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DECLARATION.

HE earnest endeavours of the Prince Regent

to preserve the relations of peace and amity

' " with the United States of America having unfortns

nately falled His Royal Highness, Actmu in the

name an.d on the bebalf of qu Majesty, decms it

preper pubhcly to declale the causes, and origin of

the war, in which the Government of the United
States has compelled Him to engage.

No desire of conquest, or other ordinary motive
of a,,;,grcssma has bepp » OF cgn be with any colour
of regsap, in this case, unputed to Great Britain :
Tbat her commercial interests were on the side of
peace, if war could have been avoided, with-
qut the sacrifice of her maritime rights, or without
an injurious submission to. France, is a truth which

. the American Government, will not deny.

| His Royal Highness does nat however mean to
- gest on the favourable presumption, to which He is
entitled.  He -is prepared by an exposition of the
. ciroumstances which have led to the present war,
. tq show that Great Britain has throughout acted
. towards the Upited States of America, with a spirit
of amity, forbeatance, and couciliation; and to
domonstrate the inadmissible nature of those preten-
sions, which have at length uohappily involved the
we countries in war.

Tt is well known to the waorld, that it has been
the invariable Objeet of the Ruler of France, to
destroy the power and independence of the British
Empire, as the - chief obstacle to the accowplish-
ment of his ambitious designs.

:He first contemplated the possibility of assembling

such a naval force in the Chanhel as, combined
with a numerous flotilla, should enable him to disem-
bark in England an army sufficient, in his con-
ception, to subJugate this country ; and through the
conquest of Great Britain he hoped to realize his
project of universal emplre.

" By the adoption of an enlarged and provident
system of internal defence, and by the valour of
His Majesty’s fleets and armies, this design was ene
tirely frustiated; and thie riaval force of France, af-
teir the most sngnal defeats , Was compelled to retire
from the ocean, ‘

An attempt was then made to effectuate the
same purpos¢ by other means: a System was
brought forward, by which the Ruler of France
hoped to annihilate the commerce of Great Britain,
to shake her public Credit, and to destroy her
Revenue; to render uscless her maritime Superio--
rity, and so to avail himself of his continental
ascendancy, as to constitute himselfin a great mea-
sure the arbiter of the ocean, nbtwithstauding the
destruction of his fleets.

With this view, by the Decrec of Berlin, fol-
lowed by that of Milan, he declared the British ter~
ritories to be in a state of blockade; and that all
Commerce or even correspondence with Great Bri-
tain was prohibited. IHe decrced that every vessel
and cargo, which had cntered, or was found pEO~
ceeding to a British port, or which, under any
circumstances, had been visited by a British ship
of war, should be lawful prize: be declared all
British goods and produce, wherever found, and
howeyer acquired, whether coming from the Mew
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ther Country or from her colonies, subject to confis-
cation ; he further declared to be denationalized,
theflag of all neutral ships that -should be found
offending against these his Decrees: and he gaveto
this project of universal Tyl‘anny, the name of
the Continental System.,

For these attempts to ruin the commerce of Great
Britain, by means subversive of the clearest rights
of neutral nations, Framc endeevoured in vain to
rest her justification upon the previous conduct of
His Majesty’s Government,

Under circumstances of unparalleled provocatxon,.

His Majesty had abstained from -any measuore,
arhich the ordinary rules of the Law of Nations did
not fully warrant.
riority of a Belligerent overhis enemy, more con‘\plete
and decided. Never was the opposite Belhgerent s0
formidably dangerous in Lis power, and.in his policy
to the liberties of all other nations, France had
already trampled so openly and systematically on
the most sacred rights of Neutral Powers, as might
' .{V'(:ll havé.j ustified the placing her out of the pale of
’ civilized mtions Yet in this extreme case, Great
Bntqm had so used her naval ascendancy, that her
' euemy could find no just cause of complaint : and i in
order to give to these lawless. dccrecs the appc'u-
. ance of retaliation, the Ruler of I‘rauce was obliged
to advance principles. of mautlme “Jaw unsanctioncd
by any other authority, than his own 'ubmaly will.
A The pretexts for these Dcmeus wer ey ﬁ1=r

