MR, TAGGATT’S
ADDRESS TO HIS CONSTITUENTS,
ON THE SUBJECT OF IMPRESSMENTS.
P,

To the Citizens of Mussachusetis. partienlarly of the district
which I hure the honor to represent.

FELLOW CITIZENS—

IN a sitnation of the country different from the pre<
sent. T should uut Lave given either you or miyself the tronble
of this address.  But in the present scason off peril, involved
as we are in a war whieh. how Fir it way prove ruiscus to
onr hest interests as a nation it is i:avossible, at this time, to
foresee. standing us I do in that pubtic station in which your
pavtiality has vepeatedly placed we, I thoughs it o diny to
present you with a few observations on (he state of (he na-
tion, Itis well knowa that T have uniformly opposed the
present war. as well as all those previous steps which have
led to it.  Whatever was either the n. ture or extent of the
injuries we had received from the diff-vent heltigerents. [
viewed them us growing out of the present war in Furope s
a war probubly hoth in 1ty extent and in the gieal events and
fimpoertant consequences of which it has been prodactive, uns
paralleled i modern times, and that these injurics would
eeuse of course, on the return of peace. Our neuiral sjtya-
tion gave us many advantages, and, although we suffered
sowe partial inconvenieners from the mutual eneronchments
of the diffevent belligerents. T considered it much beter to
bear with those pavtial and temporary cvils, than to vush into
a conilict of which we could calculate neither the extent,
the consequenees te our independence und libertics. nor the
duration My present inteniion is not o cnter on an investj-
gation of, either the justice or policy of the present war, op
to indulge in coajectuies about its probuble issue. Sowe of
my ideas on this subject, submitted at the cluse of the lList
session, are gow before the public. 1low fur these conjee-
tures have been verified by facts, is obvious 1o those who li.ve
paid purticular atteation to the passing cvents of the lust
campuign. My obscrvations will be contiacd to one single
point, viz, (h® inpressment of scamen, every other mitier
in dispute between the two nations being, in the view of the
President, so lar rowoved out of the wiy uy 1y 0ppose no ins
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surmountable obstacle to an amicable adjustment ; as appears
from the message and documents communicated to congress
at the commencement of the session. Tt is not my intention
.to vindieate the British practice of impressing seamen. 1
that can he done, it is the business of these who practice i,
I mean to speak of the practice as it is, at least so far as the
United States are affected by it. novght 1o extenuate. and
pought to set down in wmulice. Tt is a vulgar error indus-
triously circulated by some. that Great Britain elaims the
right of impressing Ameriean citizens.  She claims no such
right, and has invariably professed a willingness to vclease
su-h of that character as may have been impressed, on ex-
hibiting proof of their citizenship. She claims the vight of
demanding and hopressing bher own seamen. when found on
board of neutral merchant skips. “T'he eontreversy on this
subjeet between the two governments. seems thercfore to he
circumseribed within very narrow limits.  The United States
say they don't want to protect or claim British seamen ig
their service. Great Britain says she wants no seaten {rom
us only those who are her own suhjects.  One would natu-
rally suppose that no adequate eause of war. or any insupe-
rable obstacle to an amieable settlement of difliculties, could
possibly arise on such a nice point as this. There may be
still some grounds of dispute on the question who are to be
considered as Awmericanr citizens. Neither Great Britain or
any other European nation, I helieve allows the right of ex-
patriation. Regulations on (his subject, particularly with
regard to seafaring people, are particularvly striet. In France
under the fermer dynasty, the seaman who, evenin a time of
peace, should abandon the service of his country without
leave, and engage in the employment of a foreign merchunt,
wus liable not only te he recluimed by force, but also sib-
Jected to punishment, and T know not that these reguolations
are altered. or that she pays any regard to an aet of natural-
ization by a foreign governmemt. In the United Statesall
foreigners are considered as citizens who have complied with
the provisions of our naturalization law. As it respects sea-
men, however, this can be an ohject of very litile conse-
quence, A foreigner coming into this country in the charae-
ter of aseaman, and eontinuing to follow the seas as his con-
stant or usual employment, cannot hecome a citizen accord.
ing fo the true intent and meaning of the present naturaliza-
tion law of the United States, which requires five years re-
sidence in the country previous to his becoming naturalized.
.There is only one class to which this ean apply, and if there
are any of this description, I believe their number to be ex-
tremely small, I mean such as have resided in the country a
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sufficient length of time to become citizens, and afterwards
betake themselves to the sea for an employment. )

