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 received decisions equally favorable and
- prompt. Interest and damages were given

‘sions, equally favorable, should not have

“that be had reason to believe that a French

L1
%
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- forit, aprompt & fullreparation.”” I quotethis

~ or protect those enterprizes upon our com-
" merce.” From the. uses you may be able to
- ~make of the facts, and their relation to your
~_'question generally, I subjoin a brief exposi-
_ tion of the construction now given to the

-
-
®

-mitted by both ministerial and judicial au-

4

-~ yontended that vessels (of the United States)
~____-#oming

 become mischievous, and I accordingly ob.

‘depends on ane, the captains of these vessels,

- —is
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PAPERS COMMUNICATED BY THE
PRESIDENT TO CONGRESS
(37> CONCLUDED.)

 PAPERS RELATIVE TO FRENCH
- VAFPAIRS. - |

Extract from a letter to Mr. Monroe from
| | General Armstrong.

¢ Paris, 7th July, 1807.
¢ SR, | |

““ The accounts you have had of recent
captures made by French privateers of Ame-
rican vessels under cover of the decree of
November last, are not correct, At least if
such -captures have been made, I know no-
thing of them. The only captures I have
at any time heard of, were those made from
Porto Ferrajo. They are by no means of
recent date, and have all, I belcive, been re-
dressed by the council of prizes Two of
these cases, to which I attended personally,

to the plaintifiz, and I know not why deci-

been given in the other cases. - I have with-
in a -week been informed by Mr. Erving,

privateer, then in a port of Spain, had plun-
dercd American ships, either going to er
coming from England, of dry goods, to the
amount of 800 dollars, K Befcre any thing
could be done in Spain for the recovery of
these goods, the ship went to sea, and pro

fessedly for the purpose of returning to the
nort of her armament. Relieving her to
:va' arrived there, [ put all rthe evidence I
possessed before M. Decres, who closes his
answer with the follawing assurance: ¢ Your

excellency may be assured that as far as it

L]

or theirowners, shall obtain, if there is ground

to shew you, that there is no disposition in
the ministers of this government to sanction

November decree. Tt was, yon know, ad-

thorities, that this decree did not infract the
provisions of the treaty of 1800, between
the United States and France.  Still it was

from any port of Great Britain since
the date-of fhe edict,” could not be admitted
to entry in the ports of France. This rule,
without some qualifications, was likely to

tained the following modifications of it, and
hope to obtain a further modification, which
will render it perfectly harmiess.  These
changes took place as circumstances arose
to produce them, for though the necessity
for them was both foreseen and represented,
it was only upon real, not upon hypothetical

_cases that the ministers of his majésty were

willing to aet, -
1. Vessels leaving. ports of the U. States

before a knowledge of the arret had been
promulgated there, are not subject to the
“rule. . |

2. Vessels not coming dirictly from a

- British to a French port, are not subject to

the rule,

8. The eargoes of vessels coming directly.
- from a British to a French port, and offered

for entry, on proof that the touching of the
ship in England, &c. was involuntary, are

ut in depot or sequestration, until his ma-
ia.st'y shall have decidéd or the sufficiency
of the proof offered ; or they are at once
giwn up to the consighees on their giving
ecurity to abide the decision which shall
be ultimately taken by the emperor in their
respective cases. The vessels can go out
freely, and without nnpf*dlmept__of any kind,.
The former rule, of whicli this is an amelio-
vation, was. that skzfis as well as éargoces,
coming under the descriptipn. should be se.
qu&!;tt*rl?dg NC. - The further alteration which
I bave asked is, the establishment of some

wincipie which shall regulate the kind and
Segree of procf required with respect to the

alledged application of a force majeure, and

‘miy owi opinion is, that this may best be
found in the greater or less correspondence
which shall exist between the cargo when
shipped in A@erica, and when arrived Leve.
If the correspondence be.complete, the evi.
dence ought to be comsidered as complete
also, that they were not in Great-Britain for
the furpose of commerce, and not being: there
for these purposes, the inference is fair, that
their going there at all was involuntary,—

&

This i1s a rule the ministers will consent to,

whether his majesty will do so also, will be

known in a few days.: He is expected here

about the beginning of August.” '
PAR1sy September 18, 1807.

