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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 aggravated, as from its nature might be expected, by the fact, that 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 vesselsand 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, whichare 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 by no warning. Thus s this principle most rapacious and oppressive
in all 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 anddeceitful principle, like this, hangs over us. Itis just what the belligerent chooses to make
it—Jurking, 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 destruction. 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 afew 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 itis again abandoning for another, more consonant to its
spirit. Such are its capricious fluctuations, that no commercial undertaking, which it can in 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 belligerents, neutral nations, in some sort,
interpose in the war, since they assist and serve the belligerent in whose trade they so_embark. It is a sufficient
answer to this observation, that_the same course of reasoning would prove that neutrals ought to discontinue all
trade whatsoever with the parties at war. A continuance of their accustomed peace frade assists and serves the
belligerent. with whom it is continueds and if this effect were suffi¢ient 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
bencfited by it. It is known that the same trade is, and long has been, carried on by British subjects; and your
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 taking in a proportion of their cargoes
there, to proceed on trading voyages to the colonies of Spain, from which she would exclude us, upon the condition
that the return cargoes shall be carried to Great Britain to swell the gains of her merchants, and to give her a mo-
nopoly of the commerce of the world. This great belligerent right, then, upon which so much has been supposed
to depend, sinks into an article of barter. Itisused, not as a hostile instrument, wielded by a warlike state, by
which her enemies are to be wounded, or their colonies subdued, but as tl\e_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 trade of neutrals crippled, and crushed, and destroyed. Such acts are a most
intelligible commentary upon the principle in question. They show that itis a hollow and fallacious principle, sus-
ceptible of the worst abuse, and incapable of a just and honorable application. They show thatin 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 asone
of the means of establishing an_unbounded monopoly, by which every enterprise, calculated to promote national
wealth and power, shall be made to begin and end 1n Great Britain alone. Such 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 Iaw. 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 diflerent_treaties to which Great Britain has been a party
from times long past, that this doctrine is a modern usurpation. It would be equally easy to show, that during the
greater part of the last century her statesmen and lawyers uniformly disavowed 1t, 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. . . A

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 and Spain, her high court of appeals decided that the trade was lawful, and
released such vessels as had been engaged init. .

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 ail neutral vessels taken in the prosecution of 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 traffic 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 or naturalized vessels of France.”

As soon as it was known that this effect was imputed to these licences they were discontinued, or pretended to
be so; but the discontinuance, whether real or supposed, produced no change'in the conduct of Greai Britain; for
neatral vessels, employed in this trade, were captured and condemned as before. The grounds upon which they
continued to be so captured and condemned, may best be collected from the reasons subjoined 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 printed
case is, *“ that the ship mustbe looked upon as a French ship, (coming from St. Domingo, ) for by the laws of France
no foreign ship can trade in the French West Indies.”

In the case of the Snip, the reason (assigned by Sir George Hays, and Mr. 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.”

1t is abvious that the reason, in the case of the America, proceeds upon a presumption, that, as the trade was, 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 other 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 ¥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 thespecial licenses.
‘What, then, is the amount of the doctrine of the seven years’ war, in the utmost extent which it is possible to ascribe
toit? Itis insubstance 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 of it, a neutral vessel found in the pro-
'secation of the frade, 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, that this doctrine difters 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
periods, as entitled toany peculiar veneration. The effects of that practice were almost wholly confined to the
Dutch, who had rendered themselves extremely obnoxious to Great Britain, by the selfish and pusillanimous policy,
;ﬁs it was falsely called, which enabled them, during the seven years® war, to profit of the troubles of the rest of

urope. . o e . - . .

In the war of 1744, the neufrality 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, declared 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 of 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 against France the succors stipulated by treaty; by constantly supplying
France with paval 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 influence 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. Itmay not be improper to ob-
serve too, that the station occupied by Great Brifain, 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'Holland, or her views against France, might dictate, peculiarly respectful to the gen-

. eral rights of neutrals. In the north, kussxa_ 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, weakand
impotent. Denmark, it is true, took no part in the war, but she did not suffer 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
Spain, she could have no concern in the question, and, at length, became involved in the war on the side of France.

pon the whole, in the war of 1756 Great Britain had the power to be unjust, and irresistible temptations to abuse
it. In that of 1744 her power was, perhaps, equally great, but every thing was favorable to equity and moderation.
Thehexixmple afforded on this subject, therefore, by the first war, has fac better tities 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 1744,

The question first came before the lords of appeal, in January, 1782, in the Danish cases of the Tiger, Copenha-
gen, and others, captured in October, 1780, and condemned at St. Kitts, in December following. The grounds on
which the captors relied for condemnation, in the Tiger, as set forth at the end of the respondent’s printed case,
were, “ for tEat the ship, having been trading to Cape Frangois, 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 island
of St. Domingo, puton board at Cape Francois, and both ship and_cargo taken confessedly coming from thence,
must (pursuant to precedents in the like 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 given: . .

. 1st. Because it isallowed, that the ship was destined, with her cargo, to the island of Guadaloupe, and no other
ace. .

v 2dly. Becauseit is contrary to the established rule of general law, to admit any neutral 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

eace.

On the 22d of January, 1782, 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, upon which the captorsrelied; 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.

1t 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 of
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 replaceit. But, at any rate, the
subsequent decrees of the same high tribunal did go that length. Without enumerating the cases of various de-
scriptions, involving the legality of the trade in all its 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, decided by them in 1785 and
1786. 'This was the case of a Danish ship, laden witha cargo of dry goods and provisions, with which she was bound.
on a voyage from Marseilles to Martinique and Cape Francois, where she was to take in for Europe a return cargo
of West India produce. The ship was not proceeded against, but the cargo, which was claimed for merchants of
Ostend, was condemned as enemy’s property, (as in truth it was,) by the Vice-admiralty of Antigua,.subject to the

ayment of freight pro rata itinerss, or rather for the whole of thefoutward voyage. ~On appeal, as to the cargo, the
fnrds of appeal, on the 8th of March, 1785, reversed the condemnation, and ordered further proof of the property to
be produced within three months. On the 28th March, 1786, no further proof having 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.

t 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, if 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 pronounced below, itproceeds afterwards to condemn it merely
for want of further proof as to the property,) but it holds that the trade is so unguestionably 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
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by the American war, will not be avoided by suggesting that there was any thing peculiarly favorable in the time
when, or the manner in which, France opened Epr colony trade toneutrals on that occasion. Something of that
sort, hawever, has been said! We find the following langnage 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 lier colonies was not considered as an unneutral commerce; but under what circumstan-
cesP It wasunderstood that France, in opening her colonies, during the war, declared’, that this was not done with
atemporary view relative tq 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 Vervagfing, and in many other succeeding cases, the lords decreed payment of freight to
the neutral ship owner. Itis fit to be remembered, on this occasion, 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 peace signed, when she returned to her ancient system of colonial monopoly.

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

‘We have seen that the Pervagting 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. . . i

We 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 1t 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 arréts of that day, where only it would be proper to look for 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 persuade any thinking man that the sincerity of such a declaration was, in any degree, confided in, or that an
person, in any country, could regard itin any other light than as a mere artifice, that could give no right whic
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 supposed author in direct opposition to it. That Sir
James Marriot, 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 upon this ground 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. .

f, as amore plausible answer to these decisions, considered in the hngt of authorities, than that which we have just
examined, it should be said they ought rather to be viewed as reluctant sacrifices to _policy, or even to necessity,
under circumstances of singular dlfﬁcul_ty and peril, than as an_expression of the deliberate opinion of the lords of
appeal, or the Government of Great Britain; 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 cra, some relaxation on the part of that country relative to
the doctrine of contraband, upon which the convention of the armed neutrality contained the most direct stipulations,
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
appeal were satisfied that Great Britain possessed the right in question, they recorded and gave to the 'world a
series of decisions against it, founded, not upon British orders of council, gratuitously relaxing what was still asserted
to be the’strict right, (as in the late war,) but upon general principles of public law. However prudence might have
required, (although there is no reason to believe it did require,) an abstinence, 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 as the British Government wished to concede and relax, from whatever motive, on the sub-
ject of the colony trade of her opponents, an order of council was resorted to, setting forth the nature of the con-
cession, or relaxation, upon which the courts of prize were afterwards to found their sentences; and, undoubtedly,
sentences so passed cannot, in any fair reasoning, be considered as deciding more, than that the order of council is
ubligatory on the courts whose sentences they are. Butthe decrees of the lords of appeal, in and after the American
war, are not of this description; since there existed no order of council on the subject of them, and of course, they are,
and (l)]ught to be, of the highest weight and authority against Great Britain, on the questions involved in, and adjudged
by, them.

Y’This solemn 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 her tribunals. ]

The world has not forgotten the instruction to which we allude, or the enormities by which its true character
was developed. Produced m mystery, at a moment-when 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 stations, with
such studied secrecy that would almost seem to have been intended to make an experiment how far law and honor
could be outraged by a nation, proverbial for respecting both, the heralds by whom it was first announced were the
commanders of her commissioned cruisers, who at the same instant carried it into effect with every circumstance of
aggravation, if’ of such an act there can be an aggravation. Upon such conduct there was but one sentiment. It
was condemned byjreason and justice. It was condemned by that law which 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 memorialists have a strong confidence, that the late departure from the usual course of her policy
~yill be followed by a like disposition to atonement and reparation. The relations which subsist between Great
Britain and the United States rest upon the basis of reciprocal interests, and your memorialists see in those interests,
as well as in the justice of the British Government, and the firmness of our own, the best reasons to expect a satis-
factory a.]nsweL;1 to their complaints, and a speedy abandonment of that system, by which they have been lately harass-
ed and alarmed. N . A A N

Your memorialists will not trespass upon your time with a recital of the variousacts, by which onr coasts,and even
our ports 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 the principal theatre of their piratical exertions, and to infest our
shores with their irregular and ferocious hostility. . . .

These ave 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 aftairs, of subjects which
appear to them, in an alarming degree, to affect their country and its commerce, and to involve high questions of
national henor and interest, of public law, and individual rights, which imperiously 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, aré 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 upjust pretensions to our prejudice.
ROBERT GILMOR, and twenty five others.
Bavrtntorg, January 21, 1806, N

Representation of the Merchants of Norfolk.
Norrorg, December 3, 1805,
Sir: :
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 whichi, I have the honor to address you,
and to forward memorials with copies of documents accompanying, in the following cases:

1. Conway and For. Whittle, ship Eliza,John Evans, 6. Alexander Leckie, brig Cathavine, 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, : 10. John Burke, schooner Two Brothers, Canby, mas-
master. er.

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 neéglected to send them to me; as I receive them I shall do myself the honor to transmit
them to your Department. . . - .. B :

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

The Hon. James Mapison, Secrefary of State, &e.

From Mr. Gore to Mr. Mudison.
Bosron, November 18, 1805,

Sir:

"The ship Indus, David Myrick, master, was taken by His Britannic Majesty’s ship the Cambrian, Captain John
P. Beresford, in latitude thirty-one degrees thirty minutes north, and longitude sixty-one degrees fifty-six minutes
west, and sent to Halifax, where she, and all the property-on board, belonging 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 commissioners of appeal, in
Great Brifain, 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 Marine 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 have
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
principles, 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 they be
realized, would be encountered in the prosecution of a trade in which they felt themselves as unoffending against
the rights of others—as secure from_the interruption of the power that now molests them, as in coasting voyages
between different parts of the United States. L . o

They hope, therefore, not _to be thought intrusive in asking of the Government its interference, through their
minister at the court of London, or 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 momentoiis 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 Scars 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 sixg?-three thousand six hundred and forty dollars, and three sets of exchange, drawn by themselves, on Messrs.
John, Hodshon 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 shif) 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 ta 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 relating to the purchase of the cargo, given to the snpercargo, he was reminded not to forget fo
insert in the manifest. after the arrival of the vessel in the tide waters of Boston, the words *and Embden,” viz:
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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 and incen-
venience which Mr. 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
circumstances, viz: a state of peace, he inclined to send immediately to Europe, but which he would not have con-
templated 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 war: such being the construction put by the collector of the port of Boston and
Charlestown, on the laws in force, when the vessel referred to arrived, and when the Indus sailed in 1804. The
expense of unloading and reloading this vessel would have amounted 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 to-the isle of France: not
being able to procure a cargo there, 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 was obliged to put into the isle of France, where the vessel was condemned as no longer seaworthys the cargo
was taken out, a new vessel purchased by the supercargo,® which he named the Indus; 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, taken 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 longttude aforesaid,
when she was captured by the Cambrian, and sent to Halifax and condemned, 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-
Zerents. .

This is manifest from the testimony of the owners, and is confirmed by their instructions to the conductors of
this voyage, as to its destination, in case of a peace before they quitted 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
hich 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 West Indies
to Europe; and in no case, during the existence of war, has he sent to Europe articles imported by himself in the
same vessel in which they were brought from India. Further, in the case of the ship Lydia, which 4crived 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 voyage terminated here. Thus, sir, in this case, there exists the most plenary evidence, that the voyage which
the Indus was performing, when captured, was direct from Batavia to Boston, there to terminate. A trade perfectly
legal, not only in the understanding 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 neutral 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. In 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. [However, in the last war, she so far modified her principle, as to assent to the lawfulness of the voyage
of a neutral, if direct between the ports of the neutral and the colony of the enemy; and also a trade in 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 t?mt me-
tropolitan kingdom, provide(i the exporting and importing were bone fide as in the other case.  But this modifica-
tion she always affected fo 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 law of
nations, and the grounds on which it is supposed to rest are conformed to, or contravened by, the practice of the
belligerents themselves. L - :

This principle was first brought forward in the war of 1756, and was then attempted to be supported on the doc-
trines advanced 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 purposes 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 justifys
and that there is no analogy between the case cited and that of the mere peaceable trade of a neutral with a belli-
gerent, 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 affording
support, or in any way bearing upon this doctrine. An authority, however, to interrupt the trade of a neutral in
war, which he was not free to carry on in peace, is assumed as a legitimate consequence of his acknowledged rights.
‘The law 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 which such nations may choose
to establish. This is a natural consequence of the equality and_independence of nations. Each may make such
cemmercial and other internal regulations as it thinks proper. 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 upon
this principle: at one time she executes her navigation law with strictness; at other times she relaxes most of its
regulations, according to the estimate she forms of advantage or disadvantage to be derived from its execution or
re?axation; 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-

mnerce of her foes.

* Pory Lasgy. Robinson’s Admiralty Reports, page 361, Immanuel Robinson, page 186, particularly 203.
96  vor. i
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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. A A

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

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 innocerit, and does not seem capable of interfering with the rights,
or justifying the complaints of a third Power.

The or(ﬁnary policy of a nation may be to encourage the manufacture or growth of a certain article within its own
dominions, and for this end may prohibit or restrict the importation of the like 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 Jaws of a nation operate three years in fiye, 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 Jaws have been repealed? The simple state of the case, that the trade, though
illegal 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. X .

An obvious answer to thisreasonings, thatit 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, which
has become lawful since the war, it would distress him much more to cut off'all trade, that which was allowed in
time of peace, as well as that which was not; and the same reason 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 fength 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, to.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 derive, and such evils as she may be presumed to prevent by the relaxation of her commer-
cial system. A continental Power may derive some accommodation and some convenience from relaxing her com-
mercial restrictions; but nothing essential to her safety, nothing, as was demonstrated_in 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 throngh the medium of her enemy;
for it is a circumstance which very much impairs the argument of distressing 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 deminions
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 exceptionable rule, because the practice

under it]is Jwt as extensive as its principle might be supposed to warrant, it may be examined jn the case to which
it is applied.

Tl{)e? 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 distress is narrowed down 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

lausible on the score of inflicting distress, are utterly abandoned. But further, the same commercial spirit which
Bas been before noticed, leads the great nations of Europe 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 extent 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 close of the Jate war ceased to be considered as exfraordinary, where the cargoes of neutral
vessels bound to the Spanish colonies were seized by the British, and condemned in the Vice—admirzﬁty courts, on
pretence that the trade was illegal; and the articles thus stopped and made prize of, under the plea of distressing
the enemy, were shipped on board a Spanish or British vessel supplied with a British license, and sent to the original
pori of their destination.; Surely such a mode of distressing the enemy may be more properly denominated distress-
ing the neutral, for the purpose of supplying the enemy at the exclusive profit of the belligerent.

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 war, because not exercised in peace, is inconsistent with the
equality and indgendqnce of nations, and an infringement of their perfect rights. It is also evjdent, that the wants
and interests of all nations at war, even of those who posgess the most powerful and commercial military navy, re-
quire them to contradict in their own practice those principles which are avowed in justification of the injuries they
inflict on neutrals. L

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 such 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 West India
colonies, during the commotion which existed in England in consequence of the disagreement between Charles the
First and his Parliament, exported their produce to Europe by Duich ships, manned with Dutch seamen, and that
the navigation act originated 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. !

ntil 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 times, as well as betore, since the independence of the continental co-
lonies of Great Britain, a direct trade has existed between the colonies of France and those of Great Britain in the
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‘West Indies, and also with the settlements on the continent of North America, more or less limited, as real or pre-
tended convenience demanded. ) ) B

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 relaxation 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 foreigners, or suffer the greatest impoverishment and distress.. It will not be denied, that the
British provinces in the West Indies depenﬁ, in a great measure, if not altogether, on_the United States, for their
corn, 'Trueitis, 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. Theé fact is, in regard to the
colonies in the West Indies, whether belonging to Erance 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 hazarding much, one may pronounce with confidence, that they always must enjoy a direct intercourse
with their colonies, however adverse to the dispositions or squosed interest of the parent countries in Europe. Thus
stands the fact of an accustomed trade in time of peace as relates to the West Indies. Inregard 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 were 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 [ittle 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 year 1784, Itis difficult then, sir, for these gentlemen to conceive how the doctrine of the fact assumed
by Great Britain can be supported by the law of nations, or reconciled to the truth.

Moreover, 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 the practice of Great Britain berself, that in the war of 1744, and in that which was concluded in
1783, whether the trade was an accustomed one in time of peace, made no part of the discussion, nor was it pretended
that the trade not having 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 legitimate 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 by adoption they bad become French vessels. Afterwards the property was carried to Monte Christi, and
exported thence in Dutch vessels. Particular frades and special privileges werealso 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 against Great Britain. Vessels and their cargoes, so circumstanced, were captured and condemned
by the British, and this principle was then brought forward to justify their conduct, as covering in their courts all
the cases by arule as extensive as was the power and cupidity of their cruisers on the sea.

In the war for the independence of America, 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
Marseilles to Martinico and back again, was taken on the outward voyage; the Vice-admiralty courtat Antigua gave
half freight. On appeal, thelords of appeal gave the whole. Itissaid,in answer to this, that France opened her colonies,
and though it was during the existence of war, yet it was the profession of keeping them always so, but was after-
wards found delusive. "The lords of appeal, however, in the case of the Danish vessel, could not have acted upon
such grounds: for their decision was in 1786, three years after the peace, and after it was manifest, if any doubt
had before existed, that the general opening of the trade between the colonies 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 treight 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 extension.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 imrortation 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 States to the colony—Vide cases of Immanuel and Polly, in Robinson’s Admiralty Reports, before
cited. 'Whereas, property going from the United States, the produce of an enemy’s country, to her colony, although
bona fide imported and landed in the United States, and exgorted on the sole account and risk of the American
merchant, istnow 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-
jndged to be a_continuance of the first. ~ If this new and extraordinary doctrine of continuity is maintained on the
part of Great Britain, and acqluiesced 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 kin case of a peace, in which event Great Britain could pretend to no authority to question the voyage she should
make,

Now, fo adopt a principle of dubious right in its own nature, and then to estend such principle to a further
restriction of the trade of the neutral, without notice, is spreading a snare to entrap the property and defeat the
acknowledged rights to which he is entitled. i

Such are its eﬁbcts. both on the individual owners of this property, as well as on the underwriters. For M.
Sears and Mr. Chapman, in planning this voyage, and,findeed, in every one they ever prosecuted, have endeavored
to ascertain what the law guthorizedb 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 conrts 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 belligerents. themselves. In the present case they considered that,
according to the clearest evidence of those rules, tﬁey incurred no risk from British cruisers. .

Should, then, Great Britain undertake to presume that thelaw would anthorize 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 encouragement given to such a commerce,
as, without notice of her altered sentiments, to"seize and eonfiscate the property of those who had so conformed their
voyages to rules pronounced by herself. .

I have the honor to be, &c.

. C. GORE.
The Hon. Janes Mavison, Esq., Secretary of State.

Bosron, November 26, 1805,
SIR: B .
Since making the statement herewith enclosed, the underwriters find themselves called upon to represent a
new cause of compTaint founded on a still further extension of the principle before remarked on, and which is now
made the ground of con(iemmng property going to Europe merely because it is imported into the United States, and
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exported 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. i

It 1s 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 Washington, captain Porter, a general
freighting ship bound for Amsterdam from Boston.

hat 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 unforéseen 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
endeavor to supply the same.

