thomas Staggf 
Jun. the persons named in and who subscribed the aforegoing affidavit, and was by me duly sworn to the contents~ o 
the affidavit by him before subscribing. 

Quod Attestor, 
E. W. LAIGHT, Notary Public. 

JAMAICA, SS: 

Lemuel Bourne, at present of the city and parish of Kingston, in the county of Surry, in the said island, and 
master mariner, late maste1· of the brio-Lapwing, from New York in the United States of America, and Charles 
Selden, also at p·resent of the city and pansh of Kingston aforesaid. mariner, late mate on board of the said brig, 
being respectively duly sworn on the Holy Evangelists of Almighty God, severally make oath and say, that, on tlie 
28th of October now last past, the said brig Lapwing sailed from New York aforesaid, with a car~o on board of 
her consisting of dry goods, cheese, claret, flour, provisions and lumber, the property of, and belongmg to Messrs. 
Snell, Stagg, and Co. of the said city of New York, merchants and co-pa1·tners, destined for the island of Curacoa, 
and consigned to a Mr. Joseph Foulke, merchant there; and these deponents further severally make oath and say, that 
they did not speak with any vessel, nor meet with any material occurrence during their voyage. save only that the said 
brig LaJ)wing was very leaky from the commencement of her voyage, and continued SQ until the time of her cap­
ture, as hereinafter is mentioned, insamuch as to render it necessary to pump every quarter of an hour. And these 
deponents further severally make oath and say, that, at eight o'clock A. M. on Monday, the 12th day of November, 
now last past, they saw the island of Bonaire, and at two o'clock P. M. on the last mentioned day, when off the 
east end of Curacoa, the bri~ was captured by His Britannic Majesty's ship of war Diana, Thomas ,James Maling, 
Esq. commander, and sloop J:'elican, John Marshall, Esq. commander, on the pretence, as they informed these de­
ponents, that the said brig was bound to a blockaded port. And these deJ)onents further severally make oath and 
say, that the said John .Marshall took this deponent,,Lemuel Bourne, and the whole of the crew, except this depo­
nent, Charles Selden, and one sick man, out of the said brig Lapwing, on board the said sloop Pelican, and ordered 
the said brig Lapwing down to this island for adjudication. And these deponents further severally make oath and 
say, that the said brig Lapwing arrived in the harbor of Port Royal, in the said island of Jamaica, on the 21st day­
of the said month of November, and shortly after the said Thomas James 1\Ialing and John Marshall, on behalfof 
themselves and their officers, seamen, marines. and mariners, instituted a suit in the Vice-admiralty court of the 
said island against the said bri~ LaJ>wing and the cargo on board her; and this deponent, the said Lemuel Bourne1 further saith, that having causeu a claim to be filed in the said com·t, to the said brig's cargo, on behalf of the saict. 
Messrs. Snell, Stagg, and Co. the owners thereof, the same came on to be heard at the city and parish of Kingston 
aforesaid, on Monday the 17th day of December now instant, when his honor the judge of the said court was pleased 
to condemn the said brig and cargo, from which said sentence this cleponent's counsel prayed leave to appeal, and 
which was g1·anted in the usual t_erms. 

LEMUEL BOURNE, 
CHARLES SELDEN. 

Sworn before me, this 19th December, 1804, 
WILLIAM SAVAGE, Magistrate. 

BRITISH CAPTURES. 

Schooner Charlotte, 11fastetton. 

Insured fot· B. Dupoy, 19th October 18Q3, from Cape Fran~ois to New York. 
On cargo, $11,000 at four and a half per cent. - - - - -

This cargo consisted solely of coffee, purchased and received from the French Government for the outward 
cargo sold to them, and it was at all times the true and bona.fide property of B. Dupoy the assured. 

This vessel sailed from Cape Francois 19th Octobe1:, 1803, and on the same day, ~oing out of the harbor: was 
taken by the British frigate .lEolus, then lying there, and by Commodore Loring, of tne British M. W., orct.ered 
for Jamaica. On the 24th, at midnight, captured by a French privateer commanded by one John .Madelean, who 
can'ied them to St. Jago de Cuba. The captain applied to the Governor for redress, but none was afforded; the most 
part of the cargo taken out of the vessel, and the remainder offered for sale. 

Sc!iooner Independence, James Taylor. 

Insured for B. Dupay 25th October, 1803, from New York to Cape Francois. 
If forbid entering Cape Fran~ois, to proceed to any other port in the West Indies, not blockaded. 
Vessel, 
Cargo, 

$2,200 
3,300 

$5,574 

Particulars of cargo: twelve casks of claret, pm·k, beef, flour, lard;.. cheese, sweet oil, soap, candles, onions, and 
empty bags. This vessel was within three leagues of the harbor of \Jape Fran~ois on the 16th November, 1803, 
His Britannic Majesty's slooJJ of war La Blanche and three others cruising off the harbor, and his register endorsed 
by Captain Mudge of the La Blanche not to enter said harbor, or go within three leagues of it; if he did, he should 
take possession of said schooner. In half an hour after the captain returned on board, a boat from the Bellerophon 
took charge of and ordered the schooner Independence for Jamaica, and she arrived there the 26th Novembe1·. This 
vessel was condemned in Jamaica, and the cost to the owners enormous. 

S!iip MercunJ, Speck. 

Insured for John Juhel 24th July, 1804, from Martinique to New York. 
In cargo, - - - - - - - - -

Cargo, two hundred and seventeen hogsheads clayed, six hogsheads fMuscovado, and one tierce brown, sugar. 
This vessel was captured 11th September, 1804, by the Galatea frigate, Heathcote, carried to Antigua, and there 
condemned on the 7th October, 1804. 

This vessel was a fine French ship, purchased in Martinique by Archibald A. Cock for account of his master, 
John Juhel of New York. A. A. Cock had been sent to Martinique to collect debts chiefly arising from carioes 
sent there while under the British Government, due the said John Juhel, to receive consignments of cargoes from 
him, to make contracts for sugar and coffee, and to pay for the same from proceeds of the outward cargoes, and 
make returns to New York. - , 

So far as can be collected from the papers, it appears that A. A. Cock was considered as domiciled at Martinique, 
and consequently affects the property of his master, a citizen of the United States, but is generally condemned as 
enemy's property. 
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Scltooner Nancy, Hurd. 

Insured for John Juhel. 5th March, 1804, from New York to Martinique, and, if ordered away by a British 
cruiser, to proceed to St. Thomas, and from thence to New York, warranted American property, in cargo eight 
thousand five hundred dollars, - - - - 88,527 

Cargo of this vessel suiar and coffee. This vessel arrived at Martinique without intetTuption, and, on the home­
ward voyage was captureu on the 29th April, 1804, by the frigate Boston, Captain Douglas, sent to and condemned 
at Halifax, for a breach of, blockade at Martinique, notwithstanding the orders to Commodore Hood respecting the 
blockade of Martinique and Guadaloupe . 

. -\.n appeal is preferred to the lords in England. 

Brig Jefferson, J. Crocker. 

Insured for Ignatius P. Longchamp, 28th June 1804, from Bordeaux to New York. 
Vessel, - - - - - - - - - - -
Cargo, 

St,ooo 
12,000 

816,000 

Ca1·go consisted of wines, brandy, and some other articles. This vessel was purchased in France with property 
left there by him and for his sole account. The car1;:o also purchased from the same means, the amount left in France 
in debts due Mr. Longchamp, as appears from sunctry documents. 

This vessel was captm·ed off tlie Hook, on the 26th July, by the Cambrian and Leander, ordered for- Halifax, 
the vessel and cargo condemned the 24th September, 1804. 

This is a flagrant act of injustice. The only cause for condemnation, we can discover, is that Mr. Longchamp 
had been in France in tlie last three years, and that his brother was a conscript in the French service. 

1\lr. J.P. Longchamp is a native of Avignon. -
An appeal is preferred to the lords in England. 

Ship John, Patterson, from New Odeans to Bordeav.x. 

Insured for Joseph Thibaud, 13th March, 1805. 
Cargo 84,000, $4,000 

The John sailed from the Balize on the 28th February, 1805, with a load of cotton, sugar;indigo, logwood, a~d 
,nahoganv; on the 30th of the same' month, in latitude 36° 40' ·north, lon~tude 64° 001 west, was captured by the 
Camtirian, M. \V. Captain Beresford, and ordered to Halifax. The-slnp is condemned on the ground that Mr. 
Carricabara, the former owner, a French citizen, never duly authorized Mr. Thibaud to make sale of the sliip. 
The fact is, that l\lr. Thibaud, the agent of Carricabara, did endeavor to sell the ship1 but could not effect it: finally 
}1e becomes him~elfthe purchaser, and the amount passed to the credit of Mr. Camcabara. Afterwards l\Ir. Thi­
baud sold a moiety of said ship to a 1\lr. Ignatius Longchamp, and gave him a bill of sale therefor. 

The above cargo is condemned merely because it does not appear to the vice-admiralty court at Halifax, what 
property l\lr. Thibaud had at New Orleans to ma~e th_e purchase. . 

Ship Jolin, Patterson. 

Insured from New Orleans to Bordeaux for Joseph Thibaud. 
Cargo Sll,800, 

On sugar and indigo, the property-of Mr. P. Lanusse, of New Orleans. 
This property is reserved for further proof. 

Sclwonet .fli-aminta, Smitli. 

Insured for J.P. Durand 31st July. 1824, at and from Cayenne to New York. 
Cargo $12,000, 812,000 

Car~o consisting of rocoa, cotton, cocoa, and palm oil. This vessel sailed from Cayenne on the 18th July, 1804, 
and, on the 15th August following, was captured within four leagues of the light-house of Sandy Hook by the Lean­
de1', B. :\I. '\V. Skeene, commander, and ordered for Halifax, Where they arrived on the 27tli of the same month. 

The Araminta's cargo was condemned at Halifax on the ground (so far as we can collect) that Mr. Durand did 
not account for the means of purchase, and that the outward cargo, belonging to another person, was contraband 
of war. 

Sliip ilianlzattan. 

Insured for Frederick and Philip Rhinelander, the 14th June, 1804, from New York to Batavia, one other port 
in India, and back to New Y 01·k. 

In vessel S40,000 valu:d at that sum, $40,000 

This vessel was cha1·tered for a voyage to Batavia and back 'by Messrs. Minturn and Champlin, of New York a 
cargo was purchased at Batavia, fot· their account, consisting of sugar, coffee, indigo, cotton yarn. and spices. On 
the return was captured by the British armed brig Busy, Captain ---, carried to Bermuda, where, after much 
trouble, delay. and expense, the vessel was restored, as was the cargo also; but the c1ptors appeal from the sentence 
as it appears, merely for the purpose of creating profits from commission to the friends of the captors in Bermuda' 
The sole cause of capture, so far as can be' learned, was that a Dutch passenger was ·on board from the Cape of 
Good Hope. 

Ship Penman, Co.ffin. 

Insured for Byrd and Barron 19th November, 1804, at and from Batavia fo Muskat, and back to Batavia, vessel 
and cargo $22,000 - 822.000 

This vessel sailed on a voyage from New York to Antwerp, thence to Itdia. The voyage insured was an inter­
mediate one, on which she was captured, as sailing contrary to the British instructions of 1803. 

The Penman was captured, on the 4th October, by His Britannic Majesty's ship Tremendous, John Osborne, 
a}ld carried to Co!umbo, in the island of C7ylon, and. t~e!e condemned on the 31st pecembei:, 1804, as havin$' ear­
ned, and, at the time of the capture, carrymg on an Ilhc1t trade between the Batav1an republic, her colonies m the 
East Indies, and of the colonies of her allies. 

Schooner Fairplay, Robins. 

Insured for P.A. Cammann 10th October, 1805, from New York to Curacoa; if blockaded, to proceed to a 
- port that is not. Vessel, freight, and cargo, $15,690, - - - - - - $15,690 

97 VOL, II, 
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The schooner Fairplay sailed from New York in October, 1804, and was captured on the 7th November follow­
ing by His Majesty's ship Diana, and ordered for Jamacia. The!capture was made on the pretence of the block­
ade of Curacoa. 

The Fairplay was afterwards retaken by the mate, carried to Carthagena, and the property said to be left in· the 
hands of the Spanish Government whether any or what part will be recovered is uncertain. 

Brig Joseph, Wins/zip. 

Insured for A. Kirkpatrick 23d April, 1805, from St. Pierre's, Martinique, to New York. Cargo $13, ooo $13,000 

This vessel was captured on the 11th July by a British ship of war, and carried 'to Tortola, and the cargo con­
demned on account that the outward cargo was contraband of war. 

Ship Mary, Knight. 

Insured for Henry Cheti.ot, 15th March, 1805, from Martinique to New York. 
Cargo twenty thousand dollars, warranted that the outward cargo did not consist of articles contraband 

of war, - - $20,000 

This was a cargo of sugar, the property of Mr. Cheriot. 
The Mary was capturecl on the 26tl1 April, by His Britannic Majesty's ship Ostry, Captain Clinch, and carried 

to Antigua. The vessel is dismissed, ,but the cargo detained for proof, on suspicion of being French property. The 
costs in the island of Antigua are shamefully en01·mous. ,, 

Ship John, Patterson. 

Insured for Francis Phillippon, 4th March, 1srs, from New Orleans to Bordeaux. 
Cargo, - $10,000 

This cargo consi~ted Qf two hundred and fifty boxes Havana sugar. The sugar the property of a Mr. _:__ 
Phillippon, resident at New Orleans, and, like Mr. Lauresse's property, is reserved for further proof. • 

Ship Enteryrise,· Thompson. 

Insured for Joseph Thibaud, 9th September, 1805, from Bordeaux to New York. 
Cargo," . - - - - , - - • - - - -

This vessel is captured and sent into Halifax; the cargo landed and detained for further proof. 

Ship Hamilton, Masterton. 

Insured for Labouisse & Co. 31st August, and 3d September, 1805, from Bordeaux to New York. 
Cargo, - $12,000 

This vessel was captured by the British brig Busy, Captain Byam, on the 18th September last, about fifty miles 
from Sandy Hook liglit-house, sent to Halifax, the cargo detained for further proof. 

The Enterprise and Hamilton are two only of several vessels lately sent to Halifax, the proof required it is dif­
ficult, and in some cases impracticable, to furnish, and it is a question whether it ought to be submitted to. I sub­
join a copy of a letter from Mr. Solicitor Stewart to Mr. Michael Wallace, the agent of the assured at Halifax. It 
fully details the sentiments of Judge Croke. : 

Copy of M;. Stewart's letter to Mr. Wallace. 

DEAR Sm: 
HALIFAX, November s, 1805. 

As the interlocutory: decree of the court of vice-admiralty, in the cases of the ships Enterprise, Eucrenia, 
Zulima, and Hamilton, will necessarily affect all other neutral ships engaged in the same trade, and as it is a decree 
that may lead to a final decision of infinite importance, I have thought fit, for the information of our American 
friends, to trouble you with a few lines on this subject. 

These several ships and their respective cargoes were charged, generally, in the allegation of the King's advo­
cate, to be enemies' property; and various grounds were adopted in support of the allegation. Among the number 
was a point of national law which the counsel for the captors thought fit to raise, upon very loose information afforded 
by letters found on board the ships, of a late decree of the Government of France, respecting the importation of 
goods of British growth or manufacture. It appeared by a number of these letters that certificates of origin, as they 
were termed, had been carried to France by these several ships, for the purpose of proving the ~rowth and manu­
facture of their outward cargoes. It appeared also, that unless those certificates had been produced at Bordeaux, 
the vessels and their cargoes would, in all probability, have been condemned by the French Government, under the 
decree before mentioned. And it further appeared that the produce of the French colonies, of which the outward 
carcroes of those ships chiefly consisted, was exempted from duties on the production of the certificates. 

Upon these facts it was contended on the part of the captors, that a trade carried on to France by neuti-als, under 
the decree in question, was an unusual course of trade, submitted to for the advantage of the enemy. That the 
certificates of origin were obta'ined conformably to that decree, and favored the views of the enemy by rejecting all 
~oods of British growth or manufacture, and by entitling the neutral to the same exemption or reduction of duties1 that would be granted to a Frenthman; and that such commerce was un\leutral upon the general ground of avowed 
partiality to the known enemy ofG:reat Britain. 

On the part of the claimants, it was answered by their advocates, that the information afforded of the decree, as 
well as of the certificates of origin, ald the duties in question, was extremely garbled and incorrect. That taking the 
facts, however, for granted, it did no~ appear that the course of trade was any other than that to which neutrals had 
been entitled by the law of nations fot ages past That the French Government had a right to impose any restric­
tions whatever in its own trade, and to aclm1t neutrals to a participation of it upon such terms as a regard for its own 
interest would naturally dictate; that the decree which directed the certificates of origin was of late-date, and it 
was impossible yet to ascertain what wodd be the conduct of neutrals with respect to it; but that if they should still 
continue to carry on their commerce with France, under the restrictions imposed by that decree, they would have 
a complete right by the law of nations so to do, and would by no means be guilty of that gross partiality which 
amounts to unneutral conduct. 

The judge, however was very much inclined to adopt, in his decree, the arguments of the King's advocate, and 
laid much stress upon the course of trade being unusual,. and of its having been resorted to by the enemy, in conse­
quence of our naval superiority. He admitted the certificate of origin would not of itself have been sufficient cause 
of condemnation, and that a decision to this effect had been given by our courts at the close of the last war. But 
he observed that the decree in question might imposecerta in restrictions and limitations which, if complied with, 
would create a breach of neutrality; that if neutrals, who were favoring the commerce of France, were allowed the 
same privileges with Frenchmen, by an exemption from duties or otherwise, he could not but consider them in the 
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same light with the subjects of France; and on that account he was desirous of ascertaining in what respect the 
course of trade now carried on with the French ports in the mother country differed from the former and customary 
line of commerce. He, therefore, directed further proof to be produced to the following points: 

I. Of what colony or country the outward cari'.?joes were the e;rowth, produce, or manufacture. 
2. Under what certificates the same were admitted to entry m the ports of France, and whether liable to foreign 

or reduced duties. 
3. ·what are the French laws on this subject, and what limitations are imposed on return cargoes. 
The judge, concerning the different interests in the cargoes, observed, that he should require from every claimant 

a notarial copy of the onginal letter or order, by virtue of which the goods from France were shipped on neutral 
account, and that all letters of correspondence, bills of lading, and invoices which concern such shipments, or nota­
rial copies of them, must be produced to the court verified by the attestation of clerks or other indifferent persons. 
This proof should be accompanied by the test affidavit, as it is called, of the party himself, swearing to his notarial 
character, and fully stating his right to the property claimed by him, and the funds by which he acquired it. It 
should conclude with the usual averment, that no enemy of Great Britain has any concern in the goons; that they 
were at the time they were shipped, and at the time of the capture, and would now be if restored, the sole and 
exclusive IJroperty of the claimant. 

The juagments of professional gentlemen in the States can surely supply any further direction that may be 
necessary on the point of property. ' 

You will, no doubt, write to your several correspondents by this opportunity, and I have only to request you 
will assure those gentlemen of the best having been done for them, and that they shall have a continuance of my 
exertions. I am, &c. 

JAMES STEW ART. 

Ship Belisarius, Holmes, from New·York to Bordeaux. 

Insured for J. P. Longchamp, 12th June, 1805. 
On cargo, - - - - -
F. Huguet, -
E. Stevens -
Ditto, freight, 

- $3,030 
775 

8,500 
1,500 

$13,805 

This vessel was captured by the British, and carried into England; the property detained for further proof. This 
vessel and part of the cargo belongs to' General Stevens, nor is there a doubt (so far as I can learn) but that the 
property is all American. 

Brig Little Cornelia,from New Yorkfor .flmsterdam. 

Insured for J. Arden, the 6th, 13th, and 23d August, 1805. 
On vessel, - - - - - - -
On cargo of sugar, -
On logwood, -
On freight, -

- $4,500 
- 13,000 

750 
2,500 

$20,750 

This vessel is sent into a port in En~land for adjudication; particulars not yet known. The pfopertythat of Mr. 
Arden, of this city; the sugars importect from Martinique, by him landed, aad the duties secured here. 

8/iip Cicero. 
Insured for Gouverneur and Kemble, the 13th August, and 2d September, 1805, 
On cargo of Havana sugars, - - - - - - - -

This vessel is also sent into England, no particulars known. The sugars the property of Messrs. Gouverneur 
and Kemble. 

Total amount of British captures, - $288,946 

FRENCH CAPTURES, &c: 

Brig Hector, of New York, T!zomas Harding. 
Insured for "William Armstron~, Jun. 28th June, 1804. 
September 9, 1804, paid a total loss on several invoices: 
Provisions and lumber, - - - - -
Ditto, another policy of provisions, 
Ditto, on freiglit, - -

$4,091 50 
142 10 

2,009 00 

$6,242 60 

Taken by two French privateers on the 23cl. July, and finally carried to Baracoa, in Cuba. 
NoTE,-This property was British, in an American vessel. Protest sent to the Secretary of State's office, July 

5, 1805. 
Schooner Eagle, Thomas Barber. 

Insured for John Troop, from New York to Jamaica, on the cargo, and to Jamaica back, on the vessel. 
September IO, 1804, IJaid total loss on vessel, - - - - - - - _ 
Cargo, provisions, and lumber, 

$2,450 
5,684 

$8,134 

NoTE.-This vessel, as well as cargo, were owned by John Troop, a citizen of the United States, and resident 
in New York, captured on the 17th June, 1804, by the French J>rivatecr schooner Sansculotte, Rolly, and carried 
to Baracoa. Protest sent to the Secretary of State's office, 5th July, 1805. 

Schooner Polly, Jolzn Biglay. 
Insured for John Troop from New York to Montego Bay, Jamaica. 
October 22, 1804, paid a total loss on cargo - - - - $4,214 
This was a cargo ofIJrovisions, shipped by John Troop for his own account. 
Captured by a French!privateer on 13th July, 1804. Protest sent to the Secretat·y of State's office, 5th July, 

1805. 
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Brig Twins, Crowe. 

Insured by Thomas Buchanan, 20th February and 11th March, 1805. 
On vessel paid total loss - - - - - - -
Freight do. -
Cargo do. -

From New York to Jamaica. 

[1806. 

$8,000 
2,000 

10,595 

$20,595 

This vessel was owned by Thomas Buchanan, of New York. The cargo was on account of British planters in 
Jamaica, and vessel and cargo captured by three French privateers on the 11th April last, and carried to Baracoa, 
in Cuba. 

Protest sent to the Secretary of State's office, 5th July, 1805. 

Copy of a letter io the honorable Secretary of 8tate. 

OFFICE OF THE UNITED INSURANCE COMPANY, 

Sm: 
Nmv YORK, 5th July, 1805. 

In behalf of the United Insurance Company, in the city of New York, I have the honor to transmit you an 
account of captures, illegally made by ~ertain French privateers, of property insured by the said company. \Ve 
have no reason to believe that the property was ever condemned by any competent tribunal; on the contrary, we 
apprehend the same was converted to the private use of the captors, without the form of a judicial proceed in~. 

Captures of a similar nature having frequently occurred, tlie United Insurance Company have felt it their duty 
to transmit to the Government of the United States a correct statement of the circumstances accompanying the 
violation of our neutral commerce, and a full detail of the facts will be found in the enclosed documents. 

They confide in the wisdom and justice of Government to adopt all necessary measures for their indemnity for 
past injuries, and their security against future ones of a similar nature. 

I have the honor, &c. 
JOHN DELAFIELD, 

President United Insurance Company. 

LIST OF CAPTURES. 

Bi-ig Hector, of New_ York, Thomas Harding,from New Yoi·k to Jamaica. 

"\VillJa.m Armstrong, jun. Sept 9, 1804, paid total loss on several invoices: 
Prov1S1ons and lumber, - - - - - - -
Do. another policy, provisions, -. - .. - - -
Do. on freight, - - - - - - - -

Taken by two French privateers on the 23d of July, aud finally carried to Baracoa, in Cuba. 
N OTE.-This property was British in an American vessel. • 

Schooner Eagle, Thomas Barber. 

New York to Jamaica on the cargo, and to Jamaica and back again on the vessel. 
John Troop. Sept. IO, 1804, paia a total loss on vessel, - - -
On cargo, provisions and lumber, 

S!tip .9.ndromaclie, Heckle. 

Insured for Thomas Buchanan, 15th and 29th August, 1804, from New York toJamaic·a. 
Cargo belonging to persons resident in Jamaica, - - - - -
Ditto1 Ditto, 
Freignt, 
Vessel, 

$4,091 50 
142 10 

2,009 00 

$6,242 60 

$2,450 
5,684 

$8,134 = 

$8,900 
475 

3,000 
s,ooo 

$20,375 

The Andromache was captured on the 5th October, 1804, by the French privateer Democrat, Jerome, com­
mander; and, on the 9th of the same month, wss re-captured by the British S. "\¥. La Sagesse, carried to Jamaica, 
and the property in vessel and cargo released on paying a salvage of one eighth per cent. and charges. 

Ship ..ilmy, Crowe. 

Insured for Thomas Buchanan, 3d July, 1805, from New York to Falmouth, Jamaiea, cargo belonging to per-
sons resident in Jamaica, - - - - - - - - - - $12,435 00 

Total amount of French captures, $72,215 60 

The Almy was captured on the 26th June, by the French privateer schooner La Confiance, Captain La Paze, 
and carried to Baracoa, in Cuba; arrived there 28th June. 

SPANISH CAPTURES, &c. 

Brig Success, Brum. 

Insured for George Barnwall, from Jamaica to New York, 30th July, 1805; cargo ten puncheons rum, $630 
The Success was captured on the 13th July, 1805, by a Spanish galley, belongin~ to the Havana, called La 

Bonne Union, commanded by Captain Cresar, and manned with thirty or forty Spamards and Frenchmen, with 
one Irishman, who served as an interpreter. That three days after the said capture, said Captain Brum, the pas­
sengers, eight in number, and the people of the said brig, were all ordered below, and the hatches shut upon them; 

0 
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;n this situation they were kept through the night. In the morning, the crew of the galley prepared their knives and 
cutlasses and clubs, opened the forecastle and called for the captain. That this appearer, with the view of preserv­
ing the captain's.life, stepped forward and ascended to the deck; that the crew of the galley, with their instruments 
of slaughter, having arranged themselves in two ranks, compelled the seamen of the said brig to run the gantlet. 
while each gave him a blow or a stab as he passed. That Captain Brum and his passengers and crew, were all, in 
succession, 'taken from tlie hold, and treated ~vith the same horrid cruelty, excepting five Fr~nch passenge}"S, 
That an English gentleman, by the name of Smith, who was one of the passengers, was beaten with such sever1tv 
that he sprang into the long boat and broke his ancle in two places; that the mate of said brig, two English pas,;en·­
,zers, and two seamen, were put in irons on board the '!?:alley, and three days afterwards sent ashore at Congaboutee, 
:ibout one hundred and eighty miles from Havana, and the said brig and remainder of the crew were sent to Cam• 
peachy; and it is stated that the property is in the hands of the Governrnent, subje_ct to the orders of the owners. 

