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sznu,’nicﬂtei by the President to Congress.

CORR ESPONDENCE ‘
TWEEN MR. hiQDISUN AND MR, ROSE,

MR. ROSE's ULTIMATUM.
Washin;t-on, March 17th, 1808,

“&’G deeply imprcﬂ'cd with the fenfe of his
nujeﬂy's anxiety,y - thil.[ full effe@ ﬂl().llld be
1o thofe views of - juftice and moderation, by
b his condu@ has been regulated through the
¢ of the unfortunate tranfation whcnu_: the pre-
Gifferences have arifen, and-of the d_lfappnms-
of which he would learn the fruftration of his
and equitable purpufcs-; I have felt n_mcumbel_lt
me, on the receipt of the letter, whlgh you did
be honcur to addrefs to me on the fifth inft, to
anew to this matter the moft ample and ferious
teration. 1t is with the mott painful fenfations
gret, that I find mylelf on the.rtl'ult of it under
eceffity of declining to'enter into the terms of
iation, which by directian of the Prefident of
Unized States, you therein offer.. I do not feel
{fcompetent in_the prefent inftance, to depart
hofe- inlteudlionsy: which~I:fdted=in=mmy- lettone
¢ 96th of January laft, .ﬂf‘ld'Whl(‘.h ‘[’)r?cfﬁ"de me
i to-she-cowdision_thus propolid. L
14 add that I am ablolutely prolibited froieii-"
g upon watters uncom.e@tc‘d with the fpecific
& I am authorifed to difculs, mvch lefs can I
give any pledge concerning them. The condi:
luggefted, moreover, Iead:s to the direct infer-
, that the proclamation of the Prefident of the
1ed States of the 2d July, 1807, is maintained
r as anr equivalent for reparation for the time
gy 0r as a compulfion to make ite .
tis with the more profound regret that 1 feel my-
under the neceflity of declaring, that 1 am una-
to att upon the terms thus propofed, as it be-
ssmy duty to inform you, in conformity to my
u&ions, that on the rejeétion of the demand ftate
nmy former letter, on the part of his majefty;
miffion is terminated. And as his majeflty’s go-
jent in providing me with thole inftructions,
not conceive that after the declaration of his fen-
ents refpecling the Zaffair of the Chelapeake was
+ known to this government, the ftate of any
fadtions pending or unterminated between the
nations could juftify the perfeverance in the en-
ement of the prefident’s proclamation, 1 can ex-
ile no difcretion on this point.
¢ on a former occallon I detailed though mi-
. the motives for that demand on the past of.
ajefty, which T with To-much <coucern learn- to ~
elteemed inadmiffable by the government of the
ited States, 1 Miould here abftain from an expoli-
n of them, which vifibly can have no further effe&
n the negotiation, it I did not deem it effential
it they hould not be lelt under any mifaporehenfi-
which I might be able to remove. 1 fhally <here-
¢, take a (hort review of the tranfa&ion, which
sgiven rife to thefe difcuflions, in order the more
ely to determine the foundnefs of the principle
which that demand is made.
Certain deferters from his majeflly’s navy, many of
em Liis natural born {ubjetts, having entered into
¢ fervice of the United States, were repeatedly and
uitlelly demanded by the Britifh officers, of the
witing officers of the United States, but were re-
ined in their new fervice. As it was a matter of
toriety that feveral of thele deferters were on board
¢ frigate of the United States the Chelapeake, they
ere demanded of that frigate on the high feas by
s majefty’s (hip Leopard, and all knowledge of
¢ir prefence on board being denied, (he was attack-
and four of them, ane avowedly a native Englith-
an, were taken out of her. Without being deterred
1 the confideration of how far circumftances hoftile
their nature had provoked, though they undoubzed-
,hY no means juﬁiﬁcd this act of the Britith officer,
s majelty’s cavernment dire@ed, that a pofitive dil-
vowal of the right of fearch afferted in this cale,
nd of the attwof the Britilh officer as being unau.
horifed, and a promife of reparation, fhould be con-
eyed to the American minifter in London, before he
ad made any reprelentation by order of the United
tites,  This difavowal, made on the 2d of Auguft
ity was tranfmitted by him to his government, be-
ore the 6th of that month. But betore Mr. Mon-
oc.had reteived his'arders to demand reparation, his
3efly leabnt, with what furprife it is needlefs to
well upony- that the prefident of the United States
had interdicted by proclamation bearing date the 2d
of July, 1807, the entry of all their ports to the
whole of hig navy., This furprife was certainly in-
crealed when in the letter delivered by that minifter
3 p ;
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to requirg redrefs for the wrong, althdugh it went in-
to details unconne@ed with it, not only no concero
was exprefled on the part of the United States, at
having felt themfelves compelled to enact meafures of
fo much injury and indignity towards 4 friendly power,
but no mention was made of the caufles of fuch meafures
being reforted to, oreven'of the fadt of their having
been adapted. In addition to the embarraTment arif-
ing from thefe circumftances, and the infufficiency of
the explanations fublequently given to Mr., Canning,
the introdu@ion of a fubje@ foreign to that of the
complaint became the main impediment to the fuc-
cels of the difcuffions which took place in London.
‘When 1 had the honour to open the negotiation with
you, flir, as I had learnt tha: the prefident’s procla-
mation was ftill in force, it became my duty confor-
mably to my inftru@ions, to require its recall as a
preliminary to further difcuflion: hiad it not been in
force, T was not Qrdcred to have taken it into confi-
deratign in the adjuftment of .reparation, and it
was confidered as hardly poffible that it fhould nat
have been recalled immediately upon the kaowledge
of his“majefly’s difavowal of the attack upon the
Cliefapeake, as an unauthorifed adt.  But his majefty
could not fuffer the negotiation to be carried on, on
his behalf, under an interdict, which even if juftifia-
ble_in the firlt moment of irritation, cannot be con=
tinued after the declaration of hisingjelly’s fentiments
upon the tranfaction, except in a fpint of hoftility.
It might bave been fairly contended thatin the
firlt inflance, the exercife of fuch an adt of power,