I have the honor to be, &c.
Jarzes Mapisor, Esq. C. GORE.

-Marine Insurance Orrios, New York, May 15, 1805,

IR:
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 there condemned as *“ enemy’s property.” As our public offices are
deeply interested in these decisions, it becomes necessary for us to know whether 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; and on this subject its proper to add, 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. We 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. _ i i
‘We are, with great respect, sir, the Marine Insurance Company of New York, by
- 'W. NEILSON, President.

James Mapison, Esq.

Certificate of the blockade of Curacoa, filed July 30,‘1804.

This is to certify whom it may concern, that I, Sir John Thormas Duckvworth, knight of the bath, vice-admiral
of the blue squadron, and commander-in-chief 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 minister, 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, 1504,

UniTep STATES oF AMERiCA, Stafe of New York, ss:

By this public instrument, be it known to all whom the sam~ doth or may concern, that I, Edward W. Laight,
a notary public in and for the State of New York, by letters paent, 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 him ‘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.

, B. W. LAIGHT, Not. Pub.
Unitep STATES oF AMERICA, City of New York, ss:

Abraham S. 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 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 true and lawful owner of the brig Bulah Maria, and of her general cargo, on her late voyages
and that no person whatever, being a subject or subjects of France, or of the United Provinces, or of the
Batavian, Italian, or Ligurian republics, or inhabiting any of the territories of France, or of the United Pro-
vinces, or the said republics, nor their factors or agents, nor any other enemies of the crown of Great Britain, had,
at the time of the capture of the said vessel, any right, tile, or interest, either directly or indirectly, in and to the
said brig the Bulah Maria, her tackle, apparel, and furniture, or in or to the cargo before mentioned, or any part
thereofs but that the said brig Bulah Maria, her tackle, furniture, ammunition, and 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 affirmant, and would 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, engaged in any partnership in any house of trade belonging to
any person or_persons enemies of the crown of Great Britain, 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 voyage
before mentioned, and still is, a resident of the city of New York: and this affirmant further saith, that, when he
despatched the said 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, the 4th May, 1805, before me,
E. W. LAIGHT, Not. Pub.
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Jamarca, ss:

John Bell, at present of the city and parish of Kingston, in the county of Surry, in the said island, master ma-
riner, late master of a certain brig or vessel called the Bulah Maria, and Samuel Sargeant, at present 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 Hofy 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 her, consisting of provisions and a few other articles, con-
signed to Mr. Joseph Foulke, a resident merchant at the said 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 King Fisher, the captain whereof
examined the said brig’s papers, and then suffered her 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-
nents 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 ‘)apers, and carried them on board the
said ship of war Franchise; and this deponent, the said John Bell, for himself further saith, that, after he, this de-
ponent, had delivered up his p: gers 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 charge 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 .apgles, 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 the said brig at Port Royal, in the island
of Jamaica aforesaid, which was on the 24th day of the said month of December, sundry quantities of apples,
onions, and cheese were taken out of the said brig, and, after her arrival at the port of Kingston, in the said island,
sundry articles of her cargo were in like manner faken thereout by the persons having the charge thereof, or by
their privity or permission: and this deponent, the said John Bell, further saith, that, since his arrival in this island,
he hath been informed that the said brig and cargo were captured on the_ground of an intentional breach of block-
ade: and this deponent, the said John %ell, also saith, that the said brig and cargo were proceeded against in the
court of vice-admiralty of the island of Jamaica aforesaid, and that he, this deponent, caused a claim fo be put in
for the same, on behall’ of the respective owners thereof; but the said brig and cargo (except 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 brxf, 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.

‘WM. SAVAGE, Magistrate.

Sworn before me, this 16th day of January, 1805,

U~iteD STATES oF AMERIcA, Stafe of New York, ss:

By this public instrument, be it known to all whom the same doth or may concern, that I, Edward W. Laight,
apublic notary inand for the State of New York, by letters patent, under the great seal of the said State, duly com-
missioned and sworn; and in and by the said letters patent invested *“with fall power and authority to attest deeds,
wills, testaments, codicils, agreements, and other instruments in writing, and to administer any oativ; or oaths, to any

erson or persons,” do hereby certify, that, on the dayand date hereof, before me, the said notary at the city of New
york, personally came and appeared, Abraham S. Hallett, of the said city, merchant, and one of the society of peo-
le cnﬂed Quakers, the person named in the annexed affirmation, who, In my presence, subscribed the same, and
eing by me duly affirmed, according to law, did declare and affirm, that the contents of the same 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.
E. W. LAIGHT, Notary Public.
Jaraxca, 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 present 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 Monday 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, and other articles,
the property of, and belonging to, Abraham S. Hallett, of the said city of New York, merchant, destined to the island
of Curacoa, and consigned to Mr. Joseph Foulke, a resident merchant; and also, having on board two private ad-
ventures, the property of, and belonging to, Gilbert Shotwell and Charles Evers, clerks in the said mercantile house
of the said Abraham S. Hallett. And these deponents severally make oath and say, that they continued on their
said voyage without meeting with any material occurrence, and at ten o’clock A. M. on Thursday, the first{day of the
month of November, now fast East, they made the island of Antigua, bearing southwest by south, distant nine
leagues, and on Friday, the ninth day of the said month of November, they made theisland of Bonaire, bearing north
by east, distant about three leagues; shortly after which, the said schooner was brought to by His Britannic Majes-
ty’s ship of war Diana, Thomas James Maling, Esq. commander, and His Britannic Majesty’s sloop of war Peli-
can, John Marshall, Esq. commander, and afterwards made prize of by them, on the ground, as they informed these
deponents, that the said schooner was destined toa blockaded port, and thereu (?on the said schooner was sent down
o Port Royal, in’ this island, for adjudication, where the said schooner arrived, on the -2Ist day of the said month
of November; and these deponents further severally make oath and say, that shortly after the arrival of the said
schooner in Port Royal aforesaid, the said Thomas James Maling and John Marshall, on behalf of themselves, their
officers, seamen and mariners, instituted a suitin the vice-admiralty court of the said island against the said
schooner, and cargo on board fler; and this deponent, the said Hezekiah Pinkham, having caused a claim to be filed
to the satd schooner and cargo, and private adventures on board her, on behalf of their respective owners thereof,
the same came to be heard, at the court of vice-admiralty held in this city and parishof Kingston aforesaid, on Mon-
day the 17th of November, now instant, when his honor the judge of the said court was pleased to condemn the
said schooner Favorite and cargo, and clerks’ adventures; but from which said sentence this deponent’s counsel
prayed leave to appeal, and which was granted in the usual form.

HEZEKIAH PINKHAM,

CHARLES COFFIN.

Sworn before me, this 19th day of November, 1804,
WILLIAM SAVAGE.
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Uxtrep STATES oF AMERICA, City of New York, ss:

Abraham S. Hallett, of the city of New York, merchant, being duly affirmed, according to law, saith, that the
annesxed instrument of writing is a true and accurate copy of the protest which this affitmant received from Jamaica,
and that Hezekiah Pinkham, the master of the schooner Favorite therein mentioned, is not at present in the cily 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 agents, nor any other
enemies of the crown of Great Britain, had at the time of the capture of the said vessel, any rigxt, title, or interest
either directly in and to the said schooner 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 Kavorite, 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,'and would so have belonged 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 the 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, residing 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 vesse!
on the voyage before mentioned, and still isa vesident of the city of New York: and this affirmant further saith, that
when he tdle)fpag(lled the caid vessel on the voyage aforesaid, he did not know that the said island of Curacoa was in
a state of blockade. )

Affirmed this 4th May, 1805, before me,

ABRAHAM S. HALLETT.
E. W. LAIGHT, Notary Public.

Unirep 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 W. Laight,
2 public 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, and in and by the said letters patent invested with full power and authority to attest deeds, wills,
testaments, codicils, agreements, and other instraments, in writing, and to administer any oath, or oaths, to any per-
son or persons, do héreby 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 appearsto me, the said nofary,
to be an original instrument, which said copy, hereunto annnexed, I, the said notary, have this day duly collated with
the said original protest, and find the same to be, in all respects, a frue and accurate copy of the said original.

‘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 ninth day of May, in the year one thou -

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

Janrarca, ss.

Thomas Brown, late of Perth Amboy, in the county of Middlesex, in the 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 o
Surry, and in the island of Jamaica, mariner, late master of the American schooner Bethia, belonging to James
Parker, Joseph March, and Cortlandt L. Parker, of Perth Amboy, aforesaid, merchants, and native citizens of the
United States aforesaid, being duly sworn, solemuly 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 year of our 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 said intended voyage, without.any material occurrences, and without meeting with 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 John Murray, Esq. commander, who took out of thesaid schooner the Bethia the mate and
all the crew. And this deponent furthér saith, that the said schooner!Bethia, 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 for the island of Jamaica, aforesaid, by order of the said honorable John Murray,
EBeq. and arrived in Kingston, atoresaid, 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 "against the [said schooner Bethia and cargo in
the court of Vice-admiralty, in the said island, for an intentional breach of blockade, thisldeponent 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 —— day of January, 1805.
* GEORGE KINKEAD.

Unitep STATES OF AMERICA, Stafe of New York, ss. )

By this public instrument, be it known toall whom the same doth or may concern, that I, Edward 'W. Laight,
a public notaryin 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, before me the said notary, at
the city of New York, personally came and appeared Jaques Ruden and Tsrael Benjamin Jacobs, who in my presence
then and there respectively subscribed the affidavits hereunto annexed, and each being by me duly sworn deposed

and said that the contents of the affidavit by him were true. N

" Whereof an attestation_being required, I have granted this under my notarial firm and seal.
Done at the city of Newaork, in the said State of New York, the 9th day of May, in the year one thousand
eight hundred and five.
E. W. LAIGHT, Notary Public.

Unitep STATES oF AMERICA, City of New XYork, ss.

Jaques Ruden, of the city of New York, merchant, being dulysworn, saith, that he was the true and lawful owner
of the American schooner the Performance, Tsaiah Smart, master, her tackle, apparel, and furniture, and of the
general car%o 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 or 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 shipping 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 saith, 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

F New York.

of New Yor b JAQUES RUDEN.
is 9th day of May, 1805, before me, )

Sworn this 9th day of May, 1803, X E. W. LAIGHT, Notary Public.

Janmaica, ss.

Isaiah Smart, at present of the city and parish of Kingston, in the county of Swrry, 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 gay, that, on or about the 13th day of December now last past, they, these de-
ponents, respectively 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,
with a cargo consisting of provisions and a few bales of dry goods, the groperty_of Jaques Ruden of the city of New
York, merchant, consigned to this deponent, the said Israel Benjamin Jacobs, for sales and returns. And these de-
ponents further severally make oath and say, that after their departure from Ne_w 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 leagnes; 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, making the best of their way for Curacoa; and that about nine o’clock in the morning of the
said last mentioned duy, a sail, which afterwards proved to be His Britannic 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
of Bonaire, which sail immediately bore down for the said schooner: and these deponents further severally say, that
the said schooner continued fo make all sail for Curacoa, and the said ship Franchise chased the said schooner, firing
frequently at her, till about 11 o’clock on the same day, when the peak of the said island of Bonaire bearing east
northeast, three or four leagues distant, and the platform at Curacoa bearing southwest, and the said ship Franchise
drawing near, the said schooner hove to for her to come up, which she did 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 Remington, 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 pursuance of the aforesaid orders, did go on board the Franchise, carrying with them all the papers belonging
to the said schooner and her cargo, and that the honorable John Murray, 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 Eranchise, (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 said 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
deponents, the said Isaiah Smart, and Israel Benjamin Jacobs, caused a claim to beinterposed for the same; but the
said schooner and her cargo (except the private adventures of these deponents, the said Isaiah Smart and Benjamin
Remington) have been by the said court condemned and confiscated_as good and lawful prize to His Britannic
Majesty’s said ship Franchise, on the ground, as these deponents are informed, and believe, of an intentional breach

of blockade,
ISATAH SMART.
ISRAEL B. JACOBS.
BENJAMIN REMINGTON.
ZACHARIAH RHODES.

Sworn before me this 11th day of February, 1805, WILLIAM SAVAGE, Magistrate.

Uxitep STaTES oF AMERICA, City of New York, ss. .

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, and that the foregomng is a true and
accurate copy of the original protest made at Jamaica, and that the facts therein set forth are true in all respects.

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

Unitep StaTES OF AMERICA, City of New York, ss:

Thomas Stagg, Jun. of the cig of New York, merchant, being duly sworn, deposeth and saith, that he, toge-
ther with Thomas Snell and Peter Stagg, likewise of the city of New York, merchants, were the true and lawful
owners of the brig Lapwing, Lemuel Bourne, master, on her late voyage to Curacoa, and of the cargo on board of
the said vessel, and that no person or persons whatever, being a subject or subjects, citizen or citizens of France, or
ot the United Provinces, or of the Batavian {Italian, or Ligurian republics, or inhabiting within the territory of France
ot the United Provinces, or of the Italian, Batavian, or Ligurian republics, their factors or agents, or any other enemies
of the crown of Great Britain, had, either divectly or indirectly, any right, title, or interest in the said brig the Lap-
wing or her cargo, orany part thereof, at the time of her sailing from New York, on her latevo‘fafe, or at the time
of her capture,bbut that the said vessel and_her cargo belonged to this deponent and the sai Thomas Snell and
Peter Stagg, and would so have continued to have belonged to them, had the said vessel arrived in safety at her port
of destination, and until the said cargo had there been sold and disposed of, for and on account of this deponent
and the said Thomas Snell and Peter Staggs and this deponent further saith, that he was not, nor were the said
Thomas Snell and Peter Stagg, or either of 'tixem, at the time of the sailing of the said vessel on the voyage 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 belonging to any person or persons enemies of the crown of Great Britain, residing within any of the
territories of France, 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 that the said Thomas Snell and Peter
Stagg are likewise natural born citizens of the United States, and that he, this deponent, and the said Thomas
Snell and Peter Stagg were, at the time of the shipping of the cargo on board of the said vessel, in the voyage afore-
said, and still are residents in the city of New York, carrying on frade under the firm of Snell, Stagg, and Co. sand
this deponent further saith, that he did not know at the tjme of sailing of the vessel on ‘the voyage aforesaid, that the
island ‘of Curacoa was ina state of blockade. And this deponent further saith, that the annexed instrument of
writing is a true and accurate copy of the protest received by this deponent from Jamaica.

THOMAS STAGG, Jun.
Sworn this 10th day of May, 1805, before me, E. W. LAIGHT, Notary Public.
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UxrrEp 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 our Lord one thousand eight hundred 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.

Jararca, 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 master of the brig Lapwing, from New York in the Unifed States of America, and Charles
Selden, also at present of the city and parish 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 the
28th of October now last past, the said brig Lapwing sailed from New York aforesaid, with a cargo on board of
her consisting of dry goods, cheese, claret, flour, provisions and lumber, the property of, and belonging to Messts.
Snell, Stagg, and Co. of the said city of New York, merchants and co-partners, 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, saveonly that the said
brig Lapwing was very leaky from the commencement of her voyage, and continued so until the time of her cap-
ture, as hereinafter is mentioned, inssmuch asto 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 brig was captured by His Britannic Majesty’s ship of war Diana, Thomas ‘James Maling,
Esq. commander, and sloop i’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 deponents 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 Maling and John Marshall, on behalf of
themselves and their officers, seamen, marines. and mariners, instituted a suit in the Vice-admiralty court of the
said island against the said brig Lapwing and the cargo on board her; and this deponent, the said Lemuel Bourne
further saith, that having caused a claim to be filed in the said court, to the said brig’s cargo, on behalf of the said
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 deponent’s counsel prayed leave to appeal, and

which was granted in the usual terms.
LEMUEL BOURNE,
CHARLES SELDEN.

Sworn before me, this 19th December, 1804, .
. WILLIAM SAVAGE, Magistrate.
- ' BRITISH CAPTURES.

Sehooner Charlotte, Musterton.

Insured for B Dupoy, 19th October 1803, from Cape Francois to New York.

On cargo, $11,000 at four and a half per cent. - - - - $10,780

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 dona fide property of B. Dupoy the assured.

"This vessel sailed from Cape Francois 19th October, 1803, and on the same day, going out of the harbor, was
taken by the British frigate. Aolus, then lying there, and by Commodore Loring, of the British M. W., ordered
for Jamaica. On the 24th, at midnight, captured by a French privateer commanded by one John Madelean, who
carried 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.

Schooner Independence, James Taylor.

Insured for B. Dupoy 25th October, 1803, from New York to Cape Francois. _
If forbid entering Cape Francois, to proceed to any other port in the West Indies, not blockaded.

Vessel, - - - $2,200
Cargo, - - - - - - - - . - - - - 3300
' $5,574

Particulars of cargo: twelve casks of claret, pork, beef, flour, lard, cheese, sweet oil, soap, candles, onions, and
empty bags. This vessel was within three leagues of the harbor of (E}ape Frangois on the 16th November, 1803,
His Britannic Majesty’s sloop 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, be 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 November. This
vessel was condemned in Jamaica, and the cost to the owners enormous.

Ship Mercury, Speck.

Insured for John Juhel 24th July, 1804, from Martinique to New York.
In cargo, ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - 10,000

Cargo, two hundred and seventeen hogsheads clayed, six hogsheads [Muscovado, 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 Martimque to collect debts chiefly arising from cargoes
sent there while under the British Government, due the said John Juhel, to receive consignments of cargoes trom
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 faras 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.

s
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Schooner 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
- - 5

thousand five hundred dollars, - - - - .

Cargo of this vessel sugar and coffee. This vessel arrived at Martinique without interruption, and, on the home-
ward voyage was capture(f 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
bluckade of Martinique and Guadaloupe.

An appeal is preferred to the lords in England.

Byrig Jefferson, J. Crocker.
Insured for Ignatius P. Longchamp, 28th June 1804, from Bordeaux to New York.

Vessel, -
Cargo, - - - - -

- - - $1,000
- - - - - - - - 12,000

£16,000

Cargo consisted of wines, brandy, and some other articles. This vessel was purchased in France with property
left there by him and for his sole acconnt. The cargo also purchased from the same means, the amount left in France
in debts due Mr. Longchamp, as appears from suna’ry documents.

This vessel was captured off the 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 the last three years, and that his brother was a conscript in the French service.

Mr. J. P. Longchamp is a native of Avignon.

An appeal is preferred to the lords in England.

Ship John, Patterson, from New Orleans to Bordeauz.

Insured for Joseph Thibaud, 13th March, 1805. . .
Cargo 54,000, - - - - - - - - - - - - $4,000

The John sailed from the Balize on the 28th February, 1805, with aload of cotton, sugar, indigo, logwood, and
vnahogany; on the 30th of the same 'month, in latitude 36° 40’ north, longitude 64° 00 west, was captured by the
Cambrian, M. Y. Captain Beresford, and ordered to Halifax. Theshipis condemned on the ground that Mr.
Carricabara, the former owner, a French citizen, never duly authorized Mr. Thibaud to make ‘sale of the ship.
The fact is, that Mr. Thibaud, the agent of Carricabara, did endeavor to sell the ship, but could not effect it: finally
he becomes himself the purchaser, and the amount passed to the credit of Mr. Carricabara. Afterwards Mr. Thi-
baud sold a moiety of said ship to a Mr, 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 Mr. Thibaud had at New Orleans fo make the purchase.

Ship John, Patterson.

Insured from New Orleans to Bordeaux for Joseph Thibaud.
Carge 511,800, - - - - - N

- - - - - - $11,800

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

Schooner Araminta, Smith.

Insured for J. P. Durand 31st July, 1824, at and from Cayenne to New York.
Cargo £12,000, - - - - - - - - -
Cargo consisting of rocoa, cotton, cocoa, and palm oil. This vessel sailed from Cayenue 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-
der, B. M. W. Skeene, commander, and ordered for Halifax, where they arrived on the 27th of the same month.

The Araminta’s cargo was condemned at Halifax on the ground (so far as we cau 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. .
Ship Manhattan.

Insured for Frederick and Philip Rhinelander, the 14th June, 1804, from New York to Batavia, one other port

in India, and back to New York.
In vessel $40,000 valued at that sum, - - - - - - - - - 40,000

- - - $12,000

This vessel was chartered for a voyage to Batavia and back by Messrs. Minturn and Champlin, of New. York, a
cargo was purchased at Batavia, for thelr 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 espense, the vessel was restored, as was the cargo also; but the captors 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 thata Dutch passenger was'on board from the Cape of

Good Hope. .
Ship Penman, Coffin.

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

This vessel sailed on a voyage from New York to Antwerp, thence to Irdia. 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,
and carried to Columbo, in the island of Ceylon, and there condemned on the 31st December, 1804, as having car-
ried, and, at the time of the capture, carrying on an illicit trade between the Batavian republic, her colonies in 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 thut is not. Vessel, freight, and cargo, $15,690, - - - - - - - 815,690

_
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The schooner Fairﬁla,y 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. Thelcapture 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, Winship.
Insured for A. Kirkpatrick 23d April, 1805, from St. Pierre’s, Martinique, to New York. Cargo $13,000 $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 Chetiot, 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 captured on the 26th 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 enormous.

o

Ship John, Patterson.