Never was the maritime supe-

that Great Britain had C\crmscd thc
war against private persons, their shlps and goods;

as if the only object of legitimate hostility on the
occan. were the publle property of a State, or as
i the ]Jdlctq, and the Courts, of Flancc itself lmd
not at all times enforced this rwht with pccuhagx
‘of
to for-

rlﬂ'oul., secondl\r, that the Lutlsh mdus
blockadé, instead of . bem'r
tified towns, bad, as France asserted, been wn-
lawfully extended to commercial towns and ports,
and to the mouths of rivers; and thirdly that
-they had been applied-to places, and to coasts,
which nmthc"wexe nor could be actually blockaded.
"The last of these charges is not founded on fact;

conﬁncd

whilst the others, cven by the admission of the
American Govcrhmcnt-, are utterly groundless -in
point of law. o

lrramst these Dccrces, His I\Ia_]csty protcstcd and
appealed ; Ile called vpen -the United States to
assert their own nohts, and to vindicate theiv inde-
pendcnce, thus menaced and attucked; and as
France had declared, that she w ould conﬁsmte ev exv

vessel, which 5hould touch in Great Britaip, or

ence of Neutral Powers,

nﬂhts of
| aggression,

Tk

be visited by British ships of war, His Majesty,
having' previously issued the Order of January
1807, as an act of mitigated retaliation, was at
length compelled, by the persevering violence of
the enemy, and the continued acquiescence of
Neutral Powers, to revisit, upon Frauce, in a more'
cffectual manner, the measure of her own injustice ;
bydeclaring, im an Order in Council, bearing date
the 11th of November 1807, that no. meutraj
vessel should proceed to Ivance qr to..any of
the countries . from which, in obedience to the-
dictates of France, British commerce was excluded,
withoutfirst touching at a port in GreatBritain, or her
dependencies, At the same time His Majesty intj-
mated His readiness to repeal the Orders in Council,
whenever France should ‘rescind her Decrees, and
return to the accustomed pririciples of maritie
warfare; and at a subsequent period, as a proof of
His Majesty’s sincere desive to accommodate, as far
as possible, His (lefensxve measures to the conveni-
the operation of the Orders
in Council was, by éh‘o,ulm issued in ‘April 1809,
limited to a blockadé of anxxce, and of the coun-
tries sub_]ectcd to lier immediate domlmon

Systcms of violence, ' OPPICSSIOD, and tyranny,
can new.x be suppxjcssed or even checked, if the
Power awamst which such injustice is exercised, be
debarred from the ubht of full and adequate Tetalia-
tion: “or, if the measm es of the 1eta1mtmn' Power,
are to be consuleled as miatters of just ‘offence to
neutral natlons, ~whilst the measures of ongmal
and wo]cncc are to” be tolerated with
indifference, submission, or _complacency. *

The Government of the United States did not
fail to 1emon<tnte 'wamst the ‘Orders iif Council
of Great Britain. ~Although they kniew, ‘that these
Ofrders would be révoked, if the Decrees of Frauce,
which had occasioned thc:n, were repealed, they
resolved at the same moment: to resist the conduct
of botli Belligerents, instead of requiring France in
the first instance to rescind her Decregs.: - Ap-
plying most unjustly the same mecasure’ of re-
sentment to the agg ressor, and to the party -ag-
grieved, they adopted mcasures of commercial re-
system of resistanee,
which, however varied in -the successive Acts' of
LEmbargo, Nonilntercourse, or Non-Importation,
was evidently uncqual in its operation, and princi-
pally levelled against the superior commcree, and

sistance against both—a

maritime power of Great Britain,

The same partiality towards France was observ-
able, in their negotiations, as in their measures of
alleged resistance,
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Application - was made to both ' Belligerents for
a revocation. of their respective edicts ; but the
terms in which they ére made, wvere decly dxf-
ferent, ;