PHILADELPHIA, December 10. 1805. 
Sm: 

Among the numerous capturl!s of American vessels, lately made by British cruisers, the circumstances 
attending four vessels, taken on their passage from Bordeaux, (three fo1· New York, the other for this place,) has 
particularly attracted the attention of the merchants and insurance companies of this place, where the properly has 
been principally insured. 

Those vessels, carried cargoes from the United Sfatesto Bordeaux, and_ were returning with articles 1 the manl!­
facture or growth of France, partly the proceeds of the goods they carried out, and partly purchased with their 
funds. The vessels and their cargoes were libelled in the vice-admiralty court at Halifax, and are held for further 

projjy a letter received from the proctor of the claimants, (a copy of which accompanies this,) it appears that the 
I~ing's advocate advanced on the trial principles new a~d extraordinary, which ~vere favorably received by the 
judge, who has called for proofs that have neve1· been reqmred on 2ny former occas10n. Such proofs, as have been 
usual, have actually been sent forward, but strong doubts exist whether the others called for, if obtainable, ought to 
be adduced. 1Yishing to act with due circumspection in an affair which may involve important consequences, it 
has been deemed advisable to submit the case, with such observations as have occurred to us, to the Department of 
State, that we may benefit of any advice or opinion you may favor us with. 

The proofs required by the judge, which to us appear exceptionable, are: 
1. Of what col om· or country tlie outward car~o was the growth, produce, or manufacture. 
2. Under what certificates were the same admitted to entry in the ports of France, and whethe1· liable to foreign 

m· reduced duties. 
3. ,vhat are the French laws on this subject, and what limitations are imposed on return cargoes. 
"' e consider the first as exceptionable, inasmuch as it has not been heretofore required; it has been held under 

former decision'> of the British courts that return cargoes are not questionable on account of the outward one, except 
the latter consisted of articles contraband of war. In the last order of the British King, the exception is confined 
to the product of articles contraband of war: the embarrassment which the establishing this as a principle would 
occasion, is too olwious to require explanation. 

" 2. Under what certificate were the same admitted to entry in the ports of France, and whether liable to fo­
reign or reduced duties." 

To this, besides the objection already stated, it seems utterly irreconcilable to the principles of justice, that the 
claimants should be called upon either to prove a negative, or furnish a cause of condemnation of their property. It 
was su'!gested by the judge in his reasoning that the permission of importin~ into Fmnce the produce of he1· colonies 
by neutrals, while those of the British dominions were excluded, was, oi itself, a breach of neutrality, and if on 
rerluced duties that would be an additional reason. 

The fact (as respects those ships,) is, that they carried from the United States cargoes taken on freight, from 
various people, and consisting of articles, the produce of the United States, and of the French and Spanish colonies; 
the cargoes with which they were returning are not precisely the proceeds of the outward ones, nor all belonging to 
the same persons; it is, therefore, imposing upon the owners of the present one a most unreasonable task, and has 
this still further disadvantage that, if those proofs are furnished in cases in which they are attainable, in every 
instance in which that could not be done, it may be deemed a ground for condemnation; besides, it would be used 
for a precedent on all future occasions. 

To the third there is no other objection, but that it puts upon the claimant a proof which, if material, ought to be 
adduced by the cap~ors. If, as they contend, the laws of France, which provide for neutral commerce, are a ground 
of condenination, the proof of the existence of such law in reason rests with the captors. . 

As the French laws are explained to us, they provide against the introduction into that kingdom of any goods or 
merchandise, the manufacture or growth of any of the dominions of Britain. And it is therefore required that all 
goods carried there should be accompanied with certificates, showing of what country they are the manufacture or 
~rowth, and such certificates are to be verified by the commercial agent of France at the port of their shipment, or 
his deputy; these are called certificates of origin, and are indispensable. 

,v1th respect to the reduced duties, we understand that there has existed in France, (many years previous to the 
revolution,) a regulation which provided that the exporters of goods from her colonies, by paying certain duties at 
the place of export, would be allowed an abatement on the duties, to which they would otherwise be liable on their 
introduction into France. ,vhen that law was decreed, French subjects only could export the IJroducts of her colo­
nies to the mother country. Since the revolution the like provision has been extended to all persons exporting 
those products; but we are informed that it is embarrassed with so many provisions and difficulties that the abate­
ment in France is seldom claimed, and much seldomer obtained. Some· imperfect notices, extmcted from letters 
found on board those ships, has probably suggested this inquiry, and not any certain knowledge of the law, 01· its 
effect on the goods in question. • 

To the latter part of the third proof required, it can be established that no condition is e.-:acted from the exporters 
of goods from France to any neutral country. 

in the present state of our commerce, the principles to which we ha:ve referred cannot be viewed by the mer­
chants and underwriters of this city without extreme anxiety. Relying on the decisions which formerly took place 
in the British courts, the merchants of this country have risked property to an immense amount, much of which is 
now at hazard, and depending on the establishment of the principles which are the subject of this communication. 

The time limited for exhibiting our proofs at Halifax expires on the 8th February. If you shall deem it neces­
~ary to favor us with any communication on the subject, it may be in time, and will be u~ed in such way as you may 
advise. 

We are, &c. THOMAS FITZSIMONS, 
President Delaware Insurance Company of Philadelphia. 

JAMES S. COX, 
President Insurance Company of Pennsylvania. 

JOSEPH BALL, 
President Insurance Company of Philadelphia. 

JA)IES M.\n1soN, Esq. SeCl'etary of State .. 

CHARLES PETTIT, 
President Insurance Company of North America. 
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DEAR SIR: 
HALIFAX, November 8, 1805. 

As the interlocutory decree of the court of vice-admiralty in the cases of the Enterp1·ise, Eugenia, Zulema, 
and Hamilton, will necessarily affect all the other ships engag;ed in the same trade; and as it is a decree which may 
lead to a final decision of infinite importance, I have thought 1t fit, for the information of our American friends, to 
trouble you with a few lines on the subject of it. These several ships, and their respective car~oes, were charged 
generally in the allegation of the King's advocate, to be enemy's property, and various grounds were adopted in 
support of the allegation. Among the number was a point of national law. which the counsel for the captors thought 
fit to raise, upon very loose information, afforded by letters found on board the ships, of a late decree of the Govern­
ment of France respecting the importation of British goods or manufacture. It apoeared, by a number of those 
letters, that certificates of origin, as they were termed, had been carried to France.by these several shi1>s, for the 
purpose of proving the growth and manufacture of their outward cargoes. It appeared, also, that unless these cer­
tificates had been produced at Bordeaux, the vessels and their cargoes would, in all probabiliiy, have been con­
demned by the French Government under the decree before mentioned; and it further appeared, that the produce 
of the French colonies, of which the outward cargoes of these ships chiefly consisted, was exempted from duties on 
the production of the certificates. Upon these facts, it was contended, on the part of the captors, that a trade car­
ried on to France by neutrals, under the decree in question, was an unusual•course of trade, submitted to for the 
advantage of the enemy; that the certificate of origin was obtained conformably to that decree, and favored the 
views of the enemy, by rejecting all goods of British growth and manufacture, and by entitling the neutral to the 
same exemption, or reduction of duties, that would be granted to a Frenchman; and that sucli commerce was un­
neutral, upon the general ground of avowed partiality to the known enemy of Great Britain. 

On the part of the claimants it was answered by their advocates, that the information afforded of the decree, as 
well as of the certificate oforigin, and the duties in question, was extremely garbled and incorrect; that taking the 
facts, however, for granted, it ilid not appear that the course of trade was any other than that to which neutrals had 
been entitled by the law of nations for ages past; that the French Government had a right to impose any restric­
tion whatever upon its own trade, and to admit neutrals to a participation of it, upon such terms as a regard for 
its own interest would naturally dictate; that the decree whicli directed the certificate of origin was of late date, 
and it was impossible yet to ascertain what would be the conduct of neutrals with respect to it, but if they should 
still continue to carry on their commerce with France, under the restrictions imposed by that decree, they would 
hav~ a complete right, by the law of nations, so to do, and would by no means be guilty of that gl'Oss partiality which 
amounts to unneutral conduct. At all events, supposing the greatest mischiefs to result to the British Government 
from such commerce, it was a subject for the consideration of the ministry, and could not be a ground of Iegat argu-
ment in a court of vice-admiralty. , 

The judge, however, was very much inclined to adopt, in his decree, the ar~uments of the King's advocate7 and 
laid much stress upon the course of trade being unusual, and upon its having been resorted to by the enemy, in con­
sequence of our naval superiority. He admitted that the certificate of origin would not, of itself, have been suffi­
cient cause of condemnation, and that a decision to this effect hail been given by our courts at the close of the last 
war; but he observed, that the decree in question might impose certain restrictions and limitations, which, if complied 
with, would create a breach of neutrality; that if neutrals, who were favoring the commerce of France, were allow­
ed the same privile~es with Frenchmen, by an exemption from duties, or otherwise, he coulcl not but consider them 
in the same light with the subjects of France, and on that account he was desirous of ascertainin~ in what respect 
the course of trade now carried on with French ports, in the mother country, differed from the former and custo­
mary line of commerce. He, therefore, directed further proofs to be produced, to the followin& points: I. Of what 
colony, or country, the outward cargoes were the growth, produce, or manufacture? 2. Unaer what certificates 
were 'the same admitted to entry into the ports of France, and whether liable to foreign or reduced duties? 3. What 
are the Frencl1 laws upon this subject, and what limitations are.imposed on return cargoes? 

I should imagine tliat further proof might be obtained to these several points, by an application to the French 
minister in America for the law on the subject, and by applying to the custom house for the history of the outward 
cargoes. The judge, concerning the different interests in tlie cargoes, observed, that he should require from every 
claimant a notarial copy of the original letter, or order, by virtue of which the goods from France we1·e shipped on 
neutral account, and that all letters of correspondence, bills of lading and invoices which concern each sliipment, 
or notarial copies of them, must be produced to the court, verified by-the attestation of clerks or other indiffernnt 
persons. This proof should be accompanied by the test affidavit, as it is called, of the party himself, swearing to 
his national character, and fully stating his right to the property claimed by him, and the funds by which he acquir­
ed it. It should conclude with the usual avowment, that no enemy-of Great Britain has any concern in the goods; 
that they were, at the time they were shipped, and at the time of the capture, and would now be, if restored, the 
sole and exclusive property of the claimant. The judgments of professional gentlemen in the States, can supply­
any farther directions that will be necessary upon the point. of property. You will, no doubt, write to your several 
correspondents by this opportunity-, and I have only to request that you will assure those gentlemen of the best hav­
ing been done for the_m, and that they shall have a continuance of my exertions. 

I am, &c. 

JoHN BLACK, Esq. of the hou.se of Forsyth, Smith,~ Co. Halifax. 
JAMES STEW ART. 

NEwPORTt R. I. December 7, 1805. 
&~ . 

' Subjoined you have a list of Amel'ican vessels insured by the Rhode Island Insurance Company, established 
at this place, which have been captured by some of the powers at war, and in consequence thereof abandoned to 
said company. 

Schooner Polly of Newport: Owners John Bigley and Charles Cezzens, both of said ;Newport, burden of vessel 
about one hundred tons. 

Circumstances of tlie capture:-On the 18th of June, 1803, she sailed from New York, bound on a voyage to 
Jamaica, and thence back to New York, .with a cargo of l~mber and provisions; vessel and cargo of the value of 
about five thousand dollars. On the 13th day of July followmg, on her outward passage, lat. 20° £0' north, she was 
captured by a French privateer called the two friends, commanded by---Beson, if his name be rightly recol­
lected. The master with his papers was taken and detained on board the privateer; the mate and crew put on 
bo~rd a boat and compelled.to l.eave the schooner and pr<?vid~ for their safety as they Il!ight; fortunately they 
arrived safe to land. Captain Bigley was put on shore at Miagmagua, S. ·w. part of Porto Rico, bemg first stripped 
of his papers, and the property about him. 

The prize-master and men put on board the schooner, conducted her to Samana, in the island of Hispaniola. 
Vessel and cargo, according to information, were sold there by order of Government, and the proceeds deposited 
in the public treasury, to be paid over to the concern. The amount of these proceeds is not known· but report 
makes 1t a trifli: compared to the value of the property. Wh~t C?r w~etper any process was instituted against her 
by the captors 1s not known, or whether they had any comm1ss1on; 1t 1s supposed they had none. Owing to the 
difficulty and infrequency of the communication, it has not yet been in the power of the concern to obtain the 
proceeds. 

Brig Orange, of Newport: owner, Thomas Dennis, of Newport; master, Stephen A. Wanton, of ditto; burden 
of the vessel about-- tons. 

I 



1806.] GREAT BRITAIN AND FRANCE. 771 

Circumstances o.f capture, ~·c.-On the 15th day of June, 1804, she sailed from Newport, bound on a voyaae to 
Jamaica, and from thence back to Newport, with a cargo of dry and pickled fish, &c. valued. at about eiglit lhou­
sand dollars. On the--day-0f August, 1804, she was captured by a French privateer, called the --com­
manded by -- and carried into Baracoa, and there disposed of by the captors, but in what manner is not 
known. 

Schooner Sea Flower, of Newport: owner, John Clarke, of Newport; master, the same John Clarke; burden of 
the vessel about ninety-th1·ee tons. 

Circumstances of capture.-On the 26th day of December, 1804, within one mile of the shore of the island of 
Cubai and in sight of tlie Moro Castle, and bound to Havana, she was captured by a French privateer, called the 
Napo eon, and commanded br---master. Captain Clarke petitioned the Government at the Havana to have 
the property liberated, as bemg captured within that jurisdiction. Pending this petition, to avoid delay and ex­
pense, Captain Clarke made a compromise with the captors, by which he agreed to pay them nine hundred dollars, 
and they agreed to release the property: he paid the nine liund1·ed dollars, and they executed the release~ and the 
prize-master and Frenchmen quitted the vessel. Clarke then informed the Government of what had been done, 
J)roduced the release, and requested the Spanish guard on board the Sea Flower might be withdrawn. The Spanish 
Government demurred from day to day, on one pretence and another, till at length one of the officers of the priva­
teer presented a new petition. claiming the prize anew. Thereupon the Government immediately decreed, that the 
property should be delivered.to the captors, upon their giving bonds to abide the decree of the French Government 
at St. Domingo. The agent of Clarke offered to take the property and deposit in court twenty-four thousand dol­
lars to abide the decree at St. Domingo. This was refusea and bond of the captors was accepted for only 
eighteen thousand dollars; and the only security required to this bond was a mortga~e of some land in a distant 
l)art of the island of Cuba. Whether any decree at St. Domingo has since been passea, we have not ascertained; 
but from the best information, we presume a decree has been passed; the information is contradictory. One report 
states that the vessel_ was acquitted, and the cargo condemned, another that both were condemned. 

Schooner Ann and Harriott, of Newport: owners, Robert Stevens and Robert Rogers, of Newport; master, 
,vmiam Shearman, of Newport; burden of the vessel about ninety-three tons. • 

Circumstances oftlie capture, ~-c.-On the 17th of June, 1805, she was captured by a French privateer, called 
the Lucerne, on heqiassage to Jamaica; afterward.son the~-dayof---1805, she was recaptured byan English 
frigate of war, called the Diana, and commanded by--Molony, and was sent into Jamaica, where vessel and 
cargo were libelled and sold for salvage: value of vessel and cargo about ten thousand dollars. 

Brig Mary, of Newport: owner, Thomas Dennis, of Newport; master,John Davis, of ditto; burden of the vessel 
about one hundred tons. 

Circumstances of the captute, ~-c.~On the 8th day of April, 1805, she sailed from Newport for Jamaica loaded 
with codfish, provisions, &c. that the 26th same month, she was captured by a French armed boat, whether com­
missioned or not unknown. The crew of the brig were forced into a boat, with some provisions, and driven off to 
seek their safety as they could. They got to one of the Bahama islands, the master was afterwards put on shore at 
one of the Bahama islands. The brig and cargo were carried to Baracoa, in the island of Cuba. No process 
whatever was instituted against the property, by the captors; they there embezzled the cargo and sold the vessel. 
The loss is about ten thousand dollars. • 

The office,has an interest in the brig Rowena, Robinson Potter, master, condemned in England in the course of 
the summer past, but the circumstances of that case are not here detailed, as other offices, who have a greater inter­
est in the same vessel, have already; or will represent them. The vouchers, in proof of the foregoing statements, will 
be forwarded, if necessary, with perfect confidence that these lawless depredations on our commerce will he pro-
perly felt and noticed by our Government. I am, &c. 

Honorable JAMES MAD1soN, Secretary of State, 
' SAMUEL VERNON, JuN. President. 

To the honorable James JJ.ladison, Esq. Semtary of State,for the United States. 

Sm: NEWPORT, R. I. .December 11, 1805. 
'fhe Newport Insurance Company deem it their duty to exhibit to the Government, a statement of the losses 

they have sustaineu during the !)resent war, by the depredations of the belligerent powers. Compared with its 
limited capital and enterprise, it is presumed there are few offices in the United States that have suffered more. 

From the instances mentioned in the sequel, it may be collected, that since the 23d day of July, 1804, the aggre­
gate ofloss to the merchants and the country, by lawless captures, exceeds fifty-seven thousand dollars, and that the 
part thereof that falls to the share of this company exceeds thirty thousand dollars. The company conceive them­
selves to be justified in stating, that these losses arose from contingencies which no commercial intelligence could 
foresee, and upon which no commercial prudence was bound to calculate. 

The losses they have to enumerate was sustained in the course of a legal accustomed and honestly neutral com­
merce, carried on by native American citizens, with American capitals, in American bottoms. 

These losses may be arranged under two heads: 
1st. Captures in the ,vest Indies by l)it·atical P,rivateers, with real or pretended French commissions. The 

property plundered by these privateers has been umformly taken into the ports of the island of Cuba, and there, 
with the connivance or under the protection of the Spanish Government, without any form of trial or pretence for 
legal condemnation, has been sold and distributed. 

2d. Captures in the British channel by .British armed vessels, in consequence of the new principle lately anoun­
ced by the courts of admiralty, viz: that in case a vessel has brought goods from the colony of a belligerent, althou~h 
she brings them to the United States, and the owners the1·e unlade them, pay the importation duties, finish tne 
concerns of the old voyage, and select and undertake another, with the same vessel and goods, it shall not be deemed 
evidence of a new voyage, but, on the contrary, conclusive evidence of a continued and uninterrupted' voyage from 
the colony of the belligerent. 

Under the first head have occured the following cases: 
No. 1. Brig Orange, S. A. Wanton, master; Thomas Dennis, of Newport, Rhode Island, merchant, owner, 

laden with fisn_and provisions, bound from Newport to Jamaica; vessel and cargo valued. at $10,000, insured by the 
Newport Insurance Company, $4,000 on cargo. 

Circ1mistances of capture, .S·c.-The Orange was taken on the 21st July, 1804, by the French privateer Volti­
geuse, Captain Moisson, about six leagues from the island of St. Domingo. The officers and men were stripped of 
every thing, even to the clothes on tlieir backs, and left entirely destitute. The property was taken to Baracoa, 
in the island of Cuba; no form of trial or condemnation was had. The cargo was distributed by the captors in their 
own way, and the vessel, it is believed, burnt. 

No. 2. Brig Sally, Stephen Chase, master; Seth Hoard, owner, bound from Jamaica to the United States; vessel 
and cargo estimated at $4,000; insured by the Newport Insurance Company, $2,700. 

Circumstances of capture, 4·c.-The captain, in his protest, declares that after being detained by an embar"o at 
Falmouth, in Jamaica, he sailed. from thence for Montego bay on the 28th of April, 1805; that he had been out aiout 
four hours when he was captured by a felucca within a mile of the shore. The captain of the felucca informed 
captain Chase he was a good prize, and that he had orders to capture all .llmerican vessels on the coast of Jamaica. 
The S:illy was taken to Cape Coure, in the island of Cuba; no condemnation or form of trial was had, and Captain 
Chase, and three out of six of his men, after being stripped of their clothes, were ordered to take to their boat. 
They did so, and fortunately arrived at l\fontego bay on the 29th ot' the same month. 
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r.;o. 3. Schooner American Lady, Enoch Toby, master; owned by Bowen and Ennis, of Newport, merchants, 
and others, cargo rum, &c. bound from Jamaica to the United States; value of vessel and cargo $4,000, insured by 
the Newport Insurance Company, $2,950. 

Cfrcumstances of capture, cS·c.-This vessel sailed on the 16th February, 1805, from Morant bay, south side of 
Jamaica, bound for Camden, State of North Carolina. On the 20th of the same month, being about five leagues 
distant from the Isle of Pines, she was brought tu by a small privateer under French colors, mounting one swivel 
gun, and manned with about fifteen men, principally Spaniards. The vessel was taken possession of, carried to the 
1sle of Pines, the captain and men plundered and abused, and left on shore at this desert island without any means 
of subsistence except a dozen of biscuits and a bottle of rum. They would have perished there had it not been for 
the compassion of a Spaniard, the only inhabitant of the island. The captain and crew remained at this place until 
another French privateer arrived there, when they were taken at the request of Captain Toby, near Savannah La 
Mar, on the south side of Cuba, from whence they travelled to the Havana. The captain noted his protest with the 
American 1;unsul, who attended him to the Governor. Captain Toby explained to the Governor the ill treatment 
he had encountered; <lemanded a restoration of his vessel, which was ·now within the Governoi·'s Jurisdiction and 
the release of Moses Henly, a free black, one of his crew, who had left a wife and family in the United States, and 
who was in the greatest distress, as the q1ptors were determined to sell him a slave for life, The Governo1· made 
I ittle 01· no reply to Captain Toby's remonstrances or petitions. After waiting some time, finding himself unable to 
obtain redress, he was compelled to abandon the property, and return to the United States. 

No. 4. Schooner Ann and Harriet, '\Villiam Shearman, master. vessel and cargo valued at $10,400: vessel owned 
by Robert Rogers and Robert Stevens, and the cargo by John Mein, all of Newport, merchants, bound from the 
United States to Jamaica; 85,000 was insured by the Newport Insurance Company. 

Cfrcumstances of capture, 4·c.-This vessel was captured on the ei~hth of May last, by a French privateer, off 
Cape Maire, in the island of Cuba, and was ordered for St. Jago de Cuba, but upon being chased by the English 
ship of war Diana, she was run on shore by the pl'ize-master. After considerable exertions, and tlwowing overboard 
a great part of her cargo, she was e:ot off by the English re-captors, and taken by them to Kingston, Jamaica, where 
the vessel and the remainde1· of her cargo were sold under the process of the court of vice-admiralty-there. The 
salvage of one eighth, which was awarded the re-captors, the destruction of part of the cargo, and the disadvantages 
under which the residue was sold, render this little less than a total loss. 

These are the principal losses sustained by this company, arising from the piratical depredations of privateers in 
the .\Yest Indies.'• • 

In all these cases abandonments have been made to, and the sums insured paid by, this company. 

Under the second head of loss, the two following important cases have occurred: 
No. I. The brig Rowena, Robinson Pott~r, master, voyage from Newport to Antwerp: vessel and cargo valued 

at $26,735, owned by Christopher Grant Champlin, Esq. for himself, in his own right, and as administrato1· of 
Christopher, Champlin, Esq. deceased; sum insured by the Newport Insurance Company $15,000. 

Circumstances of captute, grounds qf condemnation, ~-c.-The owners of the Rowena had imported in her 
from Maitinique a cargo of su~ar and coffee. This cargo was legally landed, and the duties payable to the United 
States secured. The owners finding no advantageous domestic market for their coffee and sugar, made general 
inquiries into the state of the European market. They began to com template generally an exportation; but whether 
that exportation would be to Copenhagen, Amsterdam, or Antwerp, or whether it was to be totally abandoned, was 
a matter in deliberation, and to be determined by the result of their inquiries. After a delay of some weeks it was 
ultimately decided to send the sugar and coffee to li.ntweip. For this purpose a new voyage was concerted, a new 
crew hired, and a quantity of staves, the growth of our country, (and so expressly and minutely certified by the 
brig's papers,) was added to the original cargo. On the 6th of May last, the Rowena sailed from Newport, and on 
the 16th of June was captured off Ostend, by His Britannic Majesty's hired armed cutter the Griffin, commanded' 
by Lieutenant Forbes. The alleged pretence of capture was a isuspicion that the Rowena intended to violate the 
blockade of Ostend. 

This pretence, however, totally unsupported by facts or by appearances, was speedily abandoned, and the sole 
question, at the trial, in the court of admiralty, was, whether the voyage was to be treated upon the footing, of one 
continued voyage from Martinique to Antwerp, i. e. from the colony of the enemy to the mother country. The 
judge, Sir William Scott, without entering into any discussion of the above question, or detailing at all the pai·ticu­
la1· facts of this case, referred to his decision in a case immediately preceding, viz. the Enoch, Doane, master, and 
declared, as he did not see sufficient reasons to distinguish this from the case of the Enoch, it must meet the same 
fate. The case of the Enoch is, without doubt, in the possession of Government, and although, -therefore, com­
ment is unnecessary, and may be even deemed improper, yet we cannot forbear to remark, that the case of the 
Enoch is distinguishable from that of the Rowena in a very important particular. The Enoch, as Si1· 'William Scott 
states, was under a charter party before she quitted Boston, to perform the voyage she did perform. Admitting a 
moment, for the··purposes of argument, ( what can never be admitted in fact, without the prostration of neutral rights, 
and the destruction of the commerce of the country,) that the newly announced princiP-le of Great Britain is one 
deducible from the law of nations, and that its applicatiort was correct in the case of the Enoch, it by no means fol­
lows that its application was likewise correct in the case of the Rowena. There was no charter party in the lat­
ter case; there was nothing indicating a primary and preconceived intention, viz: at the outset, to go to Europe with 
the cargo procured in the ,Vest Indies. There existed nothing of which the case was first to be cleared, for the clai­
mants to be entitled to the benefit of the rules of evidence, as laid down by the British courts. There was nothing, to 
speak in the language of those courts, to shift the burden of proof. But ,vaiving any observations on a difference so 
obvious, it does seem somewhat extraordinary, that the sentence in the case of the Rowena should have been, in 
reality, one of more severity than the sentence in the precedi,ig case; in that the property put on board at Boston 
was favorably considered and restored. In the case of the Rowena, staves of the growth of the United States} and 
put on board at Newport, were not restored, but included in the undistinguishing clause of condemnation, w 1ich, 
in its style of absurd formality, pronounces the ship and cargo to have belonged, at the time of the capture and sei­
zure thel'eof~ to enemies of the crown of Great Britain, and as such, or otherwise, liable to confiscation. 