It is therefore a mistaken idea that this practice is either
novel or peculiar to Great Britain. T'he regulations of France,
we have seen to be peculiarly severe on the subject, as appears
from several edicts issued from time to time, (rom the year
1650, if not from periods still more early, down to the era
of the republic. The same praciice hus been recognised by
stugling vegulations of Great Britain, at feast as farback as
the yeur 1639, Authorities to that effect have been recently
laid befyre the publie, a ecitation of which would protract
these remarks beyound theiv intended limits.  During the pre..
sent war in Lurope, this practice has been probably move
ecommon than in any former period. ‘T'he reason, without
doubt, is that during this period, a greater number of Bri-
tish seamen have found nieans to shielter thewmselves undera
neutral flag. This was the tivst time in which it affected the
United States as an independent nativi, That they have beer
move affeeted by it than any other nation has arisen from
their speaking the same Language, und from such a similarvity
of manuers and castoms, more striking perhaps among sea.
faring people, than among thoseof any other deseription as
renders it almost impossible (8 diseriminate. Had either
France or Spain been the neotral which was earrying on a
Iuerative commeree, the Zuglish saifor conld not have taken
refuge on board their shivs, without being liable (0 almost in-
stant detection. But en board of un Ameirican ship itis al-
most Linpassible to distingui-h Lim from one of our nutive sea-
men. [kt is natural foraseaman to prefer peace to war, thé
quiet pursuits of cominerce on board of a neutral, to the dan-
gers incidest to the service on hoard a ship of the line or a
frigate.  This preterenee given to the service, conneeted with
that flourishing state of the American commerce, which ena-
bled tiie merehant to give such high wages to seamen, held
out such powerful inducements to British sailors, as prevailed
ujon vastnumbers to abandontheir country and to seek employ-
ment on beard of American ships.  For several years pre-
vious to our adehtion of the restrictive system, which gavea
eheck to commercial enteeprise, the number of foreign sea-
men, principally British, who have been in the Amevican em-
ploy, have been computedto average not less than 20,000,
It cannot be denied that the withdrawing of so large a num-
ber ofa elass of people, necessary in the present situation of
the country to her very existence as an independent nation,
was such a serious injury to Great Britain as, if continued,
must greatly diminish hee power, lesscn lier secuvity, and even
put her safety at hazard; an evil whioh prebably there is né
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pation in the world which, situated as she is, wonld not tuke
some measures to prevent.  If therefore the question should
be asked why she resorted to the practiee of impressing sea-
men [rom on board our ships, the answer is a plain one. It
is because thousands of her seafuring suljjects are on board
of our vessels, to her manifest injury and danage, sheltered
under American protections, and. for that reason, claimed
as American eitizens ; and thore is no arrangement whereby
she ean reclain them in any other way. 1 do not mention
this to justify the practice of impressment, but to show what
that practieeis, and what has given rise toit  Itis imprac-
ticable from any documents within my reach, te ascertain the
number of semen who have been actually impressed from on
board of American ships. since the eommencement of the
present war in Europe, and. could that diffieulty be removed,
a still greater would arvise. in determining what proportien of
these are bona fide Americans.  Various circumstances how.
ever, have indueed me to helieve that the nomber, particu-
larly of real Americans, has Leen by far everrated. Asa ge-
neral rule the apparent magnitude of ohjects increases as
you approach them, and diminishes in proportion as the dis-
tance from them isincreased. The subject of impressment
has a different effeet upon the optics. Viewed at a distanee it
appears to ue an ohjeet of vast magnitude but diminishes in
proportion as you approachit. A natural and obvious enquiry
s to what parts or sections of the United States do these
multitudes of seamen beloag? Where are their friends, eon-
nections and families, from which they have heen torn, and
for which so mueh sympathy has been expressed? We eannot
expect to find them in Kentucky, Teunessee, Ohio. or any
where west of the Allegany. We will naturally expeet to
find them in the seaports, in places where there is the most
commerce and navigation. But do we find those numerous
distressed families and connections there ? Enquire of thie best
informed mien in those places, where you would naturally cx-
pect Lo hear the greatest cempluinfs, and you ean hardly ob-
tain information of half a dezen, where the proportion of the
estimated number would be atleast 1000. ‘Lhis cireumstance
alone, affords strong presumptive evidence at least, if not
eonelusive proof, that a great mijority of these impressed
seamen are foreigners, who, when they arrive in the country
excite little interest, and when they are withdrawn, either by
jmpressment or otherwise, leave no vacuum. One of the
first things to be expected in an application for the discharge
of a 1eal American seaman, would be a statement, authenti-
eated by proper testimony, of the part of the country to which
be bclongcd, particularly the place of Lis birth, where he was
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best known, and where liis connections, if he had anv, resideth
Sueh a statement, praperly authenticnted, especially when
found to coincide with the navrative of the party himself, who
claimed the velease, would be one of the strongest evidences
of his “eing an Amervican. Therve ave few ift any instanees,
of applicatiol¥ made in this way, which have proved unsuc-
ecssful. Iow far this hasbeen attended to in sueh applica-
tions will be seen as we proceed in the examination of the do-
enments.  The evidence principally velied on us proof, that
a seaman is an American, is a protection, a daenment granted
in the fiest instance by a eolleetor of one of the ports, a nota-
ry publie. or i econsul, ov vice consul ina foreign port, The
loose manner in which these protections are, in the first in-
stance granted, the extensive forgeries of these papers, which
is kaown to be pracnsed, and is neither restrained ov punished
by any faw, nd the eommon practice of buying, sclling,
and burtering them among sailues, lias resdered them docu-
ments on which very little relianee is to be placed. A micn
or it wy be a dozen men ata times apply tou collectors ol-
fice for protections, as \merican sailors, professing themselses
to be citizens of the United States. Another man equally
unknown comes forward and swears to the whole dozen. cp
whatever is the number, it may he, in the expectation of a si-
milar retarn, while, as is probably the case at times, hoth
applicants, and witnesses, have, withina few short meaths,
it may be weeks or even days, lunded for the first time on our
shorves. The forms of law being in this wuy comjplied with,
a proteetion is granted as a matter of course.  Where is the
court of law which would award a plantiffa single dollar on
no hetter evidence than this ? Several perjavies of this Kind
have been detected, and there exists hut litile doubt but ma«
ny more have been committed. 1t is to be lumented ti.at
such is the state of morals in our ewn as well as other couns
tvies, that oaths, particularly of a certain kiud, are but little
regarded.  'The smuggler who would neither swear away the
life nor property of another ina court of justice, will, wany
timies, hestitate but lite, to deliaud the revenue, by swear.
ing falsely in a custom house. It is I belicye un incontesti-
ble e, that the o:ths preseribed by law for the purpose cf
obtaining protections, ave frequently but hule vegarded a-
nong sailors.  When perjuries of this kind ave detected there
exists no law either of the United States or of the individual
states to pusish them.  This has been atterpted in some of
the states without effect.  When therefore those protections
are relicd on as the principal evidence of citrizenship, und
when it is o matter of public notoriety that Kusapean sailors
are furnished with these documents, iudiscriunuaiely with
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gur native seamen, and the protections themselves are fre-
quently mere matters of bargain and sale among sailors. it
affords very strong presumptive evidence at least, that a great
proportion of these impressed seamen, although furnished
with American protections, are in reality foreigners ; at least
§t is not strange that little credit should be attahied to them
by the British government. And as neithera boarding officer
from a ship of war, or a press ging are very nice in making
distinctions, it is not strange if an .\merican should be some-
times impressed, instead of an European. But it is time to
proceed to an examination of the documents. I am sensible
that the subject is a dry one: it is only the importance of
the fuets that will afford any adequate compensation for the
perusal of the details.  Butas they are particularly interest..
ing at (his time, on account of the present situation of the
country, J hope this will be a sufficient inducement to give
them a candid and impartial examination, although but little
pleasv e should be derived from the perusal.

