
LORD ASHBURTON'S. MISSION.

Nearly five years are now past since this occurrence, there has been
time for the public to deliberate upon it calmly, and I believe I may take
it to be the opinion of candid and honourable men, that the British officers
who executed this transaction, .and their Government who approved it,
intended no slight or disrespect to the sovereign authority of the United
States. That they intended no such disrespect I can most solemnly
affirm, and I trust it will be admitted that·no inference to the contrary
can fairly be drawn, even by the most susceptible on points of national
honour.

Notwithstanding my wish that the explanations I had to make might
not revive, in any degree, any feelings of irritation, I do not see how I
could treat this subject without this short recital of facts; because the
proof that no disrespect was intended is mainly to be looked for in the
extent of the justification.

There remains only a point or two which I should wish to notice, to
remove, in some degree, the impression which your rather highly coloured
description of this transaction is calculated to make. The mode of telling
a story often tends to distort facts, and in this case, more than any other,
it is important to arrive at plain unvarnished truth.

It appears from every account, that the expedition was sent to
capture the "< Caroline," when she was expected to be found on the British
ground of Navy Island, and that it. was only owing to the orders of the
rebel leader being disobeyed that she was not so found. When the British
officer came round the point of the island in the night, he first discovered
that the vessel was moored to the other shore. He was not by this
deterred from making the capture, and his conduct was approved. But
you will perceive that there was here most decidedly the case of justifica-
tion mentioned in your note, that ·there· should be "no moment left for
deliberation." I mention this circumstance to show also that the expedi-
tion was not planned with a premeditated purpose of attacking the enemy
within the jurisdiction of the United States, but that * the necessity of so
doing arose from altered circumstances at the moment of execution.

I have only further to notice the highly coloured picture drawn in
your note, of the facts attending the execution of this service. Some
importance is attached to the attack having been made in the night, and
the vessel having been set on fire and floated down the falls of the river,
and it is insinuated, rather than asserted, that there was carelessness as
to the lives of the persons on board. The account given by the dis-
tinguished officer who commanded the expedition distinctly refutes, or
satisfactorily explains, these assertions. The time of night was purposely
selected as most likely to ensure the execution with the least loss of life,
and it is expressly stated, that the strength of the current not permitting
the vessel to be carried off, and it being necessary to destroy her by fire,
she was drawn into the stream for the express purpose of preventing
injury to persons or property of the inhabitants at Schlosser.

I would willingly have abstained from a return to the facts of this
transaction, my duty being to offer those explanations and assurances
which may lead to satisfy the public mind, and to the cessation of all
angry. feeling, but it appeared to me that some explanation of parts of the
case, apparently misunderstood, might be of service for this purpose.

Although it is believed that a candid and impartial consideration of
the whole history of this unfortunate event will lead to the conclusion,
that there were grounds of justification as strong as were ever presented
in such cases, and, above all, that no slight of the authority of the
UJnited States was ever intended, yet. it must be admitted, that there was,
in the hurried execution of this necessary service, a violation of territory;
and this I am instructed to assure you that lier Majesty's Government
consider as a most serious fact, and that far from thinking that an event
of this kind should be lighthy risked, they would unfeignedhy deprecate
its r·ecurrence. Looking back to what passed at this distance of time,
what is perhaps mnost to be regretted, is that some explanation and
apology for this occurrence was not immediately made; this, with a frank
explanatiòn of the necessity of the case, mighit and probably would have