_Besides the total loss, the company have paid 8556, their proportion of $876, being the law costs attending the 
claim. 

No. 2. Ship Hope, Robert Robinson, master; owners, George Champlin, Esq. Christopher Grant Champlin, Esq. 
as administrator of Christopher Champlin, Esq. and the master: voyage, from Newport to Amsterdam, value of ship 
and cargo, $108,631, insured by the Newport lnsurance Company, $15,000. 

Circumstances of the case, capture, <S·c.-The voyage in which this ship was en,gaged, previous to the one in 
which she was captured, was from Newport to Batavia. She sailed from Newport in February, 180,1, and arrived 
at Batavia in the following May. Owing to the scarcity of produce, and the number of ships endeavoring to pro­
cure it, after selling a small quantity of iron, which made a part of hei• cargo, the captain proceeded wtih his ship 
and specie to Manilla; he there purchased a cargo of'sugar and indigo, and sailed about the 20th of November, 1804, 
for Newport, where he arrived on the 12th of l\Iay, 1805. The cargo was landed and delivered, and the importa­
tion duties secured to be paid. Afte1· a lapse of about six weeks, the owners, not finding a sufficiently favorable 
market at home, concluded on a new voyage, to Amsterdam, for the purpose of re-exporting their sugar.and indigo. 
The ship ~vas, conseq_uen~ly, P!1rtially repaired, a new crew hired, and the sugar and indigo t!1ken _from. warehouses 
and re-slnpped. Tins ship sailed for Amsterdam on the 30th June, and was captured by His Br1tanmc .Majesty's 
hired armed cutter Swan, Lieutenant Cameron, and brought into Yarmouth, where, in consequence of the recess of 
the admiralty court, she was detained until the 12th of September, 1805, when, upon trial, the ship and cargo was 
restored, but without costs or damages. The condemnation was pressed, on the part of the captors, on the ground. 
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of its being a cargo taken in at an enemy's colony, and after touching at America, having been brought on to the 
enemy's country in Europe, without breaking the continuity of the voya;e by any act done. And in respect of this 
question, the judge declared there was no evidence that the continuity ot the voyage was inte1·rupted. The car~o of 
the Hope was purchased in Manilla, in time of profound peace between England and Spain. The ship sailed from 
Manilla three weeks before the declaration of war, by Spam, against Great Britain, which took place the 14th Decem­
ber, 1804, and about seven weeks before reprisals, on the part of Great Britain, yet still it was urged by the captors, 
that the cargo was purchased in contemplation of war, and the judge airreed, that if that had been proved, it would 
have operated exactly the same effect as if actual hostilities had taken p}ace; but, he said, as no proof appeared, and 
the fact being that war did not commence till after the vessel sailed, he thought it unlikely that Americans would 
speculate upon the subject. But supposing, says he, that it was an importation from Manilla to Amsterdam, at this 
period, it would ha,·e been an importation peifectly legal, and all transactions in America may be laid out of the 
question; yet~ for being engaged in a voya~e perfectly legal, afte1· having had that voya~e ruined by an illegal cap­
ture, the owners of the Hope were denied mdemnity for damages sustained, and compelled to pay costs, expenses, 
and law charges, to the amount of two hundred and sixty pounds sterling, about forty pounds of which were exac­
tions for light money, and Ramsgate and Dover harbor dues. 

Such is the statement which this company, at the present juncture, has to make to the Government of the United 
States. The various protests, decrees, and other documentary evidence, confirmatory of this statement, shall be 
forwarded, when deemed necessary by Government. 

The Newport Insurance Company have a hope and confidence, that the General Government, whose right it is 
to regulate, would feel it their duty to protect commerce; that means will be found, in the wisdom and energy of 
Government, to procure speedy compensation to the sufferers, and redress to the nation for its violated rights and 
dignity. • 

,vith sentiments of high respect, I remain, on behalf of said company, your obedient servant, 
• SAMUEL ELAM, President. 

IN SENATE OF THE UNITED STATEs, February 5, 1806. 

The committee to whom was referred, on the 15th of January last, that part of the President's message which 
relates to the spoliation of our comme1·ce on the high seas, and informs us of the new principles assumed by-the 
British courts of admiralty, as a pretext for the condemnation of our vessels in their prize courts, respectfully 
report, for the consideration of Hie Senate, the following resolutions: 
I. Resolved, That the capture and condemnation, under the orders of the British Government, and adjudica­

tion of their courts of admiralty, of American vessels and their cargoes, on the pretext of their being employed in 
a trade with the enemies of Great Britain, prohibited in time of peace, is an unprovoked aggression upon the pro­
perty of the citizens of these United States, a violation of their neutral rights, and an encroachment upon thei1· 
national independence. 

2, Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to demand and insist upon the restoration of 
the property of their citizens, captured and condemned on the pretext of its being employed in a trade with the 
enemies of Great Britain, prohibited in time of peace, and upon the indemnification of such American citizens, for 
their losses and damages sustained by these captures and condemnations, and to enter into such arran"ements with 
the British Government, on this and all other differences &ubsisting between the 1 two nations, (and particularly 
respecting the impressment of American seamen,) as may be consistent with the honor and interests of the United 
States, and manitest their earnest desire to obtain for themselves and their citizens, by amicable negotiation, that 
justice to which they are entitled. 

3. Resolved, Tliat it is expedient to prohibit by law the importation into the United States of any of the follow­
ing goods, wares, or merchandise, being the growth, protluce, or manufactures of the united kingdoms of Great 
Britain and Ireland, or' the dependencies thereof, that is to say, woollens, linens, hats, nails, looking-~lasses, rum, 
hard-wares, slate, salt, coal, boots, shoes, ribbons, silks, and plated and glass-wares. The said prohibition to com­
mence from the -- day of--, unless previously thereto equitable arrangements shall be made between the two 
Gove1:nments on the ditforences subsisting between them, and to continue until such arrangements shall be agreed 
upon and settled. 

9th CONGRESS.] No. 195. 

DENMARK-PETER LANDAIS. 

REPORTED ON FEBRUARY 11, 1806. 

The Committee of Claims, to whom was referred the memorial of Peter Landais, together with the report of the 
Secreta1·y of State thereon, submit the following report: 

Facts are detailed in the report of the Secretary of State, which, if they had been communicated to the Com­
mittee of Claims, when this case was under their consideration, at the last session of Congress, might have varied 
their decision. Your committee concur in opinion with the Secretary that the Government ot Denmark must be 
liable to make restitution in the manner and upon the principles sug~ested in his report; and that it will be disposed 
to do &o may be expected, not only from its love of justice, but also from its desire to emulate the equitable conduct 
of our own Government in relation to the subjects of that kin~dom. 

Claims to a large amount are exhibited against the United States by the accredited agents of Dellmark, in favor 
of individuals of that nation, founded upon the alleged misconduct of our armed vessels. 'Without comparing 
these claims with the one now under consideration, it is sufficient to observe, that the Government of Denmark 
itselt~ and not its subordinate agents, directed those proceedin~s which form the ground of the present application. 
Complete satisfaction for the injury sustained by the memorialist ought in the opinion of your committee, to be 
obtained through the interference of the Executive authority; and the propriety and necessity of such an interfer­
ence are enforced by the consideration that the United States have an immediate interest in the question, inasmuch 
as it appears. from authentic documents, that the crew of the frigate Alliance, on their return to America, mutinied 
against their commander; in consequence of which, the prize-money, to which they would otherwise have been 
entitled, amounting to a large sum, became exclusively the property of the Uuited States. The attention of our 
Government, it is presumed, will be speedily turned towards this object; and as the claim of the memorialist is 
thus identified with that of the nation, he may confidently hope it will not be disregarded in any adjustment of 
mutual claims which may be the subject of negotiation between the two Governments._ 

98 VOL. II. 
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To furnish an opportunity for such measures as the Executive may think proper to adopt in relation to the pre­
mises, your committee are of opinion that it is not expedient for Congress to act conclusively upon the subject at 
this time; but that legislative interposition should be withheld until the eftect of negotiation can be fully ascertained. 
The following resolution is therefore respectfully offered to the House: 

Resolved, That the further consideration of the memorial of Peter Landais, and the report of the Secretary of 
State thereon, he postponed indefinitely. 

9th CoNGREss.] No. 196. [1st SEssioN. 

FRANCE. 

COMMUNICATED TO THE SENATE, MARCH 5, 1806. 

To the Senate of the United States: 
MARCH 5, 1806. 

According to the request of the Senate, expressed in thei1· resolution of the 3d instant, I now transmit the 
extract of a letter from the Secretary of State to the minister plenipotentiary of the United States at Paris, the 
answer to that letter, and two letters from Hem'y Waddell, a citizen of the United States, relative to the interfer­
ence of the said minister in the case of the ship New Jersey,and to the principles alleged to have been laid down 
by him on that occasion. • 

There are in the office of the Department of State several printed memorials in this case, by the agent of those 
interested in the ship, which are voluminous, and in French. If these be within.the scope of the request of the 
Senate, the printed copies can be sent in immediately; but, if ti-anslations be necessary, some considerable time 
will be requisite for their execution. On this subject any further desire which the Senate shall think proper to ex­
press, shall be complied with. 

TH: JEFFERSON. 

Srn: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ./Jugust 25, 1805. 

It is represented by the parties interested in the ship New Jersey and cargo, for which indemnity is claimed 
unde1· the late convention with France, that a disallowance of the claim is likely to proceed from an idea that 
insurers do not in such cases take the place of the insured. 

As the convention has provided for its own exposition and execution, it has been thought best that these should 
be left, as much as possible, to their own course; and an interposition, of any kind, in the present instance, would 
be the rather declined as it cannot be guided by communications from yourself relative to the nature of the diffi­
culties which have arisen. Yet, as the interest which the parties have at stake renders them particularly anxious and 
urgent on the occasion, and as it cannot be injurious, and may be agreeable, to yourself to know the sentiments of the 
President on the question whether the title of the insurers accrues to the insured, if that naked question be indeed 
the source of the difficulties, I am authorized to sug~est, for your information, that he considers the general princi­
ple on which the question turns as supporting the claims of the American underwriters to the benefit of the conven­
tion where they have paid the loss of the original owners, citizens of the United States. 

, . I have the honor to be, &c. 
JAMES MADISON. 

JoHN ARMSTRONG, Esq., .S·c . .S·c. 

Extract of a letter from General ./Jrmstrong to the Secretary of State, dated 

NovEMBER 26, 1805. 
I had the honor, within the last week, of receiving your letter of the 25th of August, expressing the solicitude 

of the parties interested in the ship New Jersey and cargo, "lest their claims should be rejected on the idea that 
the rights of the insured did not pass to the insurers;" and communicating, also, the opinion of the President, that 
"American underwriters, who had paid the loss to the original owners, citizens of the United States, wer.e entitled 
to the benefits of the treaty of'l803." 

In my next despatches I shall furnish you with documents from which you will see that the difficulties in this 
case have, in no stage of it, arisen from theJ causes to which they have been ascribed; that its admission by the 
American Board was long suspended unde1· Colonel Mercer's objections, that '' no evidence has been produced or 
the insolvency of the captors;" that its rejection by the Council General of Liquidations proceeded from the 
belief, that the" ship and cargo were partially or altogether British property, and from certain other causes." And 
that when this beliet concerning the national character of the property was done away by the production of certain 
policies of insurance, which had been effected in different parts of the United States, (but which till then had been 
carefully kept out of sight,) the claim, so far from being opposed on the principle, that" the rights of the insured 
did not vest in the insurers," or, indeed, on any other principle, was, on my suggestion, sent back to the council, 
relieved from the first, and apparently, the principal objection; and left subject only to the" othe1· causes," men,-

, tioned in the rejecting arret of the 28th of Frumaire. These "other causes" are fully exhibited in the report of 
the director of the fom·th division, dated on the 15th Germinal, and may be digested into the following heads: 

1st. That the judgment of the 17th Prairial, year 6, pronouncing the confiscation of the New Jersey and cargo 
is still subsisting? inasmuch as it has not been annulled by the decree of the Council of Prizes, which directs only 
the restitution of the sum deposited by the owners with General Haudeville. 

2d. That the claimants have neglected to prosecute their appeal within six years after the captures were pre-
cluded, by the laws of France, from a right of appealing. • 

3d. That tlte New Jersey not having a role d'equipage, as provided by the treaty of 1778, was excluded from 
the provisions of the fourth article of the treaty of 1800. 

4th. That the capt~in and agent of the privateer, I}Ot havjng been heard in their defence, nor even summoned 
to appear before the tribunal, the decree of the CouncII of Prizes was illegal. 

5th. That no evidence having been produced of the abandonment of the ship and cargo to the underwriters, and 
the agents havinl!: even denied the right of either Government to question them with regard to an abandonment of 
the property; and having besides, acknowledged, that the origiual owners, or a part of tliem, had acquired the New 
Jersey by a new title; by yielding to the underwriters "un droit convenable de reprise dans le depot," it may be 
fairly interred that the loss never was paid by the insurers, and that the receipts ( which, by the way, do not cor­
respond in number with the policies,) are merely fictitious. 

6th. That were it in proof that the owners had abandoned, and that the underwriters had paid, still the claim 
of the latter could not be admitted; inasmuch, as it could not now be liquidated under the rules prescribed by the 
treaty, the American Commissioners having no longer an existence. 
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You will readily perceive that, in all this there is not a single syllable pointed at the rights of insurers " who 
have paid th~ loss to the ori~in!ll owners." it only remains f~r l}le, ther!lfore, to _show that, in no after act, either 
of the council or of M. Maroms and myself, was the broad prmc1ple, which has given so much alarm to our under­
writing citizens, or even the qualified one, to be found, in the President's opinion, adopted or applied to the case 
of the New Jersey. The report, of which I have already given you the substance, not having been agreed to by 
all the members of the council, and the liquidator general not choosing to decide the difference, transmitted the 
case a second time to the treasury, with a wish that M;. Marbois and myself might determine it. We complied 
with this wish: we did determine it, and admitted it for its full proportion of the marginal fund. It is true that 
M. Marbois and I diftered somewhat concerning this proportion. He would have given three hundred and thirty­
tlu·ee thousand francs, whereas, I thought that three hundred thousand were quite as many as fell to its share; and 
that you will think as I did, I have no doubt, when I inform you that there a.-e claims amounting to more than three 
millions, as sound in point of principle, less objectionable in point of form, and better recommended by the pecuni­
ary circumstances of the claimants, for which I have not yet got a single sous. 

Cow of a letter fi·om Henry Waddell to Messrs. Nicklin and G,iffitli, dated 

Pa1LADELPHlA, Februaiy 24, 1806, 
Agreeably to my promise, I now state in writing some circumstances with my ideas relative to the case of the 

New Jersey; at the same time, in substance, the observations made by me on the subject since my return to Ame­
rica; in the course of which, l submit to your candor how far they may appear hostile to you or your claim. As 
yet you have only the memoir of your agent in France, the object of which, no doubt, was to induce a belief on 
your part that the rejection of the claim "was owing to the interference of the American minister, and thereby en­
title you to a demand against the American Government; this, however, on an impartial consideration of the sub­
ject, will, I think, appear otherwise; and, I believe, you only require a correct statement of facts to remove the 
iml)ressions made by that memoir. 

No doubt can arise on the illegality of the capture, but it is supposed the arrangement made between your agent, 
Dr. Stephens, and General de Haudeville, materially changed the ground on which you originally stood, and much 
prejudiced your claim against the captors. It is also to be lamented, that you suffered the time limited by law to 
pass over without prosecuting the appeal, or complying with the formalities always considered indispensable in such 
cases; for in vain might M. Dupont say, that the law of the 4th P1·airial, 6th year, corresponding to May, 1798, 
did not extend to the French colonies; with the same propriety you might have been referred by the French Go­
vernment to the colony, where the capture and arrangement with General de Haudeville was made for payment. 
These facts I mention in no other view than to show that-, where appeals are made and other legal formalities com­
plied with, not only in J)rize causes but in every other, always have a preference, and on that ground was there no 
other; the American and French ministers might suppose they have granted you a large proportion in allowing 
your claim out of the Louisiana fund, three hundred thousand francs; and your agents must also have thought so, 
or I presume they would not have ~iven a receipt in full, thereby debarring you from any further demand. 

I am of opinion, nay, I speak with confidence, that our Government wished to give a preference to prize causes; 
but by the convention of 1803, the appropriations are left entirely to the French Government, who have generally 
preferred such claims as were embraced by the convention. for supplies made-them by American merchants; this 
arrangement left a balance of the Louisiana fund, but not sufficient to satisfy all the prize causes; for, there are 
now on the dockets of the tribunal of prizes, many cases, although not positively decided on, the formalities relative 
to which, so far as they go, have at least been legally complied with; and it is a fact which ought not to escape at­
tention, 1.he New Jersey has been preferred arid obtained judgment, when the others with more form have not. 

The American minister has had a most difficult task to execute, for when he arl'ived in F!'ance there were not 
fourteen hundred thousand francs unappropriated, with demands against that sum for many millions; he, there­
fore, proposed that all cases should be liquidated by bein~ placed on the same footing; but the French Government, 
by the convention, having reserved to itself the ri~ht of ui;;tributing the fund appropriated for the payment of Ame­
l'ican claims, he could only act in conjunction with the French mini~ter of the public treasury, both of whom have 
invariably aimed at impartiality, in disposing of this small balance among the different claimants. 

lt is a very singular assertion of M. Dupont, that the French Government would have admitted the claim for 
the whole amount, for, had he supposed so, why not have returned, as he could, and had a right to the bureau of 
liquidation for a revision of the claim? but no, his doubts of receiving any thing are evident, from his own ·state­
ment, particulady as the minister of the public treasury only thought of paying one-third, but afterwards, on re­
consideration, was of opinion with General Armstrong, that three hundred thousand francs was a more equal pro­
portion; and the sum has been paid under the impression only, that no sort of discrimination should be made be­
tween the owner and the underwriter; and, on tlus occasion, I take it upon myself to asse1-t that General Arm­
strong acted under no other 1dea. 

The lette1· said to be written by General Armstrong, I have understood, was communicated confidentially to yout· 
agents after having written a second, placing the claim on a bette1· footing than it was originally; and as to the effect 
to which M. Dupont attaches so much importance, it never p1·oduced any; but, had any effect been produced by it 
this was completely done awaytiefore your agents· knew of its exh,tence, therefore the publication of this letter i~ 
M. Dupont's pamphlet is too palpable. not to be understood by every man who judges without prejudice. But let 
us sup!)ose, for a moment, the French Government even contemplated paying the whole amount of your claim out 
of the Louisiana fund, which does not appear to have been the case, General Armstrong would have been extl'emely 
represensible ~ad h~ assented to it, for it must have been almost t_o the entire exclusion of eyery other claimant. 

When I left Paris, General Armstrong had been confined to his bed for some weeks, which accounts for his not 
taking notice of the publication in question; and although I disapp1·oved of the letter, I am very certain it never did 
in the slightest degree, injure your claim. ' 

You have now, gentlemen, the impressions of my mind entirely free from prejudice, and I beg to avail myself 
of this opportunity of assuring you that, so far from ever cliscoverin~ any thin~ hostile or unfriendly towards you 
that I have uniformly, as often as your house has been the subject or conversation, spoken of it as among the most 
respectable of our country. 

Henry Waclclell to James Jl.'Iaclison, Esq. 

Sm: 
PHILADELPHIA, February 26, 1806. 

When in Washington, I mentioned to your excellency that my -view of the case of the New Jersey was very 
different from the general representations on that subject, and since my arrival here, having given my opinion very 
freely to the same effect, Messrs. Nicklin and Griffith requested me to state, in writing, my ideas on the subject. 
I accordingly wrote them a letter, of which I enclose your excellency a copy. In so doing, I have, nor can have 
any other intention than to state facts which have been withheld or mutilated; but as I know the abuse I should 
incur by its publication, I merely enclose it for your excellency's satisfaction, until you receive more complete infor­
mation on the subject from France. 

I have the honor to be your excellency's most obedient, humble servant, 
HENRY WADDELL. 
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AMERICAN SEAMEN IMPRESSED. 

CO;\!MUNICATED TO THE HOUSE Olf REPRESENTATIVES, MARCH 8, 1806. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ltlarcli 5, 1806. 

The Secretary of State, in compliance with the order of the House of Representatives of the 6th of January, 
directing him to lay before it " a return of the number of American seamen who have been impressed or detained 
by the ships of war or privateers of Great Britain, whose names have been reported to the Department of State since 
the statement was made to the House at the last session of Congress; mentioning the names of the persons impressed, 
with the names of the ships or vessels by which they were impressed, and the time of the impressment; together 
with any facts and circumstances, in relation to the same, which may have been reported to him; stating, also, the 
whole number of American seamen impressed, from the commencement of the present war in Europe, and includ­
ing, in a seJ>arate column, the number of passengers, if any, who may have been taken out of the American vessels 
coming to the United States from Europe," has the honor to transmit, herewith, the names of nine hundred and 
thirteen persons who appear to have been impressed from American vessels, and whose names have been reported 
to the Department of State since the last statement was made to Congress; together with a discrimination in the 
particulars required by the order, except as hereafter mentioned. 

The aggregate number of impressments into the British service, since the commencement of the present war in 
Europ·e, is found to be two thousand two hundred and seventy-three. 

It is not easy to distinguish with accuracy how many of these persons were really not citizens of the United 
States; but the column of remarks, added to the list in lieu of this discrimination, will exhibit some ground for 
judging of the fact. 

It has not been deemed necessary to make a separate column for impressed passengers, as this description of 
persons have been reported to be impressed but in Hie few cases subjoined. 

It is proper to observe, that a small part only of the period since the last statement there was an agent for sea­
men for the Leeward islands at Jamaica; the gentleman who then held the charge havin~ resigned it, and another 
who had been appointed to succeed him having declined accepting it. The agent appomtecl for Anti~!'- havinq 
been absent from that island since his appointment in May last, no returns have been received from the windwaru 
islands. From these circumstances, it is very probable that many impressments have been made in the West In­
dian seas, which, though of a recent date, are not included in the present report. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 
JAMES MADISON . 

• 



Jl statement of applications made to tlw Bl'itislt Govcmment in cases ojimpressmcnts,fi'om 1st Seplembct, 1804, to 18tlt May, 1805, by Geotgc T-P. El'ving, Esqufrc. 

Seamen's names. 

Chad es Pettingel, -

John Thomson, 
George Mars, 

Dates of impressment. I Ships of war into which 
stated to be impressed 
or carried. 

REM.ARKS, 

Not stated, 

Do. 
Do. 

_ , Tiger, 

, Romney, -
Neptune, 

- , This man is stated to have had a custom house protection, but no steps had been taken by the admiralty concerning him, on account of 
the Tiger's being on a foreign station. 

- , He had a custom house protection; but having been exchanged as an English prisone1· in the \Yest Indies, refused to be discharged. 

Thomas Moody, - June 23, " 
Thomas S. Pollock, I July 19, ISO,!, 

John Cotl'ill, - September 2, '' 

Ganges, 
Romney, 
Enterpdse, 

He had a custom house p1·otection; but the vessel having sailed ton foreign station, no steps could be taken by the admiralty concern­
ing him. 

- , This man had a custom house protection and a, ce1·tified copy of his act of naturalization, He has been discharged. 
This man had a protection from Mr. Buckley, of Lisbon, but it was deemed insufficient. He was 1·efused to be discharged. 

- , He had a protection from the consul at London. Having the appearance of an Irishman, and having se1·ved formerly on board n man 
of war, refused to be discharged. Since discharged, 

John l\!~(!;Uire, - Not stated, - Amiable, -
James vv hite, July IS, 1804; Hornet, - Discharged. He had a custom house protection. 

- , Has desei·ted. He had no proof of citizenship. 

John Gilmore, - July 18, " Do. 
.Benjamin Chaloner, Not stated, - Success, -

- Do. do. do. 
- Having no document to p1·ove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. • 

Robert Oakes, - l 804, - Leda, 
John Ha1·cum, - Not stated, - Mars, -

He had a protection. Having voluntarily entered, refused to be discharged. 
Havina-no document t~1·ove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

Henry Stone, Do. - Enterp1·ise, He ha8 a protection. The result of the application was, that having no document whateve1· to p1·ove his citizenship, refused to be dis-

Ap~~!~r:tto be a British subject, with a false certificate, the description in which totally disagrees with his age and person, l'efused 
to be ctischarged. 

Charles King, 

Peter Thomson, 
Edward Steward, -
Jonathan Archer, -
Geor~e Wa1·bu1·ton, 
John fucker, -
John M'Kaig, 

Do. - , Agamemnon, 

Do. - Thrasher, - - I Answer: Does not appear on the books of the Thrashe1·. 
Do. Do. - Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

August 1804, Do. - Do. do. do. do. 
May 12, " Endymion, This man had a custom house protection. 
Not stated, Mars, - - Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

Do, - Salvador Jel Mundo Does not appear on the books of the Salvado1· de! Mundo. 
John Ilsley, 
James Millon, 
Thomas Irwin, 
William Innis, 
Daniel Brown, 

Do. - Eurydice, - - - No such person on the books of the Eurydice. Mt·. E1·ving was possessed of the necessary proof of his citizenship. 
- , September 7, 1804, Zealand, - Ordered to be discha1·ged. He had a custom house protection. 

Not stated, - Salvador del Mundo 
- , Septembe1· 9, 1804, Ceres, - - Having no document, and being, by his own confession, a native of Jamaica, refused to be discharged. 

Not stated, - Magicienne, Not having any document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 
John orThos. Howes, 

• Daniel Ross, 
Thomas Morris, 

George Horne, 
Geor"e Watson. -
John •Lean or Lion, 

Henry Knight, -
William Ackley or 

Ashier. 
Thomas Freeman. -
Hiram Candy or Ken• 

nedy. 

August 31, 1804, Ceres - - Does not appeai· on board the Ceres. 
Not stated, Utrecl1t, -.. Hnvino-no document to p1·ove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

Do. San Josef, - - He had a p1·otection, The answer of the admiralty was, that having no document to prove himself a citizen of Amel'ica, refosed to be 
discharged. 

August 
August 
Apl'il 

May 
May, 

24, 1804, 
28, " 
20, " 

4, " 
" 

September, " 
November 17, 1803, 

Petter, 
Biter, 
Dreadnought, 

He had no proof of citizenship. . 
- , He had a custom house protection; but the answer was the same as in the case of Thomas Morris. 

It was 1·epresented to the admiralty that this man was compelled, when imP-ressed, to ente1· and receive the bounty. Having voluntarily 
entered for His Majesty's service, and having received the bounty, refused to be dismissed. 

Princess Charlotte, I Lost his protection when shipwrecked. 
Egyptian, - - Having voluntal'ily entered, and received the bounty, refused to be discharged. 