I bave submitted, sir, to his majesty the
emperor and king, the dovbts of his excel-
lency the minister .of marine and colonies,
on the extent of some of the provisions of
the imperial decree of November 21st, 1806,

‘sthich bas declared thke Pritish islands in a

state of blockade ;3 the following are the in.
tentions of his majestyon the point in ques-
tion. ol

1. Can armed vessels, ufer the imperial
decree of the 21st of Novemter last, seize in
neutral vessels. either English property, or
merchindize proceedig from the manufac-
tures in the English territories ?

His majesty notified me, that since he had
neot thought proper to express any exception
in his decree, there is no ground to make a-
ny inthe execution, with respectto any
thing whatever. ‘

- 2. Bis majesty has not decided the gnes.
tiohh whether French arwed vessels mav pos
sess themselves of neutral vessels geing to or
from Englaiid, although they have ne En-
glish merchandize on beard.

3. Onthe question, whether French arm.
ed vessels are siibject 1o the deduction order-
ed by the sixth article of the decice of Nov.
21, -Lis majesty bas declared that-the provi-

P -
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i

-

sion of that article was not suweptible_éf any
restfiction ; that is to say, that the deducti-

iey | onmust take effece on the procecds o zli

confiscations of' merchan iize! and piopeiiy,
which have been, or may be, pronouncea in
execution of the decree, without regaid to
the place of seizure or character of the cap-
tors. " ‘ | 5.
You will be so good, sir, as to notify these
decisions to the council of prizes, te have
them entered in the registers, and to ac-
knowledge the receipt ol my letter.
Accept, &c, &c. the Grand Judge, Minis-

ter of justise.
(Signed) REGXNIER.

Procurcur General Imperial of the Coun-
cil of Prizes. _

[Here follows Mr, Armstrong’s letter to
Champagny and his reply, published in the

Federal Gazette of the 30/, uit.)

Paris, November, 1807.
Str It was not till yesterday that J re-
ceived from Mr. Skipwith acopy of the de-

the Horizon. This is the first unfriendly
decision of that body under the decree of the
21st Nov, 1806. In this case and on the pe-
tition of the defendant, the court has re
commended the restoration of the avkele
cargo. I did not, however; think properto
join in asking as a favor, what I believed
myself intitled to as a right,
copy of my note to the minister of foreign
affuirs

And am, sir, your most obedient humble
servant,

(Signed)  ~ JORN ARMSTRONG.
Mr. Madison, &c. '

Parts, November 12, 1087.
Sir—The document to which these ob-
servations are prefixed, will inform your ex-
cellency that an American ship trading un.
der the protection of the laws of nations &
of particular treaties, and suffering ship-
wreck on the coast of France, has recently
been seized by his majesty’s ofhicers, and ad-
judged by his council of prizes as follows :
ViZ §—
“'QOur Council puts at liberty the Ame-
rican vessel, the Horizon, shipwrecked the
goth May last, near Morlaix, and conse.

legally made of the wreck of the said ves-
sel, together with the -mwerchandize of the
cargo, which according toan estimate made
in presence of the-overseers of the admi-
nistrations of the marine and custom-house,
shall be acknowledged not to proceed cither
from English manufactories or territory.
shall be restored te Capt. MacClure with-
out deducting any other expences but those
relative to the sale.” |

““ And with regard to theother merchan:
dize of the cargo which from the result of
the said estimate shall be acknowledged to
come from manufactures or from En lish
territory by virtue of the gth article of the
decree of the 215t Nov. 1806, they shall be
confiscated for the use of the state, the
whole to be sold by the forms prescribed in
the regulations s and the application of the
product to be made in conformity to the ar-
rangements of the said decree deduction
being made for the expense of saving the
goods, and that of the support of the crew.
until the day that the caprain shall receive
the notification ef the present deeision.”

- “The reasons upon which this decision is
founded, are at once so new and so alarm-
ing to the present friendly relation of the
two powers, thatI cannot but discuss them
with a freedom insome degree proportioned
to. my sense of their novelty and import-

ance.

‘“ Considering” says the council, % That
the neutrality of the ship and cargo were
sufficiently established, the whole ought to

the convention of the 30th Sept. 1800) pro-
vided no merchandize of English origin had
been found in her, & of course that she had
not been brought within the limits of the
imperial decree of the 21st of Nov, 1806.”
. Here is an open and unqualified admissi-
‘un that the ship was found within the rules
prescribed by the convention of 18co, that
‘according to these rules, her cargo and her-
self ought to have been restored, and that
such w, uld haye been the fact but for the
operation of the decree of the 21st of No.
vember, 1806.