Defge, jon wps refufed or .unduly protradied,
Eie':;vhhfthc purpsfes- and“elience of . the Chcfupci'kmwﬁiiiiﬁyfs‘

“was ificompati
acific negotiation, and with_a dcmand of redrels

, -t
duct towards ithas the direét effefts of adtual haftility:
If then, the enforcement ot the prefident’s proclama«
tion, up to the prefent ‘fnoment, is a meafure of felf-
affumed reparationy it is dire@ly repugnant to the fpi-
rit and fa& of amicable negotiation: if it isa meas
fure to compel reparation it is equally fo: and by the
perleverance in it. Great-Britain is difpenfed with the
duty of proffering rédrefss But, if it is 4 meafure of
precdution, in order'to fecure reparation, or in order
to compel it, it falls under the objeélions I have juft
ftated. If it is a precaution adopted as a guard a-
gainft 2&s of violence apprebended on the part of his
majelty’s naval officers, it furely connot be confider-
ed s being as effe@ual a fecurity as that arifing from
the renewed affusances of his majefty’s friendly difpo-
ﬁti('m, which imply u due obfervapce of the rights of
nations with which Great-Britain is in amity, by all
perfons holding authority under his majefty’s govern-
ment ; from the difavowal of the pretenfion of the
fearch ot national fhips ; and from the further affu-
rance of that difavowal given in Lis majelty’s procla~
mation of the 16th of Oclober.luft: neither under
thefe concurrent circumftunces canthe plea of necef-
fity be maintained ; and if fuch a proceeding has not
‘the plea of neceffity, it affumes the charaller of ag-
greflion. If thefe concuprent fecurities againft fuch
an apprehenlion have any value, the neceflity no

longer exitts ; if they are of no value, negntiatiolf

cannet be attempted, as the bafis upon which it refls,
the mutual confidence of the two parties would be
wholly wanting. :

. From the moment after the unfortunate affair of

val -commander

in thefe waters had afcertained that they were fafe

througlithar chitrmel 5 Hitfyér Bave been his majel? from the eflervefcence of that popuiar fury, ard un-

ty’s covciliatory views, that this argument has not
been infifted on, although it might now be the more
forcibly urged, as it appears that the governinent of
the United States was from the firft feniible, that,
even had the hoftility been meditated by the Britifh
government, it would not have commenced it in fuch
a manner, But the exception taken, is to the enforce-
ment continued up to the prefent time, of mealures
highly unfriendly in their tendency, perfifted iny not
only after the difavowal in queition, the promife of
the proffer of (uitable reparation, and the renewed
affurances of his majefty’s amicable difpofition, but