Agamemnon, 
Montague, 

Not answering the a$e and clescl'iption in his certificate, refused to be discharged. Ordered to be discharged. 
Discharged, 1le hact a custom house protection. 
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Seamen's names, Dates of impressment. I Ships ofwa1•into which 
stated to be impressed 
or carried, 

STATEMENT-Continued. 

REMARKS, 

John Johnson, • , Notstated, - , Royal William, - I N. B. The protection detained from him on boat·d the Royal William. Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be 
discharged. 

James Walsh, 
Jonathan Emery, 

- , January 10, 1804, Blenheim, -
November 25, " Do. -

- 1 Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
Ordered to be discharged. 

John Taylor, -
Geo.Kamat or Kennat 
Joseph Wildman, -
Benjamin Pass, -
James Manning -
James Co the or Cokel 
James Baker, 
Francis Lemott, 

Andrew Anderson, 
Henry Parker, 
Andrew Tucker, -
Thomas Harvey or 

July 14, " no. 
July 18, 1801, Do. 
October, 1803, Do. 
Not stated, - Terrible, -

Do. - Do, 

- , Ordered to be discharged. He was the chief mate of the Nancy. 
Ordered to be discharged. 

- , Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 
Having voluntarily entered, refused to be discharged. 

- Do. do. do. 
Decembert 1799, Medway, -
Not stateo, Agincourt, 

Do. • - Gladiator, -

- Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 
- Do. do. do. do. 
- Having been impressed for insulting the master of the vessel to which he belonged, refused to be discharged. He had a consulat· pro-

tection or certificate. , 
Mercury, - • Ordered to be discharged. 
Salvador del Mundo Having voluntarily: entered, refused to be discharged. 

Do. - Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
- , Cerberus, - .. Do. do. do. 

September 11, 1804, 
August 3, " 
Not stated,, 

Do. 
Harney. 

Andrew Kuhn, -1 Do. - -1 Zealand or Ceres, 
John Johnson, - August 13, 1804, Do. _ -
George Walker, - Not stated, - Glory, -
Francis M. Migoer Do. - • - Monkey, 

01· Miligan. , 

No such person to be found on board the Zealand. 
He had no p1·oof of citizenship. 

- , Having no ilocument to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. , 
Discharged. This man had a custom house protection. 

Joseph Godfrey or Do. - , Mars, - , Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 
Godsey. 

Peter Robinson, -1 Do. - • 1 Biter. 
Ebenezer Compton, September 13, 1804, Amethyst, 
James Edmonds, - June 4, 1803, Ulysses, 

- , This man had a custom house protection. 
Dischat·ged. He had a custom house protection. N. B. His protection was taken from him and detained by the officers of the Enter­

prise, into which he was first impressed. 
John Smith, 

Martin Colford -
John, alias Jas. Brown 
John Johnson, -
John Barry, -
Thomas Harvey, 
John Williams, -
Joseph Thompson, 

Not stated, L'Amiable, No such person on board the Amiable but the captain's servant, who voluntarily hired himself. Satisfied with the service, nml refused 
to be discharged on that account. 

Septembet· 23, 1804, Inflexible, He had a custom hom,e protection, , 
Not stated, - - Ordered to be discharged. This man does not appeadn Plymouth hospital, where he was stated to be. 

Do. - Prince, Having no document to ))rove his citizenshir., refused to be discharged. 
Do, - Utrecht, - Having been taken out of a smuggling vesse , and since entered voluntarily, refused to be discharied. 
Do. Enterprtse, - Appearing to be a British subject, and having no document prove to the contrary, refused to be discharged. 

Septembet· 161 1804, Tigress, - Having voluntarily entered, refused to be discharged. 
June 13, ,, ·w mdsot· Castle, - Documents. A protection from G. W. Erving, and a passport from the mayo1· of New York, while in the possession of Great Britain, 

Daniel Johnson, 
John Plymouth. 
John Stewart, 

- , Not stated, 
Do. 

- , Prince, 
Do. 

- I Ceres. 

being insufficient to prove his citizenship, refosed to be discharged. 
Having no document to prove his citizensl11p, refused to be discharged. 
Is not to be found on board the Pl'ince. 

Do. 
Joseph Wills, 
John Johnson, 

Do. 
Do. 

Prince George, 
Princess Orange, 

Having voluntarily entet·ed and received the bounty, refused to be discharged. 
Having entered and received the bounty, refused to be discharged. 

-.J 
-.J 
co 

1-:j 

0 
~ 
t:z,J 
1-1 

~ 
z 
~ 
t:z,J 
I:"' 
> 
1-:3 .... 
0 
z 
t'fJ 

,.., ,... 
ex, 
0 
?" 



Daniel S. Martin, - Not stated, 
George ,v oods, - Do. -
,vmiam, alias Tho- Do. 

mas Barnes. 

- I Niobe, - - I Does not appea1· on board the Niobe. 
,vindsor Castle, - Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
Enterprise, - ,v as discharged from the service on proving himself an American. He had a protection. 

,villiam Jones, - Do. - ,volf, 
Daniel Meredith, - 1803, - • Namur, 
Ebenezer Pinkham, September 24, 1804, Hermes, -
Samuel Matton, - Not stated, Glory. 
John Grant, Do. - Latona, 
William Brown, - September 28, 1804, Teaser, 
William Busby, Not stated, - Romney, -
Daniel Dixon, Do. Agincourt, 
Martin Relict, Do. - Melampus, 
Jonathan (or John) Do, Do. -

Hackett. 
John Owens, - Do. - St. Albans, 
James M'Clackland, Do. Utite, -
John Miller, - Do. - Thisbe, 
Thomas Pennock, - August 12, 1804, - Terrible~ -
Edward Pipping, - Not stated, Enterprise, 
Joseph Pierson, - August 27, 1803, - Blenheim, 
John Smith, Not stated, Sceptre, -
John Robinson, - Do. - Adamant, 
Peter Harris, - Do. Dreadnought, 
James Featherstone, Do. - Terrible, -
William Sculla, Do. Do. -
William Mines, - Octobe1· 3, 1804, - Enterprise, 
Charles Robinson, - September 19, 1804, Phremx·, -
William James, - Not stated, - Zealand, -

- , He had a custom house protection, 
Having no document to ]!_rove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 
Has been discharged. He had a protection. 

- , Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged, 
Having se1·ved several years on board His Majesty's ships, refused to be discharged. 

- , Not to be found on board the Romney. 
Having no document to {)rove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

- , Having entered and received the bounty, refused to be discharged. 
Do. do. do. 

- , Do. do. do, 
~ d~ ~ 

- Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 
- Do. do. do, 
- D~ d~ d~ 

He had a protection. 

- Do. do. . do. 
- The Sceptre being on a fo1·eign station, their lordships cannot take any steps respecting him. 

Not having any document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 
- , Having entered and received the bounty, refused to be discharged. 

Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged, 
- , Having no document to prove his citizenship, 1·efused to be discharged. He is stated to have had a p1·otection. 
- Do. do. do. do, do. 
- Document, protection from S. Sterrett, notary public, Baltimore, being insufficient to p1·ove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

Ordered to be discharged. . 
Henry :\>Veeks, - October 12, 1804, - Enterprise. 
F1·ancis Thompson, Not stated, - Plantagenet, - , Having voluntarily entered, refused to be discharged. 
John Hathaway, - July 22, 1803, Leyden or Polyphe- Ordered to be discharged, if he answers the description in his certificate. 

mus. 
John Downey, 
Philip Ford, alias 

Caroline. 

- , October 4, 1804, - I Tromp, -
October 17, " - Enterprise, 

-
1 Having no document to prove his citizenship, and having entered His Majesty's service, refused to be discharged. 

Not havlng any document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged, 

John Brack, alias 
Brock. 

Not stated, - , Emerald, •· " , Refused to be discharged, 

William Godfrey, - October 20, 1804, - Ente1·prise, - , Not having any document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. It was represented to the admimlty that this man was 

Joseph Williams, - , Not stated, - I Pl'ince George, 
William Wilson, - Octobe1· 2, 1804, - Alonzo, -
John King, - Not statect, - Nimrod, -

entered on the Comet's role d'equipage. . 
- , Having voluntarily ente1·ed and received bounty, refused to be discharo-ed. 

Havi!!g no sufficient document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a protection from a notary public. 
The Nimrod having; gone to a foreign station, no steps can be taken respecting this man. Certiffcate from the American consul at 

Rotterdam, of his c1tizem,hip, was in his possession. 
George Wood, 
George Slater, 
Daniel Hearn, 
William Buskell, -
John Clements, 
Benjamin Hunt, -
'VVilliam Wilson, 
John Dunn, 

- , Not stated, 
Do. -
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do, 

- I Salvador del Mundo 
- Urania, - - Has been discharged. He had a protection. 

Do. - - The document being insufficient to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a protection from the consul at Bordeaux. 
Do. - - Has been dischargell, He had a protection from the custom house. 

- , Prince, - Having voluntarily entered and received the bounty, refused to be dischar11;ed. 
- Sussext - - Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged, He had a protection. 
- Blenheim, - No such pe1·Bon on board the Blenheim, 

Zealand, - - N. B. His p1·otection detained from him by Captain Richbell, of the Enterprise receiving ship. This application was made, requesting 
that it might be returned. 
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STA 1'EMENT-Continued. 

• Seamen's names. Dates of impressment. I Ships of war into which 
stated to be impressed 
01· carried. 

REMARKS. 

Alexander Black, - , Not stated, 
Urquhar Fogerty, - Do. -
John Hyde, - Do. -

-1 Al'iadne, .: 
- Inconstant, 
- • San Ysidro, 

- Having entered fo1· the service, refused to be discharged. 
Ordered to be discharged. 

William Harvey, - Do. 
William Moultry, Do. 

- Documents taken from him on board the San Ysidro, whei·e he is detained as a p1·isoner of war. Having been released from a French 
prison, on condition of servfng in His Majesty's navy, refused to be discharged. 

- Windsor Castle, - Has been discharged. He had a protection. 
Terrible, - Having entered and received the bounty, refused to be discharo-ed. 

John Kin_g, - Do. 
John M'uee, Do. 

- Africaine, - Having no document to prove his citizenship, 1·efused to be disciirnrged. He had lost his protection. 
- Prince, - - Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

Charles Lymbm·g, - Mar{:h 1, 1801, 
James Robi~son, Not stated, 

Courageux. 
Prince, - - , This man left the United States prior to the commencement of the war. Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be 

Thomas Southeck, - Do. - Salvador de! Mundo 
Elias Wood - April, 1804, - Inconstant, 

discharged. • 
Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 
Orde1·ed to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 

Samuel Locfnvood, Not stated, Atlas, -
John Norberry, - 1804, - - El Caro. 
Abraham Hodson, - Not stated, - Spence1·, -
Alexander Payne, - Octobe1· 8, 1804, - Ceres, 
Rowd. Peit·ce, - October 10, " - Cracker, 
Barns. Norris October 10, " Do. 
Joseph L. Wilson, 1803, - - Prince, 
Thomas ,vright, - August 6, 1804, Ardent, 
Rust Backer, - Not stated, - Blenheim, -

William Smith, 
John Smith, 
George Tabb, 
Enoch Robe1·ts, 
Joshua Small, 
Joseph Duke, 
--Gobble, 
Robert Crosbie, 

Not stated, - Zealand, -
- 1800, - - Triumph, -
- September 22, 1804, Hermes, 

?. Septembe1· 13, 1804, Boadicea, -
5 Do. Do. 
- October 29, 1804, - Enterpt'ise, 

Not stated, Do. -
- Not stated, - Neptune, -

William Nugent, •· Not stated, - B1·itannia, 
Dower Carson, September24, 1804, Dryad, 
Philip Lyman, - Not stated, • - Me1·cm·y, -
Abm. Hanaird, - October 27, 1804, - Royal "William, 
John Johnson, October 29, 1804, - Enterprise, 
John White, - November 3, 1804, Cygnet, -
Robert Corbin, Not stated, - Adamant, -

The Atlas having sailed to a foreign station, their lordships cannot at p1·esent take any steps respecting him. 

- Has been discharged. . 
Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

- N. B. Pierce was mate of the Hannah. Has been discharged. • 
Has been discharged. 

- His protection was destroyed when impressed. 
Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged, 

- His protection left on board the Amet'ican vessel from which he was impt·essed. Having entered fo1· His Majesty's service, refused 
to be discharged. -I He had a protection. 

- Ordered to be discharged. 
- He had a custom house protection. Ordered to be discharged. 

Not having any documents, and thel'e being reason to suppose they a1·e subjects of G1·eat Britain, 1·efused to be discharged. They had 
• - custom house protections. 

Has been discharged. He had a protection from S. Williams. 
- Does not appear. 

P1·ot~ction taken from him by the regulating captain, when impressed. Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be 
. discharged, 

- Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 
- Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a custom-house p1·otection. 

Having entered, and received the bounty, refused to be discha1:ged. 
- Refused to be discharged, but no reason was given fot· this answer. He had a protection, which was taken from him when impressed. 

Does not appear. 
- Not answering the description in his certificate, which has clearly been fraudulently obtained, refused to be discharged. 

Lost his protection when impressed. Having no document to prove his citizenship, and being delivered up by the civil power, refused 

John Norris, 
John Morris, 
George Gibson, 
Wilham Buck, 

to be discharged. 
- , October 61 1803, -1 Ganges, - - Has been discharged. He had a custom-house protection. 
- Novembe1· 5, 1804, Enterprise, - Bein~ a native of,._ and marl'ied at Bengal, refused to be discha1·ged. Discha1·ged as an invalid from the se1·vice. 
- Not stated, - Salvador de! Mundo Has Cleserted. tte had a protection. 
- August 5, 1804. - Thunderer, - Having no sufficient document to prove his citizenship, 1·efused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
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Thomas 'Yhite, Not stated, 

Joseph Masters, - Not stated, 
Thomas Forbes, - Octobe1· :n, 1804, 
Peter Forrest, - Not stated, 
,villiam Hunter, - July, 1804, 

This man was impressed by the Spaniards at Rio la Plata, and put on board the Me1·cudes Spanish ship, at the explosion of which his 
protection was destroyed. Ordered to be discharged, 1fno doubt remains of his being a citizen oftlie United States. 

Salvador del .Mundo Orde1·ed to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
Censor, - He had a custom house protection. 
Fisguard, - The Fisguard being on a foreign station, no steps can at present be taken 1·especting this man. 

- , Blenheim, Having entered, re~lused to be discharged. 

Thunderer, 

'William Finlay, Not stated, 
John Thomson, - November 8, 180·1, 
Pete1· ~l'Caw, - Novembe1· 9, 1804, 

Dreadnought, - Having no document, and having, moreover, entered His Majesty's service, refused to be discharged. He was cast away. 
Enterprise, He had a protection from G. \V. Erving. 

Do. - - Dischat'"ea by Ritchbell. Had a passport from Mr. Monroe, and certificate of naturalization. 
George \Vithurn, - Not stated, -

~Josh.Thompson, - Novembe1·, 1804, 
Daniel Newbury, - October IS, 1803, 

Salvador del Mundo Orderea='to be discharcred, ifno doubt remains of his being a citizen of the· United States. 
Bouncer, - Having no sufficient document to prnve his citizenship, refused to be discha1·ged. Protection taken from him when impressed. 

Josh. Brown, Not stated, 
Ganges, - Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 

- I Leda. 
c5 Andrew Mansfield, August 7, 1799, 
1:< William Aiken, - April 20, 1803, 
;'.. Thomas Challis.,,, - Not stated, 
"" Geo. Hilbert or i:;ta1·-

- Dragon, -
Cerberus, 

- , P1·ince, 

- , Does not appear on board the Thisbe. 
Ordered to be discharged. 

- , Not having any document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

be1-t, - Not stated, 
John Jackson, Not stated, 
William Remmick, 

- I Tender at Swansia, 
• Adder, 

Not answering to the description in the document pt·ocluced on his behalf, a custom house protection, refused to be discharged. 
He had a custom house protection. ' 

alias Gyer, -
John D. 8wift, 
Jettro Fowler, 
Esau Dominick, 
Samuel M'Crea, 
Jame;; Gesson, 
Jonathan Cook, 
James Reid, 

November 12, 1804, Acasta, -
Not stated, - Triumph, - His protection taken from him when impressed; not to be found. 

LiffYoung, - Not stated, - Enterp1·ise, 
Gemrd Harsins, Not stated. - Sophie, -
Thomas Aikin, - November ·19, 1804, Zealand, -
George Wabby, November, 1804, Ceres, -

- , 1803, - - Dragon, - His protection taken from him. Refused to be discharged. 
Mar. or April, 1801, Castor, Not on board t~e Ca!itor. . . . . . . • . . . 

- , Not stated, - Royal Oak, - . Ordered to be discharged, 1fno doubt remams of his bemg an American citizen. -
Not stated, Do. - - Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 

- , August 28, 1804, - Salvador tlel Mundo Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 
Not stated, Alcmene, - - Havin~ voluntarily entered in St. Au bin's bay on boa1·d His Majesty's ship Alcmene, ·and confessed himself to be a native of Bristol, 

in England, and having no documents to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 
- , Not having any document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a protection. 

- , Discharged from the Zealand as unserviceable. 
Having no document to pt·ove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

Richard Hiett, No.vember 13, 1804, Enterprise, 
Andrew Hyer, - Not stated, - • Ganges, - -
John Edwards, - Not stated, - Salvador del Mundo 

Discharged by the regulating captain. Protection from Mr. Erving. 
Having voluntarily entered, ref"used to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. . • 

Joseph Melena,. - Octobe1· 10, 1804, Jason,. Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be dischar~ed. . 
Samuel B. Spencer, Not stated, - Megora, 
James Conolly, - Not stated, Salvador del Mundo 
John Renclels, - Not stated, - Prince, .. 

His ce1·tificate was taken from him when impressed. Being a British subject with a spurious certificate, refused to be discharged. 
Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. His ce1·tificate taken from him when impressed. 
Does not appear on the books of the Prince. 

John Bradley, - Not stated, Not stated, - , This application was made merely to request that the protection belonging to Bradley, (granted to him by Mr. Williams, the former 
consul) "taken from him at New Haven, by a lieutenant of the Rattler, might be returned to this office. 

Peter Dolman, - 1795, 
Jno. or Thos. M'Do-

- , Not stated, - , Having entered and received the bounty, refused to be discharged. 

nald, - - July 27, 1803, 
Re,jben Bessell, Not stated, 
John Hanifonl, - Not stated, 

- , Triumph, - Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 
Barfleur, - - Having no document to p1·ove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

- , Princess, - - Having no document to prove his citizenship1 refused to be discharged. He had a custom house p1·otectio11. 
James Brown, Not stated, 
Thomas Earle, - May 4, 1798, -
William Davis, January 17, 1804, 

Salvador del Mundo Absented himself from duty in the dock yarct, and had not returned. He had a custom house protection. 
Kent, - Is not to be found on the books of the Ceres. [nvalided from the Kent. 
Winchelsea, Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. • 

Petet· Newlan, - Not stated, 
Richard Dawson, - March 14, 1793, 
Blake Peircy, Not stated, , 

- , Barfleur, - Lost his protection when shipwrecked in South America. Being a native of It-eland, refused to be discharged. 
Do. Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discnarged. -
Do. Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 
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Seamen's names. Dates of impressment. !,Ships of war into which 
stated to be impressed 
or carried. 

STATEMENT-Continued. 

REMARKS. 

Thomas Jackson, - December 3, 1803, 
Peter Coffin, Not stated, 

Prince Federick, Having entered with Captain Spicer, of the Foudryant, refused to be discharged. 
Hibernia, - 1 - Having no document to pl'Ove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

J no.Johnson or Jones, May 16, 1804, 
William Barnes, - • Not stated, 
Thomas Sheffield, Not stated, 

- , Haslar Hospital, - Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom00 house protection. • 
Dreadnougnt, - Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

- , Inconstant, - Having voluntarily entered, refused to be discharged. He had a protection. • 
Richard Reed, - Not stated, Nige1·, - His protection taken from him last war, in the West Indies, by captain M. Dobson, when on board of the Queen. Having no docu-

ment to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. • 
James Harris, 
Jacob Abbin, 
Robert Fielding, 
Joseph Stack, 
Joseph Coles, 

- , October 12, 1798, - Triumph, - Ordered to be discharged. . 
Not stated, - Sea Gull, - - He had a protection from Mr. Jarvis, at Lisbon. • - I Not stated, - TriumJJb_, - - Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

- Decembe1· 12, 1804, Royal William, - His protection was delivered by him to the master of the vessel from which he was impressed. 
Not stated, -. Inconstant, Lost his protection (which was granted him by G. W. I~rving,) when shipwrecked in Jamaica. Having voluntarily entered, refused 

Eliphat Russel, 
William Shanks, 
Richard Wilson, 
William Bray, 
John M' Avoy, 
George Watson, 

· 1 Not stated, - Royal William, 
- 1802, - Hibernia, -

to be discharged. • 
- , Not found on board the Royal William. He had a custom house protection. 

On producing a sufficient document to prove his citizenshi\), refus~d to be discharged. 
Has been dischat·ged. He had a protection from Mr. Ervmg. - October, 1804, - Sparkler, - -

July, 1803, Salvado1· de] Mundo 
- , August 7, 1803, - Hibernia, -

December 20, 1804, Texel, 

Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
Not answering the description of the certificate produced on his behalf, refused to be discharii;ed. 

William Greene, -1 January 3, 1805, -
Edward Spencer, - Not stated, 

Enterprise, 
Jason, -

- , His protection taken from him by the regulating captain at Leith, when impt·essed. Appearmg to be a British subject, refused to be 
discharg;ed. 

- , Being mamed and settled in England, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 

Dennis or Dan'! Cat·- Not stated, - , Na1·cissus, -

Being a native of Devonshit·e, and not an American, refused to be discharged. This man had a protection from Mr. Pitcairn, late 
American consul at Hamburg, and a discharge from His Majesty's ship Venerable, as an American citizen. 

- , Being born in It-eland, refused to be discharged. He had a protection from the American consul at Leghorn. 
ney, -

James White, - October 9, 1804, -
P. Lauries,-.or Lewis, December 2, 1804, 
Samuel Mitchell, - December 2, 1804, 
Samuel Bailey, - November 18, 1804, 
Thomas Knight, or November 18, 1804, 

Pluto, - Document being insufficient to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a certificate from a notary public. 
Viper, Having no documents to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 
Windsor Castle, - Do. do. do. 
Wolf, - -. He had a protection. 1'he Wolf being on a foreign station, no steps can at present be taken respecting him. 
Wolf, Do. do. do. 

Wright, -
John Eilwards, 
James Long, 

Richard Shays, 

November 20, 1804, I Wolf, 
March 9, 1802, - Antelope, now in 

Deal hospital, . 
- , September 4, 1804, Yarmouth prison, or Will be considered as a prisone1· of war, if it shall appear that he is an American. 

on board of the Eagle, 

Do. do. do. 

Benedict A. Butler, 
Thomas Brown, 
James Thomas, -
William Simpson, -
William Johnson, -
Thomas Pa1·sons, -
Joseph 1'1:owbridge, 
William Taylor, -

December 7, 1801, 
Not stated, -
December 5, 1804, 
December 5, 1804, 

Enterprise, - Not on board the Enterprise. He had a custom house protection. 
Louisa Tender, He had a custom house protection. • 
Hibernia, - 1 Havin~ been sent from an American vessel for riotous behavior, the commander of which stated that they were not Americans, not-
Hibernia, - 5 witnstandin" their documents, refused to be discha1·ged. They had protections. 
Zealand, Having enterecf and received the bounty, refused to be discharged. He had a protection. 
Scom·ge. 

- , Busy, 
Topaze, 

Not stated, -
Not stated, 
Not stated, 
July 17, 1803, 

- , The Busy being on a fo1·eign station, no steps can at p1·esent be taken respecting this man. 
Having entered and received the bounty, refused to be discharged, 
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Pete1· Wilson, 
Andrew Scott, 
,villiam Johns, or 

,vilmuth Johnson, 
Benjamin 1\losley, 

Not stated, 
Do. 
Do. 

1803, 

Ceres. 
- I Princess, -
- Zealand, 

- , Being a British subject, and having se1·ved his apprenticeship in England, refu1ml to be discharged. 
Not having any document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

Lost his protection when shipwrecked. 

Manuel Depra, 
John Biercroft, 
ChristoJ)her Docou -
Georp;e Robinson, -
Cha1·fos Bushnell, -
John Pumus, -
John Greene, 
Nicholas Boylston, 
Thomas Jackson, -
J no. Hayes, alias J no. 

- Plymouth Hospital, 
or Temeraire, • 

- , Not stated, - Ze:iland, - - Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to b.e discharged. 
Do. - Pnncess, - Do. do. do. 

\Villiams, 

December 24, 1804, Hibernia, - - Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
Not stated, - Northumberland. 
December 1, ISM, Dexterous1 - Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
December s, 1804, Salvador Ciel Mundo Is not to be found. He had a custom house protection. • 
Not stated, - Louisa Tender, - Has been discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
August 4, 1803, - Aro-us, - Having entered and received the bounty, refused to be discharged. 
Not stated, MJabar, - - Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. Lost his protection. 
1803, Adamant, - Not appearing to be an American, and not having any document to prove his citizenship, 1·efused to be discharged. 

Having entered and received the bounty, refused to be discharged. Robert Huclging, 
Frederick Jones, 
John Davis 
William "\Vatts, 
PhiliJJ Keg, 

Not stated, -
Febmary 4, 1805, -

- , Not stated, -
February 7, 1805, 

Topaze, 
Zealaml, 
'l'ou1·terelle, 
Utrecht, -

- , Being a Prussian, and not an American, refused to be discharged. He had a protection. 
Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be dischare;ed. 

- , Document bein~ insufficient to prove his citizenship, refused to be ctischarged. He had a protection. 
- I Not stated, - , Loire, - - Ordered to be ctischarged. He had a custom house p1·otection. 

.Tohn Finley, 
Robert Cook, 
William Kegs, 
William Cozzens, 
Hemy Jackson, 

- February 11, 1805, 
Not stated, -

Do. 

Hindostan, 
Do. 

- Has been discharged. He had a custom -house protection. 
Do. do. 

Tremendous. 
Do. 

- , February 9, 1805, 

Charles T. Gould, October, 1803, 

William Hughes, - Not stated, 

- , Haslar Hosp.Ward, 
Trusty, - -

- , Ambuscade, 

He had a protection from Mr. Mam·y. 
Document produced in his oehalf to prove his citizenship not being sufficient, 1·efused to be discharged. He had a protection from 

Mr. Erving. • 
As there is little doubt o( his being an frishman, and havin~ no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. It is 

stated that there were sundry papers, and certificates of his citizenship in the possession of Lieutenant Gordon, of the United 
States' frigate Constitution, to which this man belonged when impressed; 

- , Not answ~1-ing the description in the document, a custom-house protection, produced in his behalf, refused to be discharged. Ordered 

Martin Hynes, - December, 1803, -
James Driskell, January 28, 1804, 

La Sagesse, 
Do. -

to be discharged. 
· 1 Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
- Do. do. do. 

