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that those to whom it may be new, will be,
equally with ourselves, interested in it. We
give it, therefore, helow, ns we find it in the
London Quarterly Review, of September,

1812; composed of extracts from the Now
England  Farme’s  pamphlet  previously

noticed hy us, together with the Reviewer’s
observations.*  When our readers have

sufficiently examined this curious case, they
may attach what force they think is due to
the only ohservation we inténd to add to this
head, viz, that Mr. Madison—it has heen
asserted—sent out a copy of his war message
to France, in the Wasp ; and that this is not
the ouly circumstance which affords reason
for believing that France for some time be-

* What shall we say if it appear that this
Sirst aggressionaf 1800, which is now represented
as the immediate cause of the Berlin Decree,
was, for the first time, suggested by Mr. Madi-
son, in 1806, (through General Armstrong to
Buonaparte,) as a justifiable cause of the French
decree 2—that this blockade of 1806, which was
approved by Mr. Munvoe,—was not objected
against by Mr. Jefferson in 1808,—was not even
mentioned by Mr. Madison in the arrangement
made with Mr, Evskine in 1809—but that this
great and atrocious injury done to France and
America, forgotten, neglected, and not once ad-
verted to in four years’ negocintion,—was
brought forward, for the first time, to make a
principal figure in 1810, for the express pur-
yose, as it would seem, of throwing in the way
invincible obstacles to any adjustment with
Great Britain? Let us hear the ¢ farmers’ on
the subject.

¢ The first notice of it, as far as we can
find, is in a letter from General Armstrong to
Mr. Swmith, our secretary of state, of January
Suui, 1810, in which he details o conversation
which hz had held with Count Chaunpagny, the
French minister,  In that Jetter Mr. Avmstrong
refer. to a letter of December 1st, 1809, from
Mr. Smith to himself, whick kas never been pul-
lished, in whicli he is directed to demand of
France— Whether, if Great Briain recoked her
blackades of a date anlerior 0 the decree commonly
called the Berlin Decrce, Iis Majesty the Emperor
would consent o revole that decrec?” Lo which
the Emperor, fulling into the views of our gov-
crnment, and foresecing the snare which would
be Iaid for Great Britain, insomuch as, if she
consented to repeal said orders, it would be an
admission that she had heen the aggressor upon
neutral comnierce, and further, it would be an
admission that she had no right to exert her
only force, her maritime power, for the covrcion
of hier encmy, replied ¢ That the oxwy conditiun
required for the revocation of the decree of Derlin,
will he a previous revocation by Great Britain of
her blockades of France, or ports of France, of
date anterior to the aforeswid decree.”

<« So far the plot went on prosperousiy; and
if Great Britain had fullen into the projeet, it
would have been made the pretext for prevent-
ing any futurce blockades of cven single ports
of France, in which armaments for hex destruc-
tion, or the destruction of her commerce,
should be formed; and she would have velin-
quished to an enemy, whom she cannot aitack

upon the continent on equal terms, the only
weapons which God and her own valour had
placed within her power.”

The next step was to transmit this project
for swindling Great Dritain out of her maritime
rights to Mr. Pinckney, the American minister
in London, who accordingly demanded of Lord
Wellesley ¢ whether Great Britain considered
any, and it any, what blockades of the French
coast, of a date anterior to the Berlin Decree,
in force? Lovd Wellesley briefly answered,
that ¢ the blockade of May, 1806, was compre-
hended in the Order of Council of Junuavy,
1807, which was yet in force.” A month after-
wards, 7th March, 1810, Mr. Rinckney again
asked ¢ whether the order of May, 1506, was
merged in that of January, 18072 to which
Lord Wellesley replied ¢ that it was compre-
hended under the more extensive orders of
January, 1807.7

My, Pinckney, though not quite satisfied
with Lord Wellesley’s answers, wrote to Gene-
ral Armstrong, < that the inference {rom themn
wag, that the blackade of May, 1806, is virtu-
ally at an end, being merged and comprehended
in an Order of Council issued after the date of
the Berlin Decree. This iunference, however,
did not suit any of the intriguing parties; and
General Armstrong does not scem to have
thought it necessary to rufile the repose of his
Tmperial Majesty, by submitting the point to
M. Champagny ; at least nothing farther ap-
pears till the extraordinary letter of the Due
de Cadore, in which the Berlin and Milun De-
crees are premised to be repexled, provided
Great Britain will repeal her orders, and ¢ re-
nownce hev principles of blockade which sho
wishes to establish :'—¢ terms,” says the Farm-
er, ¢ which every man will perceive might bo
construed to amounnt to the surrender of ¥ her
maritime rights.’

“That there was a secret understanding
hetween o cabinet and that of France, that
Great Britaiu should be required to annul her
blockades of a date anterior to the Berlin De-
cree, and that this suggestion first came from
our ¢abinet, will appear from the two follow-
ing extracts of letters from our sceretary Smith,
to Mr. Pinckney; the one is dated in July,
1810, in which le says, < you will let it bo
distinetly understood that the repeal must
aecessavily Saclude an annblment of the blockade
of May, 180G this is the explanation which
will be yiven hy our minister at Paris to the