! have not deemed it necessary to be very purtienlar in the
examination of any docuunzents on'the subject, of an older
dite than that communieated Junoury 19, 1805. Indeed I
have been able to Iny my hands on hut one of an older date,
sidd that is a report from the department of state, communi-
eated Maveh 11, 1798, which 1 have given sumewhat of an
aftentive perusal.  But it gives no satisfuctory infermation
of the number which bad Leen impressed at that time. The
fvstitem contained in it consists of the protests of 44 differ-
ent sea eaptains velative to impressments from vessels under
theiveommand, to the cumber of 79 seamen, of these 35 are
said to De Amerieans; 23 unknown to what nation they be-
longzed ; 9 British subjects, and the residue of different foreign
nations. Only 16 were said to be furnished with protections,
abeut an equal number without protections, and a majority of
the whole not known whethier they had or had not protee-
tions. Niue of the number were impressed by French ves.
sels. A second item coutains the returns of the colleetors
of the severa} ports, but principally from those of New York
and Philadelphia, viz. 60 by the collector of Philadelphia,
420 by My, Lamh and Mr. sands, collectors in succession of
the port of New York, and 11 from other collectors.  1n the
returns of tire eollector of Philadelphin, only 11 are stated
to be American ciiizens, and the remainder part British, part
of several neutral nations, such as Swedes, Danes, French-
men, Dutehnien and Prussians, and part unknown.  Besides
these, mention is mude of two vessels, one cajtwred by the
French, and e other by the English, in whicl all the hands
were taken oul.  OF the 120 veturned by the suecessive eol-
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iectors of New York, 48 are said to be Amerieans, 30 to he
British suhjects, and the remuinder either unknown, or of
different Kuropean nations. Some of these were detained
only a few days ; 22 of the impressments were by Freach ves-
sels, OF the tt veturned by the other collectors. 2 were said
to be Englishmen. 5 (o be detiined only three duys, the ve-
mauinder no remarks. N. B. These veturns of the eollectors
includes the principal part of the sunme cusis contained in the
protests of the captains. In the years 179697 a large Bri-
tish fleet lay in the West Indics, and, for a tines Dinpress-
ments were frequeat in that quarter.  But the interposition
of Mr. Taltiot, agent for the relief of Awneriean seanen, and
Mpr. Craig. his assistant, 103 seamen were discharged, and
the practice of fmpressment in that quarter, in a great mea-
fure stopped. How great a number was 1eft, was probuasly
unknown. Of the real Americans, the pumber seems not to
have been great. I find also two lists of upplications wiich
had been transferred to agents in London, amounting together
to 301, For one of which application had been m“d? for
their release by Mre. Pinkney, and the other by My, King,
suceessive ministers at London.  'T’he business was transfer.
red to Mv. Lenox, agent for the relief ot prisoners, who
states that a number, he neither states (heir names, nor hosw
many, had been released priorr to his application, and from
the same name occurring several times, he was uneertain
whether they were the names of the same or of ditferent in.
dividuals. The result of Mr. Lenox's application is not
stated, nor how muny had been before liberated on the anplj-
eation of Messrs. Pinkney and King. But it [ollows, that
this number 201, deducting thevefrom the number released
prior toe Mr, Lenox’s application, and those released on hia
application, contain a list of all the cases ther known to the
agent at London. 1t is impossible from this document (o
come at any thing like an exuet vesult. Noe is it material
towards making an estimate of the nmmber who may he da.
tained at this time. Beeause whatever thut number might
be, so fur as it was known, it was brought forward, and (he
names ineluded in succeerding apylications.  The only point
of view in which it would be important, would be to 2scertain
the namber which had been L.wlmrq( d prior to that peried.
As the document of Junuary 19, 1305, begins, as it were,
a new era on the subjeet, as it is the fivst which attempts any
thing like a list of imprvssmmm; A-ad tozether with snhw-
quent documents, comprises all (5 informaiion to be obtai
ed. T have examined them with a considerable degree o{‘
atlention, and drawn such eonclusions as appeared to me

iirly to follow.
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This report was made to congress January 19, 41805, purs
suant 1o a resolution of the house of representatives of the
191h of the preceding November, The first item consists of
a list of the names of 218 seamen, for whese release appli-
eation had been made, in the lirst instanee to the department
of state. So far us these instances have any date, they ex-
tead frow January fst, 1798 to October 13, 18015 79 have a
date assigned, 139 withaut date.

The «ccond item contains a list of 1538 cases in whichap-
plieaticn kad been made to the hoard of admiralty, for the
release of seamenby George W. Irvine, Iisq. United States
agent at London. These applications were made between tlie
beginning of Mareh 1503, and the Litter end of August 1804,
Of these applications the result is given. This is the com-
mencement of that number. which has, from thime to time,
accamulated to 6257, nfanumber which has been sooften print-
ed in staving capitals for the nurpose of cveating an excites
ment, and toimpress the public with the beliel that this num-
ber at leust, of real Amevieans was at this moment forcibly
detained on board the British fleet I have nol exumined
pavtienlarly whether ail, or what proportion ef the preced-
ing number of 215 is included in this list of 1538, Soeme of
them undoubted!y are and by romparing dates.n great propor-
ticn of them may be so included.  Itis however perfectly im-
miatevial to the present enquiry. whether they are or are not
so included, becnnse all the nomes so reported ave either con-
tained in this or in sowme luter list of applications, as a mattep
of course.  Posterior to dr. Tathot’s agency in the West In-
dies. during the year 1747, although consular agents in Jamai-
ea, reported ecvtain cases of inmpre~sment to the department
of state, yet with the exception of five instances of dis-
charge, made by the communding officers of the Jamaica
station, as soonas he became acquainted with the circum-
stances, we find no mention made of any discharged, only
such us were through the instrumentality of the agent at
London. ‘These applications, whether made in the first in-
stance to the departent of state, or by friends at home com.-
municated to thut depurtment, or made to consuls or vice
couznls in foreign ports. by either the parties, their friends,
or the captains of the ships from whence taken, were, in tle
Tast resort, transmitted (o the agent in London, and through
him. application was made in behalf of his government, to
thatof Great Britain. The idea of swelling the number of
impressinents, hy representing the lists contained in these do-,
cuments us the mere veturns of one ageat, and reasoning in
this way that if the returns of a single agent amount to 6000
aod upwaid, how great mustbe the amount of the whole ;
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fias no foundations in fact. By adopting this mede of reae
soning, and multiplyin:z impressments in this way, we muy
in ‘rease the amount fo 20.000. or to any number of theu-
san-ls on which a feitile imagination may choose to fix,  The
srath is that the agent at London was the sole agent in this
business. o his o ler the principal part of the .-:»,»Iu.mons
were transmitted in the first instance, and those originally
made at othsr places were transmitted there in the last ye-
sort, and we have ne evidence that informarica has heen re-
ceived by any department, of the 1impressment of a single ia-
dividual whose name is not included in some of these lists.
These 1333 applications ave not (o be copsidered s a slufes
ment of the precise pumber of imprescments of which infor-
mation had been ohiained. bt relates 1o tle nomber of apyli-
eations made at different times, and is made cut o this wuy,
Application is made at a porticular time for the velense ol a
eertain numhber of seamen whose names are menitonesd, A
pact of the number is discharczed ov ovdered to be diceharged,
and the release of the remainder. for certain tessons (itiep
delayed or vefused.  The application is repewed uni e
names agaio presented a second, and it may be a thivd or
fourth time, connected with a number of new spplications,
This enurse is continued unti} a release is either o’ tuined or
the application ahandoned.  On every renewul oi’ the applis
eation the vame is reinserted, and this goes to sweil the fist,
For example we tind the nue of Williaru Brown aitached
to Nos. 238,1037, 123 —=William Lend Nog, 578, 1104, 1143,
255—Johu Barlow Nos. 1160, 4159, 1277, 137 5—Juha Duun
Nos, 1259, 1107, 1500, 1535—that these numbers relate to
the same individual, and noi to otbers of the swme nume ap-
pears frow this, that wherve different individuals of the same
name occur, a note of distinetian, such as ist, 2d, 3d. &e. is
used. There are several William Browns se distinguished,
but these numbers are aflixed te the same William Brown. and
s0 of the others. l¥n the document under consideration we
have a list of 1235 names alplnhellcalh arranged,  Every
name in the list of 1558 applications is included in that of
4235. In 203 instances I find the same person nuwmbered
more than ence, in 63 more than twice, in 21 more than three
times and two names occur attached to five numbers each,
I is inapossible to ascertain how much the numbers in sume
of the lists are swelled in this way. without more minute ut-
tention than I have leisure (¢ bestow. Probably some of
them one fourth, or it may be vearly or quite one third, In
485 instances mention is made of the city or town to which
the person impressed was said to belong, and in 580 other
oades the state merely is noticed. 1o 320 instances the time
B
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of impressment is mentioned although frequently with ne
more precision than mere'v to notice the vear: and in 33}
eases notice is taken of the vloce or purticular quarter of
the world in which it hupnened. T something more than one
half of the cases no mention whitever '3 made of the place
to which the narties belonged: in a fraction more (han one
thir either the dav, month or veur of the impressment is
mentioned, and in something less than one faurth, notiee is
taken of the pluce  In those eascs where the place is men-
tivned there oceur comparatively but a few instanees in which
it could have heen prevented. had even the hroad princijle
of the flag proteciing all who sail under it been adopted.  Gf
the whole number 3%%, not more than 8 cr 10 were hupres-
sed at sea, or while in the imwmediate prosecution of their voy-
sge. Including those impressedin the channel and in several
eoves, roads, rivers, and harbours, the number was about 30,
of the remainder 93 were impressed at Londoa, 83 at Livep-
poo!l, and of the vesidue part in other British Furopeun

