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IISTORY OF TITE WAR OF 1812,

i
in the negotiation which preceded the seizure | faction prevailing in the United States in

of the Danish flect, @ circumstance not likely
to recommend him to the government of the
United States. From the moment of his
Ianding to his departure in ahout a month’s
time, he was subject to galling insults in
differont degrees, from the President. the
populace, and the press. 1is recall, at last,
was requested by the United States govern-
ment, and, of course, granted by the British
Cabinet, though without any mark of disap-
probation on the part of his sovereign.

Decree of Rambouillet :

N ’ ;
May 18th, 1810, The forbearance of the

United States with France
was tried to the uttermost, and stood the
shock, in the Decree of Rambouillet—the
climax of French rapacity—issued on the
18th May, 1810, By this ail vessels sailing
under the fagof the United States, or owned
wholly or in part by any American citizen,
which, since the 20th May, 1809, had entered,
or which should thereafter enter, any of the
ports of France or hes colonies, or countries
occupied hy French armies should be seized.
This act was carried into immediate exeeu-
tion; the number of sequestered ships
amounted to one hundred and sixty, the value
of which was caleulated at one million of
francs. Yet even thisdevastating sweep ex-
cited no war-spirit in the United States; there
was, to'he sure, sharp and vehement remon-
strance about it; but the spoliation was
never resented as the grievances laid to the
charge of Great Britain were resented ; and
the French Emperor never atoued, nor even
evinced the slightest disposition to atone,
for it.

o},{ﬁ?ﬂ?ﬂcﬁ'ﬁ?&" The Emperor of France,
15t November; 1510 orowing impaticnt under
his ineflfectual attempt to drive the United
States into war with Great Britain, thought
proper at last to affect a conciliatory policy
towards the North Awmerican republie, and
to try what fairand plausible professions could
accompiish.  Without any intention, as his
subseygnent proceedings shewed, of keeping

his hands off their vessels, the confiscation of

which had all along furnished so convenient
a tribute to his impoverished exchesuer,
Buonaparte determined, at least, to change
his tone. The disappointment and dissatis-

consequence of the disallowance of the Ers-
kine arrangement gave him pleasure; and,
more particularly, tho act against Great
Britain with which the session of Conggess
had terminated was altogether to his taste.
The Duke of Cadore—his minister—was ac-
cordingly instructed to make to the Ameri-
can minister, Mr. Armstrong, the following
declaration, which was communicated in a
note dated 5th August:—** At present Con-
gress retraces its steps. The act of the 1st
March, 1809 (the Non-intercourse act as
regards France) is revoked: the ports of
America are open to French trade; and
France is:no longer shut to America. Con-
gress, in short, engages to declare against the
helligerent which shall refuse to rceognise
the rights of neutrals. In this new state of
things, I am authorised to declare to you
that the decrees of Berlin and Milan are re-
voked ; and that from the 1st November they
shall cease to be executed, it being well un-
derstaod, that in consequence of this decla-
ration, the English shall revoke their Orders
in Council, and renounce the new principles
of blockade, which they have attempted to
establish, or that the United States shall
cause the right to he respected by the British.
The President of the United States with eager
delight laid hold of this conditional revoca-
tion; dependentthough it was ona condition
which Buonaparte knew very well, and Mr.
Madison might have known, too, was on the
part of Great Britain wholly inadmissable.
On the very. next day after that on which it
wag conditionally promised they should be
revoked, Madison issued a proclamation as-
serting that “the said edicts Aave becn re-
voked;”” and that ¢ the enemy ceased on the
first day of that month to violate the ncutral
commerce of the United States.” DBut tho
President’s gratification was unwarranted,
and his proclamation premature. There had
heen—as we shall see hereafter—no revoca-
tion.

Tutelligencé of this prospective revocation
of the French decress was communicated ab
ance to Mr. Pinckney, the United States Min-
ister at London, who, without delay pro-
ceeded on the 25th August following to make
a formal call on the British Governmont to
repeal their Orders in Council. Lord Wel-



