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lesley, very naturally, replied that it wonld |
be necessary to wait to see whether the
French decrees would he actually repealed.
Subsequently, when atemporary intermission
of French violence, together with the release
of some detained American vessels, afforded
color for the government of the United States
asserting, and probably at the time hoping,
that the French decrecs had heen virtually
repealed, though no authentic document
beyond the Duke of Cadore’s note had ap-
peared to that effect ; Mr. Pirckney laboured
strenuously and repeatedly to prove to the
Rritish Cabinet that those decrees had actu-
ally been repealed, and reiterated his de-
mands, that the Orders in Council should he
annulled.  Lord Wellesley replied that, < ad-
mitting the Duke of Cadore’s letter to be
correctly interpreted by Pinckney, as an-
nouncing a repeal of the French deerees to
commence absolutely on the first of Novem-
ber, but conditional as to its continuance, or
the recall, within a reasonable time, of the
British Orders, he should not hesitate to
concede such a recall, had that been the only
¢hing required. But there was another con-
dition mentioned in that letter wholly inad-
missable—the renouncing what were called
“ the new British prineiplss of blockade.”

What Frarce required was the relinquish-
ment by England of “ her new principles of
blockade;”” an expression which unquestiona-
bly implied much more than 2 mere declara-
tion by the British Cabinet that, as a matter
of fact, the blockade of 1806 had, as an ac-
tual blockade, ceased to exist. We do not
see how the British Government could have
disputed that point, secing it was a thing
obvious to the eyes of any man, that Lord
Keith's ships no longer watched the const
botween Brest and the Blbe ; Lord Wellesley,
we consider, admitted as much, when he told
Mr. Pinckney that the bleckade of 1806 was
included in the more extensive Orders in
Council; that is, he admitted, we take it,
that the line of coast originally confined by
actual blockade was 1o longer in that predi-
cament; hut, in common with the rest of
France, affected by the retaliation of Buona-
parte’s own paper blackades. Butthis admis-
ston, expressed or implied, was not what
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France wanted. Iler view of the case was

this -— Granting that Britain had 160 ves-
sels#* to blockade thirty ports and harbours
of ours ; she did not invest those ports and
harhours by land as well as by sea; and,
therefore, in our estimation, it was no actual
blockade. It was Great Britain’s new prin-
ciples of blockade. She must, notwithstand-
ing her immense naval force, put that block-
ade virtually on the same footing with the
Berlin and Milan Deerees; she must deny its
existence, and—whatwe are especiallyaiming
at—she must acknowledge its insufficiency.
She must do this before our promised repeal
of our deerees in favour of the United States
is to take effect ; and, in doing so, it is to be
distinetly understood that in future, unless
she can beleaguer our seaport towns by land
as well as by sea, there will be no actual
blockade.”” That'is, Great Britain wasnot to
shut up the Freneh ports from foreign inter-
course, and debar them from foreign sup-
plies—how effectually soever she might be
able to do it with her powerful navy—until
her Peninsular heroes should have crossed
the Pyrences. Then, if she chose, shemight
use her fleets to co-operate with her troops
on land. The transcendent insolence of such
terms is equalled only by their prodigious
absurdity ; and yet this was what France
meant by Great Britain * renouncing her
new principles of blockade.” These, or a
declaration of war by the United States
against Great Britain, were the conditions
on which the Berlin and Milan Deerees were,
hy an anticipation, repealed as regarded the
United States. The French govermment, in
short, revoked, or more sirictly promised to
revoke, their deerees in favour of the United
States, on the understanding that one of two
things was to follow: cither that Great Bri-
tain should be entrapped into the surrender
of her maritime superiority : of which being
in itself flagrauntly absard, France, we must
helieve, entertained no expeetation,—or that
the United States would go to war with
Great Britain: this latter alternative heing,
as they no doubt imagined, tlic more proba-
ble of the two ; and which, within less than
two yeurs, was the aciunl issue of French
stratagem and American irascibility.

¥ This was the force actually watcking the
French coast in 18UG.



