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phrase in Mr. Monroe*! letter of the 3rtK of Oct. to Sir J. B. War*
ren, m denfing the inlention to demand the relinquishment of im-
pressment as a preliminarf—We know thejr are mistakeni and
that government do not even now pretend that they arc ready for

an Armistice, unless- the practice of impressment be Jlrtt relin-

qui»h»d—The elavse on which doubts have arisen is this, Mr.
Monroe in his letter to Sir John B. Warren, says, " Lord Castle-

reagh in his note to Mr. Russell, seems to have supposed, that had
the British government accepted the propositions made to it, 6.;

Bdtain would have suspended imme4iately the exercise of a r^A/,

on the mere assurance of this government that a law would be af-

terwarda passed to prohibit the employment of British seamen
in the service of the United States ; ''and that Great-Britain vwuid
have no agency in the rtgulation to give effect to that firo/totition.**

<^ Such an idea," he adds, " was not in the contemplation of this

government, nor is it to be inferred from Mr. Russell's note { but
lest auch an inference should be drawn, subsequent instructions

were given to Mr. Russell with a view to obviate every objection-

of the kind alluded to. Th^ese instructions bear date 37th July,

and were forwarded by the Bi-itish packet Althea."
Now, what is it that Mr. Monroe means to deny ? That the re-

linquishment of impressment was an absolute preliminary ? Or
that it was not expected that Great-Britain should have no voice,

no agency in the termo qfthe act ofCt»ngre%9 which might be pass-

ed to regulate them \ We say clearly the latter-»-We prove this,

by the new instructions of July 37th to Mr. Russell, which are giv-

en in the documenta, and which expressly stipulate, that impress-

ment must be instantly abandoned as a preliminary to «a armis-

tice.

It however provides that Great Britain shall be consulted as to

the terms of the provision restricting the employment of British

subjects.

Thia then, and this only is the point which Mr. Monroe meant
when ho said that Lord Castlereagh misunderstood the claims of

our government—This is further proved by the very same letter

to Sir John B. Warren, which is dated only sixteen days since, in

which it is added " that a tusfienMion of impressment during the ar-

miatice seems to be a necessary conscquence-~>It cannot be presum-
ed, while the parties are negotiating, that the United States would
admit the right, or acguietce in the practice of the opposite party.'*

This alone settles the question as to vfhat «ia« demanded^ but we
siiail remove all doubt hereafter.
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If any dbubts should still remain on the mind of any one,

Avh«iher the absolute and entire discontinuance of the practice of