orts, and part in Jamaica, Barbadoes. and the other W est
;ndia Islands, and in other places from one to two. three, and
fourin a place. In 435 instances the name of the ship from
which the men were impressed is mentioned. In some in-
stances two, three and four were taken ont of the same ship.
It would have heen an important piece of infermation, had it
been stated in this, as it is in some other documents, what pro-
portion of these impressments were from American and what
from British vessels, hecause in cuses where Ameriean sailors
went voluntarily on board of British merchant ships, and were
impressed from (hem, it could not be complained of as a vi-
olation of the American flag. As, for the most part, ne
other information is given on this suhject, than merely te stata
the name of the ship. I am not sufficiently conversantin vo-
eahularies of thiis kind te know the national character of a
shinp merely by its name.  Seme however are so plainly de-
signated hy their numes that their national charaeter canoot
be mistaken, particularly where they are exnressly said to be-
long to London, Hull, Shiclds. (Zc. or decignated as Colliere,
or tohave such names as Tippo Scib. British King, Royal Chaw-
lotte, Duke of Kent, Duver Castle, &c. T tind 42 instances
of impressments trom ships plsinly cbaracterised to be Bri-
tish by their names, fur from French vessels, and five from
a Prussizn. So far as we ean judge from other documents
whieh T shall presently bringin veview, in whieh the national
sharacter of the vessel is particulavhy wentioned, the pro-
portion ef impressments from T i shiue must be much
greater. An abstract of the result of these applications is
vas follows.
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Whole number of applications 1538
Of these are said to be original applications 1232

Duplicate applications 30
Of these had been discharged or ordered to be discharged 437
Net on board the ship specificd : 105
On board of ships on a foreign station 22
8hip on board of which they are suid to be lost ]
Ship on board of which they are said to be not in commission 3
Deserted 13
Drowned or dead 3
Applications wnanswered 16%
{ Because they Kad no documents , 3838
.} Becuuse their documents said to be insufficient 210
_ Because they hud voluntarily cnlisted 120
Refused to be ! Becuuse married in Great Briwin 17
discharged, < Because alledged to be Britisih subjects 49
Becuuse said to be prisoners of war 8

Becuuse they do not appear to have beén im-

pressed 6
1538

The doeuments said to he insufficient, are of vavious kinds,
such as ecevtificates ¢f nuturalization, protectinns from con-
suls and vice consals, and notarial affidavits, made either in
the United States or in Great Britain, "Po avoid vepetition
in every abstract, T merely state documents insutficient, with-
out expressing any opinion of their validity, only that they
are considered as inadequate by the British government.

In the same report {rom the department of state, we have
a communication made by Mr. Savage, corsul at Jamaica, of
88 cases of impressment in the West Indics: 43 of wham
appear to have had the costowary protections : 62 eluim to he
Atericuans, and a few who were unfuinislied with protections
appear to exhibit other proof.  IHind an uccount of the dis-
charge of 5 of this number, by the commanding officer on
the Jamuien staiion, which, with two others, under different
eircumstances, ave the suly instances that I have met with of
discharges in any clher way than through the agent at Len-
don, since M. "Pulbot’s mission to the West Indies in 1797,
A part of these 88 are included in the grand list of 1538 ;
how many I have not ascertaincd, nor, according to an obser-
vation alvewdy made, is it imaterial.

"The next conmuuieation which I find on the subject of im-
pressments, is « report from the department of state of March
6, 1806, pursuant (o a resolution of the house of representa-
tives of January 6, preceding. In the letter which aecom-
panies this report, it is stated that the aggregate amount of
impressments, previous to that time. since the commencement
of the warsin Europe, was 2273, and {hat it was not easy o
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distinguish with accuraey, how many of these were cilizens
of the United States. 'This report gives the names of 913
scamen, said to have been impressed, but does not furnish the
means of ascertaining how many of this pumber are ori-
ginul. and how many only duplicates of former applications.
All however ave included in the total of 2273. T am unable
to discover from the documents how this number is made
ont. 913 added to 1538, makes an excess of 178; added to
4232, the number of original applications, it leaves a deficit
of 128, If we add 503, the only number whieh it would
scem eould Lairly be added, as that was the sum total of the
applications, the deficiency will be still greater. That total
must therefore be made out by the bringing forward of some
nuniber not stated in the documents, of which we must be
contentedly ignorant. The number 913. s divided in the
report iuto the following items: No, 1, eontains a statement
of 503 cases, in which application had been made for a re-
lease between September 1, 180+, and May 18, 1805, with the
result.  These are not numbered as in the former document ;
wo information is given how many of them are duplieate ap-
Plications, or included in the preceding report of January 19,
4805, nor do I possess the means of ascertaining with pre-
eision the place which they occupy in the grand number of
6257. No mention is made in the document, either of the
part of the United States to which they lLelonged, or of the
place where they were impressed. In 221 instances the time
of impressment is stated.  ‘L'he principal part ol these dates
are in 1802, 3. 4 and 5, but some as early as 1798. More
than half of them ave suffieiently early to have been included
in the last report, and to occupy the place of duplicate ap-
plications in this. No abstract is given of the report. I
bave taken some pains to colleet one fram the details, which,
although possibly it may not be in every punctilio correot, I
believe contains no very material error.