Of Fraticé was required a revocation ouly of the
Beilin and Milan Decreeé, although many other
“edicts, grossly viclating the neutral coimmerce of
the United States ‘had beeh promulgated by that
Power. Nd'sétutity was detianded, that the Berlin
and Milan Decrees, even if revoked, should not
under. some other - ~form be: 1eestabhsbed
direct engagement was offefed, ‘ that upoit such
revocation, the Americhn Government would take
part in the war against Great Britain, if Great
Britain~ did not inxmédiatél§ réscind her Oxders;
—VWWhereas no corresponding engagement was

and "a

offered to Great Britain, ‘of whom it was re<
guired, not only that the Orders in Councﬂ
should be repealed but that no others of a SImM

" lar nature should be issued, and that the 'blockad&
of May ¥806, should be ‘also abandoned. Tlus
blockade establislied and enforced -according ‘to dc?

- customed pmctlce, had not been objected: to by th;

* United 8tafes-at the’time it.was ‘issaed. Tts pro \(
VISIOﬂS were oh -‘the’ contlary 1eplesented by thé
" American Minister resulent in Liondon ‘at’the’ tlmc?

" to have been so framed,
ment, a-proof of the’ fiiéhdly disposition’ of” ’(hé
Bx itish Cabibet towards the United States. - i
Gréat Bhttm was thuls eatléd tipon'‘to dbandon oh¢
+of her most importaht maritithé rrrghts by ac:
knowledging the : Order " of ! blockaite in- quéétion;
“to be ome of the edicts, which violated the com-
* merce of the United States, although it had never
* beenso tonsidered in the previous negdciations ;—-
! dnd dltough thé’Premdent of the United States hiad

ag to afford in his judg:

’recentl‘y consented to abr ogatc the Non-TIntercoutse | -

. Alct, on the sole condition of thé Orders i Couiicil
being revoked ; thcreby distinctly admitting thesc

mders to be the only edicts, which fell within

" the contemplatmn of *thé !aw” under wlnch he’

~acted,
¢ A proposition so hostile fo Gxeat ‘Britain could
not but be proportionably encouraging to the pre-
- -gensions of the enemy. As by thus- alledgmg that
the blockade of May 1806, was illegal, the Ameri-
can Government virtually justified, so far as depended
on them, the French Decrees. :
After this prop;)sition had beed made, the French
Minister for Foreign Affairs, if not in concert with
that Government, at least- in conformily with
sts views, in a dispatch, dated the 5th of August

1810, and addressed to'the American Minister re-

1

sident at Paris, stated that the Beérlin and Mlan
Decrees were revoked, and that their operation
would cease from the lst day of November fol-
lowing, provided His Majesty would revoke his
Orders ‘'in Council, and renounce the new prin-
ciples of blockade; or that the United States
would cause their rights to be respected ; mean-
-ing thereby,’ that they would resist the retaliatory
measures of Great Britain.

Although the repeal of the French Decrees thus
announced was evidently contingent, either on con-
cessions to be made by Great Britain, (concessions
to which it was obvious Great Britain could not
submit,) or on measures to be adopted by the United
States of America’; thé American President at oace
.considered the repeal. as absolute. TUnder that
pretence the Non-Importation Act was strictly en-
forced against Great Britain, whilst the ships of
war, and merchant ships of the encmy were received
into'the harbours of America.

‘The American Government, assuming the repealk
‘of tlre' French' Dectees to be absolute, and effee-
‘tual, most unjustly- required Great Britain, in
conformity to her declarations, to revoke Ler
©Ordets “in' .Couneil. * ~The Biitish Government
denled that  the. repeal,” which was. announced
in the letter of the French Minister for Fo-
reigh "Afahs, ‘Wis such as ought to satisfy Great
‘Britain ; “andin order to ascertain -the true cha-
racker of' the measare ‘adopted by France, the Go-
vérnmenit' of the ‘United :States was called, upon
‘to -prédute the ” Instrument, by which thic. al-
leged repeal . of. the French Decrees had been
effected, « Tf these’ Decrees were really revoked,
'such an instriment’ must! exist,” and no satisfic-
“tory ré¢aSon could- be given for'withholding it.
At length, on the 21st of May. 1812, and not
“before, the American Minister in London did pro~
duce a copy, or at least what purported to ber a
copy of such an instrument,