In the letterr your excelleney did me the
honor to write to me on the 7th of October
last- you thought it easy to reconcile the
obligations of this decree, with the preser.
vation of those arising from treaties.” I
was not for me to examine the means by
which this reconciliation was to be eflected.
They no doubt fully existed, and yet exist,
in his majesty’s good pleasure, and taking
for granted this fact, I saw in the opiion
nothing but proofs of a friendly disposition
and pledzes that-this was not to be either
wantonly destroyed or dimmished. How
inauspicious however to its authority and
the consolation derived from it, is this re-
cent act of the council of prizes? - An act
which explicity ackrowledges the opposite
characters and conflicting injunctions of
these two instruments, and which of course
draw after 1t.considerations the most sericus

to the government of the U. States.

The 2d reason of the council is ¢ that
the deciee declaring British merchandize
go«d prize, had principally in view captures
made on the high seas, but that the ques-
tion whether shipwrecked goods ought to
be restored or confiscated having always
been judged under the 14th article of the
regulacion ot the 26th of July, 19458.—
And according to their character (that might
have rendered lawtul, or have even com-
manded their seizure at sea) there is no room
to 1ntroduce 1n this case any new distinction
which, however philanthropic it may ap-
pear, has not as yet been adopted as a rule
by any maritime nation.”

The doetrine resisted in this passage, and
which mculcates the duty of extending pro.
tection to the untortunate i1s not new to his
majesty’s | counctl of prizes. They have

cree of the council of prizes, in the case of

I subjoin a-

quently orders, that the amount of the sale

be restored, (agreeably to the provisions of

g T— 2
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themselves consecrated it by their decision

of the 5th March, 1500, By that decision
they rectoredrah enemy’s ship on the single
- reason, that she.had been compelled to enter

a French rport by streei of weather, ¢ 1sheauld

- equally fail” says the attorney general, “in

respect to myseif and the council, before
whom I have the honor to represent the
goveinment, were I not to maintain a prin-

ovel | . 1
ciple, consecrated by our laws aud by those of

all nations. In all circamstances let the
loyalty ot the French government serve as
the basis of your dzcissions. Prove your-
selves at once genecious and jast 3—your
enemies will kiiow and respect your mag-
nanimity.” Such was the principle adopted
by the council in the year 1800, and in the
case of an enemy’s ship, yet we are now
told, that this very principle, so honorable
to the court, to the nation and to human
nature, 1s utierly unknown to all maritime
people. And on what occasion do we
hear this 7 When an enemy’s ship is agan
thrown cnr the French coast 7 No—1It has
been reserved foy the wreck of a neutral
and friendly véssel ! for a ship of the Unit-
ed States ! 1t is not denied, that had
this ship escaped the rocks and made the
port of Morlaix, the only inhospotality to
which she would have been exposed, (un-
der the most rigorous interpretation of the

law 1n question,) would have been that of

being ordered again to sea. Has then the
misfortune of shipwrack so far altered her

condition, as to expose her to the injury of !

confiscation also ? And is this among the
principies which the defender of maritime
rights means to consecrate by his power and
his wisdom ? It is impossible.

The 3d reason of the council is, ¢ that
the application of the fifth article aforesaid,
in as far as it concerns the Americans and
other nations, 1s the result both of the gene-
ral expressions of that very article, and of
the communicition recently made by his ex-
cellency the grand judge. concerming the
primitive intention of the sovereign, that
the expedition in question, having certain-

ly been undertaken with full knowledge of

the said decree, no objection can be drawn
with any propriety from the general rules
forbidding a retrospective action, nor in
this particular case, from the posterior date
of the act in which the sovercign decides
thie question, since that dct sprung frem his
supreme wisdom, not as an interpretation
of the doubtful point, but as a declaration
of an anterior and positive disposition.”

A distinction 15 here attempted to be ta-
ken between the interpretatio n of a doub.
ful point, and the declaration of an auterior
and possitive rule.  This distinction cannot
be maintained 3 for if the rule had been .o-
sitive, there would have been no cccasion

[or the declaration 3 neither the minister of

marine nor the council of prizes could Lave
had any doubts on the subject; the excen-
tion of the decree would have been pro:vpt
and preremptory ; nor would a second act

on the part of his majesty after the lap:¢ of

12 months, have been necessary to ¢

E;I?C

operation the first. Need 1appeal to your ex.

cellency’s memory for the facts on which

these remarks turn? You know that doubts
did exist —you know that there was under
them. even much hesitation in pronovucing
—you know that as late as the gth of Auy.