Whole nuniber 503
Discharged, or ordered te be discharged 127
On board of ghips of foreign stations 338
Not tound on board of the ships in which said to be dctained 21
Unknown in what ship they are serving 3
Deserted 3
Applications nnanswered 58

(Because they had no documents 112
Because their documents jnsufficient 33

Because Driti-h subj.ets, either without or
Refused to be with spurious protections 43
discharged, < Bccause sent on board for wmutinous conduct 5
Because released from a French prison 1

| Becausg exchaonged as an Luglish prisoner of
L oear 4
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{‘Because they appear not to be Americans 3

Refused to be | Bocause married tn Great Brituin 1
gischarged, 7} Because they hud voluntarily entered 38
|LNo reason assigned 6

=

503

No. 2, ’s a statement of 363 apnlieations made. in the first
instance te the departinent of state, and not before r(‘ported
to the house of representitives, nor included in the returns
of the Awmeriean agent at London.  These arve of course ja-
eluded in some other list of anplications,  About one hall of
these are dated.  Like the former. the dates ave principally
in 1803. rand 5. OF these 1535 were favnished with protee-
tions, 102 without vrotections, of 32 itis not stated whether
they had or hiad not protections, 35 appearved to be British
subjects, 5 elained to he Awmericans without exhibiting any
proof. 6 had lost their protectioas, 5 had voluatarily enlisted,
and 18 were eomposed of Swedes, Portuguese, Prussians,
Duteh and Danes.

No. 3. contains a list of 7 cascs, reported by the United
States agent at Jamaica: eoncerning whom no other remurk
is made, than that they elaimed to be citizens of the United
States. I have not examined in what list of applications
either the 363 or the 7 are included.

The next communication in the order of time, ¢n the sub-
Ject of impressments, is a report made (o coagress, March
2, 1808. in complianee with a resolution of the Senate of
Novemher 30, i807. As this report was more thun three
months in preparing, satisfictory inlorination may be expect-
ed.

No. 1, is entided a list of impressments from Ameriean
vessels into the Dritish service, between that date and the
List veport made Mareh 5, 1586, "Uhis coutains a list of 697
names of impressed semmen, of whowm intoruatien had heen
received from documents transmitted in the first instance (o
the department of state. It follows as a umiter ol course,
that they are included cither in that wiich follews, or in
some other applieation to the British government.  OF these
131 claim to be Amerieans witheut producing wny proof, 29
are acknowiedged to be British subjecs. and 22 to be neutral
aliens ; the vemaining 515 are szid to have produced proof,
that they were Americans, i. e. ~uch proot as an Vmeviean
protection, managed in the manaer in which they are usaaily
conducted, is culculated to furnisli.  In 215 instances the in-
pressments is dated, and in no more than 76 eases is tiore
any meation of the plave. It is not wmeant that these 697
impressments all took place between e daws of the dift
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ferent veports ; for of the 215 which are dated, 32 took place
in 1265.a number in 1803 and 1804, and two in 1798. 'The
meaning is. that within these dates information was cemmu-
picated to the department of state.

Nos. 2 to 13 inclusive, contain a series of quarterly returns
of applicatiens, with the result. the first number commencing
April 10, 1806, and the last ending with September 30. 1807,
both inclusive. The total of these veturnsis 798.  Separate
ahstiacts ave given of the result for each quarter. These I
huve condensed into one general abstract of the whole. As
there are no explicit references to a former application, I
canndt ascertain what proportien is oviginal and what a con-
tisuation of former apilications. Fven the fircquent recur-
reace of the same name, furnishes but a very equivoeal kind
of evidence, because distinet individuals, not unfrequently,
Jiuve (he same name. By recurrving to the dates of these
fmpressments however, so far a- any date is assigned, many of
them were sufficiently early (o have been contained in a for-
mer list, and the observations ulieady made on tlie report of
Junuavy 1805, are equally wyplicable to this, With the ex-
ccttion of 156 cases. no mention is made of the place of im-
prossurent, ued  of that numicer comparatively very few
h.ppencd on the high seas. or where they could claim the
protection of the Ameiicau flag; and for any thing that
anpears, they either may or may not Le Americans.—
T idh the greatest number Gue imgortant evidence of citizen-
ship ceems to be wanting, i. e. notice of the place to which they

weds Innot more than £5¢€ instances is there any men-
tion wude of either the siats, ¢iix, or town in the United
states, of which they are saidor supposed to be inhubitants,
And with the exceptien of sbont an egual number the im-
pressment is without date.  In 182 instances, mention is niude
of the name of the vessel, with a designation of its pational
character, 56 of these were Ancrvicnn. end 33 Brivish ves-
sels.  Oue man was imjvessed from a Freneh and another
from a Swedish ship. There s ane thing farther in this do-
cument which I find myself unable to explain,  Iu the rveport
of January 1803, we find applicutions for the release of sea-
men numbered from 1 to 1538, This list Legins with No,
2793 leaving nchasm of £2¢¢. "o fill this chasm I can find
Bo more ihan 503, 'Fhe nuwmlicr of applications contained
in ihe report of March 6, 4396, leaving a defieit of 767, if
we add the 363 repovted to the department of state, und the
47 reported by the agent at Jumutea, which on no principle
of fair reckoning ought to be added, 317 will still be wanung.
By what form of process the chace beivieen 1235 and 2799
exn be filled 0o with 5035 ¢hie culy cumber which can fairly
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be added. or even with 913, the largest number which plausi-
ble conjecture cun sapply, [ am incompetent to explain, 3y
first thought was thut there must have becn some interme-
diate communication to congress. But I find, on exumipa-
tion that there is none.  This report reterving to that of i5..5
as the lst.— An abstract of the result of these applivatiens
is as foilows.