It pmfessdl to bear date the 28th of April 1831,
long subsetjuent to the dspatch of thie French Mini-
ster of Foreign Affairs of the 5th of August 1810,.0r
cven the day named therein viz. the Ist November
follewing, when the operationof the French Dcerees.
was to cease, This instrument expressly dectared that
thesc French Decrees were repealed in consequence
of the American Legislature having, by their Act of
the 1st March 1811, provided, that British ships
and merchandise should be excluded fiony the ports
and harbours of the United States,

By this instrument, the only decuament pro

¢ duced by America as & repeal of the French De-
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- grdes; it:appears beyond & possibility of- doubt,or' | € of its system, might render perseyerance o the
" cavil, that the alledged repeal of the French Re-

- érees was conditional, as Great Britain had asserted ;

and net absolute ot final, as had been maintained
by Amaerica : that they were not repealed at the time
they: wexe stated to be repenled by the Amesican Go- |

- vernment : that they wera not repealed in conformity

with 3. proposition,. simultaneously made to beth

" Belligerents, but in censequence of - 2 previous

Act on the pat ‘of the Ameriean Government,

.in faveur of ome Belligerent, to the prejudice of

- the other: that the American Gavesnment having

. adopted megsures restrictive upon the-gommeyce of

both Belligerents, in tonsequence of Edicts issued
by both, réscinded thesé mehsures; as they affected
that Power, which was the aggressar, whilst they
put them in full operation. against the party

" aggrieved; although the Edicts of bath powers con
tinued in force; and lastly that they excluded- the

ships of war, belonging 1o ‘piq Belligerens, WMSt

" they adinitted into their ports and harbours the slnpi
- of war belonging to theother; - in vielatign-eof ene

of the glainest, and wmost essem;tal dutles ofa Neuz

-..nalNatmn. A -

Altbevgh the Instmment this pmdw;ed was by

" nomeans that general and unqualified revocation, of
-the Berlin and Milan Decrees, which Great Britain

had continually demanded; and had a full right te

. laim; and although thjs Instmment, ynder all the
- wweumstances of ifs apposrance gt that mement, fo;‘

the first time, was open to the styongast suspwlp,ns

. of its autbenticity; yet as the Minister of the

-

. United States produced 'it, as purporting to be & | ma
<opy of the Instroment of revocation, the Go-.

. yernuxens;. of Great Britain, desirous of revert-

. revokimg conditionglly the Orders in
. eil. . Agcordingly in the month of June last, His

Cing, if gossible, to. the ancient. and secustomeg

principles .of Maritime¢ War, dctermined upop
Coun-

Royal Highness the Prince Regent was pleased to

" declare fo Couacil, inthe name and on the behalf.

of His Majosty, that the Quders in Conncil should be

- remoked, a3 far as respected the ships and property |

af the nited States from the 1st of August follow-
ing. "Fhis revecation was te eontinnein foree pro-
vided the Govermpent of the United States should,

.within & time to be liwited, repeal their Restrictive
. Eawsagainst Britishicomymeree.
- pister mAmesica was expressly ovdered to .declure |
to the overunens of the United States, that”
.*¢ this measwre had been adopted by the Prinee

His Majesty's Mi-

-¢s Regent 14 the earnest wish and bope, ¢ither that

. % the Govexnment of Fuance, by fusther relayations

¥ part af .Gxeat Britaip in realiatory measures, ug-

"“ necessqry, or ifithis hope showld prave delusive,

< that His Ma_]esty s Government might be enabled,

“¢ in the absence of all irritating and restrietive re-
« gulatmns on, exthcr side,. to enter with .the Ge-
“.vexnment of the Un.‘r,ed States inte amicable-ex-
¢.planatipns, - for - the purpose,-of asrertaining

¢ whether, if the ne.cess:ty of retaliatpry measyres

‘¢ should unfortunately continue to operate, the
‘¢ particular measures to be acted upon by Great

“¢¢ Britaign, could he rendered more acceptable ta the.

