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The undérsigned Members of the House of Repiresentativés, ta
their respective Conetitue1zts.

A Republic has for its basis the capacxty and right of the peo~
.ble to govern themselves.” A, main principle of a representa-
tive repubhc is the 1esponsxb1hty of the representatives to theiv

constituents. Freedom and’ publicity of debate are essential to
the preserva tion of such forms of govel‘nment. Lvery arbitrary
abridgment of the right of speech in 1'epreseutatn'es, is a direct
infringement of the liberty of the ptople. "E very unnecessary
concealment of their proceedmgs an mproxlmauon towards ty-
ranny. ‘When, by systematic rulesya majority takes to itself the
Tight, at its pledsure, of limiting' speech, or denying i1ty altogeth-
er; when sccret sessions multiply; and in proporgion to the
impoxtance of questions, is the studious concealment of debate,
a people may- ‘be ‘assured, that, such pracuces continuing, then‘
freedom is but short lived.

Reflections, such as these, have been forced upon the atten.

" tion of the undcrsngncd Members of the [louse of chresenta—
tives, of the Unitcd States, by the events of the present session
of Congress. They have witnessed a principle, adopted as the
law of the House, by whlch, under a novel application of : he
previous question, a power is assumed by the ‘majority to detiy
the privilege of speech, at any stage, and under any circumstan-
«es of debate. And recently, by an unprecedented assumption,
the right to give reasons for an ongmal motion, has been made,
to depend upon the will of the majority.

Principles more hostile than these tq the existence of repre-
sentative liberty, cannot easily be conceived. It is not, howev-
er on these accounts, we:ghty as L. ¢y are, that the undersigned
have undertaken” this a.dreess. A subject of higher and more
immediate imporiance Ampelsthem to the present duty.

The momentous. quesuou of war, with Great Britain, is de.
c¢ided. On this topic, so viwal to your tuterests, the _right of pub-
lic debate, in the face of the worla and especialiy "a1 their con-
stituents, has been denied to yomr representatives.  They have
been called into secret session, on tnds most Interesting ot all
your public relations, althvugh the circuinstauces of tic u e
and of the nation, afforded 1o one reasun tor sccrecy, uuiess it
be found in the apprehension of the etfect of puliic devace, on
Rubiic opinion ; or of public vpinion on the resuit ok the vote,
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¥xcept the message of President of the United States,
which is now before tte public, nothing confidential was coms
» tdcated. That messuwe contained no fact, rot previously,
known. No one reason fcr war was intimated, but such as was
of a nature pubhc anc roterious  The intention. to wage war
and invade Cunaca, had becn long since openly avowed. The ob-
Ject of hostile epace had bern ostentationsly announced., The
Jr,ddt.qu:\cv of both cur army and navy, fur successful invasion,
and ibe in:ufficicicy ot the forifications for the security of our
geabourd were, every where, known. _ Yet the doors ofCongrcss
were shut upon the peopie. They have been carelully kept in
Ignarance ot . the progress of MIEASUTES, until the purposcs of
adv inistrution were consummated, & the fate of the country sea-
Jed. Ina situation so extraordinary, the undersigned have dee.
med 1t their duty by no act of theirs 1o sarclion a preceeding,
sc rovel z2nd arbitrary.  On the contrary, they made every at-
terpr, in their power, to attam publicity for their pxoceedlngs,
All <uch attempts were vain. When this mcmentous subject
was stated, as for debate ; they dcmanded that the doors should
be opened.

This being refused they decliped dlscusswn 5 bemg perfectly
convinced, frons d:cations, too plain to be mistuderstood, that,
in the house, all _argument, with ciosed doers, was hopeless;
and that apy wct, giving implied valivity to so flagrant an abuse
of power, would be little less than treachery to the essential
rights of a f1ec people. In the situation, to which the under-
sined have thus been reduced, they are compelled, reluctantly to
Fesort to this public declaration of such views of the state and
relations of the country, as determined their judgmer t and vote.
upon the question of war. A measure of this kind has appeared
1u the undersigned to be n.cre imperiously demanded, by thg
circumstance of a' messuge and manifesto being prepared, an
¢irculated at public expence, in which the causes for war were
enumerated and the nootives for it concentrated, jn a manner
suited 1o zgitate and influence the public mind. In executing
this task, it will be the stuay of the undcrug,ned to reconcile
the great duty, thcy owe to the people, with that coustitution
respect. which is due to the administrators of public concerns.;

1o commencing this view ot our ¢ﬂau sy the ul.aerSIgned would
f.ol  duty to themseives, did they refrain from recurring to the
course, i, relatien 1o public measures, which they adepted and
have undeviatingly pursued fiom | the commencement of this
long wnd eventful session ; in which they deliberately sacn‘iced
eviry minor cousideration to, what they deemed, the best inter~
¢sts of the country.

1 or a succession of years the undersxgned have from princi-
ple d. mppmu., a series of restrictions upoll Comniuerce, accurds
ing 10 helr esumuailon, iuefticient as reapectcd tmelsn nations
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sind injurious. chiefly, to ourselves. Success, in the system, hadl
become identified with the pride, the character, and the hope of*
our,cabinet. As is natural with men, who have a great stake
depending on the success of a favorite theory, pertinacity seem=
ed to increase ‘as its hopelesness became appacent.  As the in-
efficiency of this system could not be admitted, by its advocates,,
without emsuring its abandonment, ill success was, carefully at-
tributed to the influence of opposition.

~-'To this canse the people were taught to charge- its successive:
failures and not to its intrinsic imbecility. In this state of things
the undersigned deemed it proper, to take away all apolony for
adherence to this oppressive system. They were desirous, at
@ period so critical in public affairs, as fir as was consistent with,
the indépendence al opinian, to contribute tp the restoration of'
harmony in the public councils, and concord among the peo-
ple.” Aad ifany advantage could ‘be thus obtained in oyr fore
€ign relations, the undersigned, being engaged, in no purpose
of personal or party advancement, would rejoige, in sych an-oc~
currence. ,

The course of public measures also, ot the opening of the
session, gave hopg that an enjarged ana enlightened system of
defence, with provisien, for security of our maritime rights, was
about to be commenced ; a purpose, which, wherever found,
they deemed it their duty to foster, by giving, to any system of
measures, thus comprepicnsive, as unobstructed a course as was
consistent with -their general sensc of pubiic duty. Aftera
course of policy, thus liberal and conciliatory, it Was cause of
regret that a communigation should have been purchased by an
ynprecedented expenditure of secrct service money ; and us.d,
Dy the chief magistrate, to disseminate suspicion and jealousys;
and tp excite resentment, among the citizens, by suggestipy ime
putations against a portien .of them, as unmerited by their patri-
atismny as unwarranted by evidence. '

. It has always been the opinion of the undersigned, that a sys~
tem of peace was the policy, which most comported with the
character, condition, aud interest of the United States; that their
remoteness from the theatre of coutest, iu Europe, was their pes
culiar feli¢ity and that nothing but a necessity, absolutely impe-
rious should induce them to enter as parties into, wars, in which
every consideration of virtue and policy seems to be forgotten,
undcer the overbearing sway of rapacity and ambition. Theve is- -
a new ela in human affairs. The European world is convulsed,
"The advantages of our own situation are peculiar. “Way* quit
our own to stand upon foreign ground t Why, by interweaviug
our destiny with that of any part ul Europe, entangle our peace
and prosperity in the toiis of Lurogean anibition, vivaiship, 1®
jerest, honour, or caprice
—