Lindsey Heady, - Do. 
George Farrington,• February, 1805, 

Henry Jackson, - Not stated, 

Ch. Bowen, 01· Brown, 
Benjamin Hatch, -
Thomas R. Green, -
John G. Olin, -
Seth Barton, 
Thomas Woods, 
George Buntick, -
Jos. Mucklewaine, 
George A. Avery, -
Robert Elliott, 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

- I Princess, -
Salvador, 

- Do. do. do. 
- Not having any document to prove his citizenship, refused to be dischar;ed. It is stated that his protection was in the hands of the 

captain of the vessel from which he was impressed. Ordered to be discharged. 
- , Detain'datPly:mouth 

as a pris'r of war, 
Ordered to be discharged. He was taken out of a Spanish vessel captured by the British. 

- , Polh~~emu~, J1 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. I The Polyphemus having sailed to a foreign station, no steps can at present be taken in these men's case~. They all are stated to have 
Do. had custom house p1·otections. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. -

- • La Sagesse, - I Document pi:oduced in his behalf to prove his citizens~ip being insufficient, refused to be dischal'ged. Protection from Savage, Kings-

Jerome Napivet, - , Novembe1· 23, 1804, Hound, 
ton, Jamaica. 

- , Ordered to be discharged. Mr. Napivet was seized at Jamaica, and sent to England as a prisoner. He had a passport from the Mal'­
quis of Casa Calvo, and a commission as the commander of a Spanish merchant ship. 
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STATEMENT-Continued. 

Seamen's Names. Dates of impressment. Ships ofwai• into which 
stated to be impressed 
or carried. 

REMARKS. 

- , Eliza, tender, As there a1·e good grounds for supposing this man to be a native of Ireland, and being identified to have belonged to the impress gang Matthew Brown, -

Reuben McKinsey, 
Muffee Dav, 

Not stated, 

March 5, 1805, 
Not stated, 

- , Tender at Bristol, 
Princess, - -

at Bristol, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
He had a protection. 
Being a native of Owyhee, refused to be discharged. He had a protection. 

Simon Day, -
Petet· Bake1;, al. Pe-

Do. 
1801, 

Do. 
- , Resolve, -

Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had lost his p1·otectiou. 
lmP,ressed intp the Boston, the.cot!}!X}ander of which (Dougl~s) took: from him his protection, in whose possession it still remains, Hav-

ter Scott, 
George Smith, 
Christr. Tilling;hast, 
William Loosely, -
Abram Williams, J 
Edward Moodie, 
Michael Gill, 

March 6, 1805, 
Not stated, 

Blazer, or Flamer, 
Do. - -

ing no document to prove hts c1t1zensh1p, refused to be discharged. 
Having voluntarily entered, refused to be discharged. Custom house protection, 
Ordered to be discharged, v.rovided he answers the description in his certificate. Custom house·protection.~ 

Samuel Tufts, -
Ephraim Mclntit-e, • 
John Thomas, 

Do. - rt. Polyphemus, 

Do. Do. 

February, 1805, -1 Hazard, -
Not stated, - Malabar, 
• Do. - Princess, 

The Polyphemus having sailed to a foreign station, no steps can at present be taken respecting this man. He had a protection. -

- , These men had custom house protections, which they lost when shipwrecked. The Polyphemus having sailed to a foreign station, no 
steps can at present be taken concerning them. - I Has been discharp;ed. He had a custom house protection. 

- Having entered and received the bounty-, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
This man is a slave, and the property of Captain Day-, an Ame1·ican citizen; has volunteered fo1· His Majesty's service, and was born. 

at Curacoa. Havin<? entered the service, and having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 
Having enternd, refusell to be discharged. 
Ordered to be discharged. • _ 

James Carson, Do. - Tt·iton armed ship, 
Robert Dow,jun. - March 7, 1805, Utrecht, - -
Cuthbert Gill, March 10, 1805, - Salvador de! Mundo, 
Samuel Hodges, Not stated, Windsor Castle, .: 

Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. -
Ha.ving no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be dischm·ged. 

John Trusty, - August, 1804, .• Wolf, -
John Williams, Feoruary 10, 1805, Emerald, 
George Collins, - Not stated, - Polyphemus, 
Dennis ·welsh, - Do. - - Emerald, ~ 

fo1· the discharge of the men impressei:l Fortune 
An application was m11de to theAdmit-alty} 

from the ships Dolly and Leander, of ' -
New York, on board the 

Benjamin Roundy, March 19, 1805, - Ferriter, -
Augustus Lasa1·ch, - Not stated, - Puissant, 
John Baker, - 1803, - - Vanguard, -
Clement Coffin, • March 10, 1805, - Hibernia, -
James Neale, Not stated, - Inflexible, -
Daniel Greene, - April 3, 1805, El Carson, 
James Kelly, Not stated, - Pallas, 
Jesse or John Gray, March 20, 1805, - Clinker, 

or Grayless, 
Robert Coulson, - March 28, 1804, - Ro_yal \Villiam, 
Charles Lowe, alias Not stated, Do. -

Love, 
James Cox, - - April 1805, 
'William Smith, Mm·cf1 9, 1805, 

P1·incess, . 
Malabar, -

Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house p1·otection. 
Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house pt·otection. 
The Polyphemus being on a foreign station, no steps can at present be taken respecting him. 

- , Having no documents to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

f I Directions have been given to inquire into and report the circumstances of the case, and to discharge such of the men as may be fur­l nished with custom house certificates, &c. 

- I Having no document to prove•his citizenship, refused to be discharged, He had a custom house protection. Ordered to be discharged. 
- Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection, 

The Vangua1·d being on a foreign station, no steps can at p1·esent be taken respecting this man. He had a custom-house protection. 
Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to tie discharged. 
Having voluntarily entered on board the Gelykheid, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection, 
Discha1·ged on the day he was impressed. , 
Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 

- , Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 

- , Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. Ordered to be discharged. 
Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. The Mars having sailed to a foreign station, no steps can at 

'present be taktn, &c. 
- , Directions have been given for inquirin~ into his case. 

Not to be found on board the Zealand, mto which he was sent from the Malabar. He was impresiied from an English me1·chantman. 
Ordered to be discharged. 
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Charles Lobban, - April 5, 1805, 
Thomas Foreman, - April 8, 1805, 
George ,veaver, l\larch 10, 1805, 
John Elliott, - 180.2, 
Da,·id ,vatts, - April 1, 1805, 
,villiam Hard, Not stated, 

Do. .John S. Murr,1y, -
John Trainer, l 
Robert Banentine, 
Joseph Namei·, 
Alexander Adams, 
AlexanclerWacldy,JI April 1, 1805, 
B. S. Caldwell, 
Thomas Gauslin, 
Samuel Cooper, 

- , .Argus, • 
Dauntless,• 
Surinam, • 
Blenheim,• 
Eliza tender, 
Royal William, 

Do. 

- , Princessa, -

Being by his own confession a British subject, refused to be discharged. He had a cuatom house protection. 
Has been discharged. 

- , D(lcument being insufficient to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 
Having no document to P-rove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

- , Being a native of North Bl'itain, and ma1Tied in England, refused to be discharged. 
Having entered for the se1·vice, refused to be discharged; was arrested at Calcutta, on suspicion of his being one of the crew of the 

Hermione, and sent to Great Britain as a prisoner, on board the Centurion, 
• , Ordered to be discharged. 

- , Discha1·ged. These men had protections. 

--Gilbert, 
Abraham Morgan, - March 17, 1805, - Lively, - -
Peter Smith, Not stated, Pl'ince Fredel'ick, 

Ordered to be discharged. He had a p1·otectio11. • . 
Document being insufficient to prove his citizenship, tefused to be discharged. He had a notarial certificate. 

Joseph Lew1s1 " April 15, 1805, - Vesuvius, -
Thomas Wilhams, - July 23, 1801, - Centurion, -
"William Thompson, January 19, 1804, - Pl'ince -George, 
Thomas Fowley, - Not stated, Eurydice, -
James Gardner, November 7, 1804, Do. 

His protection taken from on board the Vesuvius. 
- , Havmg no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

Ordered to be discharged. He had no documents. 
Having no documents to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He .had a notarial ce1·tificate of citizenship. 
Having no document to prove his citizenship, and, moreover, being a volunteer, refused to be discharged, He had a notarial certificate 

of citizenship. 
Daniel Teal, - Febl'Uary 1, 1805, - Acasta, - Ordered to be discharged. He had a protection. Discharged. 
George "Williams, - January 31, 1805, - Do. - Drdered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. Discha1·ged. 
John Joy, - • March, 1805, • Lively, • He had a protection. 
Benjamin Linsey, • Not stated, Utrecht, • Ordered to be dischar@jed. 
William Clark, • March 14, 1805, • Ferriter, • • Having been impressect out of a smuggling vessel, and having voluntarily entered, refused to be discharged. 
Joseph Price, Not stated, Salvadordel Mundo, Ordered to be d1~cha1·ged, providedhe has not ente1·ed, 
John Childs, Do. - Lark, - - He had a P.rotect10n. 
John Major, - November 7, 1804, Eurydice, . - Having voluntarily entered, refused to be discharged. 
Henry Niles, April, 1805, - Vesuviu_s, - ]lefuseo. to be disch!lr~ed. . . . . 
Hem·y Stone, Not. stated, • Enterpr1s~,. fh~ name of the !ilup_ m which he 1s con~ned not mentioned .. Refused ~n that account to be d1scharge_d. . . . 
,Tesse Emmons, April, 1805, Royal Wilham, Tlus man states, m Ins letter to Mr. E1·vm;, that the usage which he received on board the D!!§patch, ot Phtladelphta, Captain Benners, 

was so .bad, that he.was induced, on !us arrival ~t·Cowes,'to ente1· o~ board the Royal William;. th~t.his pr~tection was withheld 
from him by the said Benners. Havmg voluntarily entered, and havmg no document to prove his c1ttzensl11p, refused to be dis-

Ebenezer Ca1·ter, - April, 1805, 
William Hall, Not stated, 
Major Smith, Do. 
Peter Harvey, • April 9, 1805, 
Abram Lott, - April 2, 1805, 
Bristow Jackson, or May 2, 1805, 

Johnson, 
Benjamin Rogers, - April 12, 1805, 
William Townsend, May 6, 1805, 
Robert Craig, • - Do. -
Jacob Blake, - Do. 
John Donaldson, - Not stated, 

Joseph Thompson, - Do. 

• , El Carso, -
Royal William, 

charged. 
- , Having voluntarily entered,refused to be discharged. 

H~ had a _protection, )>ut he st~tes that he was sent from a ~ritish ".es?el, by the master <?f the Nile, into the English s!'l1·vice. 
Berng an impostor, with a certificate that does not answe1· his descr1pt10n, refused to be ct1scharged. He had a pl'Otection. 
Having no document to prove his citizenship, 1·efused to be discharged. 

- , Enterprise, -
Tentler at Bristol, 
Brilliant, -
Enterprise, 

- , Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom• house. p1·otection. 
Having a spurious document, refused to be discharged. 

- , Bloodhound, 
Enterprise • 

- , Not to be found on board the Bloodhound. He.had a p1·o~ection. 
Being an impostor, a native of Plymouth, refused to be chscharged. 

• , Tender at Deptford, 
Utrecht, • 

• , Prince, 

Discharged. . 
Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a protection from the Admiralty as an American citizen. 
Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. Having every reason to believe that lie js an Irishman

1 
refused 

to oe discharged. 
• , Windsor Castle, • I Document insufficient to prove his citizenship. Refused to be discharged. 
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STATEMENT-Continued 

Seamen's Names. D!ltes of impressment. Ships of war into which 
stated to be imp1•essed 
or carried. 

REMARKS. 

Charles Lewis, - Not stated, 
Levi Hall, - May 8, 1805, 
Joseph or Thos. Jiu- Not stated, 

nichet, 
Middleton Bartkly, Do. 
James Pitcher, - May 6, 1805, 
Caleb Smith, April 10, 18015, 
John Jackson, - Not stated, 

_ 1 Neptune, -
- Namur, 
- Puissant, 

- \ Not having a sufficient document to pt·ove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a certificate of manumission. 
- Having no document to pt·ove his citizenship, ref'used to be discharged. He had a protection. Has been discharged. . 
- Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a protection, Ordered to be discharged. 

- Inflexible, - - Having entered and received the bounty, refused to be discharged. 
SalvadordelMundo, Having no documents, &c. Has been discharged. 

- Euryalus, - - Has been discharged. He had a custom"house protection. 
El Carsq, - - Had lost his protection. Has been discharged. 

John Reiley, Do. - - Eolus, or Salvado1· Was lately master of the ship Peggy and Owner's Good Will. Has been discharged. 
clel Mundo, 

Ebenezer Tµrner, -1 November, f804, - Polyphemus, 
William Simpson, - April 10, 1805, - Euryalus, -
Robert McGurdy, - Februa1·y, 1805, Ruby, -
William Speuce1·, or Not stated, - Zealand, -

Spence, 

- , Having no document to -~rove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 
- Has been discharged. He had a protection. 
- Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house J)rotection. 
- Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. 

John Arenberg, -
James Smithar, -
Eleazer D. Bray, 
John Smith, 

Do, 
Do. 
Do. 

May 18, 1805, 

_ 1 Ruby, -
- Do. 
_ Ethalio11, 
_ Enterprise, 

-1 Has absented himself without leave. He had a custom house protection. 
- Has absented himself without leave. Has been discharged .. 
- He had a custom house protection. 
- He had a custom house protection. 
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Seamen's names. 

John 'Whitehead, 
Thomas Frazer, 
Daniel 1\1.'.Millan, -
'William Bryant, -
"

7illiam M'Collister, 
Thomas Lane~ 
John Baines, 
David Griffin, 
John Rose 01· Ross, 

Joseph Frazer, 
David Newark, 
John Richie, 

,vmia.m French, -
John Lock, 

William Pitt Oliver, 
John West, 
Samuel Shepard, 
Samuel Larcbee, 
Martin Pain, 
James Kinsley, 
James Fowler, 
John Smith, 

• J'ohn Davis, 
John Dixon, 
John Webster, 
Daniel Robel'tson, 
William White, 
William Duay, 
John Hedl'ick, 
Joseph Rowland, 
J olm Rhoads, 
Marten Wolf, -
Thomas Griffiths, 
Caleb Starkens, 
James Smith 
William Gibbs, 
James Mm·ray, 
Joseph Reid 
Samuel Bunke1·, 
,Tames Minzies, 

Statement of applications to lite British Government in cases of imp1·cs81iients,from the 18th 1.llay to tlie 26th Septcmbc1·, 1805, by IHllia11t Lyman, Esq. 

Dates of impressment. 

- Not stated, 
April 2,1, 1805, 

$ May 19, 1805, 

- Not stated, 
Do. 

' 

Do. 
Do. 

- , May 30, 1805, 

- I March 15, 1805, -
- May 22, 1805, 

Nofstated, 

Do. 
April 22, 1805, -

- Not stated, 
May 10, 1805, 

J Not stated, 

- September 10, 1803, 
Not stated, -

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

~ , May 14, 1806, 
Not stated, 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

February 18, 1804, 
Not stated, -

Do. 
- , July 6, 1805, 

May 20, 1805, 
- , June, 1805, 

Not stated, 
Do. 

Ships of war into which suited 
to be imp,resscd or carried. REMARKS. 

- , Cresar, -
Cmcker, 

• 1 It-is, 
- Salvador del Mundo, 

Resolu, - -
Do. 

Africaine, 
- , Ente1·prise, 

- I Eolus, 
- Charger. 

Amb, 

- , Salvador del Mundo, 
Amethyst, -

Cayenne, 
Utrecht, 

Amelia, 

- I Roebuck, 
- Namur, -

Zealous, -
Namur,· -
Do. 

Surinam, - -
Salvador del Mundo, 
Argo or Anson, -
Centam·, -
Desiree, -
Cresar, 
Orion, 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

L'Espoir, 
Charwell, 
Viper, 

Do. 
Princess, 

- Documents being insufficient, refused to be discharged, 
Ordered to be discharged. 

~ The officers who impressed these men declined giving to Captain Bunke1· the name of the ship they belonged to, 
<. but only told him that the commande1·'s name was Paget or Bliss. 
- Ordered to be discharged. He had a protection from the custom house in New York. 

Having no document, refused to be discharged. 
Ordered to be discharged. • 
Having no document, and having served His Majesty the greater part of last war refuse1l to be dischar~ed. 
Being, by his own account, a native of Argyleshit·e, which is corroborated by oti1e1• ci1·cumstances, retused to be 

dischar"ed, 
Has been discharged. He had a custom house protection. 

Bei!1$ an impostor, and recognized as ·a native of Scotland, whose real name is Mackie, refused to be discharged. 
He Imel a custom house p1·otection. 

Discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
Documents being insufficient, refused to be discharged. He had a certificate of p1·otection from the American 

consul at Amste1·dam. • 
The Cayenne b~ing on a foreign station, their lordships canp.ot at present take :rny steps respecting this man. 
Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. • 

The Amelia being on a foreign station, their lordships cannot at present take any steps 1·especting their discharge. 

- , Ordered to pe discharged. He had a custom house p1·otection. ' 
Not answering the description in his protection, and having volunta1·ily entered, 1·efused to be discharged. 
He had a custom house protection. Not answering the description in his protection, refused to be discharged. 

- , Documents being insufficient, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
He had a custom house protection. 

- , Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 

- , This ship having sailed to a foreign station, no steps can at present be taken respecting this man. 
Do. do. do. 

- , Being an impostor, and an frishman, refused to be discha£$ed. He had a custom house protection. 
Documents insufficient, refused to be discharged. An atndavit made in the United States. 
He had a custom house _p_rotection. 
Has been dischar~ed. He had a custom house protection. • 
He had a custom nouse protection. 
Had a custom house protection. Ordered to be discharged. 
Ordered to be discharged. He had a protection from the consul at Brest, 

- , Being an impo.stm·, and recognized as a native of Newcastle, refused to be discharged. 
Not answering the description in his document, a custom house protection, refused, &c. 
Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
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Seamen's names. 

Absalom Simkins, 
Daniel Paine, 
Matthew Dawson, 
Jonathan Medley, 
Daniel Williams, -
James Dingey, 
Thomas Goodwin, 
Cato Decasta, 
John Connor, 
James Bllrnes, 
Alexander Downey, 

John Murray, 
John Scheib, 
John S. Colburn, -
Jerahmul Williams, 
Enoch Newcomb, -
"William Clough, 
Philip Conroy, 
Edward Billingsman, 
Daniel Patterson, -
James Smith, 
John Davis, -
Thomas Cone;don, 
Daniel Frenct1, -
Peter Sergeant, 
William "Witham, 
John Hatton, 
Richard Lisle, -
Benjamin Davidson, 
William Rhodes, -
Charles Kennedy, 
Henry Manchester, 
James Butler, 
John Hunt, 
John Cook, 
William Ricraft, 
John Dennis, 
Christopher Beckman, 
Thomas Osborne, -

William Breton, 

William Stockdal, 

Dates of impressment, 

} j June 20, 1805, 

February 21, 1804, 
July 9, 1805, -

- , Not stated, 
July, 18051 Not state«, 

- , July 5, 1805, 
July 25, 1805, 

- , Not stated, 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 

- 1 June 13, 1805, 

J 
Not stated, 

- , August, 1805, 

§ Not stated, 

Do. 
- , July 23, 1805, -

January 22, 1805, 
Not stated, 

1 January 22, 1805, 

( I July 23, 1805, 5 August 13, 1805, -

- August 14, 1805, 
Not stated, 

Do: 
• I Not stated, 
- Not stated, 

Not stated, 
Not stated, 
Not stated, 

- , Not stated, 

- , December 25, 1804. 

- , Not stated, 

STATEMENT-Continued. 

Ships of war into which stated 
to be impressed or carried. REMARKS, 

Iris, 

Orion, 
- , Haughty. 

Avon, 
- , Enterprise, 

Do. 
- I Astrea, 
- Arethusa, 

Belliqueux, 
Curieux, -

Do. 
Do. 

f:Iaughty, -

Namur, -
Princessr -

• , Belliqueux, 

- , Trompeuse, 
Lark, -

- , Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

§ I Pi'incess, -

Do. 
Do. 

- , Mariner, -
Audacious, 

- , CaQtain, 
Do. 
Do. 

- , Audacious, 
He1·on, 

- , Malabar, 

- , Hearty, 

•· , Document, the protest of the American captain from whom they were taken, being insufficient to pt·ove their citi­
zenship, t·efusedt&c. 

Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection, 

- , Being unable to bring any p_roof of his being an American citizen, refused to be discharged, 
Being a native of Lowestolfe, refused to be discha1·ged. He had a custom house protection. 
Being a native of Wales, refused to be discharged. 

- , Ordered to be discharged. 
Document insufficient, refused to be discharged. He had a notarial certificate. - I He had a certificate from the British consul at Norfolk, Virginia. 

- Having been sent on board the Curieux by the captain of the American ship to which he belonged, for improper 
coniluct, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house pt·otection. , 

Being an Irishman, refused to be discha1ied. He had a protection from a notary public. 
Having entered, refused to be dischargeu. 

- , Being a native of North Britain, refused to be discharged. 
The vessels having sailed to fot·eign stations, no steps can, at present, be taken, &c. 
Has been discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
Being a native of Ireland, refused to be discharged. 

The 11elliqueux having sailed to a foreign $talion, no steps can at present be taken 1;especting these men. 

Having entered, refused to be discharged. 
Has been discharged. He had a protection. 

Do. do. 
Having entered, refused to be dischat·gecl. 
Have been discharged. 

Ordered to be discharged. They had custom house protections. 

- I Being a native of Edinburg, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house pt·otection. 
- Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection, . 

He had a custom house protection, but not ag1·eeing with, the description of his person, refused to be discha1·ged. 
- He had a custom house protection. 
- Do. do. 
- Do. do. 
- Do. do. 

He had indentures of apprenticeshiJ>, as evidence of his citizenship. 
- • Doc1;11!'ent bring insufficient, refuseil to be discha1·ged. Affidavit made before the Lord Mayor of London of his 

c1tizensh1p. 
The Malabar having sail_ed to a foreign station, no steps can at present be taken respecting this man. He had a 

custom house protectton. 
Ot·dered to be discharged. Having since acknowledged himself to be a British subject, and entered for His Ma­

jesty's service, the ordet· fot· his discharge has been revoked. He had a custom house protection. 
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William Atlen, 
,villiam Parrot, 
,villiam \Veatherland, 
John Handley, -
Robert Rogers, 
Edward Barry, 

b John Vincent, 
0 Thomas Smith, 

John Smith, 
Thomas Mooney, -

< John Bomey, 
o James Guy, 
t' John Luker, 
:=: Lemuel Beale, 

Robert M 01·ris, • 
Georp:e Wood, 
John Rolla, 
Thomas Walds, 
Gilbert Lowen, -
Thomas Sanxton, 
*Thomas-- -
John Thomas West, 
Jesse Boyd, -
John Brown, -
Anthony Huisle1·, 
William Eaton, -
Richard P. Tongue, 
William Watts, 

Thomas Bowyer, -

Joseph Burnes, 
John Scott, 
James Bannister, -
John Multhrop, 
John Gordon -
John Driscoll, -
Samuel L. Sherman, 
John Brown, -
Wm. Shar, alias Shaw, 
Michael Hewitt, 
Robert Morney, -
,villiam Summers, 
Jonathan Curtis, 
Adam Brown, 
Thomas Boyd, -
Robert Warnock, 
Wm. Burnham, Jun. 

- I August 13, 1805, 
- August 23, 1805, 

Not stated, 
• 1 Not stated, 
- August 2.J, 1805, 
- August 30, 1805, 

Not stah•d, 
- , August 23, 1805, 

August 27, 1805, 
- , August 22, 1805, 

September 2, 1805, 
- I Not stated, -
- August 7, 1805, -

September 7, 1805, 
July 28r 1803, -
June I, 1805, 

, • August, 1805, 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

- , Augustt2, 1805, -
August 12, 1805, -

- , Not stated, 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Do. 

- , August 15, 1805, 
Not stated, 

• 1 Not stated, 
- Not stated. 
- March 2, 1805, -

Not stated, 
- , April 18, 1805, 

Not stated, 
- , Not stated, 

Not stated, 
Not stated, 

- , September 17, 1805, 
May, 1805, -

- , September, 1805, 
December, 1804, 

- , Bold, 
Enterptise, 

- I Bold, 
- Repulse, 

Champion, 
- , Princess, 

Pallas, 
- , Princess, 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

- , Blazer, 
Watchful, 

- , Princess, 
Victoiy, 

- , Diligencia, 
Staunch, 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

- , Salvador del Mundo, 
Euryalus, -

- , Dili~ence, 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

- , Flora, 

- , Barbadoes, 

- , Arethusa, 
Vesuvius, 

- , Blazer, 
L' Athenienne, 

- , Desperate, 

Sussex hospital ship, 
Africa -
Royal William, 
Princess, 
Alfred, 
Porpoise, 
Amazon, 

- , Avon, 
Barba does, 

Do. 
Do. 

- , Being a North Briton, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
Being a native of ,vales, refused to be discharged. 
Being a native of Yorkshire, refused to be dischar"ed. 
Document insufficient, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 

- , He had a protection. Not answering the description in his document, refused to be discharged. 
Bein" a native of Ireland, refused to be discharged. He had a cm,tom house protection. 
The Pallas having sailed to a forei~n station, no steps can at present be taken respecting this man. 

- , Not answering the description in !us document, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
Being an Irishman, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
Having a spurious certificate, refused to be dischar,,ed. He had a custom house protection. 
Being a Scotchman, refused to be clischarged. He had a custom house protection. - I Has been discharged. He had a custom nouse protection. 

- Document insufficient, refused to be dischar~ed. He had a custom house protection. 
Being a Scotchman, refused to be dischargect. He had a custom house protection. 

- , Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
Not having a sufficient document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had pat·t of a protection. 

Impressed from the American ship Belisarius by the Staunch gun-bri~, from which they were returned, but their 
protections were withheld from them. This application was the1·efore made to the Admiralty, requesting that 
they might be returned. Protections returned. } 

- I Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
He had a custom house protection. 

} I They had custom house protections. Not ~n board the Diligence. 

- Their lordships seeing no grounds fo1· allowing this man's discharge, refused to be discharged. He had a custom 
house protection. 