¢ American Ggyernmsgnt, than those hithertp pur~
“sued.” 0 L

. In mder to provxde for the contmgcm:y of a
ll}eclgratlpn_ ot, War on the part of the United
States, previous to the arrival in Aunerica of the

‘saiy) Order of Revacation, Instructions were sent to

:Elis Majesty's Mipister Flenipotentiary accredited

'to the United States. (the exccution eof which in-

‘structions, ip consequence of the discontinuance of
Mr.-Foster’s functions, were at a subsequent period

entrasted . to Admiral Sir John Borlase Warren),
directing bim to propgse a' cgsyation of hostilities,

1sh‘<2uld'tb¢y; haxg.commepced 3 -gnd further to-offer
& simuitancous repeal.of ithe. Orders ip. Council
on the ong side, apd of the Ressrictive Laws on
British shipé.anq commerce on the other,

They were also respectiyely empowered to acquaint
the Amerjcan Goyerpwent, -in. .1eply to any inqui-
ries. with respect tg the blqck.adp of May 1806,
whilst. the . British Ggvernment pust contu;ue -to

majntain its legality, ¢ that in point of faot ,tkns
+« particular Blockade . hag been discontinued for a
¢ Jength of time, having heen merged ip the, geyre-
‘¢ ral retaliatory blockade -of -the enemys. ports
¢ upder the Orders in Cquncil; and that. His Ma-

%< jesty's Government had no intention of recyrring
1§ to this, or to any other of the blockades of the

“ epemy's ports, founded uponthe ordinary and
“* acoystomed principles, of Maritime Law, which
¢ yere in force ~previous to the Orders in Cauncil,
¢ without a new notice to Neutral -Powers in t:he
¢ wsual form.” _

The Amerjcan Government, . hefore ‘they.received
intimation of the course adopted by the British
‘Government, had in fact proceeded to the extreme
measure of declaring war, apd issumng “ Letters of
¢ Marque,” potwithstanding they were previously
‘i possession of the Report of the French Minister
for Foreign Affairs, of the 12th of March, 1812,

promulgating apew the Berlin and Milan De.

cpees, as fyndapeptal laws of the Frenchi Empire,
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Ander the. falge and-extravamant . pretaxt, that the
monstrous principles therain contained were to
be-found in the treaty of Utrecht, ‘and were
«therefore binding-upon .all .States. From the .pe-
nalties of this Code no- nation was to he cxempt,,
~which did ot accept.-it, not only as the rule o
Ats-own copduct, but. as a.la“;, the observance o
-which;,it was also 1eqqu'ed to. enforce upon Grea
Britain,

Ina Mamjﬁesto,,.accmnpanymv their Declaration’ oﬂ
Hostilities, .in addition to the former complamts
.against the -Orders-in Co_uncxl‘ a long list of
.grievances was brought. forward ;
.themselves, others which had been mutually ad-
-justed, but none of them such, as were ever before
alleged by the American Government to be grounds
. for war,- . i

As if to throw additional. ohstacles in the way of
peace, the American Congress at the same time

some trivial irf

passed a law, prohibiting all intercourse with Great
_Britain, of such a tenor, as deprived the Executive
.Government, according to the President’s own con-
- straction of that Act, of all power of restoring the
relations of friendly intercourse between the two
-States, so far at least.as concerned their commer-
. cial Intercourse, until Congress should re-asscmble.
The President of the United States has, it is true,
since proposed to Great Britain. an Armistice;
.not, howeyer, an the admission, that the cause of war
;hithérto relied on was removed; but on condition,;
that Great Britain, as a.preliminary step, should do’
_away a cause of war,
such for. the first.time; namely, that she should
abandon the exercise of her undaubted right of
search, to take from American merchant vessels
. British seamen, .the natural-born subjects of His
- Majesty ;. and this concession was required upon
a mere assurance that laws would be enacted by
-the Legislature of the United States, to prevent
. such seamen from entering into their service; but
independent of the objection to an exclusive reliance
. on a Foreign State, for the conservation of so vital |
. an interest, no explanation was, or could be afforded
by the Agent who was charged with this Overture,
. ¢ither as to the main principles, upon which such
Jaws were to be founded, or as to the provisions
-wvhich it was proposed they should contain.