¥ WWashington,
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* oh addition to the many moral and prudential considerations,
#hich should deter thoughtlul men from hastening into the pers
ils of such a war, there were some pecyliar to the United States,
resulting from the teXture of the government and the' political
rélations of the people. * A form of government, in 1o small de-
gree experimental, composed of powerful and independent sove«
teigntics associated in relutions,"some of which are critical, as
well as novel, should not be hastily precipitated into situations,
czlculated to put to trial, the strength ‘of the moral bond, by

which they are united. * Of all states, that of war, is most Lkely
to call into activity the passions, which are hostile and danger-
ous 10 such a form of government. “+ Time is yet important to our
country ta settle and mature its recent institutions. ~~ Above all,
it appeared to the undersigned from signs not to be mistaken,
that if we cntéred upon this war, we did it'as a divided peopler}
not only from a sense of the inadequacy of our means'tb successy
but {rom moral and political objections of great weight and ve-
1y general influence. '

It appears to the undersigned, that thé wrongs, of which the
Uuited States have to complain, although in some aspects, very
grievous to our interests, and, in ' many, humiliating to our pride,
were yet of a nature, which, in the present state of the world,
either would ot justify war, or which war would--not remedy.
Thus, for instance, the hovering of British ‘vessels upon our
coasts, and the occasional insults to our ports, impceriously de-
manded such a systematic application of -harber and sea cogst
detence, as would repel such aggressions, but, i ‘ho light, can
they be considered as making a resort to waryat the present time;
on the part of the United States, either necessary, or expedient.
So alse, with respect to the Indian war, of the origin of which,
but very imperfect imformation has yet been given to the pub-
Yic. Without any express act of Congtess, an expedition was,
Just year, sct on toot and prosecuted into Indian territory, which
had been relinquished by treaty, on the part of the U. Siates.
And now we are told about the agency of British traders, as'ta
Indian hostilifies. ~ It deserves consideration whether there had
been such provident attention, as would have been proper to re-
move any “caucc of complaint, either real or imaginary, which
the'lndians might alledge, und to secure their friendship. With
all the sympathy and anxiety excited by the state of that front-
fer ; impurtant as it may be, to apply adequate means of protec-

* tion, aguinst the Indians, how is f1s safety ensured by a declaras

#on of war, which adds (he British to the nnmber of enemies ?

As *“a decent respect to the opinions of mankinc”” has not in- .
ducvd the two Louses of Congress to concur in declaring the
reasons, or motives, for their cvacting a declaration of war, the
undersigned and the public uve left to search, elsewhere, fon
Causes cither real; or osiensible.  1f we are. to consiaer the Pre+
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aident of the United States, and the committee of the hotise of
'Representatlves, on fareign relatlons, as speakmc- on this sola
emn occasion, for Congress, the Uuited States have three prin<
cipal topics of complamt against Great Britain. Impressments;
—blockades j=—and orders in council.

Concerning the subject of impressment, the undersu;ned sym-
pathize-with our unfortunate seamen, the victims of this abuse
of power, and participate in the national sensibility, on their ac=
count. They do not cenceal.from themselves, both its iniport=
ance and its difficulty ; and they are well aware how stubborn is
_th_g: will and bow blind the vision of powerful nations, when great
interests grow into controversy.

But, before a resort to war for such,interests, a moral nation
will consider what is just. and a wise pation what is expedient.
If the exercise of any right tO the {ull extent of its abstract na-
ture, be inconsistent with the safety of another nation, morality
seems to require that, ;n practice, its exereise shouyld, in this re-
spect, be modified. If it be proposed to vindicate any right by
war, wisdom demands that it should be of a nature. by war to be
obtained. Tne interests connected with the subject of i 1mprtsz,-
sent are unquesuondbly great to both nations; and in the tul
extent of abstract right as asserted by each, perhaps irrecon-
cileable. o
- The government of the United States asserts the broad prin-
ciple that the flag of their merchant vessels shall protect the
the mariners. This privilege is claimed, although cvery person
on board, except the captain, may be an alien.

The British government asserts that the aliegiance of their
subjects is inalienable, in time of war, and that ‘their seamen,
found on thé sea, the common highway of nations, shall not b;
protected, by the Bag of private merchant vesyscls.

The undersigned deem it unnccessary here to discuss the
guestion of the American claim, for tie immunity of their flug.
But they cannot refrain from viewing it as a principle, of a na-
turc very broad and comprehepsive ; to the abuse of which, the
temptations are strong and uumercus.  And they do maintain
that, before the calamities of war, in vindication of such a prin-
<£iple be incurred, all the means of negociation shouid be ex-
‘bausted, and that’also every practicable attempt should be made
to.regulate the ekercise of the right ; so that the acknowledzed
.injury, resulting to other nations, should be checked, 1f not pre-
vented. They are clearly o fopl'non that the peace of this hap-
py and nising community should not be, abandoned, for the sake
of affording facilitics to gover French property; or to employ
British seamen.

T'he claim of Great Britain to the services of her seamen is |
aeither novel, nor peculur The doctrine of allegiance, for.

¥ b\rh shé contends is common to all the governmeats of Europe:
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ﬁkaree, as we!l as England, has maintained it for centuries. Both
nations claint, in time of war, the services of their subjects, Both
by decrees forbid their entering into foreign employ. Both res
®all them by proclamation.

* No man can doubt that, in the present state of the French
sarine, of American merchant vessels were met at sea, having'
JFrench seaen on board France would take them _Will any
man believe that the U. States would go to war against Francey
on this account ?

For very obvious reasons, this principle occasions little cols
Yision with France, or with any other nation, except England.
‘With the English nation, the people of the United States are
<closely assimilated, in blood, language, intercourse habits, dress,,
manners and character.  'When Britain is at war and the United
States neutral, the merchant servicé of the United States, holds
vut to British seamen, temptations almdst 'irresistable ;—hich
wages and peacelul employ, instead of wages and war-service ;
—safety, in lieu of hazard ;—entire mdepcndence, in the place
‘of qualified servitude.

‘I'hat England whose 51tuation is insular, who is engaged in
a war, apparently for existence, whose seamen are her bulwark,
should look upon the effect of our principle upon her safctyy
with jealousy, is inevitable ; and that she will not hazard the prace
#cal consequences of its unregulated exercise, is certain.  The
guestion, therefore, presented, directly, for the decision of the
thoughtful and virtuous mind, in this country, is—whether war,
for such an abstract right be justifiable, before attempting to
guard against its injurous tendency by legislative regulation, in
failure of treaty.

A dubious right should be advanced with hesitation. An extreme
sight should be asserted with discretion. Moral duty requiresy
that a nation, before it appeals to arms, should have been, not onz
ly true to itself, but that it should have failed, in no duty to oth~
«rs. [f the exercise of a right, in an unregu]ated manner, be in
effect, 2 standing invitation to the sub]ecf.s of a foreign power ta
decome deserters and traitors, is it no injury to that power?