- , Having been received in exchange as an English prisoner of war, refused to be discharged. He had a custom 
hou~e protection. • 

- , Documents insufficient, refused to be dischar~ed. He had a notarial certificate of citizenship. 
Being a native of Scotland, refused to be discllarged. He had a custom house protection. 
Not answering the description in his document, refused to be discharged. He liad a custom house protection. 

- , Orde1·ed to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 
He had a custom house protection. 

- , O1·dered to be discharged. 
Document insufficient, refused to be discharged. He had a protection from Mr. Maury, at Liverpool. 
Ordet·ed to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. . 
He had a custom house protection. 

- , Do. do. 
Do. do. 

- , He had a custom house pt·otection. Document being insufficient, refused to be discharged. 
Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 

- , Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. 

- , Not having a sufficient document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. .He had a custom hour1e p1·0-
tection. 

• The captain of the Belisarius, the American vessel from which this man was impressed, did not recollect the surname of this man. 
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Statement of applications in cases qf impressment, made immediately to the Department qf State, and not before reported to tlie House qf Representatives, or included in JJ,fr. Erving's or Mr. Lyman's 
returns to this ojfice. 

Seamen's names. 

John Atkinson, 
Martin Akens, 

Sylvanus Alford and 
Henry Kilbum, 
Elijah Armstt·ong, 
Atten John, 

James Allen, 
Wm. Aubin, 
Bennet Ashford and 
Antonio J. Rodgers, 
James Allen, -
Edward Lowry, 
Thomas Allen, 
Jas. Davidson, 
Jenkin Killan, 
John Patterson, 
George Weir, 
Samuel Bishop, -

. James Chambers, 
• John Croit, 

John Beatty, 
Daniel Campbell, -
John M'Connagy, 
Andrew Anderson, 
Thomas Frost, 
Thomas Randal, 
John Patterson, 
William Bayle, 

. John Outersitle, 
Robert Blaway, 
Samuel Bunker, 
Amos Thop1 John Woolridge, 
'William Brown, 

John Buffinton, 
George Burns, 
James Barber, 
Joshua Baker, 
Enoch Cla1·k, 
Joshua Bartlett, 

Dates of impressment. 

- , Not stated, -
February 25, 1805, 

J I Decembe1· 19, 1804, 
- May, 1803, 

January 22, 1805, 

- , Not stated, 
- Do . J August, 29, 1805, 

., 

August 20, 1805 -

September 25, 1805, 

Vessels of war into which 
stated to be impressed 01· 
carried. 

- , The Driver, - - I This man had a protection. 
The name of the vessel None. 

concealed, 

REMARKS, 

-I Imogene, - -1 It does not appear whether they had protections. 
- Eolus, - - Had lost his protection. 

The name of the vessel Supposed to be a British subject, though he had a protection as an American. 
concealed, • 

Vanguard, 
St. Lucie, 

- , Indian, 

-I Protection. 
- Do. 
5" Danish do. 

- l American do. 

- , Sloop of war Hawk, - , Supposed to be British subjects. They were passengers in the Ame1·ican ship Augusta, from Belfast, in Ireland, 
to New York, and were impressed about nine miles from New York. • 

Mercury, Had a protection as an American, but was, in truth, a British subject. 

} Febmo,y 11, 15, 18, 1805, Pitt r,;g,t,, 

- Not stated, - Leander, - -

- , It is stated that all these men entered volunta1·ily into the B1·itish service. 

Not stated, Armed vessel Viper. J July 29, August 2, 1805, A tender at Belfast, 
- August 14, 1805, - - Cambrian, 

• - , March 20, 1805, -
Not stated, 

- , Not stated, J Not stated, 
- Not stated, 

- , Tender Gysey, -
Franchise. 

- , La Revolutionnaire, 
- Camel, 

Not stated. 

He had a protection. 

They had protections. These men deserted. 
- , It does not appear whethe1· he had a protection. Ei~hteen passengers, from Belfast, in Ireland, to New York, were 

taken at-the same time from the American, by t11e frigate Cambrian. 
This man had a protection, as an American citizen, but was a British subject, as is stated .. 

- , He had no protecfa,,. 
Had lost theirs, 
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j, 

John Blackbum, 
John Anderson, 
,vmiam Rysell, 
John Bloomser, 
George Bradshaw, -
James Brown, 
Thomas Bom, 
Samuel Breede, 
Jost Butler, 
John BishoJ), 
Nathan P. Brook, 
Abram Myers, 
Jacob Beird, 
Henry Beauman, -
Thomas Butler, 
Geor,g~ Bryant, 
John ll, Brown, 
Malcolm B1·uce, 
John Bowman, -
Laurence Brown, 
John Blume, 
John Evans -
Joseph L. Worthy, -
Thomas Knapp, -
David Brown, 
Robe1-t Brown, 
Noah Becks, 
William Gray, 
Joseph Beal, 
John Bar, .. 
Charles Brown, 
John Brown, 
John Burk, -
William Brown, 
David Baxter, 
David Burk, 
John Bolt, -
James Brown, 
"William Newton, -
John Courtney, 
Francis Coffin, Jun. 
Henry Cobb, -
Andrew Clow, 
William Calvert, 
Hugh Harris, 
Robert Williams, 
John Harman, 
Jere. Culver, 
Robert Ca1·ther, 
John Clark, 
Thomas Cook, 
George Wilson, 

J June, 1805, 

- September 1, 18001 
July 30, 1804, -

J April 10, 1804, -

} I Not stated, 

- Not stated, 
May 26, 1805, 

- I June 10, 1805, 
- May 15, 1805, 

June 21, 1805, 
• Not stated, 
- May 25, 1804, 

October 20, 1803, 

} Odobe,• o, 1505, -

- Not stated, 
June 27, 1804, 

J Septembet· 5, 1804, 

- April 6, 1805, 
Not stated, 

- I Ditto, 
- Ditto, 

Ditto, 
February 9, 1804, 
November 7, 1804, 
Not stated; 

J I September 16, 1803, 

- Not stated, 
Ditto, * 

- , May 11, 1803, 
Not stated, 

} I May 8, 1805, 

- I Not stated, 
Ditto, -

· 1 April 6, 1805, J October, 1803, 

Press Gang at Hull, 

- , Cleopatra, 
La Vertue, 

- , Serapis, -

- , Galen, 

- , Not stated -
Tartar or Indian, 
Brig Cruiser, -

- I Orpheus, - -
- Tartar, -

Gun brig Vixen, 
- , Stork, -

Rackoon, 

S") These men had American protections, but acknowledged that they were British subjects, and voluntarily ente1·ed 
l as such, after one had deserted from the American ship Adamant, and the two others were impressed. 
- He was a British subject. 

Ditto.. . 

- , These men appea1· to have been natives of England, but are stated to have been apprenticed in the United States, 

They had custom house protections. 

• , He had a p1·otection. 
• Protection . 

. 

1 

Ditto. 
• • Protection. 
- Prussian protection . 

British subject. r 
American citizen, without a protection. 

- , Naturalized ditto, with ditto. 

Name of the vessel con- I Citizens of the United States. 
cealed, -

- , Monarch, 
Dl'iver, 

-I Leander, • 
.. Galatea? -

St. Lucie, 
• , Laza1·eth, 

Duquesne, 
• , Not stated, 

Eloisa. 
• , Sloop of wa1· Fly, 

L'Oiseau, • 

- , Gunboat brig, 

- , Cambrian, 
Indefatigable, 
La Loire,• 
Orestes, • 

- , Diana, 

- / Amelia. 
- St. George, 

Reynard, 
- , Perseve1·ance, 

- Protection. 
- Ditto. 
- Ditto. 
- British subject. 

Protection. 
- , Does not appear whethe1· he had one. 

Had lost his. 
British subject. 

- , Protection. 
It does not appear whethe1· he had one. 

• , These men dese1·ted. 

- I P1·otection. 
- It is not stated whether he had one . 

Ditto ditto. 
Protection. 

These men were taken out of an American vessel captured by the French, and 1·ecaptured by the British vessel, 
Diana. 

- , He had lost his protection. 
Protection . 

.. , Without protections. The first
0
a citizen of the United States, and the last n British subject. 
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Seamen's n11mes. 

Thomas Cla1·k, 

Joseph Clancy, 
Thomas Cox, 
Laurence Cla1·k, 

John Clark1 -Henry Christ, 
William Cox, -
Patrick Cunningham, 
--- Croreston, -
John Campbell, 
Caleb Carr, 
Peter Coyle, 
John Coleman, -
James Cuilimore, 
Robert Thomson, -
Daniel Carmichael, 
John Crawfo1·d, 
James Deane, 
Isaac Day, -
Isaac Dick, -
Thomas Doyle, 
Ed. Ryly, -
John Dixon, 
John Davii, -
Michael Davis, 
Michael Davis, 
John Dixson, 
Peter Devermg, 
James Maeray, 
John Douglas, 

Josiah Doane, -
James Davis and Henry 

Wood, -
Thomas Denney, 
John Chamberlain, -
John Thomson, 
John Eaton, 
John Edwards, 
John Erving. 
Joseph Ellingwood, . 
John Edwards, -

Dates of impressment. 

- , March 25, 1805, -

- , Not stated, -
October 8, 1804, 

- , April 5, 1805, 

- , D~cember 15, 1804, 
Ditto, - -- I August 20, 1800, -

- December 19, 1804, 
Not stated, -

- , Not stated, -
October 7, 1803, 

- , November 9, 1804, 
February 8, 1804, 

- , Not stated, -J December 12, 1804, 

- September 2, 1804, 
Not stated, -

- July 4, 1805, 
- Not stated, 
J September 7, 1803, 

- January 19, 1805, 
Not stated, 

- AJ>ril 13, 1804, -
July 23, 1803, 1 December 30, 1805, 

- April 21, 1804, -

- February 1, 1805, 

J September I, 1803, 

l December 22, 1804, 

- March 20, 1805, -
August 25, 1804, 

Not stated, 
November 20, 1804, 

STATEMENT-Continued. 

Ships of war into which stated 
to be impressed or carried. REMARKS. 

- , The name of the 
concealed. 

vessel 

- I L'He1·cule. 
- Cutter Sandwich, 

Princess, - -

- , Amelia, -
Theseus, -

- , Renown, -
Cambrian, 

• , Not stated, 
Amarinth, 

- I Protection. 
- This man was mate of the American ship Savage, of New Bedford, was without a protection, and acknowledged 

that_ he was a Scotchman. 
- , This man was mate of the schooner Sperry, Baker, of New York, and was without a protection, 

Protection. - I It is not stated whether he had one. 
- This man was chief mate of the American ship Juno, when impressed. 

It does not appear whether he had a protection. 
- , Ditto ditto. 

• I Demerara, 
• Impress gang at Leith, • I It is not stated whether he had a protection. 

Not stateil, • - British subject, 
- , Not stated, - Ditto. 

Vanguard, 
Hawk, 
Diana, 

- , Proselyte, 
Cambl'ian, 
Bittern, -

- , Amsterdam, 
Galen brig, 

- I Desiree, -
- Nemesis, -

Centaur, -

St. Lucie, 

By a press gang, -
By a press gang, -

They had p1·otections, The first was an American citizen, the last a British subject. 
- , He had a protection. 

He had a protection. 
- I Ditto. 
- Ditto. 

Ditto. 

- Ditto. 
- , Protection. 

- Ditto, as a Swede. 
Ditto, as au American. 

u I Ditto ditto. 

- , This man had a protection as an American citizen; but the officers of the St. Lucie would not look at it. They 
had _the impressed man tied down, as it is stated, and, in that situation, carried to the St. Lucie, -I Protection, 

- Ditto. 

- , Privatee1· Anna and Maria, I They had protections. They deserted to and entered voluntarily into the British service. 

- , Diana, 
Castor, 

Armed sloop Derby, 
Wolf, - -

- I Protection. 
- Ditto. 

It is not stated whethe1· he had one. 
• , Ditto ditto, 
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John English, -
William Shepperd, -
John Frazer, 
.Tohn Francis, 
Geor~e Fisher, 
John Flenny, 
Amos Follansbee, -
Barnet Foland, 

George Frazee1· and 
Richard Thomas, -

John Manuel, 
Martin George, 

James Giles, -
Ed, Girrells Griggs, 
James Garven, 
John Neal, -
Walter Holliday, -
John Holmes, 
Henry Hall, -
John Howard 
William Hopkins, 
Samuel Hod~es, -
William Hall, 
Thomas Holland, 
Josh, Hunt, 
Thomas Hutton, 
Geo1·ge Hutton, 
James Hart, 
Caleb Hastings, 
D. M. Hogan, 
John Harlam, -
Patrick Hollohan, 
Hyer Godfrey, 
Patrick Hoga1·ty, 

Samuel D. Rayle, -
Jacob Heller, 
Edward Killum, 
F1·ederick Kline, 

James Kennard, 
James Kennedy, 
D. H. Ketcham, -
George Manning, 
Leonard Johnston, -
James Love 
Nathaniel York, 
Jacob Connel, 
John Shaw, 

J I Not stated, 
- October Bi 1805, -

Not statect, -
- , December 2,i, 1804, 

Not stated, -
- Ditto, • 

November 21, 1803, 

} September 10, 1803, 

- August 14, 1803, -
Feoruary 19, 1805, 

- , Septembe1· 25, 1803, 
August 27, 1805, -
June 10, 1804, _ -
May 29, 1804, -

• , Septembet· 8, 1805, 
March 24, 1804, -

- , August 10, 1805, -
Not stated, -

Do. 
·Do. 

- , Novembe1· 7, 1804, 
Not stated, -

- , July 17, 1803, -
December 20, 1804, 

Do. 
- , June 27, 1804, 

June, 1804, 
Not stated, 

Do. -
- , August 5, 1804, -

Not stated, 
- , May 16, 1804, 

- , January 1, 1805, -
March 29, 1805, 
Not stated, 
July 28, 1801, 

- , Not stated, 
April 6, 1804, 

- , Not stated, 
Do. -
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

-I Espray, • • Ditto, 
- Unicorn, - • Ditto. 

ditto, 

Cambrian, - Protection. 
- , Carysford, - It does not appear whether he had one. 

Not stated, Ditto. 
Ditto. - Ditto. 

• , Press gang at Liverpool, - Ditto. 
The first of these men was an apprentice to Captain l\f'Clu1·e, of the Ame1·ican ship Houson, and the last had a 

P-rotection, as an Amel'ican citizen. The captain of the American vessel offered to deposite with Governor 
Fraze1·, at whose instance they were impressed, any sum that might be thought reasonable for two other 
seamen to supply the places ot those impressed; but he did not succeed. 

.. , At the island of Goree, • 

- , At Liverpool, 
Bl'ig Busy, 

- , Cambrian, 
Hawk, 
Centaur, 
Alligator, 

- , Demarara cutter, 
Neptune, 

- , Pelican, 
Do. 

- , Druid, ~ 
Windso1· Castle, " 

• , At Liverpool, 
Decade, 

- , Emerald, 
Vanguard, 

Do. 

- I It does not appear whether he had a protection. _ 
- He had a protection. Captain Byam, the sailingmaster of the-Busy, is stated to have said, in reply to the remon-

stmnces of the captain of the American vessel Henrietta, of Alexandria, from which George was taken, that 
they had orde1·s to impress all seamen, claiming to be Amel'ican, whose pl'Otections were dated since May, 1804, - I He had a protection. . 

• He had a protection as a citizen of the Batavian republic. 
Protection. 
Had lost his protection. 
It does not appear whether he had one. 

- , He had a protection. 

· 1 B~: - Do. 
- Do. 
• British subject. 

It does not appea1· whether he had a protection, 
• I Do. do. 
- No protection. 

Do . 
" , Name of the ship not stated 

Revolutionnaire, - • 
Protection. Impressed from a S1>anish ship,, 
This man had no p1·otection, and for that reason is stated to have been impressed, 

Penguin 
Pettereli, 
Cambrian - I Not stated. 

" Lynx, 

It does not appear whether he had one. • 
Do. do. 

- , British subject. 

• This man was a native of Ireland, but at the time of the ir11p1·essment was an apprentice to Captain Paddock,-of 
the American ship Thames, from which he was impressed, • 

- , Penguin, • It does not appear whether this man had a protection, 
Mosambique, Swedish protection. 
Not stated, - - Had lost his protection. 
A launch from Commodore No protection. A subject of Prussia. 

Hood's ship. 
- I l<'ortune, - - Not stated whethe1· he had a protection, 
- Mignonne, P1·otection. 

Beaulieu, - Do. 
- , Cleopatra, - Do. 

Do. - Do. 
Do. - Do. 
Do. - Do. 
Do. - Do. 
Do. - Do. 
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Seamen's names. 

George Atkinson, -
Ed. Simpson, 
Nathaniel Moore, -
Elisha Markam, 
James Matthews, -
James Mash, 
Ed. Mooney, -
Philip Miliga_n, -
Richard F. Moore, -
Geor~e Manning, 
Wilham Mount, 
Elisha Morris, 
Peter Douglas, 
Henry Matthews, -
William Mor1·ow, 
Nathaniel Mosher, -
John M'Donald, -
Andrew M'Donald, 
John M'Evoy, 
William Moore, 
Matthew Barton, 
William Mason, 
John Webster, 
Henry Mayo, 
George Sterving, 
Jos. Cornelius, 
Benjamin Moales, 
John Martin, 
William Clark, 
William Orr, 
Petet· Lawless, 
William M'Clure, 
Peter Ande1·son, 
James Jones,1 

James Johnson, 
Abel Siscol, 
William Jones, 
James Johnson, 
Samuel Johnson, 
Richard Johnson, -
Leonard Johnson, 
George Atkins, 
John Dixon, 
John Smith, 

Dates of impressment, 

- , Not stated -
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

- , August 23, 1805, -
Not stated, .. 

Do, 
Do. 

February 17, 1805, 
Not stated, -

- , February 11, 1805, 
Do. -

•· , Decembe1· 13, 1804, 
Augu·st 18, 1804, -
Not stated, -

- , May 7, 1804, 
Not stated, 

- , August 9, 1803, -
October 21, 1805, 

Do. 
- , July 4, 1805, 

bo. 
- , Not stated, 

Do. -
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

August 14, 1805, -
July 25, 1803, -

1/ October 6, 1805, -

- Septembet· 9, 1804, 
June 24, 1804, 

- , September 3, 1805, 
Not stated, -

- , August 29, 1805, -
Do. -

Not stated, 
Do. -

STATEMENT-Continued. 

Ships of war into which stated 
to be impressed or carried, ·REMARKS. 

- , Cleopatra, 
Do. 

- , Leander, 
Cambrian, 
D1·iver, 
Surveillante, 

- , Proselyte, 
Alligator, 
Dili1$encia, 
Aruoa, 
Swift, 
Busy, 
Do. 

- , Red6t·idge, 
Cambrian, 

- , Van~uard, 
Camorian, 
Boston, 
Do. 
Galen, 
Do. 

- , Proselyte, 
Do. 
Surveillante, 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Cambrian, 
Ajax, 

- , Swift, 

Indian. 
.. , At Demarara, -

Press gang at London, 
- , Vessel not stated, 

Cleopatra, 
Do. 

Amsterdam, 
Do. 

- , Protection. 
- Do. 
- It does not appear whether he had one, 

Protection. 
_ 1 It does not appear. 
- Do. 
- Do. 
- Protection. 
- It does not appear. 

_ 1 b~~tection. 
S' These men had regular protections. The commander of the Busy is stated, in the protest of Benjamin M. Smith, 
") master of the American brig Traveller, from which they were impressed, t.o liave been extremely abusive to 
C. him, Captain Smith, on his reclaiming his men, to have tlireatened to tie him to the gangway, &c. 

P1·otection. 
Do. 

- , It does not appear. 
Protection. 

-1 Do. 
- British subject. 

Moore had a protection. - I It is not stated whether Barton had one. 
- Mason had a protection. 

Webster had none. 
- , With protections. 

Do. 
- Do. 
- Do. 
- Do. 
- Do. 
- Do. 
- Do. 
- Notarial certificate of citizenship. 

Protection. 

- , Jones was mate of the American vessel Regulator. 

- , British subject. 
British subject. He had a protection. 

- , ·Protection. 
- Do. 
- Do. 

Do. 
- , Do, 
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,villiam ,v arner . - Do. Do. - Do. 

I 
,... 
00 Azor, an indented servant, Do. Do. - Do. 0 
0) Jn. C. Davis, .. - Do. Do. Do. .:... John ,vesterby, Do. Do. - Do. 

John Shelton, Do. Do. - Do. 
Samuel Iugle, - April 24, 1805, - - Ta1·tar, - Do. 
John Johnson, August 7, 1804, - Lucifer, - Do. 
Samuel Jackson, • Not stated, . Franchise, - Do . 
Thomas Jones, Do. • Do. - Do. 
Oliver Blackwith, - Do. Do. - Do. 
John Taylor, Do. Do. - Do. 
Thomas Jackson, - Do. . King Fisher, - Do . 
John Jackson, - - July, 1805, Tartar - Do. 
Gl'idley Lewis • • August 19d 1805, - - Indian; - Do. 
Daniel Landerkin, Jun. Not state , - Cambrian, - Do. >-William Leeman, • Do. - • - Emerald, - Do. 

a:: William Liddle, August 3, 1803, - Thetis, Do. 
t;:j G. H. Christian, • June 23, 1803, . Prussian and Portuguese. ~ Jos. Anthony, • 
1-1 Charles Thomison, • November 16, 1803, . Trent, . It is not stated whether he had a protection, C':l Samuel Litch eld, • February 22, 1805, . Tobap;o, • He had a protection. > John Little, January 24, 1805, Brig Port Mahon, - Pl'otection. z James Whitney, Do. Do. - Do. 

Abrm. Linard, - - Not stated, - . Press gan~ at Cowes, . Do. Ul Eugene Elmstead, December 26, 1804, Carystor , - - Do. t;:j 
Russel Davenport, - Do. Do. .• - Do. > Robert Allan, Do. Do. . Do. ~ John Jacobs, • September 18, 1804, . Flying Fish, - It does not appear whether he had. t;:j John Odlin, Do. • .. Do. Do. do. z Anthony Powe1·s, - - Not stated, . Iris, - Pl'otection. 
George Pinder, Do. Not stated, .. Not stated whether he had one. 1-1 
James Pointer, - November 28, 1805, - Red bridge, . Protection. ~ John Prin, Not stated, • Defiance, - Do. "ti John Planton, • Do. . Galatia, - None. ~ "William Pitman, • April 1 1804, - L'Hercule, . Do. t;:j John Potter, September 27, 1803, . Princess, .. Do. 00 John Poi·tland, April 25, 1803, - Dryad, . Do . 00 
James Robbins, - Not stated, . Cambrian . P1·otection . t;:j 
Henry Pearson, Do. Not stated, .. It does not appear whether he had. ~ Josh. Pearson, Do. Blenheim, Do . 
John Pa1·ker, - January 28, 1804, . Zealand, • - Do . 
Henry Palmatre, Not stated, At Hull, - British subject. 
Robert Deighton, Do. Do. Do. He had a protection as an American. 
Geor(!:e Fleming, - Do. Do. - Without a protection. 
Wilham Park, Do. . Le Corvette, Does not appear. 
Geor' Pender, - . August 7, 1803, - Hunter, - None. 
John eters, jun. December, 1804, - - Carysfo1·d, - It does not appear. 
David Porte1·, . Decembe1· 28, 1804, Reynard, Do. 
John H. Rictout, . April 25, 1805, - - Penauin, . Do. 
Samuel Robinson • September 5, 1803, Cambrian, .. He was not permitted to go or send to the 'Vessel from which he was impressed for his p1·otection, Christian Moldenham, 1 Septembe1· 5, 1803, . Cambrian, . Danes, with protections as such. 

I cd Christian Lowman, 
Richard Rimmer, - . May l, 1805, . Flying Fish, . Protection. Cl 



Seamen's names. 

John Rudemaker, -
Stephen Rumsey, 
Thomas Rodgers, -
Ole Hanson, 
Johan Lozawat, 
Hans Davidson, 
William Robbins, -
Thomas Robinson, -
James Overton, 
Thomas Weeks, 
John Simoonson, 
John Sheany, 

Josh. Snow, a mate, 
William Smith, 
Daniel Talmadge, -

Andrew Stagpolc, -
John Andrews, 
John Tillinghast, -
Charles Sm1th,1 
"\V-illiam Smith, 
Charles Stewa1·t, 
John Shaw, 
John Backam, 
John Roberts, 
William Cole, 
James Jones, 
Thomas Wood, 
Thomas Wise, 
Robert Smith, 
John G. Zenas, -
William Watson, 
Luke White, 
--\Vallace, 
Hans Laverty, 
Samuel Wells, 
John White, 
John Williams, 
Philip Squires, 
Fmncis Uox,i 
Leonard Findley, -
Thomas R. Green, -
Jesse Cadwell, 

Dates of impressment. 

- June 28, 1805, 
Not stated, J February 13, 1804, 

J February 18, 1804, 

- September 17, 1804, 
January 31 1805, -
Not statea, -

Do. 
- , September 10, 1805, 

January 19, 1805, 

J I February 18, 1805, 
- August, 1805, 

- , May 27, 1805, -
August 16, 1805, -

- I Not stated, 
- Septembe1· 15, 1804, 

Not stated, -
Do. 

- , October 30, 1804, 
May 25, 1803, 

Do. 
Not stated, 
October 6, 1805, 

.

1 

February 8, 1805, 

J Februai·y 16, 1805, 

Septembe1· 28, 1803, 
September 25, 1803, 

- January, 1804, 
- November 29, 1805, 

Decembe1· 20, 1803, 

J January 20, 1801, 

} Not stated, 

} Febmary 15, 1804, 

- February B, 1805, 
Not stated, -

Ships of war into which stated 
'to be impressed or carried, 

STATEMENT-Continued, 

- , La Fol'tenelle, 
Amelia, 

- I Batavian citizen. 
- Protection. 

l?l!1MARKS, 

L'Oiseau, The first is stated to be an American citizen, the last a Dane, 

Hunter, 
- , Rattler, -

Diamond Rock boat, 
- I Fortunee, 

Echo, 
- , Nimble, 

Express, 

- , Hippomenes, 

Danes. 
- Protection. 
- Not stated. 
- Do. 
- Do. 
- Do. 
- This man had a protection which was produced; but the commander of the Express obse1·ved, that he did not 

reg~rd American protections, and was determined to impress forty more Amel'ican seamen on the Grenada-
station. • 

- Not stated whether they had protections. 
- This man had no p1·otection; but the American captain, in claiming him, informed the commander of the Hawk 

k 
that.he was acquainted with Talmadge's parents, and knew that he was a native American, 

- , Rae oon, - P1·otecbon. 

- , Hawk, 

Echo, Do. 
- , A privateer, - - It does not appear whether he had one. 

Press iang at Limerick, - Do, 
Carysford, - Do. 
Mosambique, - Do. 