after {ecurity has been given in a public inftrument

bearing date the 16th of D&ober, 1807, that the

claim to the feizure of deferters from the national

fhips of other powers, cannot again be brought for-

ward by his majefty’s naval officers ; it is unneceflary

to dwell upou the injury and indiguity to-which his

majclty’s fervice is expoled, both as touching the
freedom and fecurity of correfpondents of his agents
and accredited minifters in the United States, or as
refulting from a meafure which in time of wary ex-
clud-s the whole of his navy from all their ports,
which ports are completely open to the fleets of his
enemies : it will: be fufficient to obferve, that even
where éxeniptions, from_irare gramed, they are made
fubje@ to fuch conditions, that ot the three Talt" Bris
tifh flups of war, which have entered thefe ports up-
on public bufinels, two of them, his majefty’s fhip
Sratira, having on board a_minifter fent out for the ad-
jultment of the prefent differences, and a fchooner
bearing dilpatches, in confequence of their inability
to procure pilits, were obliged to enter thefe waters
without fuch aflifiance, and were expofed to confide-
rable danger. Great-Britain, by the forms ¢ftablifhed,
could repair the wrong committed, even to the fatif-
fastion of the United States, no otherwife than by
the channel of negotiation ; yet fhe avowed diftinétly,
that a wrong was committed, and that fhe was ready
to make reparation for it; it cannot therefore be cona
tended that the unaveidable delay of actual reparati-
on fubjected her to the imputation of perfifting in an
agpreflion, which was difclaimed from the firft; if
this is true, however much fhe will regret any impe-
diment in the adjultment of adifference, in which the
feelings of a nacon are fo materially interefled ; can
{he confifiently with a due care of her own honour
and interefls, allow it 1o be concluded on her part,
under an adherence to a condud&, which has a decided
charaéter of enmity in the procccdings held towards
her by the other party.

I know not in what view the perfeverance in the
preﬁdem’s pmclamation up to this mownent can be
_confidered, but in that ot a meafure of retaliation ;
araf'ﬁwfﬁﬂ‘ﬂn{n‘. reparation 5 or a meafure intended
to compel “reparation ; unlefs it be that which, it 1
rightly underftand, you define it tobe, a mealuce of
precaution. o

If, when a wrong is committed, retaliation is n-
fantly reforted to by the injured party, the door to
pacific adjuftment is clofed, and the means of conc'lh.
ation are precluded. The right to dcmand' reparation
is incompatible with the aﬂ'umptipp of it. When
parties are in a {tate of mutual hoftility, they are fo
far on a footing, and as fuch they may treat; but a
party difclaiming every unfriendly intention, and giv-
ing unequivocal proofs of an amicable difpofition,
cannot be expe@ed to treat with another whole con-

der which the moft glaving outrages were committed,
and by which they were very.naturally led to the {up-
pofition that they Were cbjeils of patticular hoftility,
and that a ftate of war againfl them, requiring pre-
cautions on their party had commenced, no conduét
has been imputed to them, which could vindicate the
neceflity of muintaining in force the prefident's pro-
clamation. Since that time {uch of thofe officers as
have been neceflitated by the circumflances of the
war to remain it thefe waters, have held no commu-
nication with the fhore, except in an inftance too tri-
fling to dwell ypon, and inftantly difuvowed gy ghe
commanding officer ; and they have acquiefced quit-
ly in various privations, highly prejudicial to the fer-
vice they were upon, and in confequence ot an inter-
di@, which had they been “regardlefs of their duties
towards a {tate in amity with their fovereign, and had
they not carefully reprefled the feelings its tone
and language had a dirc€ terdency to provoke in
them, would have rather excited -than have averted
the evils it was ftated to be intended to prevent ;
were they regardful of thele duties, it was unneceffa-
ry. Had they felt themfelves obliged completely to
evacuate the waters of the United Statesy efpecially
whillt an enemy’s fquadron was harboured in them,
they could have dane it ; but nunder the admiflion of
hoftile compulfion; -and under fuch compultion; carri-
ed into tull effe@, his majeily could not have diffem-
bled the extent of the injuy received.

In the feveral cafes adduced, in which Great-Bri-
tain required certain preliminaries, previoufly to en.
tering into negotiation, The regulated her coriuét by
the fame principles to which fhe now adheres, and
refufed, whilft no hoitility was exhibited on her part,
to treat with powers, whofe proceedings denoted it
towards her 3 and who maintained their right in what
they had affumed.

From the confiderations thus offered, I truft that
neither the order of reafon or that of ulage are in
contradiction to the demand 1 have urged, nor am L
aware how the order of time oppofes the revocation
in the firft inftance of that ady which affe@s injuri-
oufly one of the parties and is ftill avowed by the other.

The fubjeét is thus prefentéd to you, fir, in the
light which it was natural that it thould offer itfelf to
his majefty’s government, It certainly conceived the
prefident’s proclamation to refl chicfly, and moft ma«
terially upon the attack made upon the frigate of the
United States, the Chefapeake, by his majeily’s fhip
the Leopard, althongh other topics were adduced as
acceffories.  In this apprehenfion it may be held to
have been fufficiently warranted, by the precife time
at which, aund the circumitances under which it was
iffued, and by its whole context, and the more fo,

as. the impulle under_which it was drawn up, ap- -

pears to have been fo fudden “as to'hgijv:prccludcd
a due examination of all the grounds of allegation
contained in it.  And here 1 beg leave to affure
you,

me, if 1 could feel myfelf juftified in exprefling on
the par: of his majefty any "degrec of cnincidence
with the opinions you have announced, or when thus
appealed to, and making every allowance for the irrie
tation of the moment, 1 could diffemble the extreme
furprife expericnced by Great-Britain, that the gos

that with refpe@ to the fpifit and tone of
that inflrumenty it would be highly fatisfadtory to

vernment of a friendly nation, even before an amica= .

ble demand of reparation was made, and yet meaning
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