“Certainly, moral obligation demands that the tight of flag Tikes
all other human rights should be so used, as that, while it pro=
tects what is our own, it should not injure what is another’s. In
a practical view, and so long as the right of flag 1s restrained, by
no regard to the undeniable interests of others, a war on accourt
of impressments, is only a war for the right of employing Brity
Jsh seamen, or board American merchant vessels.

The claim of Great Britain pretends to no further extent tharn
to tuke British seamcn from private merchant vessels. In the
exercise of this claim, her officers take American seamen, and
doreign seamen, in the American service ; and although she uis€
laims such abuses, ind proffers rcdress, whep bnown, get uprs
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United States. But the question is can war be proper for such
cause, before all hope of reasonable accommodation has fuiled ?
Even after the extinguishment of such hope, “an it be propery
until our own practice be so regulated as to rerffove, in such for-
eign nation, any rcasonable apprehension of injury?

The undersigned are clearly of opinion that the employment
of British seamen, in the merchants service of the U. States, is
as littié reconcileable with the permanent, as the present interest
of the United States. The encouragement of foreign seamen is
the discouragement of the native American.

The duty of government towards this valuable class of men is
not only to protect, but to patronize them. And this cannot be
done more cflectuaily than by securing; to American citizens
the privileges of American navigation:

The question of impressment, like every other question rela=
tive to commerce has been treated, in stcha manther, that what
was passessed, is lost without obtaining what was sought. Pre=
tensiuns, right in theory, and important in interest, urged, withe
out due consideration of our relative power, have eventuated in
a practical abandonment, both of what we hoped and what we en-
Joyed. In atiempting to spread our flag ovet forcicners, its dis«
tinctive character has been lost to our own citizens,

The American seaman, whosc intercst it is to have no com-
petitors, in his employment, is sacrificed that Bridish seamen may
bave equal privileges with himself. .

Ever since the United States have been a nation, this subject

" has been a matter of complaint and negotiation; and every for-
mer administration have treated it, aceording to its obvious na=
ture, as a subject rather for arrangement than for war. It exise
ted, in the time of Washington, yet this father of his countrys
recommended no such resort. It existed in tie tiine of Adams,
yet, notwithstanding the zeal, in support of our maritime rights,
which distinguished his administration, war was never susgest-
ed by him, as the remedy. During the eight years Mt. Jeffer-
son stood at the helin of affairs, it still c}xtinued a subject of
eontroversy and negotiation : bui 1t was never made a cause for
war. It was reserved for the present administration to press this
topic to the extreme and most ‘dreadiul resort of nations: al-
though England has officially disavowed the right of 1npress-
men', as it respects native citizens, and an arrangement might
well be made, consistent with the fuir pretensions of such as are
paturalized. , : .

That the real state of this question may be understood, the
undersigned recur to the tollowing facts as supported by oificial
documents. Mr. King, when miuister in England, obtained a
disavowal of the British government of tic right to impress
# American seamen,” naturalized as welt as uative, on the high

B
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#T4s. - An arrangement had advanced, nearly to = ohlwri-vqi'nf'r\;
vpon-this busi and was kroken off only, beuum Gicai B icaity
:nsxsted to |etalp the right on ¢ the narrow seas.” What hovweve
"er. was the opinion of the American minister, on the piobahili ¥
of an arrangemens, appears from the publ'c documents, commu-
nicated to congress, in the session of 188, as stated by 'Vll'.
adison, in these words, “at the momen: the articles were ex-
“npected to be signed, an exception of tthe narrow seas” was
“uiged and insisted on by Lord St. Vincents, and being utterly
$inadrrissiblé on our part, the neqocmtlon was abandoned.”

Mr. King secen.s to be of opinion, however, ¢“that, with m: ree
¢ftime-than was left hin\ for the experiment, the objection might
“ have been overcome.”  What time was left Mr. King for the
experiment, or whether any was ever madie has not been disclos-
ed to the public. Mr. K'ng, soon after returned o America's
It is manifest from Mr King’s expression that he was limited
in point of time, and itis e rually clear that his opinien was that
an adjustment could take place. That Mr. Madison was also of
the same opinion is demonstrated, by his letters to Messrs. Mon®
roe and Pinkrey, dated the 3d of February, 1807, in which he
uses these expressions. T take it for granted that you have
“not failed to make due use of the arrangement concerted by
“ Mr. ng with Lord Hawksbur in the vear 180%2,for settling.
< th¢ question of impressment. On that occasion and under that
S agdministration the British principle, wasfazrly renounced in fa-
“yor of the right of our flag, Lord Ha‘wknbury having agreed
S 20 /zra/zzbzt zm/zrcssmem on the high seas ;> and Lord St. Vin,
«cents requirin g nothmg 1uore than an exception of the narrow
¢ .cas, an exception resting on the obsolele claiin of G. Britain
 to some peculiar domuuon over them.”  Here then we have a
full acknowlederaent that G. Britain was willinz to renounce the
tight of impressment, on the high seas, in favor of our ﬂav HE
that she was auxious to arrvauge the b\Jl)JCCt-

It further appe“rs that the British minister called for an iné
terview wuh Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney, on this toplc 5 that
they stated the natuxeiot the claim, the King’s prerogative ; that
they had consultcd the crown officers and the board of ad miralty,
who all concurred in sentiment, that under the circumstances
of the nation, the rclmqu:shment of the right was a measuré,
which the government could not ado,n, without taking on itself
1 lesponSJblhty, which 1o mlmsuy wolild bLe willing to mcet,
however pressing the exigency might be. They offered, how-
ever, on the part of Great Bntam, to pass laws making it penal
for British coumanders to irmpress ‘Auierican citizens, on board
of Aw erican v.essels, on the Ligh seas, if America would pass a
law, makitg it penal for the officers of the Unired Siates Lo yrant
ceriificates of erize rship to British subjects. Tais will be fuund, |
# the same decumentsy in a jeticr from Messrs, fuonrve aud’
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Pirkney to Mr. Madison, dated 11th*November, 1808,  Undg
th-ir peremptory :astructions, this proposition, on the part &
Great Britain, could not be acceded to by our ministers. Such,
however, was the temper and anxiety of England, and such the
<aindor and good sense of our ministers, that an honorable and
advantageoys arrengement did take prale. The iuthority of Mr.
Monroe, then Minister’ at the court of Great Britain, new Se-
eretary of State, and one of 'he present administration, who have
reco »mended war with En:land, and assigned impressments as
a cause, supports the undersigned in assertig, that it was hon«~
orable and advatageous: for in a letter from Richmond dated
the 28th of February, 1808, to Mr. Madison, the followinz ex-
pressions are used by Mr. Monroe, %I have on the contrary al-
“’ways believed and still do believe that the ground on which
¥ that interest (impressment) was placed by the paper of the
* British Commissioners of 8th Nevember, 1806, and the expla-
* nation which accompanied 1it, was b0tk Fonorable and advanta-
% geous to the United States, that it covtained a concession in
4 their favor on the part of Great Britain, on the great principie
4in contestation, never belore made by a formal and obligatory
“act of their governipent, which was hizhly fovorable to their
# interest.” . - ) .
\With the opinion of Mr, King so decidedly expressed, with
the official admission of Mr. Madison, with the explicit declara-
tion of Mr. Monroe, all concurring that Great Britait was ready,
to abandop impressment on high seas, and with an "honorabie
and advantageous arrangement, actually made by Mr. Moaroa,
how can it be pretended,’ that all Hope of settlement, by treaty,
has failed ; how can this subject furnish a proper cause of war?
With respect to the subject of blockades ; the principle of the
Jaw of nations, as asserted by the U. States, is, that a blockade
can only be justified when supported by an adequate force.” " In
theofy this principle'is admitted by Great Briwin. It is alledg-
edy however, that in girectice, she disregards that principle. -
Theorder of blockade, which ha beea made a specific ground
of complaint, by France, is thdt of the 16th of May, 1806. Yet,
strange as it may seent, this order, which is, now, made one
ground of war between the two countries was, ac the tume of its
first issuing, viewed as an act of faver and conciliation.  Ou this
subject .1t is accessary o be explicit.  The vaguc and indeters
minate manner, in which, the American and French govern:aents,
in their official papers, speak of this order of blockade, is calcus
jated to mislead. An importance is attached to it, of which, in
_the opinion of the undersigned, it is not worthy,  Let the facts
speak for themscives. o ' .
In Aug. 1804, the British established a bleckade at the ens
trauce of the French ports, naming them, trom Fecamp o Ose
tend ; and from thewr proximu_y to the Briush coas.s, and the ab-
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sence of all complaint, we may be permitted to believe that it
was ua legal blockade, enforced accordipg to the usages of na.
ticr:s.  On the 16th of May, 1806, the English Secretary of State,
Nir. Fax roufied, to our Minister, at London, that his govern-
mert had thought fit to direct necessary measures to be taken
for the blockade of the coasts, rivers and ports, from the river
Elbe to the river Brest, boub inclusive.®

