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_HISTORY OF THE -WAR OF 1812.

‘the Government of Great Britain, then within
‘the harbors or waters of the United States,
‘fmmediately and without any delay to depart
from the same, and interdicted the entrance.of
all the said harbors and waters to the said
‘armed vessels, and to all others bearing com-
missions under the authority of the Brmsh
Government.”* This, in its bearing, was a
hostile measure; for, at the same time that
't!ns mterdxct:on of British vesscls was pro-
‘claimed, the flects of France had free access
to the ports from which their enemies were
thns imperiously excluded. .And this step
_was taken, before the President knew in what
light the British Government would view the
act of its officer. The proclamat?on was, to a
considerable extent, a retaliation of the vio-
lence complained of, for, by the sudden stop-
page of supplies, it caused no small inconve-
nience and privation to many of H. M. vessels
at that time in the harbours of the United
States ; whilst at the very moment when this
_method of selfredress was put in execution, a
demand for satisfaction and reparation _had
been despatched to the British Government.
That Government, before any suit for satisfac-
tion had reached it, disavowed the act on the
ground that “the right of search, when ap-
plied to vessels of war, cxtended only to a
requisition, but could not be carried into ef-
fect by actual force.” Captain Humphries
was recalled and Admlml Berkeley suffered
‘{he severe dwgrace of bemg superseded. In
this frank and honorab]e spirit did the British
Govemmcnt,—before one word of complamt
or expostulation had been bornc across the
Atlantic,—promptly and spontancously testify
their concern at the mistaken proceedings of
their ofﬁcer, and their cordial desire to make
‘reparation. It will be apparent, we think, to
_every one that their treatment of the aﬁ':nr
exhibits, in a vcrj strong llght, the Pres:-
dent’s proclamation as a measure premature
md un,)ustxﬁable. \

Right of Search,t In the American mer-

* American Weekly Register, 26th Sept., 1811,

+ Extract from Mr. Sheffey’s speech in the
House of Representatives, on the bill to raise an
additional military- force—January, 3, 1812 :—
“He protésted against waging & war fof the
protection of any other than native born American
seamen, or those who were citizens whcnthe inde-

chant service, about the time of the war, there
‘were| between thirty and fifty thousand of our
scamen employed, many of them dese. ters,

and liable to be reclaimed as such; qnd asto
the.rest, their impressment was j_ust'as lawful
from o merchant vesscl of the United States
as an English vessel; for surely their having
sought the service of the United States,—
probably for the very purpose of evading that
of their own country in the hour of ,perxl——dnd
not absolve them from their allegiance, nor
render nugatory the established law of nations,
that “ every State has a right to the services
of its subjects, and especially in time of war.”
On the trial of the men taken. from the Chesa-
peake, it was shown that threc of them were
unquestionably American citizens, but that
they had entered the service of Great Britain
voluntarily : the fourth, who was convicted of
piracy and mutiny, and for these crimes
hanged, was a native British subject.

‘We can readily understand that American
seamen, whether native or naturalized—lan-
guage, garb, appearance, and other character-
istic peculiarities being the samein both eascs,
—may have been now and then mistaken for
British seamen, and, as such, impressed
into the service of Great Britain; but there
is positively no proqf, either that the im-
pressment was made with wilful disregard
of ascertained origin, or that the mistake

pendence of the country was achieved. It was
enough to protect them while they remain within
our territories, Within these we hnd a right to
make regulations. But We had no right to ‘make
regulations on the ocean, which would confliét
mth the pretensions of all civilized nasions, who
claimed the allegiance of their native born sub-
jects eitherby the- divine right of the g govcmom,
or by implied compact. He should not inquire
whether these claims were compatible with the
rights of man. It was sufficient that they grew
out of the established wsages and principles ¢ of
civilized kingdoms, which we had no right to
controvert out of our own limits. He would
thercfore not protcct any other than natural Am-
erican citizens on the ocean. 'We did not deny
the right of England to search for property; she
went further, and claimed the privilege of searchi-
Ing for her seamen. The simjlarity of our man-
ners and language occasioned “her to abuse the
privilegein some cases by the impressment of our
seamen. This was not an abuse of principle bus
of honor. And before we go to war with her for
ifmpressment he would make her this offer: he
would agree not to let any man cnter our mer- .
chant veseels but a natural citizen of these Unit-
ed States