Wuole number of applications 708
Ot trese were original applications Y63
Dy dicate applications 6
Divcharged o ordered to be discharged 272
Not en board of the snips stated 36
On bourd of ships on foreicn stations . 48
SHip untin commniission on b ard of which said to be 2
Ship lust on board of which said to be ]
Deserted : 8
Drowiied 2
Invalided 2
Applications unanswered 121
Becuuse they bad no documents 533
Because their documents weve deemed insuffi-
cient [R¥4
Because they were British subjects 44
Because they had voluntarily entered 40
Becadse married in the United Kingdom 7
HBecause natives of the West Indies 2
Because a native of Africa i
Refused to beJ Because exchan‘g:cd_as l'%.r.i:i‘;!x subjects from
discharged, f{'cnch and Spanish prisons . 3
British subjects sent on board for mutinous con-
duct 3
Becuuse taken out of a French privateer i
Becuuse said to be prisoners of war 8
Because taken out of 4 smuggeling vessel 1
Because impostors with fraudulent protections 12
Beciuuse he did not wish to quit the sevvice !
Because he was a deserter 1
| No particular reason assigned i

—

798

The next report made to congress is merely an abstract of
the result of applications for the release of 903 scamen,
‘Fhis was communicated from the department of state April
& 1810, pursuant toa resolution of the House of Represen-
tatives of the 5th of March. 1 doat know that any thing
more than the abstract was commuuicated. It is as follows.

Whole number of applicatious 903

Of which were original applications 873
Duplicate applications 30
287

Bischarged or ordered to be dischurged
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Not on board the ships as stated b
On board of ships an foreign siations 48
Stated to be in a ship not in commission 1
Referred to the transpoit board I

Deserted 3
Invalided 21
Drowned 1
Applications unanswered 103
[Because they had ne documents il

Documents ssid to be inscflicient 121

Said to be nutives of Erglane or Irelsnd 91
Because they had volumarily enlisted 34
Becatse mariied in Enoland or Irelend 7

INM ancwering the descriptions in their pro-

tections 44
Tinpostors with fraudulent protections 11
Lxchanged as prisorors of war 2
Neo ground o believe them Americans K]
Refused to be | Said to be drsrr‘lcrs . 4
. ! < Because totlly ipnorant of the United States 5
discharged, Becuuse tulen op board privateers 5
Piotections taken frem them 4
Because taken when defrauding the revenue 2
Because they had erased protections 2
Sent on beard by masters of vessels formuting 2
Irishmen sent into the scrvice fer misdenieanors 2
Because natives of the West Indies 3

Do. of Africa 1

Do. of Canada 1}

L Do. of Hanover 1

903

The last communication mzde te Cengress on the subject of in-
pressiment was the report of Jutuwy 16, 1812, pursuant to a reso-
lution of the House of Representatives of November 29 preceding.
This contains, 1st. alist of the names of secamen of whom informa.
tion had bten communicated in the first imstance, to the depart-
ment of state, since the date of the lust report of Mairch 3d 1810,
this list contains 200 numes, 168 of whom had produced che cus.
tomary proofs of citizenship No date of impressment mentioned.

2. A detailed report of 1:58 applications in cases of impress-
ment with the vesult, in 6 quarterly returns from Mr. Lyman con-
sul at London, beginning April 1st, 1809, and ending Scptember 30,
1810. These, like the lormer lists. consisted partly of new cases,
and was in part the continuation of former :pplications, whict had
in the first instance, bcen unsuccessful. The relative proportion
of these different kinds ot applications cannet be distinctly ascer-
tsined. But as more than 4-5ths of the datcs of those which have
apy date assigned are prior 1o the year 1810, sone as early as 1797
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and 1798, it may be fuirly inferred that no inconsidsrahle number
of wtese applications may have been prefered before 18 9 1 3.9
cases mention s made of the places to which the parties belouy«d.
Iy about the same number, and with only one or two variations the
e.me individuals, the date of the impressment is not.ced, and in 340
eases, these also of the same individuals, with only a few umissions,
we are informed of the place, region, or quarter of the world in
which it happened. OF these 340, onlv 23 arve said to have Lieen
finpressed at sea, and ubout 60 more off or near, particular cousis,
capces, headlands, roads, coves, rivers and harbours, and in ihe
ehannel.  Of the remainder the greater part are s ud to be impross-
ed at Londun, Liverpaol, and otner ports in Great B itsin, and in J -
maica ard the other West India isisnds, pluces where the Ameri-
can flug could not prorect them. In €70 insances, not only (e
pame but the naticnal claracter of the ship is given, vut of which
they were impres-cd. L. surely nerer can he pretenced that the
Amcrican fl.g should protect even our native scamen, when fou @
on board forcign pmrticular]y British <hips. By advening to the
national character of these skips. we frdinpressments fiom Ame-
rican ships 158, B itish do. 98. I' vnch do. 10, D.nish 2. Swedish
2—Tiie portion of those impressed fram Beitish, being tot ose fm-
pressed from American nearly 2 10 3 or 2 5ths, T find references
made to formerapplications placed awanst 137 nanes, that runiber
being mentioned more than once, 24 rumes mwentioned more than
twice, 11 more than three times, and three as much os 5 1imes, For
example Duniei M. Revnold placed against No 4655 and vefersing
back to Nos. €725, 28 6, 3262 ard 3756, \Wililam Smuth 9th pl s
ed against No. 4766 aud refers to Nos. 2726, 2857. 3263, 53735.
These two iudiv.dusls seem 1o bave been oo board 1 the same @ ip
which was on a toreign station. By means of these repetitions the
apparent number exceeds tiie veal one by 176 This list begins with
N, 4500 and eads with 6:57  The 200 applications made in the
fi seinstance to the dep-ronent of state, added to this tatal o skes
the staring number 6257. The number 903 cont ined in the -be
stract of March 1810, of which there are no details, fills up the
chasm betwcen the close of the detailed report of April 1808, wid
thisof 1812. Six separate ahstracts are given of the same nun.bar
of quarterly returns wuich I have condensed into one general ab-
stract of the wholc—As follows.

Whole number 1558
Duplicute appiications 2
D schurged and ordered to be discharged 401
N it on board th«ships stated 58
91 board of ships on forcign stations 145
Siips not ascertained un board of which thev are serving 51
S to be on board of ships uot in cummission 5
D.serted 39
Invalideq 42
Drowneq, died or Filled : 7
Applications unwuswered 6
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fBecause they had no documents l1a7
Because British subjccts 229
Because their documents were insnfficient 183
Because they had voluntarily enlisted 49
Brcause they were not Americans 9
Because they were deserters 12
Because taken on lLioard of enemy’s privateers 43
Because they had fraudulent protections 30
Did not answer the dcscriptions in their proteg-
tions 75
Because married in the United Kingdom 21
Beeause ignorant of the United States A
Exclanged as British subjects from enemy pri-
soners 6
Rdei?:heﬁ;zd?eﬁl Because said to be impostors ¢
Having formerly belonged to the navy 1
Having used the sea before being bound 1

Because released from prison at Gottenburg by
the British consul, to whom they applied for
pr otections 38

Protection irregular, dated May 29, in the Uni-
ted States and endorsed in London, June 6th
following