Insured for Francis Phillippon, 4th March, 1805, from New Orleans to Bordeaux.

Cargo, - - - - $10,000

‘This cargo consisted of 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 Enterprise, Thompson.
Insured for Joseph Thibaud, 9th September, 1805, from Bordeanx to New York.
Cargo, - - - - - - - - - - - - 512,000

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 Jast, about fifty miles
from Sandy Hook light-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 My. Stewart’s letter to Mr. Wallace.

‘

Hazirax, November 8, 1805.
DEear Sir:

As the_interlocutory decree of the court of vice-admiralty, in the cases of the ships Enterprise, Eugenia,
Zulima, and Hamilton, will necessarily affect all other neutral ships engaged in the same trade, and asitis a decree
that may lead to a final decision of infinite importance, I have thought fit, for the information of cur American
friends, to trouble you with a few lines on this subject. i k

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 Jate 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 growth and manu-
facture of their outward cargoes. 1t appeared also, that unless those certificates had been produced at Bordeaus,
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
cargoes of those ships chiefly consisted, was exempted from duties on the production of the certificates.

Tlpon these facts it was contended on the part of the captors, thata trade carried on to Frauce by neutrals, 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 obiained conformably to that decree, and favored the views of the enemy by rejecting all
goods of British growth or manufacture, and by entitling the neutral to the same exemption or reduction of duties
that would be granted to a Frenchman; and that such commerce was unneutral 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 certificates of origin, aad the duties in question, was extremely garbled and incorrect. Thattaking the
facts, however, for granted, it did 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-
tions whatever in 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 fhe decree which directed the certificates of origin was of late-date, and it
was impossible yet to ascertain what woald 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 soto do, and would by no means be guilty of that gross partiality which
amounts to unneutral conduct. A

The judge, however, was very much inclined to adapt, in his decree, the arguments of the King’sadvocate, and
laid much stress upon ti)e_course of trade being unusual, and of its having been resorted to by the enemy, in conse-
quence of our naval superiority. Headmitted 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 aflowed 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 nzow 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 fo the following points:

1. Of what colony or country the outward cargoes were the growth, produce, or manufacture. .

2. Under what certificates the same were admitted to entry in the ports of France,and whether liable to foreign
or reduced duties, o .

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 original 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 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. . L

The judgments of professional gentlemen in the States can surely supply any further direction that may be
necessary on the &)oint of property. ' i )

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 continnance of my

exertions. Iam, &c.
JAMES STEWART.

Ship Belisarius, Holmes, from New York to Bordeauzx.
Insured for J. P. Longchamp, 12th June, 1805,

On cargo, - - - - - - - - - - - $3,030
F. Huguet, - - - - - - - - - - - - - s
E. Stevens, - - - - - - - - - - - - - 8,500
Ditto, freigilt, - - - - - - - - - - - - 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 York for Amsterdam.

Insured for J. Arden, the 6th, 13th, and 23d August, 1805.
On vessel, - - - - - -

- - - - - - - 84,500

On cargo of sugar, - - - - - - - - - - - - 13,000
On logwood, - - - - - - - - - - - - - 750
On freight, - - - - - - - - - - - - - 2,500
$20,750

This vessel is sent into a port in England for adjudication; particulars not yet known. The pfoperty that of Mr.
Arden, of this city; the sugars lmporte& from Martinique, by him landed, and the duties secured here.
\
Ship Cicero.
Insured for Gouverneur and Kemble, the 13th August, and 2d September, 1805,
On cargo of Havana sugars, - - - - - - - - - - - $26,420

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, Thomas Harding.
Insured for William Armstrong, Jun. 28th June, 1804.

September 9, 1804, paid a total loss on several invoices:
Provisions and lumber, - - - - - - -

X T - - - - $4,001 50
Ditto, another policy of provisions, - - - - - - - - 142 10
Ditto, on freight, - - - - - - - - - - - 2,009 00

$6,242_ﬂ

Taken by two French privateers on the 23d July, and finally carried to Baracoa, in Cuba.

e (;);E-—This property was British, in an American vessel. = Protest sent to the Secretary of State’s office, July
, 3

Sthooner Eagle, Thomas Barber.
Insured for John Troop, from New York to Jamaica, on the carge, and to Jamaica back, on the vessel.

September 10, 1804, paid total loss on vessel, - - - - $2,450
Cargo, provisions, and lumber, - - - - - - - - - - 5,684
$8,134

. Nore,~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 privateer schooner Sansculotte, Rolly, and carried
to Baracoa. Protest sent to the Secretary of State’s office, 5th July, 1805,

Schooner Polly, John Biglay.

Insured for John Troop from New York to Montego Bay, Jamaica.
October 22, 1804, paid a total loss on cargo_-

- - - - $4214
This was a cargo of provisions, shipped by John Troop for his own account. ’
Captured by a French'privateer on 13th July, 1804. Protest sent to the Secrefary of State’s office, 5th July,
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‘ Brig Twins, Crowe.
Insured by Thomas Buchanan, 20th February and 11th March, 1805.

On vessel paid total loss - - - - - - $8,000
Freight do. - - - - - - - - - - - - - 2,000
Cargo do. - - - - - - - - - - - - - 10,595

$20,595

From New York to Jamaica. _ .

This vessel was owned by Thomas Buchanan, of New York. The cargo was on account of British planters in
.Jar(rj:’ai;):a, and vessel and cargo captured by three French privateers on the 11th April last, and carried fo Baracoa,
in Cuba.

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

Copy of a letter fo the honorable Secretary of State.

OrricE oF THE UNiTED Insurancr CoxpPany,
New Yorg, 5tk 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 certain French privateers, of property insured by the said company. We
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 proceeding,.

Captures of a similar nature having frequently occurred, the 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.
Briig Hector, of New York, Thomas Harding, from New York to Jamaica.
VWilliam Armstrong, jun. Sept. 9, 1804, paid total loss on several invoices:

Provisions and lumber, - - - - - - - $4,091 50
Do. another policy, provisions, - - . - - - - - - 142 10
Do. on freight, - - - - - - - - - - - 2,009 00

$6,242 60

Taken by two French privateers on the 23d of July, aud finally carried to Baracoa, in Cuba.
Note.—This property was British in an American vessel.
" Schooner Eagle, Thomas Barber.

New York to Jamaica on the cargo, and to Jamaica and back agajn on the vessel.
John Troop. Sept. 10, 1804, paid a total loss on vessel, - - - - - - $2,450

On cargo, provisions and Iumber, - - - - - - - - 5,684
. $8,134
Ship Andromache, Heckle.
Insured for Thomas Buchanan, 15th and 26th August, 1804, from New York to J; amaica.
Cargo belonging to persons resident in Jamaica, - - - - - - - $8,900
Ditto, Ditto, - - - - - - - - - - - - 47
Frexgilt, - - - - - - - - - - - - 3,000
Vessel, - - ~ - - - - - - - - - 8,000
$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. W. 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 Almy, Crowe.

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

Total amount of French captures, - - - - - - - s 872,215 60

The Almy was captured on the 26th June, by the French privateer schooner Lia 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, 18055 cargo ten puncheons rum, $630
The Success was captured on the 13th July, 1805, by a Spanish galley, belonging to the Havana, called La
Boune Union, commanded by Captain Ceesar, and manned with thirty or forty Spaniards 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;

'

v
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in 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 the hold, and treated with the same horeid cruelty, excepting five Trench passengers.
That an English gentleman, by the name of Smith, who was one of the passengers, was beaten with such severity
that he sprang into the long boat and broke his ancle in two places; that the mate of said brig, two English passen-
zers, and two seamen, were put in irons on board the galley, and three days afterwards sent ashore at Congaboutee,
abont 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 Government, subject to the orders of the owners.

Purvapereuia, December 10, 1805,
Sik:

Among the numerous capturds of American_vessels, lately made by British cruisers, the circumstances
attending four vessels, taken on their passage from Bordeaux, (three for New York, the other for this place,) has
particularly attracted the attention of the merchants and insurance companies of this place, where the property has
been principally insured. R

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

roof.

p By a letter received from the proctor of the claimants, (a copy of which accompanies this,) it appears that the
King’s advocate advanced on the trial principles new and extraordinary, which were favorably received by the
judge, who has called for proofs that have never been required on a2ny former occasion. 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. Wishing 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 provfs required by the judge, which to us appear exceptionable, are:

1, Of what colony or country the outward cargo was the growth, produce, or manufacture.

2. Under what certificates were the same admitted to entry in the ports of France, and whether liable to foreign
or reduced duties. R .

3. What are the French laws on this subject, and what limitations are imposed on return cargoes.

We consider the first as exceptionable, inasmuch as it has not been heretofore required; it has been held under
former decisions 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 émbarrassment which the establishing this as a principle would
aecasion, is too obvious to require explanation. . .

‘2, Under what_certificate were the same admitted to eniry in the ports of France, and whether liable to fo-
reign or reduced duties.” . . L.

To this, besides the objection already stated, it seems ufterly 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 suzgested by the judge in his reasoning that the permission of importing into France the produce of her colonies
by neufrals, while those of the British dominions were excluded, was, of itself, a breach of neutrality, and if on
veduced 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 captors. If, as they contend, the laws of France, which provide for neutral commerce, are a ground
of condemnation, 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
arowth, and such certificates are to be verified by the commercial agent of France at the port of their shipment, or
his deputy; theseare called certificates of origin, and are indispensable. .

With respect to the reduced duties, we understand that there has existed in France, (many years previous {o 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. When that law was decreed, French subjects only could export the products 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, extracted from letters
found on board those ships, has probably suggested this inquiry, and not any certain knowledge of the law, or its
effect on the goods in guestion. Lo . L

‘To the latter part of the third proof required, it can be established that no condition is exacted from the exporters
of goods from France to any neutral country. = .

1n the present state of our commerce, the principles to which we have 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-
sary to favor us with any communication on the subject, it may be in time, and will be used in such way as you may

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

. JAMES S. COX,
President Insurance Company of Pennsylvania.
JOSEPH BALL,
President Insurance Company of Philadelphia,
\ . CHARLES PETTIT,
President Insurance Company of North America.
Javes Mapisow, Esq. Secrefary of State..
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Haurrax, November 8, 1805.
DEear Sir: i . . .

As theinterlocutory decree of the court of vice-admiralty in the cases of the Enterprise, Eugenia, Zulema,
and, Hamilton, will necessarily affect all the other ships engaged In the same trade; and as itisa decree which may
lead to a final decision of infinite importance, I have thought it 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 cargoes, 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 appeared, by a number of those
letters, that certificates of origin, as they were termed, had been carried to France by these several ships, 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 probability, 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 chleﬁy 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 such 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 of origin, and the duties in question, was extremely garbled and incorrect; that taking the
facts, however, for granted, it did 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 élctate; that the decree which 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 i, but 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. 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 legal argu-
ment in a court of vice-admiralty. ; L

e 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 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 had been given by our courts at the close of the last
wars but he observed, thatthe decree in question might impose certain restrictions and limitations, which, if complied
with, would create a breach of neutrality; that if nertrals, who were favoring the commerce of France, were allow-
ed the same privileges with Frenchmen, by an exemption from duties, or otherwise, he could not but consider them
in the 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 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 following points: 1. Of what
colony, or country, the outward cargoes were the growth, produce, or manufacture? 2. Under 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 French laws upon this subject, and what limitations are imposed on return cargoes?

I should imagine that 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 the 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 were shipped on
neutral account, and that all letters of correspondenc, bills of lading and invoices which concern each shipment,
or notarial copies of them, must be produced to the court, verified by the attestation of clerks or other indifferent

ersons. 'This proof should be accompanied by the test affidavit, as it is called, of the party himself, swearing to
ﬁis 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 na 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 further directions that will be necessary upon the potnt 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 them, and that they shall have a continuancg of my exertions,

am, &c.

Jonn Brack, Esq. of the house of Forsyth, Smith, & Co. Halifax.

JAMES STEWART.

Newrorr, R. 1. December 7, 1805.

Sir: .

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

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

Circumstances of the 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 lumber and provisions; vessel and cargo of the value of
about five thousand dollars. On the 13th day of. July following, on her outward passage, lat. 20° £¢/ north, she was
captured by a French privateer called the two friends, commanded b; 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
board a boat and compelled to_leave the schooner and provide for their safety as they might; fortunately they
arrived safe to Jand. Captain Bigley was put on shore at Miaguiagua, S. 'W. part of Porto Rico, being first stripped
of his papers, and the property about him. X

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 trifle compared to the value of the property. "What or whether any process was instituted against her
by the captors is not known, or whether they had any commission; it is supposed they had none. Owing to the
dlfﬁcu}ity 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.
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Circumstances of capture, &c.~On the 15th day of June, 1804, she sailed from Newport, bound on a yoyage to
Jamaica, and from thence back to Newport, with a cargo of dry and pickled fish, &c. valued at about eight thou-
sand dollars. On the——day of August, 1804, she was captured by a French privateer, called the com-
{cmmded by and carried into Baracoa, and there disposed of by the captors, but in what manner is not

nown.

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

Circumstances of capture.—On the 26th day of December, 1804, within one_mile of the shore of the island of
Cuba, and in sight of the Moro Castle, and bound to Havana, she_was captured by a French privateer, called the
Napoieon, and commanded b master. Captain Clarke petitioned the Government at the Havana to have
the property liberated, as being 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 hundred 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,
produced 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 refused, and bond of the captors was accepted for only
eighteen thousand dollars; and the only security required to this bond was a mortgage of some land in a distant
part of the island of Cuba. 'Whether any decree at St. Domingo has since been p@sseﬁ, 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,
William Shearman, of Newport; burden of the vessel about ninety-three tons. :

Circumstances of the capture, &c.—On the 17th of June, 1805, she was captured by a French privateer, called
the Lucerne, on her passage to Jamaica; afterwards on the — day of 1305, she was recaptured by an 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 capture, &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 capiured by a French armed boat, whether com-
missioned or not unknown. The crew of the brig_weré 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 be pro-

perly felt and noticed by our Government. Tam, &ec.
' SAMUEL VERNON, Jux~. President.

Honorable James Mavpison, Secrefary of State,

7o the honorable James Madison, Esq. Secretary of State, for }be United States.

Sir: NEWPORT, R. I. December 11, 1805,

‘The Newport Insurance Company deem it their duty to exhibit tothe Government, a statement of the losses
they have sustained during the present 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 of loss to the merchantsand 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: i

1st. Captures in the West Indies by piratical privateers, with real or pretended French commissions. The
property plundered by these privateers has been uniformly 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, although
she brings them to the United States, and the owners there unlade” them, pay the importation duties, finish the
concerns of the old voyage, and select and undertake another, with the same vessel and goods, itshall 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 fish and provisions, bound from Newport to Jamaica; vessel and cargo valued at $10,000, insured by the
Newport Insurance Company, $4,000 on cargo.

Circvmstances of capture, &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 their 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, §&c.—The captain, in his protest, declares that after being detained by an embargo at
Falmouth, in Jamaica, he sailed from thence for Montego bay on the 28th of April, 18055 that he had been out about
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 American vessels on the coast of Jamaica.
The Sully wastaken 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 lb]xmt.
They did so, and fortunately arrived at Montego bay on the 29th of the same month.

\
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I%0. 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.

Circumstances of eapture, &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 to 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
Isle 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 consul, who attended him to the Governor. Captain Toby explained to the Governor the ill treatment
he had encountered; demanded a restoration of his vessel, which was now within the Governor’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 captors were determined to sell him a slave for life. The Governor made
little or 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 Annand Harriet, William 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; $5,000 was insured by the Newport Insurance Company.

Circumstances of caplure, &c.—This vessel was captured on the eighth of May last, by a French privateer, off
Cape MMaire, 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 prize-master. After considerable exertiong, and throwing overboard
a great part of her cargo, she was got off by the English re-capfors, and taken by them to Kingston, Jamaica, where
the vessel and the remainder 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. . R

‘These are the principal losses sustained by this company, arising from the piratical depredations of privateers in
the West 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 importaut cases have occurred:

NMo. 1. The brig Rowena, Robinson Potter, 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 administrator of
Christopher Champlin, Esq. deceased; sum insured by the Newport Insurance Company $15,000,

Circumstances of capture, grounds of condemnation, §&c.—The owners of the Rowena had imported in her
from Mattinique a cargo of sugar 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
inguiries into the state of the European market. “They began to comtemplate 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 Znfwerp. For this purpose a2 new voyage was concerled, 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 hived armed_cutter the Griffin, commanded’
by Lieutenant Forbes. The alleged pretence of capture was a suspicion that the Rowena intended to violate the
blockade of Ostend. o

"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, <. e. from_the colony of the enemy to the mother country. The
Jjudge, Sir Wilham Scott, without entering into any discussion of the above question, or detailing at all the particu-
lar 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 Sir William Scott
states, was under a charter party before she quitted Boston, to perform the voyage she did perform. Admitting a
moment, tor 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 principle of Great Britain is one
deducible from the law of nations, and that its application was correct in the case of the Enoch, it by no means fol-
lows thatits application was likewise correct in the case of the Rowena. There was no charter party in the lat-
ter case; there was nothingindicating a primary and preconceived intention, viz: at the outset, to go to Europe with
the cargo procured in the West 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, aslaid down by the British courts. There was nothing, to
speak in the language of those courts, to shift the burden of progf. But waiving 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 preceding 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 condemuation, which,
in its style of absurd formality, pronounces the ship and cargo to have belonged, at the time of the capture and sei-
zure thereof, to enemies of the crown of Great Britain, and as such, or otherwise, liable to confiscation.

| Besides the total loss, the company have paid $556, their proportion of $876, being the law costs atiending 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 1nsurance Company, $15,000.

Circumstances of the case, capture, &¢.—The voyage in which this ship was engaged, previous to the one in
which she was captured, was from Newport to Batavia. She sailed from Newport in February, 1804, 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 her 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 May, 1805. The cargo was landed and delivered, and the importa-
tion duties secured to be paid. After 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 was, consequently, partially repaired, a n2ew crew hired, and the sugar and indigo taken from warehouses
and re-shipped. This ship sailed for Amsterdam on the 30th June, and was captured by His Britannic 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

\



1806.] DENMARK-PETER LANDAIS. . 773

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 voyage by any act done. And in respect of this
question, the judge declared there was no evidence that the continuity of the voyage was interrupted. The cargo 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 Spain, 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 agreed, that, if that had been proved, it would
have operated exactly the same effect as if actual hostilities had taken fﬁace; 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 émportation from Manzlla to Amsterdam, at this
period, it would haye been an importation perfectly legal, and all transactions in America may be laid out of the
question; yet, for being engaged in a voyage perfectly e§al, after having had that voyage ruined by an illegal cap-
ture, the owners of the Hope were denied indemnity for damages sustained, and compeﬁed 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. . R

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
((]:‘govgrnment, to procure speedy compensation to the sufferers, and redress to the nation for its violated rights and

ignity. . N . ey .
With sentiments of high respect, I remain, on behalf of said company, your obedient servant,
) SAMUEL ELAM, President.

- In Se~vaTe 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 commerce 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 the Senate, the following resolutions:

1. 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 their
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 arrangements with
the British Government, on this and all other differences subsisting between the,two nations, (an(? 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
Jjustice to which they are entitled.

3. Resolved, That 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, produce, of manufactures of the united kingdoms of Great
Britain and Ireland, or the dependencies thereof, that is to say, woollens, linens, hats, nails, looking-glasses, 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
Governments on the difterences subsisting between them, and to continue until such arrangements shall be agreed
upon and settled.

9th CoNGRESS. | . No. 195. [15t Sessiown.

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
ecrefary 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 of Denmark must be
liable to make restitution in the manner and upon the principles suggested in his report; and that it will be disposed
to do so 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 kingdom. .

Claims to a large amount are exhibited against the United States by the accredited agents of Denmark, 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 Denmar
itself, and not its subordinate agents, directed those proceedings 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 United 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.. .

YOL. IL
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To furnish an opportunity for such measures as the Executive may think proper to adopt in velation 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 effect of negotiation can be fully ascertained.
The following resolution is therefore respectfully offered to the House: i

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

9th ConcRess. ] No. 196. ‘ [ist SEssion.

FRANCE.
COMMUNICATED TO THE SENATE, MARCH 5, 1806.

To the Senate of the United States:

.A.ccordingr' to the request of the Senate, expressed in_their 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 Henry 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. X :

. 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 immediatelys but, if translations 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.

MarcH 5, 1806.

S DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Jugust 25, 1805,
IR:

It is represented by the parties interested in the ship New Jersey and cargo, for which indemnity is claimed
under the late convention with France, that a disallowance of the claim is iikely 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, wonld
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 agreedble, 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 suggest, 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.
1 have the honor to be, &c. '

) . JAMES MADISON.
Jonn ArustroNG, Esq., §¢c. §c.