In point of fact, as the terms used in the order, will show,
this paper, which has become, a substantive and avowed cause
for pon intercourse, embargo and war, is a blockade, only of the
places, on the French cuast, from Ostend to the 8e¢ine, and even
as to these it is merely, s it prolesses to be, a continuance of a
former and existing blockade. * For with respect to the residue
of the coast, tradc of neutrals is admitted, with the exception on-
ly. ol enemy’s property and articles contraband of war, which
arc livble 10 be taken, without a blockade; and except the di-
rect colonial trade of the enemy, which Great Britain denied to
be free by the law of nations. Why the order was thus extend-
ed in its form, while in"effect it added nething to orders and
regulatiois, already existing, will be knowa by adverting to pa-
pers, which are betore the world.  In 180¢, France, had yet col-
onies and :the wound nflicted on our feeungs, by the mterter=
ernce of the British government in our trade, with those cuio-
Dies, had been the cause of remoustrance and negotiation. At
the moment when the order of May 1806, was madc, dir. Mous
roe, the present Secretary of State, then our nanis.er plenipo-
tentiary at ihe Court of Grea: Britain, was in treaty on the sub-
ject of the carrying trade, and judging on the spot, and at the
time, he, unhesnatingly, gave his opinion, that the order was
made to fuver American views and irterests, Toi, idea is une=
quivocally expressed, in Mr. Munioe’s letters to Mr. Maaison
of the 17th, and 20tht of May, and ot the 9th of Juue, 1806,

*The terms of the order are these, * That the suid coastyrivers
Scand fiorts must be concidercd .as blockaded,” but, “that such
Shlotkade shallnot exicnd to firevert neutral shifis 3 vessels, laden -
“aith goods, not being the firofierty of his majesty’s encmics, and
“not being cantrubond of war. from apfivoeching the said coasts
éand entering into and sailing from the said rivers and fiorts save
“and except the ccastsy rivers and fioris frem Qstend 1o the
Sriver Scine, aulready in a state of strict and Yrigorous block«
“ade; and which arc to be considercd as so continued,” with a
“prrovise that the vessels entering had not been laden at a pore
“ belonging tuy or in fiossession «f, the enemics of Great hritain,
“and the vessels defarting were not destined to an crnemy’s
Y fiorty or had previously broken blockade.”

tZhe followirg are extracts fram these letters. In that of the
ITthy May 1806 ; he thus speaks of thet blockade. It is « couched
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) And as late as October, 1811, the same Gentleman, writing a%.
Beeréra- v of Statr to the British minister, speaking of the same
oravr of blockace of May, 1808, says, * it strictly was little more
®ihai a blockade of the coast from Setne to Ostend.” ¢ The
* object was to affird to the United States an accommodation
% respecting the colonial trade.”
It appears, then, that this order, was, in point of facty made to
" favor our trade und wus so understood and admitted by the goy-
dranment of this country, at that ti e and since ; that, mnstead-of
¢%terding prior blockades it lessened them; that the country
from Scine to Brest, and from Ostend to Elbe was inserted to
open them-to our colonial trade and fur our accommodation, aud
that it was never made the subject of complaint, by the Ameri-
can government, durmg Its practical continuance: that is, not
unul, the iirst order in council; and indeed not until after the st
of May 1810; and until after the American government was ap-
prized of the ground, which it was the will of France should be
taken upon the subject.

Of this we have the mcst decisive proof, in the offers, made
under the administration of Mr. Jefferson, for the discontinuance
of the Embargo as it related to Great Qritain; none of which
required the repepl of the blockade of May 1806; and also in
the arrangement made during the administration ot Mr. Madi-
sou, and under his eye with Mr, Erskine. The non-intercourse
act of March 1809, and the act “concerning commercial inter-
“ course™ of May 1810, vest the President of the United States
with the very same power, in the very same terms.  Both au-
thorise him * in case either Great Britain or France shail so re=
¢« voke or modity her edicts, as thut they shall cease to violate
“‘fhe neutrali commerce ofihe United States” to declare the

“in terms ofrestramt and {wafesses to extend the blockade fur<
“iher than was serctofore done, nevertheless, it takcs it from
& many ports, alréady biockaded, iudeed, from all East of Ustend,
“and West of the Seine, excefit in articles contraband o) war end,
“ enemies property, which are seizable without biockude. And in
& ik form of exception,-considering cvery cnemy as one fiower,
seir admits the trade of neutrals, within the same limits, fo be
¢ free in the productions of enemies colonics, i every, but t/ze di=
S rect route between the colony and the parent country.”  Air.
Monroe addsf¥ It cannot be doubted that the note wag drawn by
S the government, in reference to the queeuon, and if intended ae
S the foundatinn of @ treaty must be viewed in a fuvoradle light."®
On the 20th of tlay, Monroe, writes to” Mr. Muadisony that he had
been “strengthencd in the epinion that the order of th: 161k was
“ drawn with a view to the quesiion ¢f aur trade wich enenuee
& colonies, ind that it /’rom’aes 20 b= Aighly saudsfuctory to oup
& cqmrtcrczal mteresas.