Because natives of the West Indies 1

Do. of Sweden
Do. of Africa
Do cof Prussia
Do. of Italy
| No reason assigned 1

1558

I have passed in review as briefly as possible, all the documtnts
on the subject of impressments which have come to my hand. It
is impossible to ascertain the precise number from these compli-
cated and voluminous reports. But, so far as I have been able 10
collect facts, from the best data to which I had access, the number
has been much overrated. Let us take the number 6257 for an ex-
ample. Tbhis however is increased by the addition of 200 net pro-
perly belonging o it, not being included in any of Mr. Lyman’s
returns, but consisting of applications made in the first instance to
the department of state, and which may bave been in whele or in
part released on a posterior application. But to make the most of
that number, I will in the first instance admit the whole. From
this deduct in the first place, for duplicate, triplicate, and quadru-
plicate apphcatlons, 1 e. instances in which the name of the same
person is numbered from twice to four and five times, 548. Itis
probuble that the real number is much greater ; but to thac amount
it is ascertained by indisputable evidence from the documents. Add
to this 757, beiny an obvious excess in_the enumeration, between
the reparts of January 1805, ond of March 1808. This will leave
4952. I have found 370 instances of impressments from ehips whose

Il Ny R
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national character is ascertained ; of these I have found 142, nearly
2-5ths of the whule to have been from British vessels. If we add
16 ta that nun:ber, being the amovunt of impressinents fron: French,
Swedish and Danish vessels, it wiil make a fruction more tham
2-5tihs. It is a fuirinference, that where uu mention is made of the
nae of the vessel, und where its nutional chavacter is not desig-
nated, the proportion of British to American vesscls will be nearly
the same.  Not that the nurfiber of A nervican seamen on board Bri-
tish vessels is ini that proportion. but from their being more liable
to impressiment.  But instead of 2-5ths, I will estimate the im-
pressiments from British vessels at 1-3d; this will leave a balance
ol 3302, Of this numbcr there have been discharged and ordered
to be discharged 1524, omisting the discharges in the West Indies,
in c:>n§e'qucnae of Mr. Taibot’s mission; this will leave 1778.—
On perustng the documents, I find 516 acknowledged to be British
subjects, 568 who had no documents, 664 with documents declared
to be insufficient, 281 who had c¢ntered voluntarily, who although
they might afterwards wish for a discharge, the United States
would uot consider a refus.l to releuse them as a cause of war,
195 with protections evidently fraudulent, deserted ¢5, 0 either
neutral ulicns or natives of the Weat Indies, married in Great Bris
tain 43, prisoners of war 21, making a total of 2493, being an cx-
cess over the number 1778 of 7i3. But if we doduct fron this
amount 831, the proportion of these clusses supposcd to have been
impressed from British vessels, it leaves 116 till unaccounted for.
It may pethaps be said witih truth, thar part of thuse whose documicuts
were deemed wsafficient, were real Anmcricans, and that the prools
ought to have becn admitted.  ‘I'nis is probably true.  But when it
Is considered that 200 huve been iucluded in the nuzmber who did
net properly bel:ng to it, and who have been probubly in part, and
it may be all discliurged, aud that it was oaly in such documents
as were evidently fraudulent. in which the fraud was detected, while
it was in many tstances so well execoted as to elude discovery, and
that the number who had volunteercd was probubly greater than it
bas been estimated. This will go a considerable length in bulancing
any number of rcal Americans whe mway be supposed to be wong
those whose documents were deemed insufficient. It is a cousi-
deration farther deserving notice, that, in addition to the loose mun-
ner in which protections are granted in the first instance, and the
traffic in, as well as forgeries of these documents already noticed,
it is at least very singular, that in cases where applicants are real
A mericans, neither themselves nor friends should te able to state
thewr places of residence, or that both should be so negligent as to
omit it. No evidence could be more conclusive than a well attest-
ed document of this kind. In 3894 applications, I mention that
number, because in lists to that amouant this information is attempt-
ed to be given, and [ suppose is given in all the instances in which
it was known to the department of state, it is only in 1264 cases,
Iess than onc third of the whole, that any place of residence is
mentioned, and in more than half of these the information is no
more precisc than merely to notice the state, and in seme merely
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that the party belonged to the United States, a piece of evidence
neerly equivslent to none at 2]l ; forif an attempt is made to prove
a man the citiz:n of a state, it must be by pointing out the particu-
lar place or town in the state of which he is a native or a1 inhubi-
tant. Whatcver other reasons there may be for omitting a picce
of information so important to its object, I think the most powerful
or.e to be that the partics never had®ny residence in the United
8:ates. Upon a view of the whole subject. I think it at least proba-
ble that uearly and perbaps quite as many seanen have been cise
charged, as there huve been impressed of reul Americans out of
American ships, although they may not be precisely the sume indi.
viduals. No doubt a part of those imipressed from British ships
are real Awaericens, and I do not find many instances of such being
discharged  Butif Americans bave voluntarily placed themselves
under the British flag, I sec not that their detention cught to be the
ground of a national quurrel.  The idea that any very great nume.
ber of seamen are coufined on board of British ships, dces not aps
pear to be substantiated by such facts as would be expected was it
real. Although we hear of the muny thousands of cur impressed
scamen who are suffering in these floating dungeons or hells, as
they have been called, which have been multiplied to 20, and I be-
l eve even o 40 theusand ; yet comé to point out known individuals,
it is questionable whether 100 could by designated by their names
and places of abode. Where do these scamen belong? Do they
helong to Boston, Salem, Marblehead, Portland, Newport, Provi-
dence, or to any other parts of New Evgland, a part of the country
w hich has periizps furnished move native seamen than all the Ukited
Btates besides? No. Do they belong to New York New Jersey,
Puiladelphia, Baltimote, Norfolk, Charlesten, or to any other place
eiiher i the southern or middle states? No. It is very questiona-

ble whether more than half a dezen individuals could be printed out
in either of those places. Where then in the rame of common
s:y:s€¢ do they belong, if they are citizens of the United States e
We will certainly search in vain for them in Kentucky, Obio, Ten-
nessee, or any of the western states or territories.  So many details
m.y be considered as dry, and the perusal uninteresting, Under
diffcrent circumstances this would be the case. Few are disposed
to examine calculations, where a recourse to figures is recessary,
Butiu our present situaiion, invelved in a war, which wust be dis-
astrous, and may, in the end. prove ruinous to vur best interests,
on this single point, it is of importance to investigate facts, and as
fur us praciicable, ascertain the magnitude of the evil.  Having pro-
tructed this uddicess 10 a mych greater length than was intended. my
concludivg teniorks will be but few.  Tumey, however be of imper-
tunce 1o cbse. ve, that when we were precipitated into a war for the
cenvmeneement of which this was sssipned ss one of the principal
grounds, and is now the sole cause for which it is contirued, the evil
Was not increasing but rather dimivishing. Between Janvary 19,
1805 and Marels 6th 18(6~~363 upplicutions were communicated to
tic cepartment of state, exclusive of 47 to the agent at Jimaica.