L]
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my opini*n the November decree does not

work any changes in the rulesat present ob-

served with réspect to neufral commerce,
and consequently none in the convention

and what says the council ?” ad-
mitting that this part of the eargo (the rum
aud ginger) was of British origin, the dis-
positions of the November decree, which
contatn snothing with regard to their own n
flueiice over the convendion of the Sth Ven-
dem, year g, evidently cannot be applied to
a ship leaving America on the 6th of the
| same month of November, and of course
cannot have authorised her capture in- the

moment she was entering the neuntral port of

her destination.” We have here three dis-

tinct grounds of exemption from the effects

of the November decree. 40

1st. 'I'he entire silence of that decree with
regard to its own influgnce over the con-
vention of 18co.

2d. The early pericd at which the ship left
the " nited States, and

2d. The neutral character of the port to
which she was destined. If such, sir,
were the principles admitted by the coun-
cil of the 25th . f March last, with what
coircetness can it be said, ¢ that at no
peried had they partaken of' the opinion
of the munister ?

T'he second fact asserted by the couancil is
that the mterpretation of the decree in ques-
tion given on the 24th December, 1800,
was private, not public, or in other words
that it was the interprctation of a man, and
not that of the mimstere—and as such
cannot outweigh the more recent declaration
coming immediately from his majesty him-
self.

On the comparative weight of these de-
alarations I shall say nothing, nor shall I
do more to repel the first part of the insi-
nuation (that the minister’s declaratron avas
that only of the individu:l) than to submit to
your excellency my letter of the 24th of De.
cember, 1800, claiming from the minister
an official interpretation of the decree in
question, and his answerof the 20th of the
same month, giving to me the interpretati-
on demanded.

To your excellency who as late as the 21t
of August last, considered the minister of
marine as the natural organ of his majesty’s
will, In whatever regard the decree aforesaid
and who actualiy applied to him for infor-
marion relating to it—this allegation of the
council of prizes, and the reasoning foun-
ded upon it cannot but appear very extraor-
dinary, and will jastify me in requesting
(hat his majesty may be moved to set aside
the decision in question, I beg, &e. &c.
His Ex c‘fﬁem:y | |

1"Ge minister ef forcign vedations.

- Paris, dugust ¢, 18c7.

Sir—Your excellency is not unapprized
that soon after the promulgation of the Im-
perial Decree of the 21st of November last,
one of similar character, and 1mjunction
was 1ssued by the Prince of Peace, in  be-
half of H. C. M. Under this order sun-
dry vessels belonging to the citizens of the
United States have been captured on the
high seas, brought into the ports of Spain,

mistake not, e find in this cisé, the riego-- hoaor of addressi
ciation of tne very principle laid dow u{ the -
minister of miagiie,  That officer says  in |

|

of the eighth vendemaire, year nine ;” -

I scught an explanation ot the decree in
question, and that even then your excellen-
cy (who was surely a competent and legi-
timate organ of his majesty,) did not think
yourself prepared to give it——=¢he con
clusion 1s inevitable his  majesty’s
answer transmitted to the court of Paris, on
the 18th of September following, through
the medium of the grand judge, was in the

nature _of an interpretation, and being <o,

could net without p ssessing a 1etroactive
quality apply to events many months ante-
rior in date to itself,

The 4th reason of the council, and the

last which enters into my present view of

the subject, is, ¢ that though one of the
principal agents ¢f his majesty had given a

contrary cpinion, of awhich the council bad

at no }‘Jr'ffﬂd partaken, this ppinion bt‘illg
that of an 2udividual could not (whatever
consideraticn its anthor may merit ) balance

the formal declaration given in the name of

his majesty himself——and that if the ¢comn-

mwunication of this opinion, had asis alledg-

ed, given room to and served as a basis for
many American shipments, and pasticular-
ly of the one in question ; this circumstance,
which may call for the indulgence of his
maujesty. in a case in which the confiscation

!
l
;
f
!