Extract of a letter from General Armstrong 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, were entitled
to the benefits of the treaty of 1803.” ‘

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 thel causes to which they have been ascribed; that its admission by the
American Board was long suspended under Colonel Mercer’s objections, that “no evidence has been produced of
the insolvency of the captorss” 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 * other causes,” men~

“tioned in the rejecting arrét of the 28th of Frumaire. These “ other causes” are fully exhibited in the report of
the director of the fourth 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 tite New Jersey not having a role d’équipage, as provided by the treaty of 1778, was excluded from
the provisions of the fourth article of the treaty of 1800. =

4th, That the captain and agent of the privateer, not having been heard in their defence, nor even summoned
to appear before the tribunal, the decree of the Council 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 having even denied the right of either Government to question them with regard to an abandonment of
the property; and having besides, acknowledged, that the original owners, or a partof them, had acquired the New
Jersey by a new title; by yielding to the underwriters *‘un droit convenable de reprise dans le dépat,” it may be
fairly inferred 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 the loss to the original owners.” it only remains for me, therefore, to show that, In no after act, either
of the council or of M. Marbois and myself, was the broad principle, 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 differed somewhat concerning this proportion. He would have given three hundred and thirty-
three thousand francs, whereas, I thought that three hundred thousand were quite as wany as fell to its share; and
that you will think as I did, I have no doubt, when I inform you that there are 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.

Copy of « leiter from Henry Waddell to Messrs. Nicklin and Griffith, dated

PurLapereaia, February 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-
vica; in the course of which, I submit to your candor how far they may apﬂear 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, en an impartial consideration of the sub-
ject, will, T think, appear otherwise; and, I believe, you only require a correct statement of facts to remove the
impressions made by that memoir. i

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. Itis 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 Prairjal, 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 prize causes but in every other, always have a preference, and on that ground was there no
other; the American and Freach 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 given a receipt in full, thereby debarring you from any further demand.

I'am of opinion, nay, Ispeak with confidence, that our Government wished to give a preference to prize causes;
but by the convention of 1803, the appropriations ave 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, the New Jersey has been preferred and obtained judgment, when the others with more form have not.

The American minister has had a most difficult task to execute, for when he arrived in France there were not
fourteen hundred thousand francs unappropriated, with demands against that sum for many millions; he, there-
fore, praposed that all cases should be liquidated by being placed on the same footing; but the French Government,
by the convention, having reserved to itself the right of ﬁistribuﬁng the fund appropriated for the payment of Ame-
vican claims, he could only act in conjunction wiﬁ} the French minister of the public treasury, both of whom have
invariably aimed at impartiality, in disposing of this small balance among the different claimants.

1tis 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, particularly ag 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 2 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 this occasion, I take it upon myself to assert that General Arm-
strong acted under no other idea. )

The letter said tobe written by General Armstrong, I have understood, was communicated confidentially to your
agents after having written a second, placing the claim on a better footing than it was originally; and as to the effect
to which M. Dupont attaches so huch importance, it never produced any; but, had any effect been produced by it,
this was completely done away ®efore your agents  knew of its existence, therefore the publication of this letter in
M. Dupont’s pamphlet is too palpable, not to be understood by every man who judges without prejudice. But let
us suppose, 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 extremely
represensible had he assented to it, for it must have been almost to the entire exclusion of every other claimant.

VWhen I left Paris, General Armstrong had been confined to his bed for some weeks, whichaccounts for his not
taking notice of the publication in question; and although I disapproved of the letter, I am very certain it never did,
in the slightest degree, injure your claim. N .

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 discovering any thing hostile or unfriendly towards you,
that I have uniformly, as often as your house has been the subject of conversation, spoken of it as among the most

respectable of our country.

Henry Waddell to James Modison, Esq.

Privaverraia, February 26, 1806.

Sir:

When in Washington, I mentioned to your excellency that my view of the case of the New Jersey was very
differént 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.

have the honor to be your excellency’s most obedient, humble servant,
HENRY WADDELL.
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9th CownerEss.] No. 197. [1st SessioN.

AMERICAN SEAMEN IMPRESSED.
COMMUNICATED TO THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, MARCH 8, 1806.

DerarTMENT OF STATE, March 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 personsimpressed,
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 separate 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
Europe, 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
Stgtgs; b%t hthef cé)lumn of remarks, added to the list in lien of this discrimination, will exhibit some ground for
Jjudging of the fact. . .

t 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 the 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 having resigned it, and another
who had been appointed to succeed him having declined accepting it. The agent appomted for Antigua having
been absent from that island since his appointment in May last, no returns have been received from the Windwar
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 inciuded in the present report.

All which is respectfully submitted. .
. JAMES MADISON.



4 statement of applications made to the British Government in cases of impressments, from 1st Seplember, 1804, fo 18th May, 1805, by George IV, Evving, Esquire.

Seumen’s names,

Dates of impressment.

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

REMARKS.

Charles Pettingel, -

John Thomson,
George Mars, -

Thomas S. Polleck,
Thomas Moody, -
John Cotrill, -

John Maguire, -
James V\ﬁlite, -
John Gilmore, -
Benjamin Chaloner,
Robert Oakes, -
John Harcum, -
Henry Stone, -

Charles Xing, -

Peter Thomson, -
Edward Steward, -
Jonathan Archer, -
George Warburton,
John Tucker,
John M’Kaig,
John Ilsley,
James Millon,
Thomas Irwin,
‘William Innis,
Daniel Brown, -
John or Thos. Howes,
- Daniel Ross,” -
Thomas Morris, -

George Horne, -
George Watson, -
John T.ean or Lion,

Henry Knight, -

‘William Ackley or
Ashley.

Thomas Freeman, -

Hiram Candy or Ken-
nedy.

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

July 19, 1804

June 23, ¢ ’

September 2,

Not stated, -

July 18, 1804,

July 18, ¢

Not stated, -

1804, - -

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

August 1804,

May 12, ¢

Not stated, -
Do, - -
Do, - - =

September 7, 1804,

Not stated, -

September 9, 1804,

Not stated, -

Avugust 31, 1804,

Not stated, -
Do. - -

August 24, 1804,

August 28, ¢

April 20,

May 4,

May, - ¢

September, ¢
November 17, 1803,

Tiger, - -

Romney, - -
Neptune’, - -

Ganges, - -
Romney, - -
Enterprise, -

Amiable,
Hornet,

0.
Success,
Leda,
Mars, |
Enterprise,

Agamemnon, - -

Thrasher, -
0. -
Badymion,
ndymion,
Mars, - -
Salvador del Mundo
Curydice, - ~ -
Zealand, - -
Salvador del Mund
Ceres, - -
Magicienne,
eres -
Utrecilt,‘ - -
San Josef, - -

Petter, - -
Biter, - -
Dreadnought, -

tr oo

Princess Charlotte,

Egyptian, - -

ﬁgamemnon,
ontague, -

This man is stated to have had a custom house protection, but no steps had heen taken by the admiralty concerning him, on account of
the Tiger’s being on a foreign station, . .
He had a custom house protections but having been exchanged as an English prisoner in the West Indies, refused to be discharged.
He_lmdl a custom house protection; but the vessel having sailed to a foreign station, no steps could be taken by the admiralty concern-
ing him,
This man had a custom house protection and a certified copy of his act of naturalization. He has been discharged,
This man had a protection from Mr. Buckley, of Lishon, but it was deemed insufficient. He was refused to be discharged.
He had a protection from the consul at London. Having the appearance of an Irishman, and having served formerly on board a man
of war, refused to be discharged. Since discharged.
Has deserted. He had no proot of citizenship.
gischarged. He had a custom house protection.
0. o, 0.
Having no document to prove his citizenship, vefused to be discharged.
He had a protection. Having voluntarily entered, refused to be discharged.
Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.
He lilaa' a (}ln'otecuon. he result of the application was, that having no document whatever to prove his citizenship, refused to be dis-
charged.
Ap;geogfn(%_ tohbe a ({Sritish subject, with a false certificate, the description in which totally disagrees with his age and person, refused
o be discharged.
Answer: Does not appear on the books of the Thrasher.
Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.
0. 0. 0. 0.
This man had a custom house rgote_c.tion. ) . .
Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.
Does not appear on the books of the Salvador del Mundo.
No such person on the books of the Eurydice. Mr. Erving was possessed of the necessary proof of his citizenship.
Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection.

Having no document, and being, by his own confession, a native of Jamaica, refused to be discharged.

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

Does not appear on board the Ceres._ .

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

He ({1}13]:1 protdection. The answer of the admiralty was, that having no document to prove himself a citizen of America, refused to be

ischarged.

He had nobproof of citizenship. ‘

He had a custom house protection; but the answer was the same as in the case of Thomas Morris.

It was represented tothe admiralty that this man was compelled, whenimpressed, to enter and receive the bounty. Having voluntarily
entered for His Majesty’s service, and having received the bounty, refused to be dismissed.

Lost his protection when shipwrecked. .

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

Not answering the age and description in his certificate, refused to be discharged. Ordered to be discharged.
Discharged. He had a custom house protection.
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STATEMENT-—Continued.

Seamen’s names.

Dates of impressment.

Ships of warinto which
stated to be impressed
or carried,

REMARKS.

John Johnson, -

James Walsh, -
Jonathan Emery, -
John Taylor, -

Geo.Kamat or Kennat

Joseph Wildman, -
Benjamin Pass, = -
James Manning

James Cothe or C
James Baker, -
Francis Lemott, -

Andrew Anderson,
Henry Parker, -
Andrew Tucker, -
Thomas Harvey or
arney.
Andrew Kuhn, -
John Johnson, -
George Walker, -
Francis M. Migoer
or Miligan, .
Joseph Gudfrey or
odsey.
Peter Robinson, -
Ebenezer Compton,
James Edmonds, -

John Smith, -
Martin Colford

John, alias Jas. Brown|

John Johnson, -
John Barry,
Thomnas Harvey,
John Williams,
Joseph Thompson,

Daniel Johnson,
John Plymouth,
John Stewart,
Joseph Wills,
John Johnson,

otr:a]

Not stated, -
January 10, 1804,
November2s,
July 14,
July 18, 1801,
October, 1803,
Not stated, -
Do, - -
December, 1799,
Not state&, -
Do, - -

September 11, 1804,

August 3, «

Not stated, -
Do. -

Do. - -
August 13, 1804,
Not stated, -

Do. - -

~ Do, - -
Do. - -
September 13, 1804,
June 4, 1803,
Not stated, -
September 23, 1804,

Not stated,
D

t 1o

0.
Do. -
Do. -
September 16, 1804,
June 13, o,
Not stated,
Do, -
Do. -
Do. -
Do. -

[ T T R )

Royal William, -
Blerheim,
Do.

Do.
Do.

Do.
Terrible, -
0.
Medway, -

Agincourt,
Gladiator, -

Mercury, -

Salvador'del Mundo
Do. - -

Cerberus, -

Zealand or Ceres,

Do.. - -
Glory, - -
Monkey, - -

Mars, - -

‘| Biter.

Amethyst, -
Ulysses, - -

L’Amiable, ~ -
Inflexible, -

Prince, - -
Utrecht, - .
Enterprise, -
Tigress, - -
Windsor Castle, -

Prince, - -
Do.
Ceres.
Prince George, -
Princess Orange, -

N. C]{’: ’ll]‘he p(riotection detained from him on board the Royal William. Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be
ischarged. .

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

Ordered to be discharged.

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.

0. 0. 0.
]})Iaving no document to prove his citizgnship, refused to be discharged.

0. 0. 0. do.
Having been impressed for insulting the master of the vessel to which he belonged, refused to be discharged. He had a consular pro-
tection or certificate., .
Ordered to be discharged.
Haying voluntarily entered, refused to be discharged.
]O)rdered to be dlsclélarged. He had a (ciustom house protection.
0. 0. 0.

No such person to be found on board the Zealand.

He had no proof of citizenship,

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

Having no document to prove his citizens};ip, refused to be discharged.

This man had a custom house protection.

Discharged. 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.

No such person on board the Amiable but the captain’s servant, who veluntarily hired himself. Satisfied with the sevvice, and refused
to be discharged on that account.

He had a custom house protection. )

Ordered to be discharged. This man does not appear-in Plymouth hospital, where he was stated to be.

Having no document to prove his qttlzerlshxr, refused to be discharged.

Having been taken out of 2 smuggling vessel, and since entered voluntarily, refused to be discharged.

Appearing to be a British subject, and having no document prove to the contrary, refused to be discharged.

Having voluntarily entered, refused to be discharged.

Documents, A protection trom G. 'W. Erving, and a passport from the mayor of New York, while in the possession of Great Britain,
being insufficient to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.

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

Is not to be found on board the Prince.

Having voluntarily entered and received the bounty, refused to be discharged.
Having entered and received the bounty, refused to be discharged.
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Daniel S. Martin, -
George Woods, -
‘William, alias Tho-
mas Harnes.
William Jones,
Daniel Meredith,
Ebenezer Pinkham,
Samuel Matton,
John Grant,
‘William Brown,
William Busby,
Daniel Dixon,
Martin Hellet,
Jonathan (or John)
Hackett,
John Owens, -
James M’Clackland,
John Miller, -
Thomas Pennock, -
Edward Pipping, -
Joseph Pierson, -
John Smith, -
John Robingson, -
Peter Harris, -
James Featherstone,
William Sculla, -
‘William Mines, -
Charles Robinson, -
‘William James, =~ -
Henry Weeks, -
Francis Thompson,
Jobn Hathaway, -

John Downey, = -

Philip Ford, "alias
Caroline.

John Brack, alias

Brock.
William Godfrey,

Joserh Williams,
William Wilson,
John King,

George Wood,
George Slater,
Daniel Hearn,
‘William Buskell,
John Clements,
Benjamin Hunt,
William Wilson,
John Dunn,

LI T T B B T )

Not stated, -
Do -

Do. - -

Do. - -
1803, - -
September 24, 1804,
Noi) stated, -

[ -

September 28, 1804,

Not stated, -
Do. -

Do.
Do.
Do. -
Do. -

Do. -
August 12, 1804,
Not stated,
August 27, 1803,
Not stated,

Do, -

Do. -

Do. -
October 3, 1804,
September 19, 1804
Not stated,
October 12, 1804,

Not stated,
July 22, 1803,

EE O B |

October 4, 1804,
October 17, ¢

Not stated, -
October 20, 1804,
Not stated,
October 2, 1804,
Not state(f,

Not stated,
o.

j=4
L T T T S T )

Niobe, -
Windsor Castle,
Enterprise,

Wolf,
Namur,
Hermes, -
Glory.
Latona, -
Teaser,
Romney,
Agincourt,
Melampus,
0, -

St. Albans,
tite, -
Thisbe, -
Terrible, -
Enterprise,
Blenheim,
Sceptre, -
Adamant,
Dreadnought,
Terrible, -
Do. -
Enterprise,
enx, -
Zealand, -
Enterprise.
Plantagenet,

[

[ S R I S O N SN T TN T B

Leyden or Polyphe:

mus.
Tromp, -
Enterprise,

Emerald, -
Enterprise,
Prince George,

lonzo, -
Nimrod, -

Salvador del Mund

rania, -
0. -

Do. -
Prince, -
Sussex. -

Blenheim,
Zealand,

Does not appear on board the Njobe._ . ) . .
Having no decument to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection.
‘Was discharged from the service on proving himself an American.  He had a protection,

He had a custom house protection, . )
Having no document to l;irove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.
Has been discharged. e had a protection.

Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. .
Having served several years on board His Majesty’s ships, refused to be discharged. He had a protection.
Not to be found on board the Romney. .
Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.
Having entered and 1~ece15ed the bounty, refused tg be discharged.

0.

0. 0.

Do. do. ‘ do.

Do. do. do. .

Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. ,
Do. do. do. B

Do. do. do.

D

0. do. - do.

The Sceptre being on a foreign 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.

1I)Iavmg; no document to p(xiove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He is stated to have had a é)rotection.
0

. o. 0. o, 0.
Document, Erotgction from §, Sterrett, notary public, Baltimore, being insufficient to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.
Ordered to be discharged. .

Haying voluntarily entered, refused to be discharged. = .
Ordered to be discharged, if he answers the description in his certificate.

Having no document to prove his citizenship, and having entered His Majesty’s service, refused to be discharged.
Not having any document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.

Refused to be discharged.

Not having any document to Prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. It was represented to the admiralty that this man was
entered on the Comet’s role d’équipage. . .

Having voluntarily entered and received bounty, refused to be discharged. - .

Having no sufficient document to prove his citizenship, refused to be dqlscharged. He had a protection from a notary public.

The Nimrod having gone to a foreign station, no steps can be taken respecting this man. Certificate from the American consul at
Rotterdam, of his citizenship, was in his possession. -

Has been discharged. He had a protection, i .
"The document being ingufficient to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a protection from the consul at Bordeaux.
Has been (Jlscha}‘ge(t‘. He had a protection from the custom house.
Having voluntarily entered and received the bounty, refused to be discharged. )
Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a protection.
No such person onboard the Blenheim. . . .. . . .
- B. His protection 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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STATEMENT—Continued. _

Robert Corbin,

John Norris,
ohn Morris,

George Gibson,

‘Wilham Buck,

Not stated,

October 6, 1803, -
November 5, 1804,
Not stated, -
August 5, 1804, -

* Seamen’s names. Dates of impressment. | Ships of war into which
stated to be impressed REMARKS.
or carried.
Alexander Black, - | Not stated, - | Ariadne, - - | Haying entered for the service, refused to be discharged.
rquhar Fogerty, - Do. - - | Inconstant, - | Ordered to be discharged. . . . . .
John Hyde, - Do. - - |"San Ysidro, = | Documents taken from him on board the San Ysidro, where he is detained as a ptisoner of war. Having been released from a French
- . prison, on condition of serving in ¥is Majesty’s navy, refused to be discharged.
William Harvey, - Do. - -~ | Windsor Castle, - | Has been discharged. He had a protection. .
‘William Moultry, - Do. - - | Terrible, - - | Having entered and received the bounty, refused to be discharged. . .
John King, - Do. - - | Africaine, - - | Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had lost his protection.
John M*Gee, - Do. - - | Prince, ~ - - | Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.
Charles Lymburg, - | March 1, 1801, - | Courageux. . . . L. ) )
James Robinson, ~ - | Not stated, - | Prince, - - Thx‘ix. m}::n lelc'lt the United States prior to the commencement of the war. Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be
‘ - lischarged. Lo A -
Thomas Southeck, - Do, - - | Salvador del Mundo| Haying no document to JJrove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.
Elias Wood - | April, 1804, - | Inconstant, - { Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. L
Samuel Loci(wood, Not stated, - | Atlas, - - | The Atlas having sailed to a foreign station, their lordships cannot at present take any steps respecting him.
John Norberry, - | 1804, - - | El Caro. T
Abraham Hodson, - | Not stated, - | Spencer, - - | Has been discharged. N . . .
Alexander Payne, - [ October 8, 1804, - | Ceres, - - | Haying no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.
Rowd. Peirce, - | October10, ¢ ° - | Cracker, - - | N. B. Pierce was mate of the Hannah. Has been discharged. -
Barns. Norris - | October10, * - Do, - - | Has been discharged. .
Joseph L, Wiison, 1803, - - | Prince, - - | His protection was destroyed when impressed. .
Thomas Wright, ~ - | August 6, 1804, - | Ardent, - - | Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. . X . .
Rust Backer, - | Not stated, - | Blenheim, - - Histpll';)tedc_tio]n 1eftdon board the American vessel from which he was impressed. Having entered for His Majesty’s service, refused
o be discharged.
William Smith, - | Not stated, - | Zealand, - - { He had a protection.
John Smith, - | 1800, - - | Triumph, - - | Ordered to be discharged.
George Tabb, - | September 22, 1804, | Hermes, - - | He had a custom house protection. Ordered to be discharged. . . .
Enoch Roberts, } September 13, 1804, | Boadicea, - - | Not having any documents, and there being reason to suppose they ave subjects of Great Britain, refused to be discharged. They had
Joshua Small, Do. - - . - ‘- custom house protections. R -
Joseph Duke, - | October 29, 1804, - | Enterprise, - | Has been discharged. He had a protection from S. Williams.
Gobble, - | Not stated, - 0. - - { Does not appear. . . . 5 L .
Robert Crosbie, - | Not stated, - | Neptune, - - Pro&gct}n}on tzt]ken from him by the regulating captain, when impressed. Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be
e . 1scharged. s . .
William Nugent, - | Not stated, - | Britannia, - | Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. .
Dower Carson, - | September 24, 1804, | Dryad, = - - | Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. e had a custom-house protection.
Philip Lyman, - | Not stated, - | Mercmry, - ~ | Having entered, and received the bounty, refused to be discharged. . . . .
bm. Hanaird, - | Qctober 27, 1804, - | Royal William, - | Refused to be discharged, but no reason was given for this answer. He had a protection, which was taken from him when impressed.
John Johnson, - | October 29, 1804, - | Enterprise, - | Does not appear, : . L . .
John White, - | November 3, 1804, | Cygnet, - - | Not answering the description in his certificate, which has clearly been fraudulently obtained, refused to be discharged.