T147

game by proclamation.  And by the provisions of one Jaw In suclt
©2-¢, non-intercourse was to cease; by those of the other it wug
to he revived. In consequence of power vested, by the first, act,
r.e aveange nent with Erskine was made and the resocatron of
.the orderw in council of Jmuary and November 1807, was cons
sidered 4s n full compliance with the .law as removing all the
aisu peutral edicts. The blockade of May 1806, was not 1nclud3
ed in. the arrangement, and it does not appear;that it was deeme
et of sufficient importance te enags: even a thought. Yet un()‘c,r.
the act of May, 1810, which vests tie very ‘same power, a revos
cation of this biockade of May, 1806, is m4de by eur cabmet a
&ine gua non s an indispensible requisite ! - And now, after- the
Brutisn minister has directly avowed that this order of tlockade
wonid not continue after a revocation of the orders»m- council,
wiitieut a due application of an adequate force, the ‘exigtence of
this blockade, is insisted upen, as a justifiable cause of war;.ote
wichstending, that our government admits a blockade is legal, to
the maintenance of wiich an adequate force is applied. Cy

The un uel‘slgtled are awarey that, in justufication of this new
ground, it is now said that the extension op paper, for whatever
purpose int:nded, tavors the principle ot paper blockades. This
bowever, cab hardly be urged,. since the British,* formally dis~
‘avew the principle; and siuce they acknowledge, the very doc-
trine of the law of nations, for which.the American administrae
Hou contend, hencefolth, the - xistence of a blockade becomes a
gucsuon of fuct: it must depend upon the evidence adduced, ip
supper. of the adequacy of the biockading force. .

Prom pe preceding statement it is apparent, that whateven
there is objectivnabie, in the principle of the order of May 1806,
ar in the pracuce under it, on ground merely: American, it can~
Dot be sect up as a suflicient cause of war ; for vndl France,
pointed it out as a cause of coutroversy. it was so far frcm being
xeyardad, as a source of any new, or grievous complaing, that it
was actually couswdered, by our government, in a favorables
b ht. :

* wur, Foster in his letter of the 3d July 1811, te Mr., Monroe
#hus stuies the docerine maintained by his government,

Y Great Lricain has never attemfited to dispute that in the or-
dinary cuirse ot tge law of nations, no blockade can be ]ustz_ﬁable
or vulid, unless it be sufipureed by an v adequate force destined
20 maintuin it wud to exfiose to heaard all wesscls attempting to
evuur its oficralion.

s bir. Losterin ki 1 tter to Ir. Monroe on the 26th July, 1811,
@lso saus. The biuckucd of May 1106, will net coniinuc afier
tho refoGl o f the ciders in council unless his Majesry’s governe
moil snci ok fit te Luegtain i by Be special upplicarion of @
Sufe lond neva. furec. a. L’ the fact of ity being &0 continucd, or
700 il 0€ nuigicd al ike sime)?
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The British Orders in Council are the remaining source of -
discontent, and avowed cause of war. These, have, heretofore,
been considered, by our government in connection with the
¥rench decrees. Certainly, the British Orders in Council and
French decrees, form asystem subversive of neutrai rights and
constitute just grounds of complaint, yet, viewed, relatively to
‘to the condition of those powers towards each other, and of the
United States towards both, the undersigned ‘cannot persuade
themselves that the Ovrders in Council, as they now exist and
with their present effect and operation, justify the selection of
Great Britain as our enemy ; and render necessary a declaration
of unqualified war. ‘ .

Every consideration of moral dnty, and political expedien=
€y, seems to concur in warning the Ubited S:etes, not to min-
gle m this hopeless, and. to hunian eye, intermninable European
contest.  Neither France, nor Enzland, pretends that their =z
gressions can be defended, on the ground of any ether belliger-
ent right, than that of particular necessity.

Both attempt to justify their encroachments, nn the general’
law of nations, by the plea of retaliation. In the relative position,
and proportion of strength of the United States, to either bel=
ligerent, there appeared little probability, that we could compel
the one, or the other, by hostile operations, to abandon tius
plea.

And as the field of commercial enterprise, after allowing to
the decrees and orders, their fuil practical effect, is still vich
and extensive, there seemed, as little wisdom as obligation o
yield, solid and certain realities, for unattainable pretensions:
The right of retaliation, as ¢xisting, in either belligerent, it was
impossible, for the United States, consistent with eitherits duav,
or interest, to adrit,  Yet such was the state of the decrees,
and orders of the respective bellizerents, in relationto th: righis
of neutrals, that, while, on the one hand, it fornied, no justifica<
tion to either, so on the other, concurrent circumstances, forane
ed a complete justification to the United Stares, in maintaining,
notwithstanding these cucrocchments, providéd it best comport-
ed with their interests, that system of i:npartial neotrality, which
is so desirable to their peace and prosperity.  For it it should
be admitted, which no course of argument can 'maintain, that the
Berlin decree, which was issued on the 21st of November, 1505,
was justified, by the antecedent orders of vhe British admiraiy,
respecting the colonial trade, and by the order of « blockade of
the 16th of May, preceding, yet, on this account, there resulted
no right of retaliation to France, as it respected the Ul Statese
They bad expressed no acquiescence either in the British inter«
ference with the colonial tradc, or in any extcnsivn of the prine
ciples ot blockade. lbsesidus, nad there been avy such neglecty
on the pact of the United Suaics as warrageed the Frency empos



f 163

for in adopting his principle of ret.!intinn, yet in the exercise of
that pretended rizbt, he past the bounds of borh ~uilic l.w and
decepey; and, inthe very extravagance of that exercis:, lost the
advantage of whatever colour the British bhad affordcd to Fig
pretences.  Not cortent with adopting a priaciple of retaliation,
in terms limited, and appropriate, to the injury of which he com.
pluined, be declared, ¢ all the British Islands, in a state of “ block:
“.de; prohibited all commerce and correspondence with them,
“ 3l trade in their manufactures; and made lawful prize of a]}
“merchandize, belonging to England, or coming frem its man-
“yfactures, and colonies.” . The violence of these e:croache
ments was equalled on'y by the insidicusness of the terms, and
wmanner, il which they were promulgated. The scope of the
expressions of the Berlin decree, was so general that 1t embrac-
ed within its sphere, the whole commerce of neutrals with Eag-
land.  Yet Decres, Minister of the Marine of France, by a for-
mal note, of the 24th December, 1806, assured our minister
Plenipotentiary, that the imperial decree, of the 21st November,
1806, * was not to affect our commerce, which would still be
s soverned by the rules of the treaty, established between the
#(wo ccuntries.” Notwithstanding this assurance. however, on -
the 18th September foilowing, Regnier, Grand Minister, of jus-
tice. declared “that the intentions of the Emperor were that, by
4 virtue of that decree, French armed vessels, might scize in
“neutral vessels, either English, property, or merchandise pr =
% ceeding {rom the Ly ish manuluctories; and that he had re-
“served, for future rdecision the quesiion whether they might
“not pessess themseives ol neutral vesscis going to, or from
¢ Englacd,aithough tiey hdd no English manufactures on board.”
Dretensions, so cbriousty, cxceeding any measure of retaliation
that, if tise precedent acts, of the British government, had afford-. .
ed tosuch aresort, aiv colour of right, it wus lost in the violence,
wnd extravagance of tite assumed princinles, :

Tothe Berlin decrees succeeded the British orders in councily
of the Tth of Junu.ry, 1807, which weie merged. in the orders
<. the 11th of November following,  rese declared ¢ all ports,,
and places belonginy to France, and its allies, from which the
British {lag was exciuded, !, in the colonics of his Britannic
?r:njesty’s enemies, in 2 state of blackade ;—prohibiting all trade,
4 the provuce and manufactures, of the said countrics or colo-
Livs aud. making all vessels, trading to or from them, aud all
melrchundise, on bourd sul.ject to carture and condemnation,
with an criception, only i lavour of the direct trade, between
neutral countiies ard the colonies of his majesty’s enemies.”