- , Barbadoes, - Do. 
Amelia, - He was a Swede. 

D~ - D~~ 
Argo, - Does not appear whether he had a protection. 
Swift, Protection. 

- , Polyphemus, - Do. 
L'Eclait·, 

- , Advice, 
Cambrian, 

- , A press gan;~t Belfast, -
Do. at Montego Bay; 

Rackoon, - -
Do. 

Hunter, 

Brig Betsey, 
- , Poly1>hemus, 

L'Eclair, 

Do. 
A Dane. 
Protection. 
Not stated. 
Protection. 
A Dane. 
A Dane and Englishman. 

Does not appear whether they hacl protections 

'Without protections. 
Not stated whether he had a protection 
With a protection. • 
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Andrew Ewell, 
Ed. Averell, 
Ed. Hayes, 

Joshua ,Vright, 
< "William Brown, r Robert Williams. -

Fl John ·ward, 
James "White, 
William Stanley, -
John Williams, 
Joseph White, 
John H. Swinns, 
John Spie1·s, -
Tristham Spencer, 
Alexander Stanton, 
Otrick Barnwell, -
Luther Tracy, 
Anckew Moore, 
Samuel Moore, 
Francis Davis, 
William Thomas -
John Schneider, Jun. 
John Sebaston, -
William Tucker, -
Hemy l'earson, 
Gcor@Alho, 
John J:Sell, -
Charles Davis, 
Freeman Swain, 
Patrick Welsh, 
William Skinne1·, -
William Smith, 
Robert Brown, 
Samuel Howanl, 
Andrew Richee, 
William Right, 
Jack Bowier, 
Samuel Gain, 
Thomas Auld, -
Thomas Williams, 
Joseph Murrall, 
James Cornish, 
John Williams, 

-I September 2, 1805, 1 Decembe1· 31, 1805, 

J I August 4, 1804, 
- May 7, 1805, 

Not stated, 
- , October 9, 1804, -

Novembet· 29, 1804, 
- , May 22, 1805, 

August, 1804, 
December 7, 1804, 
Not stated, -

11 December 23, 1804, 

- Not stated, -
November 18, 1804, 

- , Not stated, 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

- , December 26, 1804, 
Not stated, -

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do.· -

11 January, 1805, 
- May 3, 1805, -

August 29, 1805, 
- , May 3, 1804, -

Aug!lst 4, 1804, 
JJo. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

1 I August 27, 1804, -
- September 6, I 804, 

Do. -

- , Otter, 
Cleopatra, 

Snake. 
- , Diana, 

Explosion Bomb, 
Pluto, -

- , Sandwich, 
Galatea, -

- , Leander, -
Zealand, -
La Franchise, 

With a protection. r1 The first mentioned person had a protection, and the other is said to belong to New York. Captain ,vright, com­
"l mande1· of the Cleopatra, is stated to have info1·med Captain Samson, master of the American vessel, from 

which these seamen we1·e impressed, that he intended to cmise off Bermuda till he had made up, by impress­
ments, his complement of men, and that he wanted one hundred and ten. At the time of the impressment of 
Averell and Hayes, he sent on board the American vessel, Captain John Larmes, a citizen of the United States, 
who had been previously impressed. 

- , He had a pl'otection. The vessel from which he was impressed was re-captured by a Bl'itish vessel of war from a 
French privateer. 

He had a protection. 
It does not appear. 

- , Protection. 
- Do. -
- Do. 

Not stated. 
- • Do. 

- , Terpsichore and Sheerness,! Do. 

- , Vanguard, 
Boston, -

- , Leander, -
Not stated, 

Do. 
- , Carysford, 

Do. 
- , Ethalon, -

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

-I Galatea, -
- Fort Diamond, 

Leander, .. 
Driver, -
Leander, -

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Cambrian, 
Do. 

- Do. 
- Pt·otection. 
- Do. 
- Not stated. 
- Do. 
- Do. 
- Do. 

Do. 
-1 Do. 
- Do. 

_ 1 Bi: 
S Swain was mate of the Amel'ican vessel from which he was impt·essed, and "Welsh was the app1·entice of the captain 
l of the said vessel. 
- He had n pt·otection. 

Do. 
- Do. 
- Protection. 
- Do. 
- Do. 
- Do. 
- Do. 

Do. 
- , Do. 
- No protection. 

Do. 
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Statement of impressed seamen, who claim to be citizens of the United States, made by William Savage, Esq. to the 
.Department of State. 

Seamen's Names. Dates of Vessels of war into which Seamen's Names. Dates of Vessels of war into which 
Impressment. stated to be impressed 

or carried. 
Impressment. stated to be impres,ed 

or carried. 

James Stanford, - Not stated, Brig Hunter. 'William Byroft, - Not stated, Faire. 
Thomas Crammer, - Do. Surveillante. John Hunt, - Do. Do. 
John Pearson, - Do. Do. Littleton ,v arren, Do. Do. 
'William Brown, - Do. Papillon. John Dennis, - Do. Do. 
Wm. Anthony, jun. Do. Do. Thomas Flour, - Do. Do. 
John G. Seraston, - Do. Do. John Cook, - Do. Do. 
Nathaniel Huston, - Do. Reynard. --Burns, - Do. La Franchise. 
Joshua L. Worthy, Do. La Franchise. Christr. Beekman, Do. Faire. 
John Marshall, - Do. Diana. Thomas Ratcliff, - Do. Blanche. 
William Pickering, Do. Not stated. Peter Holmes, - Do. Diana. 
John Murray, - Do. Do. Peter Ribble, - Do. Theseus. 
James Morgan, - Do. Cayenne. William Cripps, - Do. Do. 
Edw. Buckm~-"ham, Do. Le Seine. Archibald Fisher, - Do. Do. 
"William Rob ins, - Do. John Smith, - Do. Do. 
John Steward, - Do. Reynard. Stephen Hall, - Do. Do. 
Michael ·wales, - Do. Becant. Robert Masters, - Do. Do. 
William McDonald, Do. Galen. Freeman Swain, - Do. Galatea. 
John Davis, - Do. Do. Silas Dickinson, - Do. Amelia. 
Martin W oolfe, - Do. Desiree. Thomas Behell, - Do. Centaur. 
Robert Thomson, - Do. Vanguard. Holster Fowle, - Do. Amelia. 
Daniel Teill, - Do. l!'ortunee. James Smith, - Do. Centaur. 
Daniel Whitehouse, Do. Do. Stephen Bradbury, Do. Do. 
Gordon Minet, - Do. Do. A~on Dill, - Do. Diana. 
John Thomson, - Do. Do. 

9th CONGRESS. J No. 198. 

SPAIN. 

co:.r~tUNICATED TO CONGRESS, MARCH 20, 1806. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: MARCH 19, 1806. 
It was reasonably expected that, while the limits between the territories of the United States and of Spain 

were unsettled, neither party would have innovated on the existing state of their respective positions. Some time 
since, however, we learned that the Spanish authorities were advancing into the disputed country to occupy new 
posts and make new settlements. Unwilling to take any measure which might preclude a peaceable accommodation 
of differences, the officers of the United States were ordered to confine themselves within the country on this side 
of the Sabine river, which, by delivery of its p1·incipal post, Natchitoches, was understood to have been itself deli­
vered up by Spain; ~d, at the same time, to pe1·f!1it no adverse post _to be taken, ~or armed men to remain within 
it. In consequence of these orders, the commandmg officer at Natchitoches, learnmg that a party of Spanish troops 
had crossed the Sabine river, and were posting themselves on this side the Adies, sent a detachment of his force to 
require them to withdraw to the other side of the Sabine, which they accordingly did. 

I have thought it proper to communicate to Congress the letters detailing this incident, that they may fully under­
stand the state of things in that quarter, and be enabled to make such provision for its security as, in their wisdom, 
they shall deem sufficient. 

TH: JEFFERSON. 

E~:tract of a letter ftom Major Porter iv the Secretary of TVai·, dated 

NATCHITocHEs, Febmary s, 1806. 

Your letter of the 20th November was received on the 24th ultimo, and the request therein [mentioned wa~. 
without loss of time, forwarded to the commandant at Nacogdoches, from whom I received, on the 4th instant, an 
answer, in which he refused to give the assurance required. 

Deeming this reply decisive, I immediately detached Captain Turner, with sixty men, to remove a party of 
Spaniards that had, a few days before, passed and taken post on this side of the Adies, and to patrol the country 
between this post and the river Sabine; the former he easily accomplished, and is now performing the latter. 

The report of preparations, making by our Spanish neighbors, for war, are various,. but o-enerally agree that con­
siderable numbers of troops are progressing from the interior to the eastward; that near thre/hundred of them were, a 
few weeks since, at the great crossing of the Trinity, where there were near two hundred beeves, five hundred horses, 
and a considerable magazine of flour; that they have ten guns now mounting at Nacogdoches, where most of them 
have been lately received; and that, immediately after Lieutenant Piatt, the bearer of my letter to the commandant 
of Nacogdoches, left that place on his return, a Spanish officer was despatched to Bayou aux Pierre to impress on 
the minds of the inhabitants of that settlement the allegiance that they owed to His Catholic .Majesty; ordered them to 
join his standard whenever required; and informed them that the Red river would be the boundary line between. 
the Spanish country and the United States. 

Sm: 
NATCHITOCHES, Februa1'y I, 1806. 

You are immediately to proceed with the detachment now under your command to the neighborhood of Adies. 
where, if you should fall in with a stationary party of armed Spaniards, you will command them, or any other armed 



1806.J TUNIS. 799 

party of foreigners which you may discover, to withdraw beyond the Sabine river. In case of their refusing to com­
J)ly, you are to treat them agreeably to the orders of the Secretary of War, (a certified extract of which accompanies 
these instructions,) as far as relates to the pursuit, capture1 and detention, of invaders or aggressors, and avoiding 
the spilling of blood, but when these orders cannot otherwise be executed. You are to patrol, if practicable, the 
country between this and Sabine. Be on your guard against surprise, and communicate to me, by express, from time 
to time, any occurrence worthy of note. 

Captain EnW.\RD D. TURNER, Second Regimr:nt Infantry. 

l\I. PORTER, 
lriajor .!J.rtillerists, Commanding. 

Sm: 
Anms, Februaiy 6, 1806. i • 

After a tedious march we arrived in front of the Spanish post yesterday morning about half past eleven 
o'clock; found the Dons in some confusion, in consequence of their patrol havmg discovered us an hour before, 
( owing to om· pilot bringing us in sight of the road.) I took a position which would have carried their camJ), if there 
had been ten times their number, which was twenty. They saddled, mounted, and formed. At the Bayou le Giese, 
their patrol or picket halted our vanguard, and demanded the' reason we were violating or invading His Majesty's 
territory. I requested him to withdraw with his guard inside his camp, where I would J>resently be, and inform 
!tis officer of my business. He implicitly obeyed. Upon my arrival at my position, I sent .Mr. Duforest to tell the 
officer I wished a conference. Mr. Duforest was informed, in consequence of some information the corpoml of the 
.itlvanced guard had given, the officer had gone down the road to meet me. I waited some time his return, but not 
seeing him, I suspected he had purposely put himself out of the way to gain time .. I, .thereforet after sending another 
message to the camp, formed my men, and marched through the thicket within.forty yards, where I halted, and told 
the non-commi~sioned officer commanding that I should wait fifteen minutes for his officer, provided he made no 
wovements in the interim. The officer soon after aJ>peared, when I delivered him my commani.ls. He readily agreed 
to ab,tndon his position, but he said he could go no further than a creek San Jose. After a good deal of altercation. 
he cunsented to move to the other side of the Sabine, and I gave him tlu·ee hours to J>repare to march. He begged 
I would not insist upon his crossing the Sabine within five clays, alleging that, in the miserable condition of his 
horses, it would be impossible without losing them, and requested that he might be allowed to look up some that wern 
missing. I replied that, after reaching the other side the Sabine, he might send in two or three of his men without 
arms to hunt them; and that he must get them as soon as possible. He replied he would, but it would necessarily 
take l1im four or five days. This morning I commenced my march for La Nan, and fell in with him in three miles. 
I signitying my surprise at his being no further, he made the old excuse of the impossibility of his horses to travel· 
faster; and observed that he had been detained in trying to find some of his horses, two of which he had got, and 
four were yet missing. Not thinking it proper to rely exactly on his word, after again falling in with him, I made 
l,im sub~c!·ibe to the enclosed terms, (which I hope may meet your approbation,) and shall follow his footsteps till 
lllY prO\'ISIOnS are out. 

Respectfully yours, &c. 
E. D. TURNER. 

:\fojor ~IosEs Por.TER. 

AT THE AnIEs, Febmary 6, 1806. 

I, Joseph l\Iaria Gonzalez, ensign, commandant of His Most Catholic :Majesty's troops on this side of the river 
~abinus, herebv have agreed with Uaptain Edward D. Turner, captain in the United States army, to return all said 
troops of His Catholic .Majesty to the other side of the said river Sabinas, as soon as my horses will permit it, or in 
tlvc days, or, at furthest, six, and to take my march this day; and I also oblige myself not to send any patroles on 
t!Ji,, !>ide uf the river Sabinas. 

,vitness: Jom1 V. DuFoREST. 
JOSEPH l\IARIA GONZALEZ, Ensign. 

No. 199. (1st 8Ess10N. 

TUNIS. 

co:,nm:nc.\TED TO CONGRESS, ,\PRIL u, 1806. 

To tlie Sowte a,zd House of Representatives of the United States: 
APRIL 14, 1806. 

. I;)uring th~ blockade <?f Ti:,ipoli by the squadron of the U:.nite.d States, a small cruiser, under the flag of 
Tums, with two prizes, (allot tnflmg value) attempted to enter Tr1poh, was turned back, wamed; and attempting 
.1~ai~ to ~nter, was taken, ~nd detained ~s pri~e by the. squadi:_on. Her restitution was c\ain~ed by the Bey of 
1 ums, with a threat of warm terms so serwus, that, on w1thdrawmg from the blockade ofTnpoh, the commanding 
officer of the squadron thought it his duty to repair to Tunis with his squadron, and to require a categorical declar­
..1tion whether peace or war was intended. The Bey preferred explaining himselfbv an ambassador to the United 
States, \\ ho, on his arrival, renewed the request that tlie vessel and her p1-izes shoula be resto1·ed. It was deemed 
proper to give this proof of friendship to the Bey; and the ambassador was informed the vessels would be restored. 
Afterwards he made a requisition of naval stores, to be sent to the :Bey, in order to secure a peace for the term of 
three year.,, wit~ a threat of war if refused. It has been refused, and the ambassado1· is about to depart without 
receding from !us threat or demand. 

Under these circumstances, and considering that the several provisions of the act of .March 25, 1804, will cease 
in consequence of the mtification of the treaty of peace with Tripoli, now advised and consented to by the Senate, 
! have tliought it my duty to communicate these facts, in order that Congress may consider the expediency of con­
tiuuing the same provisions for a limited time, 01· making others equivalent. 

' • TH: JEFFERSON. 
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9th CONGRESS.] No. 200. 

GREAT BRITAIN-IRA ALLEN. 

REPORTED APRIL 17, 1806. 
DEPARnIENT OF STATE, .Bp1-il 17, 1806. 

The Secretary of State, to whom was referred, on the :nth instant, the memorial of Ira Allen, has the honor to make 
the following report to the Senate: 

That the Executive of the United States, with a view to promote the justice claimed by the memorialists, has 
heretofore interposed in his behalf with the British Government; but that a decree of restitution of the captured pro­
perty was not pronounced by the court of appeals, until the month of February, 1804, though the capture was made 
towards the close of the year 1796; that it appears, that in this interval, the sureties of the memorialists on the re­
turn of the arms, and to whom he mortgaged and was compelled to deliver them as a counter security, failed, after 
having sold them; whereby the memormlist is deprived of the eflect of the sentence, of the restitution. That on 
the application of the memorialist, his case was again recommended to the attention of the ministers of the United 
States, in London, by a letter from the Departm1Jnt of State, dated on the 151.h March, 1805, in order that due 
compensation for the loss might be sought from the British Government, so far as the circumstances of the case 
(some of which are very peculiar) rendered them responsible; but owing probably to the absence of that minister in 
Spain, and to other occurrences of a more pressing nature since his return, he has not reported any proceedings 
under those instructions. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 
JAMES MADISON. 

To the President of the United States, the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives, convened in T/7ash­
ington. The memoi-ial of Ira .8.llen, late of Colchester in Vermont, now of Philadelphia, humbly slwweth: 

That in consequence of a scarcity of arms in Vermont, and after repeated legislative inquiries, and measures 
taken by the late Thomas Chittenden, Esquire, Governor of said State, to purchase arms to supply the militia of 
said State; and arms not beino-to be purchased in the United States, or borrowed from the Government thereof, to 
supply the militia aforesaid; that, in 1795, the late Thomas Chittendeni Esquire, then Governor of Vermont, gave 
written instructions under his signature, that of the secretary, and sea of State, to your memorialist, to purchase 
arms, for the supply of saicl militia, in Europe. Your memorialist proceeded to Great Britain, and inquired the 
price of arms and terms of purchase there, when he was informed that the price of arms was thirty-two shillings 
sterling I per ~un and bayonet, without any credit; he then proceeded to France, and in Paris completed a written 
contract witn the then French Minister at War, fortwenty thousand stand of arms furnished with bayonets, and 
twenty-four brass!four pound field-pieces, with utensils for their usef· which contracts were more than fifty thousand 
dollars better in Paris than the terms of purchase proposed in En~ and, with the advantage of seven years credit. 
at five per cent. interest, for four-fifths of the purchase money. 'I his contract in France, was equally consistent 
with the laws of nations and treaties, as if it had been made in England. The advantage in the contracts deter­
mined the place of purchase. 

Your memorialist further states, that, on his way for New York, with a cargo of said cannon and arms, he was 
captured by an English seventy-four gun ship, and carried to England, where a tedious litigation took place in the 
high court of admiralty; and notwithstanding the most unquestionable evidence was exhibited in every stage of the 
cause, supported by the executive, Senators and ReJ)resentatives of Vermont in Congress, Executive of the United 
States at different periods, and ministers thereof in London; and though your memorialist often urged a final deci­
sion of his cause, on the evidence and arguments before the court, yet the court of appeal restored the property on 
bail, and required further proofs on the part of your memorialist from France. This oraer necessitated your memo­
rialist to consign his property to British merchants to procure them as bail, and to go to France for such proofat 
where he experienced many evils, too lengthy to state, for which, and copies of proofs, he refers to the second 
volume of the book concernmg the case of the Olive Branch. 

That the capture and proceedings in the court of admiralty, are, in many particulars, a violation of the laws of 
nations and treaty of 1794, and a flagrant insult on the GovernmeT,J.t of the United States, in not respecting the in­
terference of the Executive thereof; and an insult on the Government of Vermont, for the British Govemment to 
attempt to deprive the militia thereof of military stores, because the State was bounded on British America, and 
because her sons were active in the revolution of the Urlited States. And these assertions were the more extra­
ordinary, because Judge Marriott had in 1797 condemned said cargo, suggesting that it was destined to arm the 
rebels of Ireland. 

That continuing this cause near ei~ht years, without one syllable of evidence in court in support of the captors 
until the bail (to whom your memoriahst was necessitated to consign his cargo,) became bankrupts, and then to 
decide the cause in favor of your memorialist, on the evidence that had been some years before the court, and on 
which the court declined to act until in 1804, is acknowledging the justice of the claim, without compensation for 
losses and injuries received. 

Your memorialist, therefore, claims justice of the.British Government for all his losses, both at home and abroad, 
and injuries that were in consequence of said capture and detention in Europe; that, in addition to justice under 
the laws of nations and treaty of 1794, a precedent has been established by the convention under said treaty in the 
United States, stipulating to pay to Britisli creditors six hundred thousand pounds sterling, in consequence of legal 
obstructions to their collecting debts in the United States, until their debtors were bankrupts. 

Your memorialist submits that his claims [are much better founded than that of said British cr~ditors; for his 
capture and detention has been by the immediate order of the British Government, its courts, officers, or agents. 

Your memorialist, therefore, solicits! the interference of the Government of the United States, to sequestet· the 
remaining two hundred thousand pounds sterling, payable to British merchants as aforesaid, that it may be paid 
over to your memorialist in compensation for the immense losses and evils experienced, in consequence of the capture 
aforesaiil, or take such other measures as may be most consistent with the wisdom of Government to obtain rjustice 
for your memorialist of the British Government. • 

Your memorialist, &c. 

.Pn1LADELPHIA, February 22, 1805. 
IRA ALLEN . 
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9th Co~GRES~.] No. 201. [2d SESSION. 

SPAIN. 

co:,I)lUNICATED DECEMBER 2, 1806, 

With the annual message at the commencement of the session. 

NATCHITOCHES, .tl.ugv..st 5, 1806. 
Sm: 

It has been reported to me, for several days past, that a large body of the troops of the Kin~ of Spain had 
as-embled· near the Sabine, and were about to cross that river, and I am just informed that this body has crossed the 
~aid river, and taken post within the territory of the United States; it has therefore become my duty to address you 
on this subject, to demand an explicit avowal of the object of this movement, to insist on this body of troops being 
immediately withdrawn, and to warn you of the consequences which may result from its continuance within the 
territory of the United States. 

It is well known that the Government of the United States and the King of Spain are at this moment negotiating 
on the subject of the boundaries of Louisiana, and there cannot be a doubt but an amicable adjustment of existing 
<lifterences will soon take place. 

The reinforcements wliich have lately reached this post are only intended as a security to the territory actually 
.,,urrendered to us, and which we consider as extending to the Sabine. There is no disposition on the part of the 
United States to commit hostilities on the troops or possessions of Spain; but we cannot suffer aggressions on our 
territory, and should you persist in making them, you will be justly chargeable with all the consequences which 
-,,uch conduct is calculated to produce. I have only to add, that, if you should think proper to remove the Spanish 
troops to the west side of the Sabine, and continue them there, no attempt will be made, on the part of the United 
States, to interrupt that friendship and harmony which ought to subsist between neighboring nations. But if you 
should attemP,t to continue these troops within the territory of the United States after this explicit and friendly 
warning, it WIil be my: duty to consider you as an inrnder of our territory, and to act accordingly. 

Thi:, letter will be handed to you by .Major Moses Porter, of the a,rtillerists of the United States, who will wait 
a reasonable time for your reply; which, if convenient, I hope may be accompanied by an English or French trans­
lation, to enable me to ascertain its contents with greater certainty. The Major will be attended by one non-com­
missioned officer, and one private soldier, of theiarmy of the United States. 

I avail myself of this opportunity of tendering my best wishes for your health, happiness, and honor, and am,. 
:-ir, with respectful consideration, your obedient servant, 

T. H. CUSHING, 
Colonel commanding a detachment of the army of the United Stntes. 

To Col. HERRERA, or Officer commanding 
the troops of the King of Spain on the east side of the Sabine. 

Sm: 
PLANTATION oF MR. PRUDHOM)IE, .flugust 6, 1806. 

W'ith all possible respect I answer your excellency's letter which was delivered to me, at this place, by 
~loses Porter Major of Artillery of the United States. 

It is true that I have crossed the Sabine river with a detachment of troops belonging to the King with orders 
from the Captain Geneml (by whom I am governed) to keep this territory from all hostile attempts, as belonging~ 
from time immemorial, to the King, and which is a de)Jendence of the province of Texas. The inhabitants still 
acknowledge obedience to our Government, notwithstanding the violence committed on a small detachment of our 
troups by those of the United States. 

From this moment I hold myself responsible to the real letter of the orders that govern me, which are, by no 
pretext whatsoever, to interrupt or break the good intelligence which subsists between His Majesty and the United 
States; but I cannot permit, without violating my duty, any usurpation upon the land he possesses. If your excel­
lency makes any infrmgement, you, alone, will be answerable to the two courts, and may interrupt ilie amicable 
(om'ention, perhaps, now on foot, but of which I have no knowledge. 

I did not send a translation of this in French or English, not having any person capable of translating, with purity~ 
n thing of so serious a nature. 

I felicitate myself of this opportunity in offering my best services. Your very humble servant, 
SIMON DE HERRERA. 

8enor Don THO)IAS CusHING, 
Commander of a detaclzment of the army of tlie United States. 

Sin: 
NATCHITOCHES; .IJ.ugust 26, 1806. 

On my arrival at this post, I learned, with certainty, that a considerable Spanish force had crossed the Sabine, 
and advanced within the territory claimed by the United States. It was hoped, sir, that, pending the negotiations 
between our respective Governments for an amicable adjustment of the limits of Louisiana, no additional set­
tlements would be formed, or new military positions assumed, by either Power within the disputed territory; a policy 
which a conciliatory disposition would have su;gested, and justice sanctioned; but, since a contrary comluct has 
been observed on the part of certain officers or His Catholic l\fajesty, they alone will be answerable for the conse­
quences which may ensue. 

The above proceeding, sir, is not the only evidence of an unfriendly disposition which certain officers of Spain 
have afforded. I have to complain of the outrage lately committed by a detachment of Spanish troops, acting undet 
vour instructions, towards Mr. Freeman and !us party, who were ascending the Red rive1· under tne orders of the· 
Pre;ident of the United States. Mr. Freeman and his associates were navigating waters which pass through the 
territ"ry ceded by France to the United States; they were navigating a river on which the Fi:ench had formerly 
made settlements far beyond the place where they were arrested; a fact of great notorretx, and m support of which 
the testimony of several citizens. residing; at and near the post of Natchitoches, can be adduced. 

But, nevertheless, Mr. Freeman and fas party were assailed hr a battalion of Spanish troops, and commanded 
to return: a proceeding the more exceptional:ile, since the objects of .Mr. Freeman were merelr scientific, having in 
view nothing hostile to Spain; objects which were long since communicated by me to his excellency the Marquis of 
Casa Calvo, and which, through him, I presume, must have been made known to the Governor General of th~ pro­
vince of Texas. , 

This detachment of Spanish troops, whose movements, I learn, are directed by your excellency, did, on their 
march, commit another outra~e towards the United States, and of which it is my duty to ask an explanation. In 
the Caddo nation of Indians tne flag of the United States was displayed, and commanded from the chief and war­
rior:; all the respectful veneration to which it is entitled; but your troops are stated to have cut down the staff 
on which the pavilion waved, and to have menaced the peace and ,safety of the Caddos should they continue their 
respect fo1· the American Government, or their friendly mtercourse with: the citizens of the United States. 
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I experience the more difficulty in accounting for this transaction, since it cannot be unknown to your excel­
lency, that while Louisiana appertained to France, that the Caddo Indians were under the protection of the French 
Government, and that a French garrison was actually established in one of their villages: hence, it follows, sir, that 
the cession of Louisiana to the United States, '' with the same extent which it had when France possessed it," is 
sufficient authority for the display of the American flag in the Caddo village, and that the disrespect which that flag 
has experienced, subjects your excellency to a serious responsibility. 