Between thut vate, aud the sccond of the scme nwouth 18U8, 697
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applications. From that date to April 5. 1810, no information. From
that date to January 19, 1812, 200 applications. That Great Britain
has rolused to release Amervicans, known (o be such; unless it be
in th: case of voluntary enlistments, marriage in Great Britain, or
soms other circamstance which is peculiar in their situation, does
pot .ppear in evidence. That she is in the babit of transferring
inp-esscd Americans from ship to ship, in ovder that applications
for their release may he rendered abortive. and all enquirics about
them fraitless. is shown not to be founded on fact, by the great
numbers which she has released from time to time. I have not
brought intn this reckoning those released previous to 1814, altno”
the balunce detained is brousht forward in the reckoning. That
she has invariably refused to negotiate on the subject of impress-
ment, is «lsn assertion without proof. The correspondence be-
tween Lord Grenville and M:. King, showed it to be a subject of
great difficalty and delicacy, but it neither showed an entire disin-
clins ion to negotia’e, nor gave ground absolutely to despair of
success. [rom chat tine o 1806 I know not that there was any
siacere attempt to negotiate on the subject.  Toic attempt gave no
ground to despair of success  Had the treaty of 1806 been ratified,
there is little doubt but the informal arrangement conuwected with
that instrument would have practically secured to both govern-
ments every thing to be sished on the subject.  Tthat treaty was
contemptuously sent back by the then chief magistrate, withocut
deigning to mnske the experiment. or even to submit it to the Se-
nate, and one source of all the difficultics which have since arisen
berween the two niiivas, on that and other subjects, may be traced
to that rash act. Since that period there has been no attempt at
negotiation on that subject, unless it was coupling it,in a moment
ot irritation, with the affair of the Chesapeake, which was sson
abandaned  This not only failed of success, but was a means of
protracting the settlement of the o:hcer difficulty to a much later
period than it otherwise would bave been. It has since been
merged in other difficultics, and neither in the tonders made to the
different bellizevents during the embargo and non intercourse. nor
in the arrangement made with Mr. Erskine in 1809, was the want
of an express stipulation on the subjcct of impressment, consider-
ed as an insurmountable obstacle te an accommodation. It must
therefore seem stiange that, when the evil itself is lesscned,and every
other ground of complaint substantially remaved, it should still be
considered of such magnitude as to be w sufficient cause for conti-
nuing the war. If it be said that the priaciple itself is a sufficient
cause of warand we ought nutto give up the contest before that is
relinguished Without attenipting at ll 1o discuss the question abuut
the principle, I answer that I have noidea of goiug to war for an
abstract principle whether it be right cr wrong, A man mav pro-
f. ss the principle that he has % vight to my farm, but so long «s he
attempts no practical step, either legal or violent, to establish his |
claim L will not go to law with him.  There huve been many long
and blvody wsrs between Great Britain ind France, nany of them
on grounds sufficiently ridiculous, but I know not that auy oue war
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was for this causs alone, that one of the Kings of Great Britain as-
sumed, und his svccessors for several centuries continued to adopt
the ridiculous title of King of France. Great Britain may claim
the right of impressing her own subjects from on board of Ame-
ricun vessels, ot she may claim if you please, the right of im-
pressing Americans, which by the way she has never done ; but it is
only in the practical exercise of that right that it can be a real
grievance or a cause of war. I have hitherto said nothing about
the probability of obtaining the object in pursuit by war. I believe
there is none. We may take Canada and Nova-Scotia, and the Flo-
ridas into the bargain, i. e. if we can obtain thein, and uffuirs on the
wcead remain in the same state as at present, unless it be by an al-
teration for the worse. If ever the object is obtained or the diffi-
cuity settled it must be by amicable negotiation. Even aftera war
of seven years, or a longer period it must come to that at last, and
whenever a disposition to meet the subject in that way is mutual,
experience has shewn that, although diflicult and delicate, it is not
imnpracticable. Great Britain has an undoubted claim upon her
own seamen, udd we have no right either to detain or secrete them
under fictitious protections. They are neccssary to her natienal
existence and independence. We have a right to have ours guard-
ed aguinst vexuticus impressments.  If we wish to secure ours, it
must be by a readiness to survender hers. Councessions must be
mutual if ever peace and good understanding is to be re-estublish-
ed. Itisidle 1o expect coercion to effect it. In war as well as
other great national or individual undertakings, calculations ought
to be made about the probable expense and risk, compared with
the ol ject to be obtained. The point in view here is the securing
of aright which, in the full exteut it has been claimed, will operate
indiseriminately in favor of British and American sallors, and it is
uncertain whether it would not prave mote injurious than beneficial
to our native sewmen. As it respects the expense of this war, we
have a good sample in what has already taken place. Should it be
continued ancther campaign without any additional expense to what
has aiready beer authorised, it will, besides exhausiing the ordinary
sources of revenue, make an addition of @ 37,000,000 to our na-
tional debt, viz. 27 millions in loans and 10 ditto treasury notes. In
addition to the expense, the prodigal waste of human life, and the
increase of human misery necessarily attendant upon war, ought to
be brought into the estimate. Hitherto our expense of blood and
treasure, has not been rewarded by many laurels. These consider-
ations have induced me to bdlieve, that the sacrifice is infinitely
too great for the ubject to be obtained, and that a farthel_‘ prosecu-
tion of the war, now wicn the principal cause for which it was
commenced is removed, in «pite of deleat, disgrace, disaster, and a
growing opposition of public seniment against it, for an object
wholly inadequrte to the saciifice to be made, and which, if it is
ever obtained, must be procured in another way, is putting, the
vital interests of the country at hazard without the prospect qf any
adequate return. On thicse aecounts | have uniformly been op-
posed to the war, although tha: oppoesition has been hitherto unsuc-
cessful. I feel Lowever a_satisfaction in the consciousness that I
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have done my duty. I have taken some pains to render the above
statements correct But, being for a long time wunaccustomed to
figures, it is possible some miﬂtakes' may have crept in. I hope
there are none of moment. Deductions and reasonings must stand
or fall by their own merit. Any material error I shall with plea-
sure retract when pointed out. A condcmnation of the whale in
bulk without examination, will be suffered to pass unnoticed. —With
expression of my best wishes for the prosperity and happiness of
eur common country, and with grateful sentiments for the repeated
marks of approbation given to my feeble, though sincere endeavors
to discharge the duties of my station,

I subscribe,
Your {riend and fellow citizen,

SAML. TAGGART.

Washington, February 17, 1813:,
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