and are now beiore the court of admiralty
for examination. To this brief statement
I subjoin an extiact from a letter of the 24th
ult. from the Charge des Affaires of the
United States at Madrid, which will shew
your Excellency that the fate of these ves
sels will depend not on the constiuction
which might be given to the Spanish de-

cree by the Spanish tribunals ; but on the |

practice which shall have been established
by France, under her decree of N.vember
last, and that Prince Masserano has accor-
dingly been directed to ask trem your Ex-
cellency such exposition of that decree, and
of the practice under it, as shall regulate, on
this head, the conduct of Spanish courts
and cruizers towards neutral commerce in
general. Assured as I feel myself, that
this exposition whenever given, will not
be less inendly & liberal than that already
found i the decisions of his Imperial ma-

jesty’s council of prizes and correspondence |

of his mmster ol marine, viz. that the pro-
visions of the decree in questicn do not in-
tract any of the rights of commerce stipula-
ted by treaty between France and the U.
States, it 1s ncumbent on me to pray yeur
Excellency that it (the exposition required)
be given as expeditiously as possible, to the

is entirely to the advantage of the ‘state, | end that the legitimate cnmmerce ofthe U,
does not prevent a council, rigid in its duty, | Statesbe relieved from all further annoy-
to pronocunce in conformity to the decree of | ance growing out of the doubtful meaning

the 21st of Nov. and of the declaration
which followed it.” .

It would appear from the paragraph, that
not finding it easy to untie the knot, the
council had determined to cut it.  Pressed
by the fact, that an interpretation of the de-
cree had been given by a minister of bis ma-

Jjestys  specially charged with its execution,

they would now escape from this fact, and

from the conclusion to which it evidently
leads by alledging— P

- xst. T'hat at no time has the couucil par-

taken of the opinion given by the minister ;
and

2d. That the cpinion being that of an in-

and operation of the Spanish decree afore-
said. .

Y our excellency will permit me to avai
myself of this occasion, to recall te your at
tention the subject of my letter o! the 26th
of June last. 1learn from Antwerp that the
cargoes mentioued in that letter are yet un-
der sequestration, & that eonsiderable loss,
as well by diminotion of price in the arii-
cles, as by accumulation of interest & char-
ges, has been already incurred,

Your excellency will do me the honor to

accept the assurances of my profound res-
pect.
(Signed)
ilis Excellency
The Prince of Benevento. r

JOHN ARMSTRONG.

it ' R

|

_tions on the application of that decree, I

transmitted without delay your lettér, and

- asked froin him the new explanations which
| you might desire. When they shall have
| been forwarded to me, [ will have the horor
| of informing you of them. |

~ Accept the assuraices of my high consis

deration.
(Signed) CHAMPAGNY.

H. E Gen. Armstring., |
[Here follows the Milan Decree.}

BOSTON, March 25.

Arrived, brig
Madeira, and St. Michacls, wine and fruit.

Schiooner Maria-Windsor, Howland, 30
days from Bayonng, brandy.

Brig Two Friends, capt. Curtis,
from Savannah, cotton, &c.

Saip Hope, Smith, Madeira 42 days,
wine. Spoke, March 11, lat. 30, long.
70, brig Speedwell.

Schr. Lively, Dagget, St. Pierres, Mart.
23 days, sugdars and Moelasses. Left, schr.
Nancy, Hopkins, for Boston, ready tor sca,
the only American vesse! there,
dollars, Pork 28. _

Schr. Enterprize, Holl, Exema, 22 days.

Brip Favonte, Stacy, Alexandria, 10,

Entered, Laura, Wiinuacton, N. C, 3
Ann, Anderson, d. : Maormng Srar, Vi
nail, do. ; Saturn, Coilier, Norfolk ; Pl__l-';':-i'

be, Washiugion, o B

9 days

————

ALBANY, March 2.4,
Protection of New. York.
Yesterday a bill, brought mm by Mry
Clinton, passed the senite, appropriating
100,000 dollars for the defence of the fore
of New-York.
moval of the Banks from that city in case of
war. or cther inmediate danger.
The subjoined resolution has passec Loth
houses of tlie legisiacure of this stace by an
unanimrous vole. '

the United States be requested to represent
in the most earnest manner tc the national
government, the exposed situation of the
port of New-Yark, and the urgent necessi-
ty in the prescit menacing staie of our ex-

terior relations of eaking and, applying such

appropriation of money as may be fully ade-
quate tu the protection of that important part
of the state, and, that they be further rea
quested to represent the destitute condition
of our seamen—the danger of their migrate
ing to foreign countries for employment——
and, the wmperions considerations of jus-
tice, humanity, and pelicy, which com«
bine in favor of amelwratiag the sitvation
of that meritonions description of citizens,

Also providing for the ves

o
Wy (P 4

ng jou some first obsetva-

Rebecea, Eldrige, fromi

Beef 20

and of securing their scevices wn defence. of

the country,

NEW YORK, March %0, .