This proposition having been cobjected to, a
~second proposal was made, again oftering an
- Armistice, provided the British Governmeat would

secretly stipulate to renounce the exercise of this
_right in a Treaty of Tcacc,

No. 16890,

Ao immediate and

B

now brought forward as,

71

formal abandepment ,of jts. gexercise, as..prelic
minary.to a cessatign .of lostilities, was ot
demanded ; but His Royal Highness the Prince

.Regent was requirgd, in.tbe name and on the be-

half of, His-Majesty, seerefly,to ahandon, what.the
formgr oyertuxe lw‘ mnsssd; L hjm _,-Bublis,.ly to
 concede. , - .

- This mort.oﬂ'en‘siwe preposition was, P.lso”;e;pg‘t-
ed, being accompanied as the former had been by
other demands of the most exce‘p’pquble nature,
and especially of  indemnity for all Amexican ves-
sels detgiped and condemned under tl;\e O;‘dms in
Councn«l or upder what were te;med 1llegal bloclx-
ades-—a compliance with which .demands, exclu-
sive of all other objections, would hayve amounted
to an absolute surrender of the rights, on which
those Orders and Blockades were: founded.

Had the ,A.x{lerlqa,n Goyer,m;qept };e.en smce;e
in represgpting the Onrdeys | m QO}U\Fll as t])e
only subject of difference bctween Gleat Bri-
tain and the United States, calculated to lead to
bostilities ; 5 it might bave been expected $0 soon
as the yevocation of thase Or(lels bad been oﬂicxally
~made kpown to them, that they Would ha\e spon-
taneously recalled then e let;ers of _marque, ’f a?d

_manifested a (llSpOblthﬂ 1;ngnedxately_ to restore the

relations of peace and amity between the Two
Powers T o ) -

But the. conduct of the Government of the Umted
States by no meaps cqxresponded w:th juch rFason-
able cxpeetations.

The Order in Councl,l of the 23d of June bemg
officially communicated in America, the Govern-
ment of the Unijted States, saw nothing in the
Repeal of the Ol(lE)S in Council, whxch should of
itself restore Pcace unless Great. Butam were pl (N
pared, in the first mstance substantxally to relin-
quish the right of i unplessmg her own seamen, ‘when
found on board American Merchant Ships.

The proposal of an Armistice, and of a sunulta-
neous Repeal of the 1cstnctwe meagures, on both
sides, subseqpently ma(le by the commamlmv ﬁfﬁ-
cer of His Majesty’s uaval fo; ces on tlw 45146}},5311
coast, were received in ‘the samc hostllc s;}xrxtby the
Govun.nent of the United States.
of the plactxcc of 1mptesement was 1¥51,sted upon, in
the coucspondence which passed on that occasion,

The suspcusxon

as a neccssary preliminary to a cessatxon of hostili-
ties : Negociation, it was shted nuoht take place
without .any suspensmn of the ew(ex c1<e of this

_clud_ed but Great Butalu Was Jequued plevxously
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fo gree, without anyknwledge of the ﬁ'deqﬂacy of
e systent whtieh could be sabstitdted, to négociate |
"t the- basis of dccepting the fegislative Regu-
lations of # foreign State, - ay the sole equivafent |
for the exercive of 4 right, which she has felt to,
be essertial to tlie stppost of her mnvitiie power.
~ If America, by demanding this prehmmﬂry' con-;
"cession, interids to dery thé’ validiey of thaq
“Right, in ti\at denial Great Britain cattirot ac-
- quiesce ; Hior will she gide countetiance to such’ o |