Adamant, -
Ganges, - -
Enterprise, -
Salvador del Mundo
Thunderer, -

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

to be discharged. .
Has been discharged. e had a custom-house protection.

Being a native of, and married at Bengal, refused to be discharged. Discharged as an invalid from the service.
a %y k=)

Has deserted, ﬁe had a protection. . . .
Having no sufficient document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection.
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8 Josh. "Thompson,

*II *T0A

Thomas White,

Joseph Masters,
Thomas Forbes,
Peter Forrest,
‘William Hunter,
‘William Finlay,
John Thomson,
Peter M‘Caw,
George Withurn,

Daniel Newbury,
Josh. Brown,
Andrew Mansfield,
William Aiken, -
Thomas Challis, -
Geo. Hilbert or Stac-
bert, -
John Jackson, -
‘William _Remmick,
alias Gyer, -
John D, Swift,
Jettro Fowler,
Esau Dominick,
Samuel M‘Crea,
James Gesson,
Jonathan Cook,
James Reid,

Liff Young,
Gerard Harsins,
"Thomas Aikin,
George Wabby,
Richard Hiett,
Andrew Hyer, -
John Edwards, -
Joseph Melena,. -

LI T T T B I}

Samuel B. Spencer,
ames Conolly, -
John Rendels, -

Peter Dolman, -
Jno. or Thos. M¢Do-

nald, -
Reuben Bessell,
John Haniford,
James Brown,
Thomas Earle,
William Davis,
Peter Newlan,
Richard Dawson,
Blake Peirey,

Not stated, -

Not stated, -
October 31, 1804,
Not stated, -
July, 1804, -
Not stated, -
November 8, 1804,
November 9, 1804,
Not stated, -
November, 1804,
October 18, 1803,
Not stated,
August 7, 1799,
April 20, 1803,
Not stated,

Not stated,
Not stated, -

November 12, 1804,
Not stated, -
1803, - -
Mar. or April, 1804,
Not stated, -
Not stated, -
August 28, 1804, -
Not stated, .

Not stated, -
Not stated, -
November 19, 1804,
November, 1804,

November 13, 1804,
Not stated, -
Not stated,
October 10,
Not stated,
Not stated,
Not stated,
Not stated,

1795, -

July 27, 1803,
Not stated,

Not stated,

Not stated,

May 4, 1798,
January 17, 1804,
Not stated,
March 14, 1793,
Not stated, _

1804,

I T T S S T S T

Thunderer, -
Salvador del Mundo
Censor, - -

Fisguard, - -
Blenheim, -
Dreadnought, -
Enterprise, -
0, - -
Salvador del Mundo
Bouncer, - -
Ganges, - -
Leda.
Dragon, - -
Cerberus, -
Prince, - -

Tender at Swansia,
Adder, - -

Acasta, - -
Triumph, - -
Dragon, - -
Castor, - -
Royal Oak, -

0. - -
Salvador del Mundo,
Alcmene, - -

Enterprise,
Sophie, -
Zealand, -
eres, = -
Enterprise,
Ganges, -
Salvador del Mundo
Jason,. - -
Megora, - -
Salvador del Mundo
Prince, - -
Not stated, -

Not stated, -

Triumph, -
Barfleur, - -
Princess, - -
Salvador del Mundo
Kent, - -
‘Winchelsea,
Barfleur, -
Do. -
Do. -

LI S R T )

This man was impressed by the Spaniards at Rio la Plata, and put on board the Mercudes Spanish ship, at the explosion of which his
rotection was destroyed. Ordered to be discharged, if no doubt remains of his being a citizen of the United States.

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

He had a custom house protection.

The Fisguard being on a foreign station, no steps can at present be taken respecting this man.

Having entered, refused to be discharged. . . .

Having no document, and having, moreover, entered His Majesty’s service, refused to be discharged. He was cast away.

He had a protection from G, W. Erving, . Lo

Discharged by Ritchbell. Had a passport from Mr. Monroe, and certificate of naturalization.

Ordered to be discharged, if no doubt remains _of his being a citizen of the United States. _

Having no sufficient document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. Protection taken from him when impressed.

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

Does not appear on board the Thisbe.
Ordered to be discharged. Lo . .
Not having any document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.

Not angwering to the description in the document produced on his behalf, a custom house protection, refused to be discharged.
He had a custom house protection. '

His protection taken from him when impressed; not to be fouhd.
His protection taken from him. Refused to be discharged.
Not on board the Castor. .

-Ordered to be discharged, if no doubt vemains of his being an American citizen. -

Ovdered to be discharged. ¥e had a custom house protection.

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

Having voluntarily entered in St. Aubin’s bay on board 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 prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.

Discharged by the regulating captain. Protection from Mr. Erving,

Having voluntarily entered, 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. . .

His certificate 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 certificate taken from him when impressed.

Daoes not appear on the books of the Prince. . . .

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.

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, refused to be discharged.

Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be dlscharged. He had a custom house protection.
Absented himself from duty in the dock yard, and had not returned. He had a custom house protection.

Is not to be found on the books of the Ceres. ~ Invalided from the Kent.

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

Lost his protection when shipwrecked in South America. Being a native of Ireland, refused to be discharged.
Having no document to prove his citizenship, vefused to be discharged. -

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

\
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STATEMENT—Continued.

Seamen’s names.

Dates of impressment.

Ships of war into which

or carried.

stated to be impressed

REMARKS.

Thomas Jackson, -
Peter Coffin, -
Jno. Johnson or Jones,
‘William Barnes, -
Thomas Shefficld,
Richard Reed,

James Harris,
Jacob Abbin,
Robert Fielding,
Joseph Stack,
Joseph Coles,

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

‘William Greene,
Edward Spencer,

'

Dennis or Dan’l Car-

ney, . -
James White, -
P. Lauries,-or Lewis,
Samuel Mitchell, -

Samuel Bailey, = -
Thomas Knight, or

right, - -
John Edwards, -
James Long, -
Richard Shays, -
Benedict A. Butler,
"Thomas Brown, -

James Thomas,” -
‘William Simpson, -
‘William Johnson, -
Thomas Parsons, -
Joseph Trowbridge,
William Taylor, -

December 3, 1803,
Not stated,
May 16, 1804,

"Not stated,

Not stated,
Not stated,

October 12, 1798,
Not stated,
Not stated,

December 12, 1804,

Not stated,

Not stated,
1802, -
October, 1804,
July, 1803,
August 7, 1803,

December 20, 1804,

January 3, 1805,
Not stated,

Not stated,

October 9, 1804, -

December 2, 1804,
December 2, 1804,

November 18, 1804,
November 18, 1804,

November 20, 1804,

March 9, 1802,

September 4, 1804,

December 7, 1804,

Not stated,
December 5, 1804,
December 5, 1804,
Not stated,

Not stated,

Not stated,

July 17, 1803,

Prince Federick,
ibernia, - ,
Haslar Hospital,’
Dreadnought,
Inconstant,
Niger, -

Triumph, -
Sea Gull, -
Triumph, -
Royal William,
Inconstant,

Royal William, -
Hibernia, - -
Sparkler, - -
Salvador del Mundo,
Hibernia, - -
Texel, - -

LI S N R |

Enterprise, -
ason, - -

Narcissus, -
Pluto, -
Viper, -
‘Windsor Castle,
‘Wolf, -

Wolf, -

‘Wolf, - -
Antelope, now in
Deal hospital,
Yarmouth prison, or
onboard of the Bagle,
Enterprise,

Louisa Tender, }-
Zealand, - -
Scourge.
Busy, - -

Hibernia, -

Hibernia, -
Topaze, - -

Having entered with Captain Spicer, of the Foudryant, refused to be discharged.

Haying no document to prove Eis citizenship, refused to be discharged.

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

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

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

His protection taken from ilil’l‘_! last war, in the West Indies, by captain M. Dobson, when on board of the
ment to grovg, his citizenship, refused to be discharged.

Ordered to be discharged. ) .

He had a protection from Mr. Jarvis, at Lishon, .

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

His protection was delivered by him to the master of the vessel from which he was impressed,

Losét !éis g_rot}ectior‘xl (which was granted him by G. W. Erving,) when shipwrecked in Jamaica. Having voluntarily entered, refused
o0 be discharged. : .

Not found on board the Royal William. He had a custom house protection. |

On producing a sufficient document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.

Has been discharged. He had a protection from Mr. Erving.

Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house grotection._

Not answering the description of the certificate produced on his behalf, refused to be discharged.

Hisdprolt‘ectio(lll taken from him by the regulating captain at Leith, when impressed. Appearing to be a British subject, refused to be

scnarged.

Being married and settled in England, refused to be discharged. He had a custom_house protection. .

Being a native of Devonshire, 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 Ireland, refused to be discharged. = He had a protection from the American consul at Leghorn.

Queen. Having no docu-

Document being insuflicient to rove his citi:zenship, vefused to be discharged. e had a certificate from a notary public.
Having no documents to prove his citizenship, refuseddto be discharged.

0. do. 0.

ge had a protection. The Wolf l?leing on a foreign station, no s_tep(sI can at present be taken respecting him.
0. o. o.

Do. do. do.

Will be considered as a prisoner of war, if it shall appear that he is an American.

Not on board the Enterprise. He had a custom house protection.
e had a custom house protection. ) . . . .

Having been sent from an American vessel for riotous behavior, the commander of which stated that they were not Americans, not-
witﬁstandin% their documents, refused to be discharged, "They had protections,

Having entered and received the bounty, refused to be discharged. He had a protection.

The Busy being on a foreign station, no steps can at present be taken respecting this man.
Having entered and received the bounty, refused to be discharged,

‘SNOILVTITY NHITYod G8L

*9081]



Peter Wilson, -
Andrew Scott, -
‘William Johns, or
‘Wilmuth Johnsen,
Benjamin Mosley,

Manuel Depra, -
John Biercroft, -
Christopher Docou -
George Robinson, -
Charles Bushneli, -
John Pumus, -
John Greene, -
Nicholas Boylston,

‘Thomas Jackson, -
Jno. Hayes, alias Jno,

Williams,

Robert Hudging, -
Frederick Jones, -
John Davis -
William “}atts, -
Philip Keg, -
John Finley, -
Robert Cook, -
William Kegs, -
‘William Cozzeus,

Henry Jackson, -

Charles T. Gould,

‘William Hughes, -

Martin Hynes, -
James Driskell, -
Lindsey Heady, -
George Farrington, -

Henry Jackson, -

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

Jerome Napivet, -

Not stated, -

Do. -

Do. - -
1803, - -
Not stated, -

Do -

December 24, 1804,
Not stated, -
December 1, 1804,
December 8, 1804,
Not stated,
August 4, 1803,
Not stated,

1803, .

Not stated, -
February 4, 1805, -
Not stated, -
February 7, 1805,
Not stated, -
February 11, 1805,
Not stated, -
Do. -

Do. -
February 9, 1805,
October, 1803, -

Not stated, -

December, 1803,
January 28, 1804,
Do.

111

February, 1805,
Not stated,

=
SPPLLOLLPS

November 23, 1804,

LI I T N A S N I |

Ceres.
Princess, - -
Zealand, - -

Plymouth Hospital,
or Temeraire,
Zealand, - -
Princess,
Hibernia, ~ -
Northumberland.
Dexterous, -
Salvador del Mundo|
Louisa Tender, -
Argus, - -
M:ﬁabar, - -
Adamant, - -

Topaze, "~
Zealand, -
Tourterelle,
Utrecht, -
Loire, -
Hindostan,
0. -
Tremendous.
Haslar Hosp. War
Trusty, -

t]
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Ambuscade,

La Sagesse,

Do, -
Princess, -
Salvador, -
Detain’d at Plymouth

as a pris’v of war,
Polyphemus, 3
0. -

D

Do. -
Do. -
Do. -
Do. -
Do, -
Do, -
Do. -

La Sagesse, -

Hound, - -

Being a British subject, and having served his apprenticeship in England, refused to be discharged.
Not having any document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.

Lost his protection when shipwrecked.

Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to he discharged.
0. 0. 0.

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.

Is not to be found. He had a custom house protection. -

Has been discharged. He had a custom house protection. .

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

Having no document to Xrove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. Lost his protection. .

Not appearing to be an American, and not having any document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.

Having entered and received the bounty, refused to be discharged.
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 discharged. .
Document being insufficient to prove his citizenship, refused to be (ﬁscharged. He had a protection.
Ordered to be cﬁscharged. He had a custom house protection.
IﬁIas been discharged. He hag a custom -house protection.

0. 0.

He had a protection from Mr. Maury. . . . . . .
Do%\&meﬁt produced in his behalf to prove his citizenship not being sufficient, refused to be discharged. He had a protection from
r. Erving,

As there i3 little doubt of his being an Irishman, and having no document to prove his citizenshi
stated that there were sundry papers, and certificates_of his citizenship in the possession of
States’ frigate Constitution, to which this man belonged when impregsed: Lo .

Nofi arln)s“ae_ru}g theddescrlption in the document, a custom-house protection, produced in his behalf, refused to be discharged. Ordered
o be discharged.

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

Do. do. do.

Do. do. do. N . . .

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

Ordered to be discharged. He was taken out of a Spanish vessel captured by the British.

, refused to be dischar; ed, Itis
ieutenant Gordon, of the United

The Polyphemus having sailed to a foreign station, no steps can at present be taken in these men’s cases, 'They all are stated to have

had custom house protections.

Doréum%nt produced in his behalf to prove his citizenship being insufficient, refused to be discharged. Protection from Savage, Kings-

on, Jamaica.

Order_e’d to be discharged. Mr, Napivet was seized at Jamaica, and sent to England as a prisoner. He had a passport from the Mar-
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 of war into which
stated to be impressed REMARKS,
or carried. .
Matthew Brown, - | Notstated, - | Eliza, tender, - | As there are good grounds for supposing this man to be a native of Ireland, and being identified to have belonged to the impress gang
at Bristol, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection,
Reuben McKinsey, | March 5, 1805, - | Tender at Bristol, e had a protection. .
Muffee Day, - | Not stated, - | Princess, - - | Being a native of Owyhee, refused to be discharged. He had a protection, . .
Simon_Day, - 0. - - 0. - - | Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had lost his protection.
Peter Baker, al. Pe- | 1801, - - | Resolve, - -'| Impressed into the Boston, the commander of which (Douglas) took from him his protection, in whose possession it still remains, Hav-
ter Scott, ing no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. . .
George Smith, - | March 6, 1805, - | Blazer, or Flamer, | Having voluntarily entered, refused to be discharged. Custom house protection.
Christr. Tillinghast, | Not stated, - 0. - - | Ordered to be discharged, provided he answers the description in his certificate, Custom house protection.}
X\l’)illian‘k},ﬁgséﬁy, - Do. - - 4 Polyphemus, - | The Polyphemus having sailed to a foreign station, no steps can at present be taken respecting this man. He had a protection. -
ram Williams,
Edward Moodie, } Do, - - Do, - - | These men had custom house protections, which they lost when shipwrecked. The Polyphemus having sailed to a foreign station, no
Michael Gill, steps can at present be taken concerning them.
Samuel Tufts, - | February, 1805, - | Hazard, - - | Has been discharged. He had a custom house protection.
Ephraim Mclntire, - | Not stated, - | Malabar, - - | Haying entered and received the bounty, refused to be discharged. e had a custom house protection.
John Thomas, - Do. - - | Princess, - - | 'This man is a slave, and the property of Captain Day, an American citizen; has volunteered for His Majesty’s service, and was born.

James Carson,
Robert Dow, jun.
- Cuthbert Gill,
Samuel Hodges,
John Thrusty,
John Williains,
George Collins,
Dennis Welsh, -

(I I T |

Do. -
March 7, 1805,
March 10, 1805,
Not stated,
August, 1804,
February 10, 1805,
Not stated, -

0. - -
Anapplication was made to the Admiralty

for the discharge of

from the ships Dol

New York, on boar
Benjamin Roundﬁr,
Augustus Lasarch,
John Baker,
Clement Coffin,
James Neale,
Daniel Greene,
James Kelly,
Jesse or John Gray,

or Grayless,
Robert Coulson, = -
Charles Lowe, alias
ove,
James Cox, - -
William Smith, -

LI T B ]

the men impressed
and Leander, of
the

March 19, 1805,

Not stated,

1803, -

March 10, 1805,

Not stated,

April 3, 1805,

Not stated,

Matrch 20, 1805,

March 28, 1804,
Not stated,

April, 1805, -
March 9, 1305, -

LI O R SN S T T Y

Triton armed ship,
trecht, - -
Salvador del Mundo,
Win;lsor Castle, -
olf, - -
Emerald, - -
Polyphemus, -
Emerald, - -

Fortune, -

Territer,
Puissant,
Vanguard,
Hibernia,
Inflexible,
El Carson,
Pallas, -
Clinker, -

Royal William
Si) ’

0. -

[ |

ln.nnalvr__../\_.ﬁ

(Y

Princess, - -
Malabar, ~ - -

at Curacoa. Having entered the service, and having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.
Having entered, refused to be discharged.

Ordered to be discharged. : .
Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection.
Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.
Having no document to prove his citizenship, vefused to be discharged.
Ordered to be discharged. Tle had a custom house protection. .
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.

He had a custom house protection.

Directions have been given to inquire into and réport the circumstances of the case, and to discharge such of the men as may be fur-
nished with custom house certificates, &e.

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_ Vanguard being on a foreign station, no steps can at present be taken respecting this man. He had a custom-house protection.

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

Having voluntarily entered on board the Gelykheid, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection.

Discharged 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 taken, &ec.

Directions have been given for inquiring into his case. . . .

Not to be found on board the Zealand, into which he was sent from the Malabar. He was impressed from an English merchantman.

Ordered to be discharged.
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Charles Lobban,
Thomas Foreman,
George Weaver,
John Elliott,
David Watts,
William Hard,

'

John 8. Murray,

- John Trainer,
Robert Banentine,
Joseph Namer,
Alexander Adams,
Alexander Waddy,
B. S. Caldwell,
Thomas Gauslin,
Samuel Cooper,
bert,
Abraham Morgan, -
Peter Smith, -
Joseph Lewis .
Thomas Williams, -
‘William Thompson,
"Thomas Fowley, -
James Gardner, -

Daniel Teal, -
George Williams, -
John Joy, - -
Benjamin Linsey, -
‘William Clark,
Joseph Price,
John Childs,
John Major,
Henry Niles,
Henry Stone,
Jesse Emmons,

e (31

Ebenezer Carter, -
William Hall, -
Major Smith, -
Peter Harvey, -
Abram Lott, -
Bristow Jackson, or
Johnson,
Benjamin Rogers, -
‘William Townsend,
Robert Craig, =~ -
Jacob Blake, -
John Donaldson, -

Joseph Thompson, -

April 5, 1805,
April 8, 1805,
March 10, 1805,
1802, -
April 1, 1805,
Not stated,

Do. - -

April 1, 1805, -

March 17, 1805,
Not stated,
April 15, 1805,
July 23,1801,
January 19, 1804,
Not stated,
November 7, 1804,

February 1, 1805, -
January 31, 1805, -
March, 1805, -
Not stated,
March 14, 1805,
Nog) stated,

0. -
November 7, 1804,
April, 1805, -
Not stated, =~ -
April, 1805, -

April, 1805
No:tb s’tated,,

0. -
April 9, 1805,
April 2, 1805,
May 2, 1805,

April 12, 1805,
Maj\g 6, 1805,
0.

E I T T T Y

Do. -
Not stated,
Do. - -

Argus, -
Dauntless, -
Surinam, -
Blenheim, -
Eliza tender,

Royal William,

Do. -

Princessa, -

Lively, - = -
Prince Frederick,

Vesuvius, -
Centurion, -

Prince George,

Eurydice, -
Do. '

Acasta,
D

0,
Lively
Utrech,t,
Ferriter,

Salvador de-l Mund;),

Lark, -
Eurydice, -
Vesuvius, -
Enterprise,

Royal William,

El Carso, -

Royal William, -

Enterprise,

Tender at Bristol, i

Brilliant, -
Enterprise,

Bloodhound,
Enterprise,

Tender atDe
Utrecht, -
Prince, -

ptford,

‘Windsor Castle, -

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

Has been discharged.

Decument being insufficient to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.

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

Being a native of North Britain, and married in England, refused to be discharged.

Having entered for the service, 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.

Discharged. These men had protections.

Ordered to be discharged. He had a protection. ) .

Document being insufficient to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a notarial certificate.

His protection taken from on board the Vesuvius.

Having 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 certificate of citizenship.

Havxfng‘ tr_1o doal}ment to prove his citizenship, and, moreover, being a volunteer, refused to be discharged. He had a notarial certificate
of citizenship. .

Ordered to be discharged. He had a protection. Discharged.

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

He had a protection.

Ordered to be discharged. -

Having been impressea out of a smugeling vessel, and having voluntarily entered, refused to be discharged.

Ordered to be discharged, provided he has not entered.

Iie had a protection.

Having voluntarily entered, refused to be discharged.

Refused to be discharged.