These extruvagant pretessions, on the part of Great Britain,
werey Imuieulately succeeded by others, stitl more extravagant,
i the purt of France. \Vithout waiting for any krowledge of
T8 Geurst; ihe Amcrican government would take, m rejatioy, to
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Ale ‘Bﬁtistx orders in counc}l, the Frencl o voeior 1ssiea, og
the 17th of December following, his Miliv drrrae iy vhic ey
ery ship of 'whatever na_l'mn, which sh:li hive sub e to
search, by an English ship, or toa veyaze *o Ensla-d.or. :d
any tax to that government, are declared denarivnalized aod tawa
ful prize.

¢« The British Islands are de¢lared in a statz of binckade, by
sea and land, & every ship of whatever nation, or whatsoever the
nature of :ts vargo may be, thal sails from Encland, or those of
the English colonies; or of countries occupied by Euglish troons,
and proceeding to England, orto the Engilish colonies, or io
countries occupied by the Eaglish, to be good prizz.”” The na-
ture and extent of these injuries thus accuimulated by mucual
efforts of both bL.llirerents, seemed to teach the American
statesman this important lesson; not to attach the cause of his
country to one, or the other; but by systeraatic and solid provie
sions, for sea.coast and maritiive defence, to place its intere:fs,
=s far as its situation, and resources permit, beyond the reach of
the rapacity, or ambition of any European power. Happy wouid
it huve been for our country, if a course of policy, so sicaple
and ebvinus, had been adopted !

Unfortunately ad ninistration had recourse tn a system, coni=
plicated 1n its nature, and destrdctive in its effocts; which in-
, stead of reliefy from the accumuljted injuries of foreizn wnvern=-
ments served onlyto fiil up, whatiwas wanting in the measure of
evils abroad, by artificial embarrassments at home. As loa s a-
go, as the year 1794; Mr. Madison, the present Presidentof the

. United States, then a member of the House of R:preseitatives,

_ devised and proposed a system of commiercial restiicun s, which
‘had for its object for the corrcion of Great Britain, by a denial
to her of our products and our market ; asserring that the for-
mer was, in a menaer esseutial to her prosperity, either as i~
cessaries of life, or as raw materials for her manuafuctures; and,
that without the latter, a great proportion of her labouring class
ses, could not subsist. .

~ In that day of sage and virtuous forethou ;t, the propo~.t11
was rejected. It remained, however, a theme of unceasinz p.ii-
egyric among an active class of American politicians, who vith
a systematic pertinacity inculcated among the peonie thut cun
merdial restrictions were a species of wariire, which wou. ! en-
sure success to the United Stites, and nuiatl'ation to Ureat
Biitain.. t ’

There were two circumstances, inherent in this system of co-
ercing Great Britain by commercial restrictions, which ousht
%o bave made practical politiciaus, very doubtlul of its result,
and very cautious ol its trial. These were the state of opi.ion
jn reiation toits ctlivucy among comincraial aeny tathe U ied

-States ; and the state of fuciing, waich u resort to it would una-

Y
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Foidubly profuce. in Great Britain.  On the one hand, it was ua.
derishie - hat the sreot body of commercial mn, in th: Uaitd.
Siates, tad no belief in sucha dependence of Great Britain, upe
on the United States, either for olur produce, or vur market, as
the <vstem implied. g v L e

Without the hearty co-operatich of this clas< of men. success
ir its attempt was obviously unatfaivable. 'And as on them the’
ch'ef suffering would fall, it waslaltogether unreagonable to ex«
pect that they would become co-pperating instr‘u'ments in supe
port of anv system, wh'ch was ruin to them, and without hope to.
their country. On the other h.nd. as it respects Great-Britainy -
a systen proceeding upon the avdwed principle of her depends
ance upen us was zmong the lasty to which a proud and power«
ful nation would yield v

N¢twithstandirg these obvious considerations, in April 1806,
2 r. Madison, being then Secretdry of State, a law passed Con-
gress, prohibiting the importation| of certain specified manufacs
tures of Great Britain, and her dependencies on the basis of Mr.
Mudison’s original pioposition. Thus the United Btates entere
€d on the system of commercial hostility against Great Britain.

The decree of Berlin was issued 'n the gnsuing November,
(1806.) The treaty, which had been signed at London.  in Des
cember, 1806, having been rejected by Mr. Jefferson, without
being presented to the Semnate for ratification, and the non-im-
portation act not beirg tepealed, but only suspended, Great
Rritain issued her orders in council, on the tith Novembery-
43.7. -

On the 2tst of the same month, of Nov. Champagny, French
minister of foreign affairs, wrote to Mr. Arn-strong the Ameri-
can Minister, 1n the words {ollowing. ¢« Ali the difficulties,
which have yiven rise to your reclamatians, Sir, would be re«
moved with ca e, if the government of the Utiited Sta'es, after
complaining in vain of the injustice and violations of England;
teck, with the whole continent, the part of guaranteeing it there<
fronm.” ,

Oun the 17th of the ensuing December, the Milan decrees was
issued on the part of France, and live days afterwards the em~
bargo was passed on the part of the United States. "T'hus was
compleates, by acts nearly cotemporancous, the circle of com=
nevcial hostilides. :

After anneffectual wrial of four years to controul the policy
of ibe.two belligerents by this sysicin, it was on the part of tie
Unrited States, for a tine, relinquished.  The act of the 1st of
Muy, 1810, puve the authority. however to the President of the
United States to revive it agali-st Great Britain, in case Fiance
rcvoked her decrees.  Such revotation, on the part of France
was dcciared, by the Pres.aci Us proclamation onthe 2d Nosvene
ber, 1810, ané, in Censcquence 1oL-iLtercourse wus revived by
our adilntstration; agaiust Greal Luitain,
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At all-times, the undersiczned have lnnked, with much anxie
ty for the evidence of this rvocation.  They wished nor o Ju-ose
ticn, what, i1 varigus foru;s. bas been so often asserted by the
ad:uinistration and its.cgents, by their directions. {ut neithup
as citizens, can they cenjent that the peace and prosperity of
the country shsuld be sagrificed, in ‘naintenance of a position,
which on no principle of evidence they deem te.able. ‘They
cunpot falsify, or conceal tlieir convic: on, that the French de
¢tirees neither have been, nor are revoked.

Without pretending to occupy the whole field of argument,
which the question of revocation has opened, a concise statement
seems inseparable from the occasion. .