pretensioni, by acceding to its suspertsion, niuch i

less té its ﬁbandomnent, as a basts on whick to
trest, M the Athérican  Govériment Rad de-
“¥ised, or coticeives ‘it can devise, Regulations,
" tehick may safely be accepted by Great Britain,
*as i substitute for the éxercise of the right
jn questiod, it is for them to bring forward
“such a plan for considevationi, ‘The British Go-
vérnment ‘fias fever uttempted to exclude this
question from amorngst those, on which the. two,
Statés might have to negotiate: Tt has, on the
coritrary, uniformly proféssed its readiness to
veceive "and “diseuss’ any propasition on - this
sublect coming from the American Government :
"It has never asserted any exclusive right, as to the
"fmpréssment of British seamen from Anierican ves-
gels, which it was not prepared'to acknowledge, as
appertaining equally to theGovernment of the United
States, Wwith respect to Anerican seamen ‘When
found on bosrd British merchant ships :—But it
cannot, by acceding to such a basis in the first in-
" stance, either assummie, of admit that to be prac-
ticable, which, ' wlién attempted on former occa-
_sions, has always been found, to be attended wit‘h‘
" great difficulties ; ‘spéh difficulties, as the British
" Commissioners in 1806, expressly declared, after
"an attentivé considefation of the suggestions
" brought forward by the Commissioners on the
part of America, they wer¢ wdble to surmount.
Whilst this proposition, transmitted tlirough
I:hé British Admiral, was pending in America; an-
" othér communication -on the Sulject of an armistice
was uhi‘)ﬂ‘iciaily made to the British Government in

this country. The Agent, from whom this proposi- |

tion was received, acknowledged that he did not
cOnsuIer that he “had any authority himself, to
“ sign’ an agreement ot the part of his Government.
It was obvious ‘thit any stipulations entered
into, in comséquence of this overture, would have
been binding on the Biitish Goverament, whilst
the Govemment of the Umted States would have
“héen freé to refise Or decept them; decerding to

twhich they are bound to obey :

‘the citcuriétances of e morent = ’rlm pwposit'sb
was therefore hecesvarily dechred.

After this expesition of the circunistances which
preceded, amd whicl have foliowed the declaration
of war' by the United States, - Hiy Royal Hr«lmcss
the Prisice Régent’ deting it hé hame and on. the
Behalf of s Majesty, feels himself -called upoh
to- declare theleading principles, by which thie corl~
duct of Great Britain has been regulated in thetrans=
| actibns conmrected with these discussions.- - ~

'His Roéyal Highness can never acknowledge any
blackade whatsoever-to be - Hlégal, whidls Iras been
duly totified, ‘and is ‘supported by-an- adequaﬁe
force, merely‘upon the g\'o‘und of its: extent, or
becausé the ports, or coasts blockaded are not at
the sanie time invested by land,’ ;

His Royal Highness can never admit, that
ueutral trade withi Great Britain cun’ be constitated
apublic erimre, the conntission of which cah expose
the ships of any power whatever to be dénationalized,

His Royal Iighness can never admit that Great
Britain can be debarred of its right of just and nes
cessary rétaliation, through the fear of mentualfy
aﬁ%ctxng the interest of a neutral. :

'His Royal Higbness can never admit, that in
the exercise of the undoubted and hitherto ud-
disputed rig]ﬁ of searchin.g neutral merchant ves-
sels in time of war, the impressment of British sed-
men, when found theveln, can be deemed any vio-
lation of a neutral fla g. Neither can he admit, ‘that
the taking such seamen from on board such ves-
sels, can be considered by any Neutral State as*a
hostile measure, or a justifiable cause of war,

There is no right more clearly established, thdn
the right which a Sovefeign bas to the allegiance
of his subjects, more especially in time -of war.
Their allegiance is' no optional duty, which they
can decline, and resume at pleasure. Jt is 2 call
it began with their
birth, and can only terminate srith their exist~

| €nce.

If a similarity of language and manners may
make the exercise of this Right more liable to par-
tial mistakes, and occasional. abuse, when prac-
ticed towards vessels of the United States, the same
circumstances make it also a right, with the exercise
of which, in regard to such vessefs, it s more
difficult to dispense.