The ship Baltic, arrived- last mght, salled .

from Liverpoel the 22d of Feb. and on e

27th, in lat. 49, 11, long. 17, 20, was beaided
by a fiench lugger.whoexamined her papers,

and finding her cargo was salt and crates,

pevmirted her to proceed, as they said she
was of 1o value to them ; they had boarded

several Amencan ships from the same port,

with similar cargoes, which they did nos
detain.  The Mars, of New York., {rom
Savannah for Lendon, and the Miurs. from
| Liverpool, of and for Philadelphia, tLey had

captured and sent {or France. g
i~ On the 18th March. in lat. 42, 19, long,
56, 24, spoke the ship Pocohontas, Thomas

i IN SENATE. |
March 26, 1808,

Resolved : That the senators und ic -ee

sentatives of this state, in the congress of

1 Harns, master, of and for Boston. from Li.

verpool : captain H. sailed on the 24:h Feb.
and on the 1st March, was captured by twe
French frigates, the Hermoine and Ortance,
from Martinico, who had 2 few hours before
taken the Brutus, of Duxbury, from Liver-
peol tor EBoston, and afier stripping her of
sails, &c. she was set on fire about 5 P. M.

the commodore of’ the frigates permitted

| the Pocohontas to proceed (after discharging

the Americancases generally

dividual, could not possess either the force
or the authority; of one truly ministerial.

It appears to me, as I think it will (o your
excellency, that the council have in these
statements, been less conect than is usunal
to them on similar occasions, if, as they
now assert, they have never pertaken of the
minister’s opinic n.  If they have never even
nisitated on the question, whether the decree
of November did, or did not dercgote from
the treaty of 1800 ? Why, I ask, suspend
? or why decide
as they did in the case of the H:bernia ? If]

Letter from the Minister of Foreign Relati-
ons, of the 2xst of Angust, 1807, referced
to In the preceding page.

S1R—I have received the letter which you
did me the honor of addressing ‘me on the

- 9th of this month, relative to A merican ves-
sels carried into ports. of Spain, in conse-
quence of the measures taken by that pow-
er against the English commerce in imitati-
on of France.

As the execution of the maritime mea-
sures 1ndicated by the Imperial Decice of
the 215t of November, 1806, rests naturally
with bis Excellency the Minister of Marite,
and that moreover he Las already had the

the crates between decks into the sea) on
condition that captain Harris should take on
board, without any supply of provisions, the
officers and crews of the ships Eliza, Willi-
am, and Prutus.

The Eliza, Elisha Dunbar, master, of New-
York, from Liverpool for Charleston (bea
longing to Jacob Barker, of this city) was
captured on the 17th of Feb. and set on fiie
two hours after, allowing only tune for the

officers and people to take their cloaths from
her, | | |

~.Bhe William, Charles Rocklwell, mastey,

of New-York, from Liverpool for Savannat,
Was Chptlll't"d on the Q0th Uf Fﬁbfllllr}' - tht‘}"
took frem hLer the provisions, and stript her
of sails, &c. with somie crates from bLetw CeL

decks, and set her on fire the 1st of March.

The Pocohontas was short of provisions,
and had been on short allowance from their-
leaving the frigates  Capt. Delano relieved
them by taking on board his ship captains
Punbar and Rockwell, with a part of their.
oificers and crews, who have ariived in the
Baltic.

The frigates had captured two Fritish ang”

- one Portuguese vessel since leaving Martini.

co, and burnt them.

The ship Ceres, Green, arrived late last
night, in 84 days from Bordeanx, with Paris
papers to the 20th ult. but they contain no-
thing new. Every thing remains as per our
last accounts.

We have conversed with a gentleman who
left Paris on the 13th Feb. He states that
Mr. Armstrong was officially advised of our
embargo on the 10th. The general oninion
was, that America must take a decided part
with either France or England. It was re-
ported at Paris and Bordeaux, that the Poua

lon and Rochefort squadrons, of scventeen |
sail of the line, had {ormed a junction, and

put to sea.

Asrived ship Stranger, Swain, Bona. . |

vista. 34 ; George, Jenkins, Pubiin ; Ce-
res, Greere, Bordeaux, 24; Baltic, Dela-
no,. Liverpool, 26 ; brg Washington,

Watges, Montego-Bay, 203 schr. Susan,

Steddiford, Havana, o,
Cleared, ‘brig Eliza, Brown, Norfolk ;
schr.  Feronia, “Block, Richuiond ; Bla.’

r

zing Star, Charleston ; Jane, Le For, ..

Richmond ; Coluw bia, Trip, Horwich ;

Betsy, Sayre, Egg-Harbor, ; Yagle, Van-