I am unwilling to render this communication unnecessarily lengthy, but I must complain of another outra,ge, 
which has been committed under the eyes of your excellency. Three citizens of the United States, of the names~ of 
Shaw, Irvine, and .Brewster, were seized by Spanish soldiers, within twelve miles of Natchitoches, and have been 
sent pri~one:s to Nac?gdoches. ~ cannot suppose that this proc_eeding is unkno~vn to yo!lr excellency, and I should 
be wantmg m duty, did I not avail myself of the present occas10n to demand mformat10n as to the cause of their 
arrest and detention. There is still another subject on which I must address your excellency. It is reported to me, 
that several slaves, the property of citizens of the United States, have lately escaped from the service of their mas­
ters, and sought and found an asylum at Nacogdoches. I have seen the correspondence between your excellency 
and Judge Turner upon this subject, aml I learn your determination to await the orders of the Governor General of 
the province of Texas. I will forbear, therefore, for the present, to press their immediate delivery to the orders of 
their masters; but I must urge your excellency to discourage, for the future, the escape of slaves from this to your 
territory, and I request that such as may repair to the bound:, of your command may be forthwith returned. You1· 
excellency will readily perceive the cause of my solicitude on this subject. If fugitive slaves are to receive the pro­
tection of the Spanish authorities, the property of the citizens of this territory is indeed insecure, and a good unuer­
standiug between our two Governments ought not, and cannot, be preserved. During the last year, I had a cor­
respondence with his excellency the Marquis of Casa Calvo, ( who was then at New Orleans,) reiative to some negroes 
who had escaped to Nacogdoches; and, in consequence of the interference of the Marquis, I am led to believe that 
they were restored. I was since officially informed by the Marquis, that his conduct on the occasion was approved 
by His Catholic Majesty, and I consequently concluded that the mischief was at an end. It cannot, I presume, 
be unknown to the officers of His Catholic Majesty, that ministers from the United States have repaired to Spain 
for the avowed purpose of amicably adjusting the existing differences. I should greatly regret, therefore, if any oc­
currences in this quarter should prevent that amicable arrangement which the interest of each nation would advise. 
But if the officers of Spain should persist in their acts of aggression, your excellency will readily anticipate the con­
sequences, and if tl1e sword must be drawn, let those be responsible whose unfriendly conduct has rendered it 
indispensable. 

Colonel Henry Hopkins, the Adjutant General of the militia of this territory, will have the honor to deliver to 
your excellency this communication, and to await youi· answer. 

I tender to your excellency the assurances of my great respect and high consideration. 

His Excellency Governor HERRERA, 
WILLIAM C. C. CLAIBORNE. 

or the O.fficei-commanding a detachment of Spanish troops 
' at or near the settlemmt of Bayou Piel're. 

Srn: 
SPfu'HsH CA~xP, .fJ.ugust 28, 18(16. 

The troops of the King my maste1·, which I have the honor to command on this side of the Sabine, have no 
other object but to maintain good harmony between the United States and His .Majesty, and to preserve inviolate 
the territory which belongs to him. 

Major Freeman was navigating the Red river, on that part of the territory which never belonged to the province of 
Lousiana, now appertaining to the United States; for which reason he was notified by the commandant of the troops 
to retrograde as far back as the country that did belong to them. I agree with your excellency, that all the terri­
tory which His Catholic Majesty ceded to France belongs to the United States,. but the Caddo Indians are not on 
that land, but at a great distance from it, and live now on the territory of Spain. For which reason it was notified 
to them, that if they chose to live under the Government of the United States, they must go to the territory under 
their jurisdiction; but if they desired to remain where they were, it was required of them to take down the 
Ame1·ican flag. They consented not to abandon their village; but being more itarcly than was conceived they might 
have been in pulling down the flag, they (the Spaniards) were obliged to do it by force. 

The reason why I detained the three citizens of the United States, was because they were found twice, and on 
different days, observing our positions and movements; and three several times that I questioned them, I observed 
they did not agree as to the motives of their visiting the place; but, finally, one of them told me they wished to esta­
blish themselves under the Government of the King at St. Antoine, which determined me to send them to the Go­
vernor of the province with an escort, as well on account of the distance of the road, as for having rendered them­
selves suspected persons. The detention of the runaway negroes of Louisiana at Nacogdoches, is an affair in sus­
pense before the Captain General of this province, who likewise will have knowledge of the motives why these were 
sent back whom your excellency cited. And for the better security of the matter, I shall send your letter which I 
received by Colonel Hopkins, and who likewise will be the bearer or this. 

Th~ troops of _the ~.ing, _neither from dis~osition nor characte1·, will ever co-operate directly or indirei:tly in en­
courag•!)$ the e_m1gration of negro slaves .. ~ or my part, I ~ssure your excellency that t~~se I command will commit 
no host1hty which can frustrate the negotiations now pendrng between our courts; but 1f I am provoked to it I shall 
endeavor to preserve the honor of my troops, and to fulfil the obligations with which I am invested; a duty which 
my character and that ofmy subalterns demands. 

I avail myself of this opportunity to offer yom· excellency my respect and consideration. 

His Excellency GQvernor vVM. C. C. CLAIBORNE. 
SIMON :M. HERRERA. 

Srn: 
NATCHITocHEs,August 31, 1806. 

By the return of Colonel Hopkins I am honored with your excellency's reply to my communication of the 
28th ins.tant: I continue of ?Pinion Jhat ~~e advance of Spani_sh troops_ witJ1in a territory claimed by the United 
States, 1s evidence of an nnfnendly d1spos1t10n; nor can I perceive any thmg m your e:s:cellency's letter which can 
justify 01· extenuate the offensive conduct observed towards l\1r. Freeman and his associates, or the indignity oftered 
in the Caddo nation to the American flag. 

You have not denied, sir, that the French, when in possession of Louisiana, had established a garrison on Red 
river, far beyond the place where Mr. Freeman and his associates were arrested on their voyage, or that the Caddo 
Indians were formerly considered as under the protection of the French Government. The silence of your excel­
lency on these points proceeds probably from a knowledge, on your part, of the correctness of my statements. I 
shall, however, touch no further on these transactions, in my correspondence with your excellency, but will hasten 
to lay the same before the President of the United States, who will Know what measures to direct when wrongs are 
offered to the American nation. I cannot, however, refrain from expressing my displeasure at the arrest and deten­
tion, under your excellency's orders, of three citizens of the United States, Shaw, Irvin, and Brewster; they are 
charged with no offence that would warrant imprisonment and transportation to St. Antonio. A state of actual war 
between our two nations could not have justified your conduct towards those unoffendin~, citizens. I can venture 
to assert, that the suspicions of your excellency as to the objects of Shaw, Irvine, and .tirew::,ter, are unfounded. 
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They certainly would have no particular inducements to notice the positions or movements of your troops. The fact, 
I believe, is, that these men were desirous of gratifying their curiosity, and wished your e:s:cellency's passports to 
visit St. Antonio. Under this impression, and from the circumstance that they were within the territory claimed. 
by the United States, I deem it my duty to demand their release and speedy restoration to their country. It cannot 
be supposed that the distance to St. Antonio, or their personal convenience, occasioned the escort which attended 
them. They appear, on the contrary, to have been treated by your e:s:cellency as State prisoners, and as such, I 
have information of their having passed throu,gh Nacogdoches under a strong guard. Your excellency will recollect 
that the subjects of His Catholic .Majesty are~daily in the habit of visiting the post of Natchitoches, and cannot but 
observe the positions and movements of the American troops. They, however, are permitted to pass without mo­
lestation. A friendly and innocent intercourse between the citizens of the one, and the subjects of the other Power, 
has not, as yet, been mterdicted by this Government. I am persuaded, therefore, that your excellency will see that 
the arrest of Shaw, Irvine, and Brewster, was premature, and that their detention is highly improper. I have no 
pe1·sonal knowledge of these three men; they are American citizens, and, of course, under the protection of the 
Government of the United States. In the name of that Government, therefore, I do now demand their release, and 
that they: be restored to their country as soon as possible. 

Pending the negotiations between our respective Governments, I could wish that hostilities should not commence 
in this quarter; but, if provoked to it, by the unjust aggressions of the forces of His Catholic Majesty, the troops of 
the United States will endeavor to maintain their own and their country's honor. 

Lieutenant Du forest, of the American army, is charged with the delivery of this letter to your escellency, and to 
bear me such answer as :vou may think proper to return. 

I renew to your excellency the assurances of my respectful consideration. 
WILLIAM C. C. CLAIBORNE. 

His Excellency Governor HERRERA. 

E:cfract of a lette1'from General TFilkinson to the Secretary of War, dated 

HEAD QuARTERs, NATCHITOCHES, October 4, 1806. 

I yesterday morning received Governor Cordero's answer to my address of the 24th ultimo, copies of which you 
have under cover. 

The varied style of this letter, when contrasted with those of Governor Herrera to Colonel Cushing and Go,·ernor 
Claiborne, combined with the circumstance of the Spanish troops having recrossed the Sabine to a man, has induced 
me, on the ground of economy and of expediency, also, to discharge the militia who had reached this place, and to 
countermani:l those under march, excepting about one hundred dragoons and mounted infantry, whom I shall retain 
in service ( until I am apprised of the determination of the Captain General Salcedo,) to watch the movements of our 
neighbors. 

Sm: 

HEAD QUARTERS OF THE Aroi:y OF THE UNITED STATES, l 
NATCHITOCHES, Septembu 24, 1806. 5 

After the recent communications which have passed between his Excellency Governor Herrera. Colone1 
Cushing, and Governor Claiborne, and his reiterated repulsion of their reasonable and rightful demands, I ·will con­
fess to your excellency, that naugnt but the very high and solemn obligations which I owe to humanity, could van­
quish the repugnance with which I now have the honor to address you, on a topic profoundly interesting to our 
respective nations, inasmuch as it may involve a question of peace or war. 

The dilferences of opinion which have prevailed concerning the contested limits of Louisiana, having been 
submitted to amicable negotiation by our respective sovereigns, the appeal to rational inquiry is an admission of the 
dubiosity of the right, and therefore should prevent any change of military positions posterior to the delivery of the 
'()rovince of Louisian.:t. to the United States. 

The Government of the American Union, founded in right and conducted by reason, has been instructed by the 
history of other times how to value the blessings of peace, and being unambitious of conquest or military fame, is 
desirous to preserve a fair and fdendly understanding with all the Powers of the earth. 

Thus circumstanced, and under daily expectation of a favorable issue to the depending negotiations, it would 
mark a sanguinary spirit, and be a most ungracious and unwarrantable deed, were the military officers of either Go­
vernment, by an act of precipitancy, to frustrate the benevolent views of a pacific discussion, and make way for the 
commencement of hostilities, whose final issue may baffle human foresight, but whose probable consequences woukl 
be scenes of revolution and bloodshed, offensive to humanity, and subversive of the general policy of nations. 

In this state of things, I am ready to pledge myself that, pending the negotiations of the two countries, nothing 
shall be attempted against His Catholic Majesty's subjects or territories by the troops under my command, unless 
his officers should attempt, as they have already done, to innovate the " statu quo" at the surrender of the province, 
by occupying new ground, or erecting new posts, 01· unless they should trespass on the rights of the citizens, or 
nolate the sovereignty of these States: the former conduct will compel counter movements and occupancies, and 
the latter will not only justify recrimination, but will infallibly excite it, and thus hostilities may be produced, not­
with.;;tanding the peaceful dispositions of the high Powers to whom we are respectively accountable. 

lVhen the troops of the United States took: possession of this post, the Spanish commandant from whom it was 
recei:ved, did not define the limits of his jurisdiction; yet it was notorious that Nacogdoches formed the barrier post 
of the approximate province of Texas. It was known also that controversies had existed between France and 
Spain, respecting the western limits of Louisiana, and we had been assured by Monsieur Laussatt, the French com­
missioner who delivered the province to the United States, that the pretensions of France went as far west as the 
Rio del Norte; but we were not informed that any line of demarcation had ever been traced to partition these pro• 
vinces. 

Whether such a line of territorial jurisdiction had ever been established or not between the provinces of Louisi­
ana and Te:s:as, one had been rendered indispensable, by the sale of the former to the United States, for the admin­
istration of justice, the security of property, and the prevention of hostile collisions; and these States, with preten­
sions far more extensive, adopted the Sabine river as the most obvious, most convenient, most natural, and lr:@t 
exceptionable, temporary boundary. 

I am, therefore, sir, commanded by the President of the United States to inform you "that the actual quiet pos, 
session of the country by the United States, east of the dver Sabine, ought and will be considered as fully within 
the limits of the country surrendered to the United States on taking possession of this place; and. therefore, any 
attempt on the part of Hts Catholic Majesty's officers, to disturb the existing state of things, by endeavoring to oc­
cupy any new post east of the Sabine, or westward or northward of the former boundaries, of what has been called 
·west Florida, must be considered by the GoYernment of the United States as an actual invasion of their territorial 
rights, and will be resisted accordingly." And while I submit these commands to your grave consideration, in the 
hope they may have due weight, it becomes my duty to demand from you the withdrawal of the troops of Spain to 
the we~t of the Sabine. 

~ly sense of the high respect which is due from one old soldier to another, J>rohibits the idea of menace; but, as 
our honor forbids stratagem or deception before our swords have been drawn; I owe it to my own fame, and to the 
national character, to warn you, that the ultimate decision of the competent authority has been taken; that my orders 
are absolute, and my determination fixed, to assert, and, under God, to sustain the jurisdiction of the United States 
tu the Sabine river against any force which may be opp0sed to me. 
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Retire then, sir, I conjure you, the troops of your command from the ground in controversy, and spare the elfu­
sion of human blood, without prejudicing your own honor, or the substantial interest of His Majesty your Royal 
master. • 

Colonel Thomas H. Cushing, chef-des-eta ts-major of the army of the United States, has my orders to deliver 
this letter to y:ou, and to wait a reasonable time for your answer. 

I pray God to keep your Excellency in his holy protection for many years, and have the honor to be your most 
obedient and humble servant. 

JAMES WILKINSON. 
His Excellency GovERNOR CORDERO, • 

Chief in command of the troops of Spain on the westernfrontie;-of the province of Texas. 

EXCELLENT s·m: 
NACOGDOCHES CA,IP, Septembe1· 29, 1806. 

By the hands of Colonel Thomas Cushing, chief of the General Staff of the United States army, I have had 
the honor, yesterday, to receive your excellency's letter, written from your head quarters at Natchitoches. 

Being authorized to enter into a discussion of the serious and interesting matters on which you treat, I hope your 
excellency will excuse me, for transmitting your letter, with the utmost celerity, to the hands of the Captain Gene­
ral Brigadier Nimesio Salcedo, under whose orders I act, and I shall transmit to your excellency his answer in the 
same manner by the hands of an officer of my staff. • 

"'While thus acting I have the honor to ofter to your excellency my respects and conside1·ation, praying God to 
keep you alive many years. 

I am, sir, your excellency's most humble and obedien~ servant, 
ANTONIO CORDERO. 

His Excellency Don JAMES WILKINSON, Govemor of Louisiana, -
and General of the army of the United States of .8.merica. 

Extract of a letter from General Wilkinson to the 8ec1'elary of Wai·, dated 

NATCIIITocHEs, Octobe1' 21, 1806. 

Accidental causes having detained the bearer, I am enabled to transmit you under cover the answe1· of Governor 
Cordero to my note of the 4th instant, of which a copy has been forwarded, and a duplicate will accompany this. 

I send you a literal copy of the Governor's letter, in place of a very imperfect translation, which, howeve1·, serves 
to remove all doubts of the continued pretensions of the Spaniards to extend their jurisdiction to the Arroya Fonda, 
within seven miles of this post, and eonfirms my determination to advance to the Sabine, for which point, my arrange­
ments being completed, ·I shall march to-morrow morning; but agreeably to the idea expressed in a former 
letter, I intend to propose to the Spanish commander the withdrawal of our troops, respectively, to the _points of 
occupancy at the period of the surrender of the province to the United States, and in case of his refusal I shall be 
governed by circumstances. 

I am informed the Captain General Salcedo was to be at Nacogdoches on the 22d proximo. 

SIR: 
HEAD QuARTERs, NATCHITocHEs, October 4, 1806. 

I have had the honor to receive ~our excellency's letter of the 29th ultimo, by Colonel Cushing, and shall ex­
pect the answer of his excellency the Captain General Salcedo with solicitude. 

In the mean time I shall move forward towards the Sabine, and, to prevent the misinterpretation of my motives 
I consider it proper to apprize you, that this movement is made solely to demonstrate the pretensions of the United 
States to the territory east of tnat river, and with no hostile intentions against the troops or realms of Spain. 

This step has been rendered essential to the honor of the United States, by the late movements and occupancy 
of his excellency Governor Herrera, and it is also justified by the position .which the troops of your excellency's 
command have recently taken, immediately on the western bank of the Sabine, sixty miles advanced of Nacog­
doches. 

I avail myself of a casual but certain conveyance to transmit this letter to your excellency, and I pray God to 
keep you in his holy protection for many years. 

JAMES "\-YILKINSON. 
His Excellency ANTONIO CoRDERo, 

Commander in chief of the troops of Spain on the easternf1'ontie1' of the province of Texas. 

9th CONGRESS. J No. 202. 

GREAT BRITAIN. 

COJlDIUNICATED TO CONGRESS, DECEMBER S, 1806. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of .8.merica: 
I have the satisfaction to inform you that the negotiation depending between the United States and the 

Government of Great Britain, is proceedin~ in a spirit of friendship and accommodation which promises a result of 
mutual. advantage; delays, indeed, have taKen place, occasioned by the long illness and subsequent death of the 
British minister charged with that duty. But tlie commissioners appointed by that Government to resume the nego­
tiation have shown every disposition to hasten its progress. It, is however, a work of time; as many arran~ements 
are necessary to place our future harmony on stable grounds. 1n the mean time, we find, by the communications of 
our plenipotentiaries, that a temporary suspension of the act of the last session, prohibiting certain importations, 
would, as a mark of candid disposition on our part and of confidence in the temper and views with which they have 
been met, have a happy effect on its course. A step so friendly will afford further evidence that all our proceedings 
have flowed from views of justice and conciliation; and that we give them willingly that form which may best meet 
corresponding dispositions. 

Add to this that the same motives which produced the postponement of the act till the 15th of N ovembe1· 111st, are 
in favor of its further suspension: and as we have reason to hope that it may soon yield to arrangements of mutual 
consent and convenience, justice seems to require that the same measure may be dealt out to the few cases which 
may fall within its short course, as to all others precedin~ and following it I cannot therefore but recommend the 
suspension of this act for a reasonable time, on considerations of justice, amity, and the public interests. 

TH: JEFFERSON. 
DECEMBER 3, 1806. 
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9th CoNGREss.J No. 203. [2d SESSION. 

GREAT BRITAIN A.ND FRANCE. 

COMMUNICATED TO CONGRESS, ON THE 19TH OF FEBRUARY, 1807. 

To the Senate and Houae of Representatives: 
FEBRUARY 19, 1807. 

I transmit to Congress a letter from our ministers plenipotentiary at London, informing us that they have 
agreed with the British commissioners to conclude a treaty, on all the points which had formed the object of their 
negotiation, and on terms which they trusted we would approve. 

Also a letter from our minister plenipotentiary at Paris, covering one to him from the Minister of Marine of that 
Government, assuring him that the imperial decree lately: passed was not to affect our commerce, which would still 
be governed by the rules of the treaty established between the two countries. 

. TH: JEFFERSON. 

LoNDON, December 27, 1806. 
SIR: 

We have the pleasure to acquaint you that we have this day agreed with the British commissioners to con­
clude a treaty on aU the points which have formed the object of our negotiation, and on terms which, we trust, our 
Government will'appn;,ve. It will require only a few days to reduce it to form. When that is done, we shall trans­
mit _it to you b,: a special(messenger. W ~ hasten to communicate to you this interesting int~Iligence, for the infor­
mation and guidance of our Government, m such measures as may liave reference to the subJect. 

We have t'he honor to be, &c. 

JAMES MADISON, Secretary qf State, Washington. 

JAMES MONROE, 
WM. PINKNEY. 

PAR1s, December 24, 1806. 
S1R: . . 

I have the honor of transmitting the copy enclosed of a letter from His Majesty's Minister of Marine and 
Colonies, in answer to mine of the 10th instant, on the subject of the imperial arret of the 21st of November, 1806. 

An additional explanation which it may be well to communicate is, iliat neutral vessels coming from England or 
her colonies into the ports of France, &c. since the date of the aforesaid arret, will not be received; and that if any 
person or ~rsons, cliarged with the ship. or other vessel, and cargo, shall be detected in evading this regulation, 
by means of falae declarations, they shall forfeit the said ship, ?r other vessel, and cargo. . 

I am, sir, &c. 
JOHN ARMSTRONG. 

'General .Rrmstrong to the Minister of Marine and Colonies. 

PARIS, .December IO, 1806. 

The underai~~ plenipotentiary of'the United States of America has :tlae honor of.demanding from his 
excellenq fhe Mi5111·· ,1Marine and Colonies the official explanation which may have been given to the imperial 
decree orthe SJ.gt .. , ' ~·:1ao&,-.so far as that d•e involves the"ri ts of neutral nations. 

Tbepeni • • ilduiwer,rticularlywish to be informed, whefer _by" British islands," mentioned 1n arti-
cle one, are 10 tie understood all ialmids in the possession of His Britannic Majesty, and islands merely, or, whether 
the rule will be so construed as to extend the blockade to the continental possessions also of his said Majesty? 

Whether it.be meant that the 'llrret shall operate from its date, and that seizures made under it, before notice shall 
have been given, shall be considered le~alP 

Whether American vessels, navigatmg the high or narrow seas, shall be liable to seizure, on evidence only that 
they are going to, or returning from, a port or ports of His Britannic Majesty? . 

And whether the articles two and five shall operate only_ as domestic regulations, or whether their injunctions 
~hall extend to citizens of foreign and independent nations? . • 

His excellencf the Minister of Marine.i~ sufficiently awar~ of the jnterest of the United States in the interpre­
tatioa which shal be given to those.articles, and will readily and justly appreciate·the motives of the undersigned, 
in requesting that his excellen_c.:y's answer may be given as promptly as possible. 

. The undersigned has the honor of renewing, &c. &c. 
JOHN ARMSTRONG. 

[TRANSLATION.] 

The ~llinister of Marine and Colonies to the .Minister Plenipotentiary qf the United States. 

. . ., 1 • . PARis, December 24, 1806. 
Yr. MunsTQ ~Q,:ztl1l'JARY:. • - . • . 

- I..._ilJ'~.tlae 1lote :,ou -did me the honor to address to me on the 10th of this month. 
I comiclerihe ~al 'decree of .the 21st of November last as, thus far, conveying no modification of the regu -

lations Eruent obsened -in France, with regard to neutral navigators, nor consequently of the convention of the 
30tltof , 1800, (8th -Vendemiaire, 9th year,) with the United States of America. 

But al ough, b.7 this answer, the four questions upon· which your excellency has desired to know my opinion 
have been im,licitly resolved, -I think I can add, 

1st; That the declaration expressed b;ir the first article of the decree of the 21st November, ~ot at all changing 
the preaeat.Frelich ·1aws concerning mantime captures, there is no reason for inquiring what interpretation, or re-
striction. or extension, may be·given to this article. • 

9d. That seizures, contrary to the present regulations concerning cruisin;, shall not be allowed to the captors . 
. 3d. Tha_t an Amencan vessel cannot be take~ at sea, for the mere reason _tna_t she ill goiog to a po~t in _England, 

or ts returtmg from one; '.tieciluse, confonnably with the seventh article of the said decree, we are hm1ted m France 
not to admit•Te&Sels ~ from England or the English colonies. • . . 

4th. That the proYisiou of articles second and fifth of the said decree, naturally apply to foreign citizens do­
miciliated in France, or·in th~ countries occupied by the troops of His Majesty the Empero1· and King, inar.much 
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as they have the character of a general law; but, that it will be proper that your excellency should communicate 
with the Minister of Exterior Relations as to what concerns the correspondence of the citizens of the lTnited States 
of America with England. 

I pray your excellency, Mr. Minister Plenipotentiary, to receive the assurance of my high consideration. 
The Minister of Marine and of the Colonies, 

DECRES. 

It will not escape General Armstrong, that my answers cannot have the development which they would re­
ceive from the Minister of Exterior Relations, and that it is naturally to him that he ought to address himself for 
these explanations, which I am very happy to give him, because he wishes them, but upon which I have much less 
positive information than the Prince of Benevento. . 

DECRES. 

[TRANSLATION,] 

Imperial Decree of the 21st Kovember, 1806. 

ART. 1. The British islands are declared in a state of blockade. 
ART. 2. All commerce and cort·espondence with the British islands are prohibited. In consequence, letter,- or 

packets, addressed ei~her to Epgland, to an Englishman, or in the English language, shall not pass through the pu,t 
office, and shall be seized. 

ART. 3. Every subject of England, of whatever rank and condition soever, who shall be found in the countries 
occupied by our troops, or by those of our allies, shall be made a pri~oner of war. 

ART, 4. All magazines, IIM!rchandise, or property, whate,·er, belonging to a subject of England, shall be de­
clared lawful prize. 

ART. 5. The trade in English merchandise is forbidden; all merchandise belonging to England, or coming from 
its manufactories and colonies, is declared lawful prize. ~ 

ARr. 6. One half the proceeds of the confiscation of the merchandise and property, declared good prize by tlie 
preceding articles, shall be applied to indemnify the merchants for the losses which they ha,·e sufiered by the c.!p­
ture of merchant vessels by English cruisers. 

ART. 7. No vessel coming directly from England, or from the English colonies, or having been there since tl,e 
publication of the present decree, shall be received into any port. 

ART. 8, Every vessel contravening the above clause. by means of a false declaration, shall be seized, and the 
vessel and cargo confiscated. as if they were English property. 

ART. 9. Our Tribunal of Prizes at Paris is charged with the definitin• adjudication of all the controversies 
which may arise within our empire, or in the countries occupied by the French army, relafo·e to the execution of 
the present decree. Our Tribunal of Prizes at Milan shall be charged with the definitive adjudication of the said 
controYersies. which may arise within the extent of our kingdom of Italy. 

ART. 10. The present decree shall be communicated, by our Minister of Exterior Relations. to the Kings of Spain. 
of Naples, of Holland, and of Etruria, and to our allies, whose subjects, like ours, are the victims of the inju~t1ce 
and the barbarism of the English maritime laws. Our Ministers uf Exterior Relations, of \Yar. of Marine, of 
Finances. of Police, and our Postmasters General, are charged, each in what concerns him, ,Yith the execution of 
the present decree. 