But if; to the practice of the United States, fo
harbour British seamen, be added their assumed
tight, to tramsfer the allegiance of British subjects,
and thus to cagcel the jurisdiction of their legiti-

s : .
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mate Sovercign, by acts of naturalization and cer-
tificates of citizenship, which they pretend to
be as valid out of their own territory, as withinit, itis
obvious that to abandon this ancient right of Great
Britain,and to admit these novel pretensions of the
United States, would be to expose to danger the
very foundation of ounr maritime strength.

Without entering minutely into the other to-
pics, which have been brought forward by the
Government of the Umited States, it may be proper
to remark, that whatever the Declaration of the
United States may have asserted, Great Britain never
did demand, that they should force British manufac-
tures into France ; and she formally declared her
willingness entirely to forego, or modify, in concert
with the United States, the System, by which a
commercial Intercourse with the enemy had been
allowed under the protection of Licences; provided
the United States would act towards her,and towards
¥rance with real impartiality.

The Government of America, if the differences
between States are not interminable, has as
little right to notice the affair of the Chesapeak.
The aggression, in this instauce, on the part of a
British officer was acknowledged, bis conduct was
disapproved, and a reparation was regularly ten-
dered by Mr. Foster an the part of His Majesty, and
accepted by the Government of the United States.

It is not less unwarranted in its allusion to the
mission of Mr. Henry; a mission undertaken with-
out the authority, or even knowledge of His Ma-
jesty’s Government, and which Mr. Foster was au-
thorized formally and officially to disavow,

The charge of exciting the Indians to offensive
measures against the United States, is equally void
of foundation. Before the war began, a policy
the most opposite had been uniformly pursued, and
proof of this was tendered by Mr. Foster to the
American Government,

Such are the causes of war which have been put
forward by the Government of the United States,
But the real origin of the present contest will be found
in that spirit, which has long unhappily actuated
the Councils of the United States: their marked
partiality in palliating and assisting the aggres-
sive tyranny of France; their systematic en-
deavours to inflame their people against the defen-
sive measures of Great Britain ; their ungenerous
conduct towards Spain, the intimate ally of Great
Britain ; and their unwortby desertion of the cause
of other neutral nations.
yalence ef such_councils, that America has been

It is through tihe pre-
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associated in policy with Prance, and committed in
war against Great Britain,

Andunder what conduct on the part of France has
the Goverument of the United States thus lent itself
to the enemy ? The contemptuous violation of the
Commercial Treaty of the year 1800 between France
and the United States; the treacherous sei-
zurc of all American vessels and cargoes in every
harbour subject to the controul of the French arms ;
the tyrannical principles of the Berlin and Milan
Decrees, and the confiscations under them ;
the subsequent condemnations under the Ram-
bouillet Decree, antedated or concealed to render it
the more effectual ; the French commercial regula-
tions which render the traffic of the Uuited States
with France almost illusory ; the burning of their
merchant ships atsea, long after the alledged repeal
of the French Decrees—all these acts of violence on
the part of France produce from the Government
of the United States, only such complaints as end
inacquiescence, and submission, orare accompanied
by suggestions for enabling France, to give the
semblance of a legal form to her usurpations, by
converting them into municipal regulations.

This disposition of the Government of the Unit-
ed States—this complete subserviency to the Ruler
of France—this hostile temper towards Great Bri-
tain—are evident in almost every page of the official
correspondence of the American with the Frencl,
Government,

Aguinst this course of conduct, the real cause of
the present war, the Prince Regent solemnly pro-
tests. Whilst contending against France, in defence
not only of the liberties of Great Britain, but of
the world, His Royal Highness was entitled to look
for a far different result. From their common origin
—from their common interest—from their pro-
fessed principles of freedom and independence,
the United States were the last Power, in whichk
Great Britain could have expected to find a willing
instrument, and abettor of French Tyranny.

Disappointed in this His just expectation, the
Prince Ttegent will still pursue the policy, which
the British Government has so Jong, and in-
variably maintained, in repelling injustice, and in
supporting the general rights of pations; and,
under the favour of Providence, relying on the
Jjustice of his cause, and the tried loyalty and
firmness of the British nation, His Royal Highe
ness confidently looks forward to a successful issue
to the contest, in which He has thus been compelled
most reluctantly to engage,

Westminster, January 9, 1813,
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