T'he condition, en which the nonintercourse, according to tie
act of 1st May 1810, miyht be revived against Great Britain, was
on the part of France, an effectual revocation of her decrees.
What the President of the United States was bound to require
from the Frenck Government was, the evid.nce of such effectu-~
al revocation. Upon this point both the right of the Unied
States and the duty of the President seem to be resolvabie into
very distinct and undemable principles. The object to be vb-
tained, for the United 5iates from France was an off crual rcvo-
€azion of the decrees. A revocation to be effectual, must, in-
clude, in the nature of things, this essentiul requisite:- the
wrongs done to the neutral commerce of the Ubited States, by
the operation of the decrees, must be stopped, Nothing short
ol this could be an effectnal revocation.

Without reference Lo the othor wrongs résulting fram those
deciees to the com.uerce of the United States; it will be suffi-
cient to state tlie prominent wrong done by the 3d. article of the
Muan decree.*’ The nature of this wrong essentially consisted
3n the authority given 10 French ships, of war and privateers to
make prize, at sea, of every ueutral vesscl, sailing to, or fro.u,
any of the Euglish possessions. The authoricy to capture wus
the very essence ot the wrong. ' It follows tnerefore that ar
effvciual revocation required that (he authority to cafiture should
be unnutled. Granting \herefore, for the' sane of argu.ent, (wuat
fro . its terms and its pature was certainly not the casc) thattne

* This article is in these words:

“ Art 1Y, Zhe Bricish islands are declared to be in & state of
& blockade, botl, by lund and sea.  Kuery ship of whatever nation,
¢ or wh.isoever the nature o) its carge may bey that suils from
“ e prorts of Linglundy or those of the hnglsh colonies and of Lhe
S countries occufui-d by Lnglish troofis and procecding to onglad,
“or to-the Linglish Colonics, ur to couniri-s occufuucd oy Inugiiol:
& troope is govd and Liwful firiz, as cuniraty L0 pe fir seitd dee
cree and may ve »apiulcd, Oy QUL LIPS V) Wal OF OUL privalecln
“and aujddged o the captor.” :
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mpted letter of 11e TMuke of Cadore of the 5th of August 181¢g
beora ferih oo revers i,y cod 16 poett of fores and v conditic, st
yer it qws mot chat o floctual revecaiion, tor vwhich “Lc it of
41 Doy 1810, zione au' icriscd the President« f1{c Urited States
tc fvene Lis proclepation, unlcss in consequince of that letior,
2 autlerity 16 copture wwas ennulled  The lerter vsc i 18 no an-
Tuvne et of the wuiherity 1o capiui e, and it is Lotorleus, ti.al Lo
evicernce of the gnpulmcnt ol 1this atihevity to cap'ure, ever has
beer.:ccuced, It Las tgt.over, beey, pretended.  On the cen-
Uaty thore is decirive, and almost i’y evicence of the conin-
uce cnastence ot this autherity to copte.

The (heree of execting the decices of Berlin and Milan was,
6¢ fir as cercerned his depatinient; given by the rermg of those
Criives W titd Frendh mioster of Matine.  According 1o estabe
lisi oo principies of geveral lav  the 1 perial wet, whieh guve the
zvilonty nust be autuiled bty suother imperial act, cquadly for-
1 uioard sodn v or, at deest, the authetity to cupture n.ust be
ccui termarded by some ordet, or iustruc.ion, from the ruioister
¢l marine.  Nathing short of this could wi ul the wuthority we-
ccidiig to the sca service,  Was such apnuliing act ever issuced
by the Franel Lmperor? Were any such countermanding or-
€1, or fnstiuctions, cver given by the Freneb ninister of mu-
gitc r In exercising a irusi, comt ittcd to.him, by the legisioture,
Ol & Juint, 80 inicresiiug, to the neutral commerce cf the Unitedd
S {1es. and so Important to the peace of the natiob, was it not
tb¢ cuty ot the Fresieent to have the evidence of such annui-
1 ent, Letore the ssulng ol wuy prodomaion ? Hus he ever, in-
sisced upon such cvicence? Was it of no consequetice in the re-
Jative sitvatior of thig courtry, usto fciwign powers, that the
reruley (vidence shouid be recerved by ouwr administration and
n ode krown ? Why has « moatter of evidence, so obviously pro-
Pper. so siniple, In its nuturey, so level to general apprehension
atd so-impericusly demarded, by thie circumstance of the cuse,
been whony omitea ? And why, ifthe Beviin & Milun decrees are

1 Uiicd, as1s preter oed, does the Fiench Enperer withhoid this,
cviuence of their avulnsent ! Why does he withhold it, when the
guestion of revocation s presenied under circumstaces, of so
siuch urganey ? .

Not cily Lus it never been preiended that any such impesial
act of aniuiment hus 1ssutd, or ihat iy suchorders, or instruca
ticks, countemuncing the anthoriy to capluley were evor g iven;
bri btere s cechsive ovicence of the reverse in U e conduct of
tic i verch public urmed ships ar d privateers. At all unics wuice
20v 1870 these shaps and privatcers have cortnued to capture
v o eestas but proeperty, onthe igh seas, upon the principles
<> be Bair and dedeuy occrees. A nupierous list of American
Vebsias, thusrokony since the Iniof Novennper 1810, now ¢x:sts
in the cfice ol the steretaly ol sate; and anong the captures
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' nre several vessels with their cargoes, lately, taken and destro¥®
ed. at sea, withsu! the formality of a trial, by the corimander of
‘a Irench siuadion, at thiscsoment, cruizing agaist our coin-
nicree, under orders, given by the munister of nuarine, tv whom
the execution of the decrees was committed ; and these 1oo issu-
ed ity January last.” [n the Baltic and dcdit\,rra.n'cm S€dS, Cap~
tuves by reach. prwateers are -known to us, by oilicial docu~
m=sts o have been made, under the authoriy of these decrees.
‘How thren are tuey revosed 27 How have tary ceased 1o violate

- our neutral commurce ?

tHad " any repeal, or modiication of tho»c decrees, in truth tuk«
en olace, it must have been co  muricated to the prize cour.s,
and woula have been cvidenced by some variation erther i tazic
rutes, ot in the principles of their decisions.  In vain, however,
wili this nation seek for such proof of the revocation of the de-
crees. Noacquittal has evenbeen bhad, iv wny of tic prize courtsy
upon the ground that the Serlin and Ml dru‘\*\,s had crased,
even as it respects the United States. O the coutrary the evis
dence is declaive that they are considercd by the Freaca courts
as cuisting.

I'here are many,\ cases corroborative of this posmon. it’s
ctiogh to stale, culy, two, which appear in the ofliciul reporis,
The Aworican ship Jullan was captured by a Frenca privac . w;
@, the 4th Juy 1811, and on the wnth of September 1811, ',nc‘
vessel and  cargo were  condeswncd, by the council of proz:s &
Parts wiiong other reasons, decause she was visited by s :rat
Lngtion vessels.  On the same day the Hercules an Amer.can
siuip wis condemnr.ed by the imperial court of prizes, ail:dgiug
“thai it was Inposalule, thatshe was not visited, by the eiremy’s
ships of ‘war”  So lailiar to them was the existence ol toe
decrees, and- such their caggrness to give them effect agal %
oul coulmercy, diat. thcy telgacd a visitation to have tukcu prace
aid that sotwithswading, the express declaration: of the cuptain
anu crew, 10 be contrary. | In addition to which evideace,  r,
Russels. letter to tne ‘accrctdly of State, dated 8th ilay 1311y
says *“1L may not be improper to remark that o American vess
sel caplured since the st November has yet been released.”