The name of the slnr'in which he is confined not mentioned. Refused on that account to be discharged. .

This man states, in his letter to Mr, Erving, that the usage which he received on board the Despatch, of Philadelphia, Captain Benners,
was 80 bad, that he was induced, on his arrival at-Cowes,to enter on board the Royal Wpilliam; that his protection was withheld
fx';om h(im by the said Benners. Having voluntarily entered, and having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be dis-
charged. . ]

Having voluntarily entered,refused to be discharged. .

He had a protection, but he states that he was sent from a British vessel, by the master of the Nile, into the English service.

Being an impostor, with a certificate that does not answer his description, refused to be discharged. He had a protection.

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

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

Having a spurious document, refused to be discharged.

Not to be found onboard the Bloodhound. He had a protection.
gpinf an idmpostor, a native of Plymouth, refused to be discharged.
ischarged.,
Huvjng?xo 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. Tlaving every reason to belieye that hie is an Irishman, refused

to be discharged. N . . .
Document insufficient to prove his citizenship. Refused to be discharged.
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STATEMENT-—Continued.

Seamen’s Names.

Dates of impressment.

Ships of war into which

stated to be impressed REMARKS.
or carried.
Charles Lewis, - | Not stated, - | Neptune, - - | Not having a sufficient document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a certificate of manumission.
Levi Hall, - - | May 8, 1805, - | Namur, - - | Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a protection. Has been discharged. .
Joseph i)r tTllos. Jiu- | Not stated, - | Puigsant, - - | Having no document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. He had a protection, Ordered to be discharged.
niche
Middleton’Bartlcy, Do. Inflexible, Having entered and received the bounty, refused to be discharged.

James Pitcher,
Caleb Smith,
John Jackson,
John Reiley,

Ebenezer Turner, -
‘William Simpson, -
Robert McGurdy, -
William Spencer, or
Spence,
John Arenberg,
James Smithar,
Eleazer D. Bray,
John Smith,

LI T

May 6, 1805,

April 10, 1805,

Not stated,
Do.

-

[ IR I 2 |

November, 1804,
April 10, 1805,
February, 1805,
Not stated,

Do. -
Do.

Do. -
May 18, 1805,

Salvador de-l Mund:), H

Buryalus, -
El Carsq, - -
Eolus, or Salvador
del Mundo,
Polyphemus,
Euryalus, -

Ruby -
VA ealn;u] y -

RDuby, -

Etluilioq, -
Enterprise,

11 v

aving no documents, &c. Has been discharged.

Has been discharged. e had a custom”house protection.

Had lost his protection. Has been discharged. , .

‘Was lately master of the ship Peggy and Owner’s Good Will. Has been discharged.

Having no document fo prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged.
Has been discharged. ﬁe had a protection. .

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

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

Has absented himself without leave. e 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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Statement of applications to the British Governument in cases f impressinents, from the 18th May to the 26th September, 1805, by Willian Lyman, Esq.

Seamen’s names.

Dates of impressment.

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

REMARKS.

John Whitehead, .
"Thomas Frazer,
Daniel M’Millan,
‘William Bryant,

‘William M?Collister,

Thomas Lane,
John Baines,
David Griffin,
John Rose or Ross,

Joseph Frazer,
David Newark,
John Richie,

‘William French,
John Lock,

William Pitt Oliver,

ohn West,

Samuel Shepard,
Samuel Larcbee,
Martin Pain,
James Kinsley,
James Fowler,
John Smith,
"John Davis,
John Dixon,
John Webster,
Daniel Robertson,
William White,
‘William Duay,
John Hedrick,
Joseph Rowland,
John Rhoads,
Marten Wolf,
Thomas Griffiths,
Caleb Starkens,
James Smith
William Gibbs,
James Murray,
Joseph Reid
Samuel Bunker,
James Minzies,

LI T T T T S T T |

L A A ]

1
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Not stated,
April 24, 1805,

May 19, 1805,

Not stated,
Do.
Do.

0.
May 30, 1805,

t

March 15, 1805,
May 22, 1805,
Not stated, -

Do.
April 22, 1805, -

Not siated,
May 10, 1805,

Not stated, -

September 10, 1803,
Not stated, -
Do.
Do.
Do.
May 14, 1805,
Not stated,
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
February 18, 1804,
No:tD stated,

0.
July 6, 1805,
May 20, 1805,
June, 1805,
Not stated,
Do.

LI T I R T T Y R R |

-

L T T S S T T T T R T N T O RO T A O I |

Cesar, - - - | Documents being insufficient, refused to be discharged.
Cracker, - - - | Ordered to be discharged. . . .
Inis . . { "The officers who impressed these men declined giving to Caplain Bunker the name of the ship they belonged to,
i but only told him that the commander’s name was Paget or Bliss. _

Salvador del Mundo, - | Ordered to be discharged. He had a protection from the custom house in New York.
Resolu, - - - | Haying no document, refused to be discharged.

Do. =~ - - - | Ordered to be discharged. . - )
Alfricaine, - - | Having no document, and having served His Majesty the greater part of last war, refused to be discharged.
Enterprise, - - Bel(tll_g, ;)y hli[ own account, a native of Argyleshirve, which is corroborated by other circumstances, refused to be

ischarged,

E?lus, - - Has been gischarged. He had a custom house protection.

harger. .
Arab, - - - | Being an impostor, and recognized as “a native of Scotland, whose real nameis Mackie, refused to be discharged.

He had a custom house protection. .
Salvador del Mundo, Discharged. He had a custom house protection. .
Amethyst, - - | Documents being insufficient, refused to be discharged. He had a certificate of protection from the American
) 1 . consul at Amsterdam.” | . . :

Cayenne, - - | The Cayenne being on a foreign station, their lordships cannot at present take any steps respecting this man.
Utrecht, - = - = | Ordered to be discharged. ¢ had a custom house protection. ’
Amelia, - - - | The Amelia being on a foreign station, their lordships cannot at present take any steps respecting their discharge.
Roebuck, - Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. . .
Namur, - - Not answering the description in his %rotection, and having voluntarily entered, refused to be discharged.
Zealous, - - He had a custom house protection. ot answering the description in his protection, refused to be discharged.
Namur, * - - Documents being insufficient, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection.

Do. - - He had a custom house protection.
Surinam, - :1 Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection.

Salvador del Mundo,
Argo or Anson,
Centaur, -
Desirée,
Ceesar,
Orion,
Do.
Do.

0.
L’Espoir,
Charwell,
Viper,
Do. . - -
Princess, “ -

[ I '}
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[ T T T T T SR R |

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

Ehis ship having sailed to a foreign station, no steps can at present be taken respecting this man.
0. 0. o.

Being an impostor, and an Irishman, réfused to be discharged.  He had a custom house protection.

Documents insufficient, refused to be discharged. An affidavit made in the United States.

He had a custom house F{rotection. .

Has been discharged. He had a custom house protection.

He had a custom house 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 impostor, and recognized as a native of Newecastle, refused tobe 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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STATEMENT-Continued.

Seamen’s names,

Dates of impressment.

Ships of war into which stated

to be impressed or carried.

REMARKS.

Absalom Simkins,
Dauniel Paine, -
Matthew Dawson,
Jonathan Medley,
Daniel Wilkams, -
James Dingey, -
Thomas Goodwin,
Cato Decasta, -
John Connor, -
James Burnes, -
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 Congdon,

Daniel Frenal, -
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 ﬁeckman,
Thomas Osborne, -

William Breton, -
William Stockdal,

[ I
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1

June 20, 1805, -

February 21, 1804,
July 9, 1805,
Not stated,
July, 1805
Not state(i,
July 5, 1805,
July 25, 1805,
Not stated,
Do.

Do.
Do.
June 13, 1805,

Not stated, -
August, 1805, -

Not stated, -

Do. -
July 23, 1805, -
January 22, 1805,
Not stated, -

January 22, 1805,

July 23, 1805, -
August 13, 1805, -

August 14, 1805,
Nog) stated,

0.
Not stated,
Not stated,
Not stated,
Not stated,
Not stated,
Not stated,

December 25, 1804,
Not stated, -

[ I T

A

Iris, -
Orion, -
Haughty.
Avon, -
Enterprise,
0. -
Astrea, -
Arethusa,
Belliqueu,
Curieux, -

Do. -
Do. -
Haughty, -
Namur, -
Princess, -
Belliqueux,

Trompeuse,

ark, -
Do. -
Do. -
Do. -

Princess, -

Do. -
Do. -
Mariner, -
Andacious,
Captain,
Do.
Do.
Aundacious,
Heron,

Malabar,
Hearty,

t et s o1t oo

E 2 S I N T T B |

Document, the protest of the American captain from whom they were taken, being insufficient to prove their citi-

zenship, refused,”&e. .
Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection,

Being unable to bring any proof of his being an American citizen, refused to be discharged.
Being a native of Lowestoffe, refused to be discharged. 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, e had a notarial certificate.

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

conduct, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. .
Being an Irishman, refused to be discharged. He huad a protection from a notary public.
Having entered, refused to be discharged.

Being a native of North Britain, refused to be discharged.

The vessels having sailed to foreign stations, no steps can, at present, be taken, &ec.
Has been discharged. He had a custom house protection. :
Being a native of Ireland, refused to be discharged.

The Belliqueux having sailed to a foreign station, no steps can at present be taken respecting these men.

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

0. 0.
Having cntered, refused to be discharged.
Have been discharged.

Ordered to be discharged. They had custom house protections.

Being a native of Edinburg, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection.

Ordered to be discharged.  He had a custom house protection. . . .
He had a custom house protection, but not agreeing with.the description of his person, refused to be discharged.

He had a custom house protection.

Do. do.

Do. do. . ;

Do. . do. . L. . .
He had indentures of apprenticeship, as evidence of his citizenship.

| Document being insufficient, refused to be discharged. Affidavit made before the Lord Mayor of London of his

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

custom house protection.

Ordered to be discharged. Having since acknowledged himself to be a British subject, and entered for His Ma-

Jjesty’s service, the order for his discharge has been revoked. He had a custom house protection.
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William Atlen, -
William Parrot, -~
‘William Weatherland,
John Handley, -
Robert Rogers,
Edward Barry,

& John Vincent,

© Thomas Smith,
John Smith,
Thomas Mooney,

« John Borney,

© James Guy,
John Luker,

& Lemuel Beale,
Robert Morris,
George Wood,
John Rolla,
Thomas Walds,
Gilbert Lowen,
Thomas Sanxton,
#*Thomas
John Thomas West
Jesse Boyd,

John Brown,
Anthony Huisler,
‘William Eaton,
Richard P. Tongue,
William Watts, -

Thomas Bowyer, -

LI R - T O L T R T T S T T S B Y

Joseph Burnes, -
John Scott, -
James Bannister, -
John Multhrop, -
John Gordon -
John Dl‘lSCOII, -
Samuel L. Sherman,
John Brown, -
‘Wm. Shar, alias Shaw,
Michael Hewitt, -
Robert Morney, -
William Summers,
Jonathan Curtis, -
Adam Brown, -
Thowmas Boyd, -
Robert Warnock, -
‘Wm, Burnham, Jun.

L L e e R O DL I R B S R 2O T N SN T S T T B Y
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‘Auguﬁt, 1805,

August 13, 1805,
August 23, 1805,
Not stated, -
Not stated, -
August 24, 1805,
August 30, 1805,
Not stated, -
August 23, 1805,
August 27, 1805,
August 22, 1805,
September 2, 1805,
Not stated, -
August 7, 1805, -
September 7, 1805,
July 28, 1803,
June 1, 1805,

0.

Do.

Do.

Do.
August12, 1805,
August 12, 1805,
Not stated,

Do

Do.
Do.
Do.

Do. -
Do. -

Do.

August 15, 1805,
Not stated, -
Not stated, -
Not stated.
March 2, 1805,
Not stated,
April 18, 1805,
Not stated,

Not stated,

Not stated,

Not stated,
September 17, 18
May, 1805,
September, 1805,
December, 1804,

[ T T S R S B T R N O )
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Bold, |
Enterprise,
0id,
Repulse,
Champion,
Princess,
Pallas,
Princess,
0.
Do.
Do.
Blazer,
‘Watchful,
Princess,
Victory,
Diligencia,
Staunch,

Do. - -
Salvador del Mundo,

Euryalus,
Diligence,

Barbadoes,

Avrethusa,
Vesuvius,
Blazer,
L’Athenienne,
Desperate,

Sussex hospital ship,

Africa

[ A I D T O I I I A T I I

Royal ’VVilliam, )

Princess,
Alfred,
Porpoise,
Amazon,
Avon,
Barbadoes,
0,
Do.

FE R R T S I T |
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Being a North Briton, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection.
Being a native of Wales, refused to be discharged.
Being a native of Yorkshire, refused to be discharged.
Document insufficient, refused to be discharged. }Ie had a custom house protection.

He had a protection. Not answering the description in his document, refused to be discharged.

Being a native of Ireland, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. .

The Pallas having sailed to a foreign station, no steps can at present be taken respecting this man. .

Not answering the description in his 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 discharged. He had a custom house protection.

Being a Scotchman, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection.

Has been discharged. He had a custom house protection. .

Document insufficient, refused to be discharged, He had a custom house protection.

Being a Scotchman, refused 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 part of a protection.

Impressed from the American ship Belisarius by the Stuaunch gun-brig, from which they were returned, but their
protections were withheld from them. This application was therefore made to the Admiralty, requesting that
they might be returned. Protections returned.

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

They had custom house protections. Not on board the Diligence.

Their lordshipst.seeing no grounds for allowing this man’s discharge, refused to be discharged. He had a custom
ouse protection.

Haying been received in exchange as an English prisoner of war, refused to be discharged. He had a custom
house protection.

Documents insufficient, refused to be discharged. He had a notarial certificate of citizenship.

Being a native of Scotland, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. .

Not answering the description in his document, refused to be discharged. He had a custom house protection.

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

He had a custom house protection.

Ordered to be discharged. . )
ocument insufficient, refused to be discharged. He had a protection from Mr. Maury, at Liverpool.
Ordered to be discharged. He had a custom house protection. -
Il-)Ie had a custom house protection. -
0. 0.

Do. 0.

He had a custom house protection. 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.

Noi having a sufficient document to prove his citizenship, refused to be discharged. .He had a custom house pro-
ection.

* 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 of impressment, made immediately to the Department of State, and not before reported to the House of Representatives, or included in Mr. Erving’s or Mr. Lyman’s

returns fo this office.

Scamen’s names. Dates of impressment. Vessels of war into which

stated to be impressed or REMARKS.
carried.

John Atkinson, - Not stated, - - | The Driver, - - | This man had a protection.

Martin Akens, - - | February 25, 1805, - | The name of the vessel one.
concealed, - -

%}Sﬁ;‘ﬁll‘%ﬁ)ﬁd and } December 19, 1804, - | Imogene, - - | Tt does not appear whether they had protections.

ry ’ . .
Elijah Acvmstrong, - - | May, 1803, - - | Eolus Had lost his protection.

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 Outerside,
Robert Blaway,
Samuel Bunker,
Amos Thop,
John Woolridge,
William Brown,

John Buffinton,
George Burns,
James Barber,
Joshua Baker,
Enoch Clark,
Joshua Bartlett,

FRNE T ST T B I A

LI R B T

~n

o,

January 22, 1805,
Not stated, -
Do. i

August, 29, 1805, -

August 20, 1505 - -

September 25, 1805, -

February 11, 15, 18, 1805,
Not stated, -
Not stated, -

July 29, August 2, 1805,
August 14, 1805, - -
March 20, 1805, - -

Not stated, - -
Not stated, - -

Not stated, - -
Not stated, - -

, - -
The name of the vessel

concealed, o
Vangunard, -
St. Lucie, -

Ingdian, -

-

s

Sloop of war Hawk, -

Mercury, - -

Pitt frigate, - -

Leander, - -
Armed vessel Viper,

A tender at Belfast, -
Cambrian, - -
Tender Gysey, - -

Franchise.
La Revolutionnaire, -

Camel, - - -
Not stated,

Supposed to be a British subject, though he had a protection as an American.
Protection.
D

0.
Danish do.
American do.

Supp(;sed to be British subjects, They were passengers in the American ship Augusta, from Belfast, in Ireland,
to New York, and were impressed about nine miles from New York. :

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

It is stated that all these men entered voluntarily into the British service.
He had a protection.

They had protections. These men deserted.

It does not appear whether he had a protection. Eighteen passengers, from Belfast, in Ireland, to New York, were
taken at the same time from the American, by the frigate Cambrian. .

This man had a protection, as an American citizen, but was a British subject, as is stated.

He had no protectic. .

Had lost theirs,

06L
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John Blackburn,
John Anderson,
William Rysell,
John Bloomser,
George Bradshaw,
James Brown,
Thomas Born,
Samuel Breede,
Jost Butler,

John Bishop,
Nathan P, Brook,
Abram Myers,
Jacob Beird,
Henry Beauman,
Thomas Butler,
Georﬁg Bryant,
John B. Brown,
Malcolm Bruce,
John Bowman,
Laurence Brown,
John Blume,

John Evans
Joseph L. Worthy,
Thomas Knapp,
David Brown,
Robert 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 Carther,
John Clark,
Thomas Cook,
George Wilson,

I T T T T T T T S S S S S S S T S S S S S T T S S T T S ST S T S S SR S S R WY
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June, 1805, -

September 1, 1800,
July 30, 1804, -

April 10, 1804, -

Not stated, -

Not stated,

May 26, 1805,
June 10, 1805,
May 15, 1805,
June 21, 1805,
Not stated,

May 25, 1804,
October 29, 1803,

[T A I A |

October 5, 1505, -

Not stated, -
June 27, 1804, -

September 5, 1804,

April 6, 1805
Not stated, ’
Ditto, -
Ditto, -
Ditto, -
February 9, 1804,
November 7, 1804,
Not stated; -

September 16, 1803,

Not stated,
Ditto, -
May 11, 1803,
Not stated,

[ I SN

May 8, 1805, ~

Not stated, -
Ditto, - -
April 6, 1805, -

October, 1803, -

E IR IR T N T T I |

[IE T T S T R 4

Press Gang at Hull,

Cleopatra, -
La Vertue, -

Serapis, - -

Galen, - -

Not stated
Tartar or Indian,
Brig Cruiser,
Orpheus, -
‘Tartar, * -
Gun brig Vixen,
tork, -
Rackoon,

[PV

LI T T T S B )

Name of the vessel con-

cealed, - -

Monarch, -
Driver, - -

Leander, - -

Galatea, -

St. Lucte,

Lazareth,

Duquesne,

Not stated,

Eloisa.

Sloop of war Fly,
*Otseau, -

Gunboat brig, -

Cambrian,
Indefatigable,
La Loire, -
Orestes, -

Diana, ~ .

Amelia,
St. George, -
Reynard, -

Perseverance,

These men had American protections, but acknowledged that they were British subjects, and voluntarily entered
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 appear 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 protection.

Protection,
Ditlo.

"Protection,

Prussian protection.

British subject. a4
American citizen, without a protection.
Naturalized ditto, with ditto,

Citizens of the United States,

Protection.
itto.

Ditto.

British subject,

Protection.

Does not appear whether he had one.
Had lost his.

British subject.

Protection.
It does not appear whether he had one,

These men deserted.

Protection.

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 recaptured by the British vessel,
iana,

He had lost his protection.
Protection.

Without protections. ‘The first a citizen of the United States, and the last a British subject.
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STATEMENT—Continued.

Seamen’s names.

Dates of impressment.

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

"Thomas Clark,

Joseph Clancy,
Thomas Cox,
Laurence Clark,

John Clark, - -
Henry Christ, -
‘William Cox, -

Patrick Cunningham,

Croreston, -
John Campbell,
Caleb Carr,
Peter Coyle,
John Coleman,
James Cuilimore,
Robert Thomson,
Daniel Carmichael,
John Crawford,
James Deane,
Isaac Day, -
Isaac Dick, -
Thomas Doyle,
Ed. Ryly, -
John Dixon,

John Davis, -
Michael Davis,
Michael Davis,
John Dixson,
Peter Devering,
James Maeray,
John Douglas,

[ I ST T
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Josiah Doane, -

James Davis and Henry

Wood, - -
Thomas Denney,
John Chamberlain,
John Thomson,
John Eaton,

John Edwards,
John Erving.
Joseph Ellingwood,
John Edwards, -

}
§
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March 25, 1805,

Not stated, -
October 8, 1804,
April 5,1805, = -

December 15, 1804,

1tto, -

August 20, 1800, -
December 19, 1804,
Not stated, -
Not stated, -
October 7, 1803, -
November 9, 1804,
February 8, 1804,
Not stated, -

December 12, 1804,

September 2, 1804,
Not stated, -
July 4, 1805, -
Not stated, -

September 7, 1803,
January 19, 1805,
Not stated, -
April 13, 1804, -
July 23,1803, -
December 30, 1805,
April 21, 1804, -

February 1, 1805,
September 1, 1803,

December 22, 1804,

March 20, 1805, -
August 25, 1804,

Not stated, -
November 20, 1804,

LI I T R SR T I |

[ R ]

The name of the vessel
concealed.
L’Hercule.
Cutter Sandwich,
Princess, - -

T

Amelia, -
Theseus, -
Renown, -
Cambrian
Not stated,
Amarinth,
i_)emeram. t Leith
mpress gang at Leith,
No;c) statefgd, -
Not stated, - -

Yanguard, - -
Hawk, -

le~]
L)
(=3
I
[l
L.,
‘3
[
M
e
oo

Bittern, -

Amsterdam,
Galen brig,
Desirée, -
Nemesis, -

Centaur, - -

St. Lucie, - -
By a press gang, - . -
By a press gang, - -

Privateer Anna and Maria,

Diana, - - -
Castor, - - -
Armed sloop Derby, -

olf, - - -

Protection.
that he was a Scotchman.

Protection.

itto.

British subject.
Ditto.

He had a protection.
He had a protection.
Ditto.
Ditto.

Ditto.

Protection.

Ditto.

Ditto, as a Swede.
Ditto, as an American.

Ditto ditto.

Protection.
Ditto.

Protection.
Ditto.

itto

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

It is not stated whether he had one.
"This man was chief mate of the American ship Juno, when impressed.
:{)t. ;itoes not appea(f' whether he had a protection.

itto

It is not stated whether he had a protection.

They had protections. The first was an American citizen, the last a British subject.

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

They had protections. They deserted to and entered voluntarily into the British service.

It is not stated whether he had one.
itto.

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

They

6L
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John English,
William Shepperd,
John Frazer,

John Francis,
George Fisher,
John Flenny,
Amos Follansbee,
Barnet Foland,

Richard Thomas,

George Frazeerand }

John Manuel,
Martin George, -

James Giles, -
Ed, Girrells Griggs,
James Garven,
ohn Neal, -
‘Walter Holliday,
John Holmes,
Henry Hall,
John Howard,
William Hopf{ms,
Samue] Hodges,
William Hall,
Thomas Holland,
Josh. Hunt,
Thomas Hutton,
Geeorge Hutton,
James Hart,
Caleb Hastings,
D. M. Hogan,
John Harlam,
Patrick Hollohan,
Hyer Godfrey,
Patrick Hogarty,

[ S T S R S T T S T S T T T S S S T

Samuel D. Hayle,
Jacob Heller,
Edward Killum,
Frederick Kline,

James Kennard,
James Kennedy,
D. H. Ketcham,
George Manning,
Leonard Johnston,
James Love
Nathaniel Y’ork,
Jacob Connel,
John Shaw,

U T T T S S Y RIS SN U SN ST ST S S S S SN TR

Not stated, -

October 8, 1805, -
Not stated, -
December 24, 1804,
Not stated, -

Ditto, - -
November 21, 1803,
September 10, 1803,

August 14, 1803, -
February 19, 1805,

September 25, 1803,
August 27, 1805, -
June 10, 1804, -
May 29, 1804, -
September 8, 1805,
March 24, 1804, -
August 10, 1805, -
Nof stated, -
Do. -

‘Do, -
November 7, 1804,
Not stated, -
July 17, 1803, -
December 20, 1804,

0.

June 27, 1804,
June, 1804,
Noil:)stated,

[
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,
0.

o
e
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Espray, -
Unicorn, -
Cambrian,
Carysford,
Not stated,
Ditto.

Press gang at Liverpool,

At the island of Goree,

At Liverpool,
Brig Busy,

Cambrian,
Hawk,

Centaur,
Alligator,
Demarara cutter,
Neptune,
Pelican,

Do.
Druid,

| Windsor Castle,

At Liverpool,
Decade,
Emerald,
Vanguard,

0. -
Name of the ship not stat

Revolutionnaire,
Penguin
Petterqlf,
Cambrian

Not stated.
Lynx,

Penguin,
Mosambigque,
Not stated,

E IR TN I R A S B R )

\
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A launch from Cot-nmodor-e

Hood’s ship.
Fortune,
Mignonne,
Beaulieu,
Cleopatra,

0.

LR T T T T T

D.lf,t(’g ditt(ja

Ditto.

Protection.

It does not appear whether he had one.
Ditto.

Ditto.

Ditto,

The first of these men was an apprentice to Captain M’Clure, of the American ship Houson, and the last had a
protection, as an American citizen. The capfain of the American vessel offered to deposite with Governor
Frazer, af whose instance they were impressed, any sum that might be thought reasonable for two other
seamen to supply the places of those impressed; but he did not succeed.

It does not appear whether he had a protection, . .

He had a protection. Captain Byam, the sailingmaster of the-Bugy, is stated to have said, in reply to the remon-
strances of the captain of the American vessel Henrietta, of Alexandria, from which George was taken, that
they had orders to impress all seamen, claiming to be American, whose protections were dated since May, 1804,

He had a protection. . . . R

He had a protection as a citizen of the Batavian republic.

Rrotection, .

Had lost his protection.

It does not appear-whether he had one.

He had a protection.

Do.

Do.

Do.

Do.

British subject. )

IS does not appear whethe:i he had a protection.
0. 0.

go protection.

0.
Protection, Impressed from a Spanish shipi
This man had no protection, and for that reason is stated to have been impressed,
IDt does not appear whethe(ti he had one, ’

0.

0.
British subject.

This man was a native of Ireland, but at the time of the impressment was an apprentice to Captain Paddock; of
the American ship Thames, from which he was impressed, ’

It does not appear whether this man had a protection.

Swedish protection.

Had lost his protection.

No protection. A subject of Prussia.

Not stated whether he had a protection.
1PSrotectlon.

0
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.

[ransy
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STATEMENT—Continued. -

Seamen’s names.

Dates of impressment,

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

‘REMARKS.

George Atkinson,
d. Simpson,
Nathaniel Moore,
Elisha Markam,
James Matthews,
James Mash,
Ed. Mooney,
Philip Milizan,
Richard ¥. Moore,
George Manning,
William Mount,

Elisha Morris,
Peter Douglas,

Henry Matthews,
William Morrow,
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,
Peter Lawless,
William M?’Clure,
Peter Anderson,
James Jones,!
James Johnson,
Abel Siscol,
‘William Jones,
James Johnson,
Samuel Johnson,
Richard Johnson,
Leonard Johnson,
Geor%a Atkins,
John Dixon,

John Smith,

U S T T T S S T T T
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Not stated -
0.
Do. -
Do. -

Do, -
August 23, 1805,
Not stated,

Do- -

R ST ST

Do. - -
February 17, 1805,
Not stated, -
February 11, 1805,

Do. -

December 13, 1804,
August 18, 1804, -
Not stated, -
May 7, 1804,
Not stated,
August 9, 1803,
Octﬁber 21, 1805,

0.
Tuly 4, 1805
Do ’

Not stated,

Do. -
Do, -
Do. :

August 14, 1805,
July 25, 1803,

October 6,1805, -

September 9, 1804,
June 24, 1804, -
September 3, 1805,
Not stated, -
Au,ie;)ust 29, 1805, -

0.
Not stated, -
Do. - B

I T T U S T A T S T 1
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Cleopatra
Do.

Leander,
Cambrian,
Driver,
Surveillante,
Proselyte,
Alljgator,
Diligencia,
AruTm,
Swift,

Bus;
Do.y,

Redbridge,
Cambrian,
Vanguard,
Cambbrian,
Boston,

0.
Galen,
Do.
Proselyte,
Do

Surveil lante,
0

Cambrian,
Jax,

Swift,

v
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| Indian.

At Demarara, -
Press gang at London,
Vessel not stated,
Cleopatra,

(2 A

0.
Amsterdam,
Do.

Protection.

0.
It does not appear whether he had one.
Protection.
It does not appear.
Do.

0.
Protection.
It does not appear.
Protection.

0.
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 weére impressed, 1o have been extremely abusive to
P lzim,_ Captain Smith, on his reclaiming his men, to have threatened to tie him to the gangway, &e.
rotection.

0.
It does not appear.
Protection.

0.
British subject.
Moore had a protection.
It is not stated whether Barton had one.
Mason had a protection.
Webster had none. -
]V)Vlth protections,
0,

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.

P6L
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William Warner

Azor, an in'clente(i servant,

n. C. Davis,
John Westerby,
John Shelton,
Samuel Ingle,
John Johnson,
Samuel Jackson,
‘Thomas Jones,
Oliver Blackwith,
John Taylor,
Thomas Jackson,
John Jackson,
Gridley Lewis

Daniel Lander’kin, Jun.

William Leeman, -
‘William Liddle,
G. H. Christian,
Jos. Anthony,
Charles Thompson,
Samuel Litchfield,
John Little,
James Whitney,
Abrm. Linard,
Eugene Elmstead,
Russel Davenport,
Robert Allan,
John Jacobs,

John Odlin,
Anthony Powers,
George Pinder,
James Pointer,
John Prin,

John Planton,
‘William Pitman,
John Potter,

John Portland,
James Robbins,
Henry Pearson,
Josh, Pearson,
John Parker,
Henry Palmatre,
Robert Deighton,
George Fleming,
‘William Park,
Georég Pender,
John Peters, jun.
David Porter,
John H. Rictout, -
Samuel Robinson, -
Christian Moldenixam,
Christian Lowman,
Richard Rimmer, -

(2 S T S S TN SO ST IR U ST SNY TN S ST SN NN N TN SO SN S A SO T T |
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Do, -
April 24, 1805,
August 7, 1804,
Nof stated,

Do. -

Do, -

Do. -

Do. -
July, 1805,
August 19, 1805,
No]t) stateci,

0. -
August 3, 1803,
June 23,1803, -

November 16, 1803,

February 22, 1805,

January 24, 1805,
Do -

Not st'ated, -
December 26, 1804,
Do. -

RN T TR N R R N TR T S B S SR T B |

Do. -
September 18, 1804,
Do. - -
Not stated, -
D

[ -
November 28, 1805,
Nog)stated, -

0. - -
April 1, 1804, -

September 27,1803,

April 25, 1803, -
Not stated,
Do.

Do.
January 28, 1804,
Not stated,

Do.

Do.

o,

August 7, 1803,
December, 1804,
December 28, 1804,
April 25, 1805, -
September 5, 1803,

September 5, 1803,
May 1, 1805, -

0.
Do.

. Do.
King Fisher,
‘Tartar,
Indian
Cambrian,
Emerald,
"Thetis,

Trent, -
Tobago, -
Brlig) Port Mahon,

0.
Press gang at Cowes
Carlg)rsigordg, ’

0.

I I I L R 2 T T T N T D B NS

Flyi .F' h
1n 18
yl)g, b

Iris,
Not stated,
Redbridge,
Defiance,
Galatia,
L’Hercule,
Princess,
Dryad, = -
Cambrian
Not stated,
Blenheim,
Zealand, -
At Hull, -
Do. -
Do. -
Le Corvette,
unter,
Carysford,
Reynard,
Penguin,
Cambrian,

Cambrian,
Flying Fish, -
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Do.
Do.

Prussian and Portuguese.

It is not stated whether he had a protection.
He had a protection.

Protection.

Do.

Do.

Do.

Do.

0.
1t does not appear whether he had.
Do. | do. -
Protection.
Not stated whether he had one.
Protection.
Do.
None.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Protection.
%)t does not appear whether he had.
0.

Do.
British subject, . .
. Do. He had a protection as an American,
‘Without a protection.
Does not appear.
one.
It does not appear.
0.

0
He was not permitted to go or send to the vessel from which he was impressed for his protection.
Danes, with protections as such.

Protection.
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STATEMENT—Continued.

Seamen’s names.

Dates of impressment.

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

REMARKS.

John Rudemaker,
Stephen Rumsey,
Thomas Rodgers,
Ole Hanson,
Johan Lozawat,
Hans Davidson,
‘William Robbins,
"Thomas Robinson, -
James Overton,
Thomas Weeks,
John Simoonson,
John Sheany,

PO I T B}

Josh, Snow, a mate,
William Swith,
Daniel Talmadge, -

Andrew Stagpole,
John Andrews,
John Tillinghast,
Chatles Smith,
‘William Smith,
Charles Stewart,
John Shaw,

John Backam,
John Roberts,
‘William Cole,
James Jones,
Thomas Wood,
"Thomas Wise,
Robert Smith,
John G. Zenas,
‘William Watson,
Luke White,
Wallace,
Hans Loverty,
Samuel Wells,
John White,
John Williams,
Philip Squires,
Francis Cox,’
Leonard Findley, -
Thomas R. Green, -
Jesse Cadwell, -

L O S T T T S T T T T S SO T N N S S S B
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June 28, 1805, -
Not stated, -

February 13, 1804,

February 18, 1804,

September 17, 1804,
January 3, 1805, -
Not stated, -
Do. -
September 10, 1805,
January 19, 1805,

February 18, 1805,
August, 1805, -

May 27, 1805, -
August 16, 1805, -
Not stated, -
September 15, 1804,
NotDstated, -

0. -
October 30, 1804,
May 2]‘)5, 1803,

0.
Not stated,
October 6, 1805, -
February 8, 1805,

February 16, 1805,

September 28, 1803,
September 25, 1803,
January, 1804, -

November 29, 1805,
December 20, 1803,

January 20, 1804,
Not stated, -

February 15, 1804,

February 8, 1805,
Not stated, -

]

[ T T T Y
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La Fortenelle, - -
Amelia, - -

L’Oiseau, - -

Hunter, - -

Rattler, - -

iamond Rock boat, -
Fortunée, - -
Echo, -
Nimble, -
Express, -

Hippomenes, - -
Hawk,

Rackoon, -
Echo, -
A privateer, = - |
Press gang at Limerick,
Carystord, -
Mosambique,
Barbadoes,
Amelia,
A Do.

rg0,
Swift,
Polyphemus,
L’Eclair, -
Advice, - -
Cambrian, - -
A press gang at Belfast, -

Do. at Montego Bay,

Rackoon, - -

Do. - -

Hunter, - -

EI T T T T S}

Brig Betsey, - -

Polyphemus
L’Eclair, ’ - -

Batavian citizen.
Protection.

The first is stated to be an American citizen, the last a Dane,

Danes.

Protection.
Not stated.

Do.
This man had a protection which was produced; but the commander of the Express observed, that he did not
regard American protections, and was determined to impress forty more American seamen on the Grenada-

station. *
Not stated whether they had protections.
This man had no protection; but the American captain, in claiming him, informed the commander of the Hawk

that he was acquainted with Talmadge’s parents, and knew that he was a native American,
Protection,

0.
% does not appear whether he had one.
0.

Do.
Do.

Do.
He was a Swede.
Dane. .
Does not appear whether he had a protection.
%’)rotectlon.

0.

Do.

A Dane.
Protection.
Not stated.
Protection.
A Dane.

A Dane and Englishman.
Does not appear whether they had protections

VWithout protections.

Not stated whether he had a protection
Vith a protection. )

96L
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Andrew Ewell,
Ed. Averell,
Ed. Hayes,

01

Joshua Wright,
<« William Brown,
£ Robert Williams,

8 John Ward,
James White,
William Stanley,
John Williams,
Joseph White,
John H. Swinns,
John Spiers,
Tristham Spencer,

Alexander Stanton,

Otrick Barnwell,
Luther Tracy,
Andrew Moore,
Samuel Moore,
Francis Davis,
William Thomas

John Schneider, Ju

John Sebaston,
William Tucker,
Henry Pearson,
George Alho,
John Bell, -
Charles Davis,
Yreeman Swain,
Patrick Welsh,
William Skinner,
William Smith,
Robert Brown,
Samuel Howard,
Andrew Richee,
William Right,
ack Bowier,
Samuel Gain,
"Thomas Auld,
Thomas Williams,
Joseph Murrall,
James Cornish,
John Williams,

R T

=

o

L O R I L R O I N L B -V O L I B B

September 2, 1805,
December 31, 1805,

August 4, 1804, -
May 7, 1805, -

Not stated, -
October 9, 1804, -
November 29, 1804,
May 22, 1805, -~
August, 1804, -
December 7, 1804,
Not stated, -

December 23, 1804,

Not stated, -

November 18, 1804,

Not stated, -
Do. - -

Do. - -

Do, - -
December 26, 1804,
Not stated, -

Do.

Do.

Do.

Do.- -
January, 1805,
May 3, 1805,
August 29, 1805,
May 3, 1804,
August 4, 1804,

0,
Do.
Do.

Do.
Do.

August 27, 1804, -

September 6, 1804,
Do, -

LI T T I T T S S T I T R I O O L I A I | LIS T T B B R}

¥

Otter,

Cleopatra,

Snake.
Diana,

Explosion Bomb,

uto,

Sandwich,
Galatea, -

Leander,
Zealand,

La Franchise,

Terpsichore and Sheerness,)

Vanguard,

oston,

Leander, -
Not stated,

Da.
Carysford,

0,

Ethalon,
Do.
Do.

Do.
Do.

Galatea,

Fort Diamond,

[ T T O |

Leander, -

river,
Leander,
0.

Do.

Cambrian,
0,

-

LRI T T T S T N T B

LI I O I O TR T T T T R N TR B N B S |

With a protection. . L. .

The first mentioned person had a protection, and the other is said to belong to New York. Captain Wright, com-
mander of the Cleopatra, is stated to have informed Captain Samson, master of the American vessel, from
which these seamen were impressed, that he intended to cruise off Bermuda £ill he had made up, by impress-
merts, 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 protection. The vessel from which he was impressed was re-captured by a British vessel of war from a
French privateer.

He had a protection.

It does not appear.

Protection,

Do.

Do.
Not stated.
Do.
Do.

Do.
Protection.

0.
Not stated.
0.

Do

Swaifn lwas nz‘ate of Ithe American vessel from which he was impressed, and Welsh was the apprentice of the captain
of the said vessel.

He had a protection.
Do.

Do.
Protection.
0.

No protection.
Do.

[ 9081
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Statement of impressed seamen, who claim to be citizens of the United States, made by William Savage, Esq. to the

epartment of State.
Seamen’s Names. Dates of  [Vesselsof warinto which" Seamen’s Names. Dates of  |Vessels of war into which
- Impressment. | stated to be impressed Impressment. | stated to be impressed
or carried. or carried.
James Stanford, - | Not stated, | Brig Hunter. ‘William Byroft, Not stated, | Fairé.
Thomas Crammer, - Do.  Surveillante. John Hunt, - Do. Do.
John Pearson, - Do. Do. Littleton Warren, 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, - Bo. La Franchise.
Joshua L. Worthy, Do. La Franchise. Christr. Beekman, Do. airé.
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. Buckingham, Do. Le Seine. Archibald Fisher, - Do. Do.
‘William Robbins, - 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 Woolfe, - Do. Desirée. Thomas Behell, - Do. Centaur.
Robert Thomson, - Do. Vanguard. Holster Fowle, - Do. ' | Amelia.
Daniel Teill, - Do. Fortunée. James Smith, - Do. Centaur.
Daniel Whitehouse, Do. Do. Stephen Bradbury, Do.._ Do.
Gordon Minet, - Do. Do. Aaron Dill, - Do. Diana.
John Thomson, - Do. Do. '
9th ConGREss. ] No. 198. [1st Session.
SPAIN.

COMMUNICATED 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 Spair.
were unsettled, neither party weuld 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 principal post, Natchitoches, was understood to have been itself deli-
vered up by Spain; and, at the same time, to permit no adverse post to be taken, nor armed men to remain within
it. In consequence of these orders, the commanding officer at Natchitoches, learning 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.

1 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 suffictent. )

TH: JEFFERSON.

Eutract of aletter from Major Porter to the Secvetary of War, dated
Narerrrocues, February S, 1806,

Sir:
Your letter of the 20th November was received on the 24th ultimo, and the request therein imentioned was,

without loss of time, forwarded to the commandant at Nacogdeches, from whom I received, on the 4th instant, an
answer, in which he refused to give the assurance required. ) L

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 «eneraﬁy agree that con-
siderable numbers of troops are progressing from the interior to the eastward; that near three 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 thatsettlement 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.

S Narcnrrocres, February 1,1806.
IR

You are immediately to proceed with the detachment now under your command to the neighborhood of Adies.
where, if you should fall 1n with a stationary party of armed Spaniards, you will command them, or any other armed
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party of foreigners which you may discover, to withdraw beyond the Sabine river. In case of their refusing to com-
ply, you are fo treat them agreeably to the orders of the Secretary of War, (a certified extract of whichaccompanies
these instructions,) as far as relates to the pursuit, capture, 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
t0 time, any occurrence worthy of note.

M. PORTER,

) . Major Artillerists, Commanding.
Captain Epwarp D. TurNeR, Second Regiment Infantry.

Avpies, February 6, 1806, -
Sir:
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 having discovered us an hour before,
(owing to our pilot bringing us in sight of theroad.) I took a position which would have carried their camp, if there
had been ten times their number, which was twenty. They saddled, mounted,and formed. At the Bayou le Glese,
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 presently be, and inform
his 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 corporal of the
advanced 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, therefore, 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-commissioned officer commanding that I should wait fifteen minutes for his officer, provided he made no
wovements in the interim. The officer soon after appeared, when I delivered him my commands. He readily agreed
to abandon his position, but he said he could go no further than a creek Sun Jose. After a good deal of altercation,
he cunsented to move to_the other side of the Sabine, and I gave him three hours to prepare to march. He begged
I would not insist upon his crossing the Sabine within five days, alleging that, in the miserable condition of his
fwrses, it would be impossible without losing them, and requested that he might be allowed to lonk up some that were
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 him four or five days. This morning I commenced my march for Ze Nan, and fell in with him in three miles.
1 signitying my surprise at his being no further, he made the old excuse of the impossibility of his horses to travel:
fasters and observed that he had been detained in trying to find some of his horses, two of which he had got, and
tour were yet missing. Not thinking it proper to rely exactly on his word, after again falling in with him, I made
him subscribe to the enclosed terms, (which I hope may meet your approbation,) and shall follow his footsteps till
1y provisions are out.

Respectfully yours, &e.

E. D. TURNER.
Major Moses PorTER.

. At THE ADIES, February 6, 1806.

1. Joseph Maria Gonzalez, ensign, commandant of His Most Catholic Majesty’s troops on this side of the river
sabinas, hereby have agreed with Captain 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
five days, or, at furthest, six, and to take my march this days and I also oblige 1nyself not to send any patroles on

this side of the river Sabinas.
JOSEPH MARIA GONZALEZ, Ensign.
Witness: Joun V. Dororest.

atly Coxgress. ] No. 199, [ 1st Sgssrow.

TUNIS.

COMMUNICATED TO CONGRESS, APRIL 14, 1806,

. . ApriL 14, 1806.
To the Senate and Hovse of Representatives of the United States:

During the blockade of Tripoli by the squadron of the United States, a small cruiser, under the flag of
Tunis, with two prizes, (all of trifling value) attempted to enter Tripoli, was turned back, warned; and attempting
again to enter, was taken, and detained as prize by the squadron. Her restifution was claimed by the Bey of
Tunis, with a'threat of war in terms so serious, that, on withdrawing from the blockade of Tripoli, the commanding
officer of the squadron thought it his duty to repair to Tunis with his squadron, and to require a categorical declar-
ation whether peace or war was intended. The Bey preferred explaining himself by an ambassador to the United
States, who, on his arrival, renewed the request that the vessel and her prizes should be restored. Itwas 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 years, with a threat of war if refused. It has been refused, and the ambassadoris about to depart without
receding from lhis 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 ratification of the treaty of peace with Tripoli, now advised and consented to by the Senate,
T have thought it my duty to communicate these facts, in order that Congress may consider the expediency of con-
tinuing the same provisions for a limited time, or making others equivalent.

TH: JEFFERSON.
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9th CongrEss. ] No. 200. [ 1st SEssion.

GREAT BRITAIN-IRA ALLEN.

REPORTED APRIL 17, 1806,
DEPARTMENT oF StaTE, Apiil 17,1806,

The Secretary of State, to whom was referred, on the ¥1th instant, the memorial of fra 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 17965 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 memorialist is deprived of the effect 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 Department of State, dated on the 15th 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. L )

All of which is respectfully submitted.
. JAMES MADISON.

To the President of the United States, the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives, convenedin Wash-
ington. Thememorial of Ira Allen, late of Colchester in Vermont, now of Philadelphia, humbly showeth:

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 being to be purchased in the United States, or borrowed from the Government thereof, to
supply the militia aforesaid; that, in 1795, the late Thomas Chittenden, Esquire, then Governor of Vermont, gave
written instructions under his signature, that of the secretary, and seal of State, to your memorialist, to purchase
arms, for the supply of said milifia, 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 fper gun and bayonet, without any credit; he then proceeded to France, and in Paris completed a written
contract with the then French Minister at War, for twenty thousand stand of arms furnished with bayonets, and
twenty-four brass’four pound field-pieces, with utensils for their use; which contracts were more than fitty thousand
dollars better in Paris than the terms of purchase proposed in Enﬂ'iand, with the advantage of seven years credit,
at five per cent. interest, for four-fifths of the purchase money. This contract in_France, was equaily 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 Representatives 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 evidenceand arguments before the court, yet the court of appeal restored the property on
hail, and required further proofs on the part of your memorialist from France. This order necessitated your memo-
rialist to consign his property to British merchants to procure them as bail, and to go to France for such proofs
where he experienced many evils, too lengthy to state, for which, and copies of proofs, he refers to the secon
volume of the book concerning the case of the Olive Branch. X

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 Government 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 Government 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 United 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. N A . .

"That continuing this cause near eight years, without one syllable of evidence in court in support of the captors
until the bail (to_whom your memorialist 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, N .

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 British 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 Jare much better founded than that of said British creditors; for his
capture and detention has been by the immediate order of the British Government, its courts, officers, or agents.

Your memorialist, therefore, solicitsj the interference of the Government of the United States, to sequester the
remaining two hun_(frgd_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
aforesaid, or take such other measures as may be most consistent with the wisdom of Government to obtain [justice
for your memorialist of the British Government. e

Your memorialist, &c.
JRA ALLEN.

Purvavezemia, February 22, 1805.
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oth CoNGREss. ] . No. 201. [2d SEssion.
SPAIN.

COMMUNICATED DECEMBER 2, 1806,
‘With the annual message at the commencement of the session.
' Natcnitocuss, August 5, 1806,

Sin:

It has been reported to me, for several days past, that a large body of the troops of the King of Spain had
assembled- near the Sabine, and were about to cross that river, and I am just informed that this body has crossed the
said river, and taken post within the temtorf 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
differences will soon take place. .

‘The reinforcements which have lately reached this post are only intended as a security to the territory actually
surrendered 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 troogs or possessions of Spain; but we cannot suffer aggressions on our
territory, and should Efou persist in making them, you will be justly chargeable with all the consequences which
such 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 attempt to continue these troops within the territory of the United States after this explicit and friendly
warning, it will be my duty to consider you as an invader of our territory, and to act accordingly.

This letter will be handed to you by Major Moses Porter, of the artillerists of the United States, who will wait
st reasonable time for your reply; which, if convenient, I hope may be accompanied by an English or French trans-
[ation, 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 thefarmy of the United States.

T avail myself of this opportunity of tendering my best wishes for your health, happiness, and honor, and am,
siry with respectful consideration, your obedient servant,

T. H. CUSHING,

Colonel commanding a detachment of the army of the United States..

"To Col. HERRERA, 07 Officer commanding A
the troops of the King of Spain on the east side of the Sebine.

« PranrtaTioN o MR. PrupHOMME, Sugust 6, 1806,
IR
With all possible respect I answer your excellency’s letter which was delivered to me, at this place, by
Moses Porter, Major of Artillery of the United States. .

It is true tix_a.t I have crossed the Sabine river with a detachment of troops belonging to the King with orders
from the Captain General (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 dependence 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. )

Yrom 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 infringement, you, alone, will be answerable to the two courts, and may interrupt the amicable
convention, perhaps, now on foot, but of which I have no knowledge.

did not send a translation of this in French or English, not having any person capable of translating, with purity,
2 thing of so serious a nature. L . R

I felicitate myself of this opportunity in offering my best services. Your very humble servant,

SIMON DE HERRERA.
Senor Don THoMas Cushixng, .
Commander of a detachment of the army of the United States.

NaTtcHITOCHES, August 26, 1806,
Sir:
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
hetween 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 sugeested, and justice sanctioneds but, since a contrary conduct has
been observed on the part of certain officers of His Catholic Majesty, they alone will be answerable for the conse-
quences which may ensue. . X . L

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 under
vour instructions, towards Mr. Freeman and his party, who were ascending the Red river under the ‘orders of the-
President of the United States, Mr. Freeman and his associates were navigating waters which pass through the
territory ceded by France to the United States; they were navigating a river on which the French had formerly
made settlements far beyond the place where they were arrested; a fact of great notoriety, and in support of which
the_testimony of several citizens, residing at and near the post of Natchitoches, can be adduced.

But, nevertheless, Mr. Freeman and his party were assailed by a battalion of Spanish troops, and commanded
to return:_a proceeding the more exceptionable, since the objects of Mr. Freeman were merely scientific, having in
view nothing hostile to Spain; objects which were long since communicated by me to his excellency the Marquis of
Casa C?‘I"I"o, and which, through him, I presume, must have been made known to the Governor General of the pro-
vince of Texas.

This detachment of Spanish troops, whose movements, I learn, are directed by your excellency, did, on their -
march, commit another outrage fowards the United States, and of which it is my duty to ask an explanation. In
the Caddo nation of Indians the flag of the United States was displayed, and commanded from the chief and war-
piors 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 for the American Government, or their friendly intercourse 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-
Jency, 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.

am unwilling to render this communication unnecessarily lengthy, but I must complain of another outrage,
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 prisoners to Nacogdoches. I cannot suppose that this proceeding is unknown to your excellency, and I should
be wanting in duty, did I not avail myself of the present occasion to demand information as to the cause of their
arrest and detention. There is still another subject on which I must address your excellency. Itis 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 correspundence between your excellency
and Judge Turner upon this subject, and 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 bounds of your command may be forthwith returned. Your
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 mndeed insecure, and a good under-
standing 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,) relative 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-~
§egpences,b=;ud if the 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 your answer.

I tender to your excellency the assurances of my great respect and high consideration.

) ‘WILLIAM C. C. CLAIBORNE.
His Excellency Governor HERRERA,
or the Qfficer commanding a detachment of Spunish troops
at or near the settlement of Bayou Pierre.

. Seanisu Caup, August 28, 1806,
OIR:

The troops of the King my master, 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, thatall 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
American flag. They consented not to abandon their village; but being more itardy 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 of this.

The troops of the King, neither from disposition nor character, will ever co-operate directly or indirectly in en-
couraging the emigration of negro slaves. Kor my part, I assure your excellency that those I command will commit
10 hostility which can frustrate the negotiations now pending between our courts;_but if 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 of my subalterns demands.

Y avail myself of this opportunity to offer your excellency my respect and consideration.

SIMON M. HERRERA.
His Excellency Governor Wi, C. C. CrarBorNE. A

5 NATCHITOCHES, August 31, 1806,
IR:

By the return of Colonel Hopkins I am honored with your excellency’s reply to my communication of the
26th mstant. I continue of opinion that the advance of Spamish troops_within a territory claimed by the United
States, is evidence of an unfiiendly disposition; nor can I perceive any thing in your excellency’s letter which can -
justify or extenuate the offensive conduct observed towards Mr. Freeman and hisassociates, 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 unoffending citizens. I can venture
to assert, that the suspicions of your excellency as to the objects of Shaw, Irvine, and %rew;ter, are unfounded.



1806.1 SPAIN. 803

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 excellency’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, ov their personal convenience, occasioned the escort which attended
them. They appear, on the contrary, to have been treated by your excellency as State prisoners, and as such, I
have information of their having passed through 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, aud 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 interdicted 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
personal 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 Duforest, of the American army, is charged with the delivery of this letter to your excellency, and to
bear me such answer as you may think proper to return. . .

I renew to your excellency the assurances of my respectful consideration.
WILLIAM C. C. CLAIBORNE.

His Excellency Governor HErreRA.

Eztract of a letter from General Wilkinson to the Secretary of War, dated
Heap Quarters, NaTcurrocues, Ocfober 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 Cushingand Governor
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
countermand those under march, excepting about one hundred dragoons and mounted infantry, whom I shall retain
in _seﬁ'gvice (until I am apprised of the determination of the Captain General Salcedo,) to watch the movements of our
neighbors.

HEeap QuARTERS oF THE ARMY oF THE UNITED STA'I'ES,}
ATCHITOCHES, September 24, 1806,

Sir:

After the recent communications which have passed between his Excellency Governor Herrera, Colonel
Cushing, and Governor Claiborne, and his reiterated repulsion of their reasonable and rightful demands, I will con-
fess to your excellency, that naught 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 differences 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
province of Louisiana 1o 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 friendly 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 would
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, or unless they should trespass on the rights of the citizens, or
violate 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-
withstanding the peaceful dispositions of the high Powers to whom we are respectively accountable.

When the troops of the United States took possession of this post, the Spanish commandant from whom it was
received, 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-
vinees.

Whether such a line of territorial jurisdiction had ever been established or not between the provinces of Louisi-
ana and Texas, 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 Zeas?
exceptivnable, temporary boundary, .

L 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 river 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, theretore, any
attempt on the part of His Catholic Majesty’s officers, to disturb the existing state of things, by endeavoring to oc-
cupy any new post east of the Sabiue, or westward or northward of the former boundaries, of what has been called
‘West Florida, must be considered by the Government 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 te
the west of the Sabine. Lo

My sense of the high respect which is due from one old soldier to another, prohibits the idea of menace; but, as
our hunor torbids stratagem or deception before our swords have been drawn; [ owe it to my own fame, and to the
natioral character, to warn you, that the uitimate 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
to the Sabine river against any force which may be oppesed to me.



804 FOREIGN RELATIONS. [1806.

Retire then, sir, I conjure you, the troops of your command from the ground in controversy, and spare the effu-
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-etats-major of the army of the United States, has my orders to deliver
this letter to you, and to wait a reasonable time for your answer.
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 Goverror CorbERo, . .
Chief in command of the troops of Spain on thewestern frontier of the province of Texas.

. NacoepocrEes Care, September 29, 1806,
ExCELLENT SIR:
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, X *

While thusacting 1 have the honor to offer to your excellency my respects and consideration, praying God to
keep you alive many years.

T am, sir, your excellency’s most humble and obedient servant,

. ANTONIO CORDERO.
His Excellency Don Jaxrs WiLkinson, Governor of Lovisiana, -
and General of the army of the United States of America.

Eaxtract of a letter from General Wilkinson to the Secretary of War, dated
Natcurrocnes, Ocfober 21, 1806,

Accidental causes having detained the beaver, I am enabled to transmit you under cover the answer 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, however, serves
to remove all doubts of the continued pretensions of the gpaniards to extend their jurisdiction to the Arroya Fonda,
within seven miles of this post, and confirms 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 1 shall be
governed by circumstances.

T am informed the Captain General Salcedo was to be at Nacogdoches on the 22d prosimo.

S Heap Quarters, NatcHiToones, Ocfober 4, 1806.
IR:

I have had the honor to receive your 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 that 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
::ioml:nand have recently taken, immediately on the western bank of the Sabine, sixty miles advanced of Nacog-

oches.

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 WILKINSON.
His Excellency Antonio CorbERo

Commanderin ckie:f of the troops of Spain on the eastern frontier of the province of Texas.

9th CoNGRESS. ] . No. 202. [2d SEssion.
GREAT BRITAIN.,

COMMUNICATED TO CONGRESS, DECEMBER 3, 1806.

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America: .

1 have the satisfaction to inform_you that the negotiation depending between the United States and the
Government of Great Britain, is proceeding 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 the 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 arrangements
are necessary to place our future harmony on stable grounds. In the mean time, we find, by the communications of
our Flempotentlames, that a temporary suspension of the act of the last session, prohibiting certain importations,
would, as 2 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 November last,are
in favor of its further suspension: and as we hayve reason to hope that it may scon 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 preceding and following it. 1 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. ] No. 208. ) [2d SessioN.

GREAT BRITAIN AND FRANCE.
COMMUNICATED TO CONGRESS, ON THE 19TH OF FEBRUARY, 1807,

Fesruary 19, 1807.
To the Senate and House of Represeniatives:

1 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 onr 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 goyerned by the rules of the treaty established between the two countries.

TH: JEFFERSON.

Lox~poN, 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 4ll the points which bave formed the object of our negotiation, and on terms which, we trust, our
Government will approve. It will require only a few days to reduce it to form, When that is done, we shall trans-
mit it to you by a specialfmessenger. We hasten to communicate to you this interesting intelligence, for the infor-
mation and guidance of our Government, in such measures as may have reference to the subject.

We have the honor to be, &c.
JAMES MONROE,
WM. PINKNEY.
Jaues Mavpison, Secretary of State, Washington.

Paris, December 24, 1806,
SIR . .
1 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 arrét of the 21st of November, 1806.
An additional explanation which it may be well to communicate is, that neutral vessels coming from England or
her colonies into the ports of France, &c. since the date of the aforesaid arrét, will not be received; and that if any
person or persons, charged with the slnr. or other vessel, and cargo, shall be detected in evading this regulation,
by means of false declarations, they shall forfeit the saxd[ ship, or oglher vessel, and cargo. )

. - am, sir, &c.
’ JOHN ARMSTRONG.

Mr. Mapison, Washingion. .

v A ' ‘General Armstrong to the Minister of Marine and Colonies.

I & P -
e, TN . . Paris, December 10, 1806.

The un%m' ed minister plenipotentiary of the United States of America has the honor of demanding from his
excellen e M ~Marine and Colonies the official explanativn which may have been given to the imperial
decree of the 21st- jér, 1806,-90 far as that desiee involves the'rights of neutral nations.

The gudersigde Wonld dnere particularly wish to be informed, whether by ** British islands,” mentioned in arti-
cle one, are to be understood all islands 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 arrét shall operate from its date, and that seizures made under it, before notice shall
have been given, shall be considered legal? . . . .

Whether American vessels, navigating the high or narrow seds, 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 {ive shall operate only as domestic regulations, or whether their injunctions
shall extend to citizens of foreign and independent nations? . . .

His excellency the Minister of Marine is sufficiently aware of the interest of the United States in the interpre-
tation which shall be given to those articles, and will readily and justly appreciate-the motives of the undersigned,
in requesting that his exoellenﬁ’s answer may be given as promptly as possible.

e undersigned has the honor of renewing, &c. &c.

.

. JOHN ARMSTRONG.

[TRANSLATION.]

The Minister of Marine and Colonies to the Mnister Plenipotentiary of the United States.

ey Paris, December 24, 1806.
Mr. Mmsyp. PLENIPOTENTIARY:, . C
- 1 hasten to'gnesvee the note you did me the honor to address to me on the 10th of this month.

I consider the #ial decree of the 21st of November last as, thus far, conveying no modification of the regu-
lations resent observed in France, with rd to neutral navigators, nor consequently of thé convention of the
30th of , 1800, (8th Vendemiaire, 9th year,) with the United States of America.

But although, by this answer, the four questions upon which your excellency has desired to know my opinion
have been implicitly resolved, I think I can add, .

1st. That the declaration expressed by the first article of the decree of the 21st November, not at all changing
the preseat.French laws concerning marttime captures, there is no reason for inquiring what interpretation, or re-
striction, or extension, may begiven to this article. - . .

9d. That seizures, contrary to the present regulations concerning crulsmgFl shall not be allowed to the captors.

3d. That an American vessel cannot be taken at sea, for the mere reason that she is going to a port in England,
or is returping from one; ‘because, conformably with the seventh article of the said decree, we are hmited in France
not to admit-vessels caming from Eugland or the Enilish colonies. - . o

4th. That the provisions of articles second and ffth of the said_decree, naturally apply to foreign citizens do-
miciliated in 1l(");ance, or in the countries occupied by the troops of His Majesty the Emperor and Izing, inasmuch
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as they have the character of a.%eneral 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 United States
of America with England.
pray your excellency, Mr. Minister Plenipotentiary, to receive the assurance of my high consideration.
‘The Minister of Marine and of the Colonies, DECRE
S,

. 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

i S,

[TRANSLATION.]
Imperial Decree of the 21st November, 1806,

ArT. 1. The British islands are declared in a state of blockade.

ArT. 2. All commerce and correspondence with the British islands are prohibited. In consequence, letters or
packets, addressed either to England, to an Englishman, or in the English language, shall not pass through the po-t
office, and shall be seized.

Arr, 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 prisoner of war.

Anrt. 4. All magazines, merchandise, or property, whatever, belonging to a subject of England, shall be de-
clared lawful prize. .

Agrr. 5. The trade in English merchandise is forbidden; all merchandise belonging to England, or coming from
its manufactories and colonies, is declared lawful prize.

Axr. 6. One half the proceeds of the confiscation of the merchandise and property, declared §00d prize by the
preceding articles, shall be applied to indemnify the merchants for the losses which they have suffered by the cap-
ture of merchant vessels by English cruisers, . . .

Agrr. 7. No vessel coming directly from England, or from the English colonies, or having been there since the
publication of the present decree, shall be received into any port. . .

Arr. 8. Every vessel contravening the above clanse, by means of a false declaration, shall be seized, and the
vessel and cargo confiscated, as if they were English property. . Lo i

Art. 9. Our Tribunal of Prizes at Paris is charged with the definitive adjudication of all the controversies
which may arise within our empire, or in the countries occupied by the French army, relative to the execution of
the present decree.  Our Tribunal of Prizes at Milan shall be charged with the definitive adjudication of the said
controversies, 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 injustice
and the barbarism of the English maritime laws. Our Ministers of Exterior Relations, of War. of Marine, of
Finances. of Police, and our Postmasters General, are charged, each in what concerns him, with the execution of
the present decree.