Frowithis it 1s apparent, that the commanders of the national
vesscls, the privatcersiaen, aud the judges “of the ptize cousts,
to w hiuch awy be udacd also the custom housc officers, whu, us
the lusauments ol ‘carryiny iatg effect the decrees, must have
becu wade acquainted wih tne repeal had it exxst(,dli have beea
froa fiest 10 tasy 1 :0vaut of any ravecaticn; and ugiformly ace
ted apon thie prmcnph. ol their éxistence. - \r

li other evidence of the coniinued existence of thbse decrees
Wre reqiusie, thie aces - of the French uovernment afford such
as 1~ full wua exphicit. Champagny, Duke ! Cadore; mintster of
fpreign vetatious, i his repeit to his majesty the Hinperer agd
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&inz, dated Paris 30 D-cember, 1811, speakine of the decrew¥
of Berlin ngd Mian, soys expressl « AxJong 2~ Eorland shald
“ [)r'r:,ist”in her orders in council, your majesty 'wz'll/zr’rsigt. in
sjour decrecs.”  Than which no declaration can be inore direct
R0t ouly that the Berlin and Milan drcrees are unrevoked, but
tht they will so remain, until the Evizhsh orders in counetl are
witiarawn. And in the address dclivered, by his imperial mvajes«
. Nupeleon, to the cou cil of commerce on the 31st March
1811, he thus declares « The decrves of Berlin and Milan are
# ae fund.miental laws of n'y Empire. For the neutral navigae
¢ yips | consider the flaz ©5 an exfension of territory. ‘Fhe
¢ sower, which suffers its flag 'o be violated, cannot be consid-
“¢icd as neutral. The fate of the American commerce will
“soon be deciava, I will favor it if the United States conform
& themseives to these decrees. I a £ostrary gase, toeir vesscis
will be driven from oy emipire.”

Ardas icte asthe 1¢th of March lastyin a-report of the French
n.inister of foreign reiutions, commuunicated to the conservative
S.:uie, i is decarcd, “that as long, as the British orders in
€uur.cy are not revoked, and the principles of the treaty of Uy
ticcht, in telation Lo neytrals patin force, the deerees of Berlin
aud Miiaiy ought to subsist; ior the powers who suffer their
$a. 10 be denationali==d.”  In none of "these acts, is there any
exception in tavor ol ti United States.  Aud on the contrary in
the veport ut oluich lasi, by placing those decrees on the basis
of “1he pri.aples of the treaty of Utreght ”” the French Minis-
toehas cxwaded the teims of revocation beyoud all their pri(:u
Prei-nsions,

Vizuse who maintain the revocation of these decrees, as it re-
g0 c.s the  United Stares, rely wholly upon the suspension of
th. tcwslons of the French prize courts, in relation to some f:w
versuss. aed the diberation of ouers, by the special direction of
th. l'reneh Lmperor. Can therc be stropger presumptive evi-
C.hCey Of ihe e xistence ¢f thosee decrees than this—=that no ves-
&ci1s oxcplea from their operation, uantil afler the special ex-
Gror ulihe uwperor’s wiliy 1n the particuiar case.

i the cecrees werce cifectively revoked, there would be no
£, G.us, or 1l uny were made, liberation wouwid be a matter of
oo and ol general right ;) instead of being an affair of paruc-
il 1 or, oF Capiice. -1t for vexauons and 1ndulgencies like
huwey ivat e peuple of the United Siates are to abandon their
Cou ittt did podce £ Is 1t for such’ kavors, they are to invite
LA Cunales of Lart L the resources of negociation were ex-
Loviaca, hue the overnment po powers remaining to diminish
fL LaUsen Lvallena coultoversy, by prevenung eouses ! Atter
ot 1L ho oaers 10 provide i prowecting indispuiable
rc dupulTebt Ligbas, Wi hout walug a war ol offence r In the:
Teptual ENCILSEy Ll iiginiallVe Ald LACCULYE pOWers; aight



net the fair objects of interest for our country have been secaig

ed completely, by consistent and wholesome nlans far 2~{:nsive
protection ! And would not a national position, strictly d-fen-
sive, yet highly respectable, have hern less burrhensome to the
people than the projected war 7 Would it not be more friendly
to the cause of our own seamen j—more safe for our navigation
and commerce ; more favorable to the irterests of our agricule
ture; less hazardous to national cheracter; more worthy of a
people jealous of their liberty and independence ?

. For entering into these hostilities is there any thing, in the
friendship, ov commerce, of France, in its nature very interest-

ing; or alluring ¢ Will the reaping of the scanty field of French:

trade, which we seek, in any way compensaie for the rich har-
vest of yeneral co :merce, which by war we are abou: to aban-
don ? When entering into a war, with Great Britain, for cone
mercial rights and interests, it scems impossible not to enquire,
into the statc of our commercial relations with France, and the
advantages the United-States will obtain. Ve may thus be cu-
abled to judge whether the prize is worth the countest.

By an official statement, made to Congress during the present
session, it appears that of 45,294,000 doHars of domestic produc=
tions of the United States, expo~ted from Septe .ber 301l 1819,
to October }st, 1811, only 1,194 275 dollars were cxported to
France and Italy, including Sicily, not a dependency of France,

Prance is now depr:ved of all her forei:n colonies, and by re-
viewing our trade with that country for several years pas: and
before, the date of the orders in council, it will uppear tiut, ex«
clusive of her foreign possessions, it has been' comparatively
inconsiderable. The annexed statement marked A. taken frox
official documents, shows the quantity ot particular articles, the
produce of the United States cxported to all the werld, distin-
guishing the amount both to France and to Egland and her de-
pendencies from 1810 to 1811, From this statement it appears,
how smuall a'proportion of the great staples ol our country 1s take
en * by France. While France retaiued her colonics, her colpv

. * It appears by it that for twelve years past, I'vance has net tu~
ken'in any ycar more than
Cotton 7,000.000 Pounds |. Tobacco 16,000 Hogsheads
Rice 7,000 Ticrces Dricd Fish 87,000 Quintats
Of .ilour, naval stores and luiaber, none of any importance.
It also appears, by it, that the annual average taken by France’
for twelve years, was, of e
Cotton 2,664.090 Pounr's Tobacco 5,927 Hogsheads
Rice 2,255 Tierces | Fish 24,7535 Quintals
Ot late years some ol those articles huve not buva shipped at
all directly to Francc, but they have, pronably, found theic way
thither throuyglh the norihorn poits of Lurope.
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#ich prodiuce found its way to the mother couptry throigh the:
Unrited States, and our trade with her in these art'ci»s wa< nog
ircorsidcruble. But since she has been denriced of her v reign
possessions, and since the cstzblishment of her municioal regu-
lat cis. as the licences, this trade has been ir a great degree, an-
nihilated.  Wiih respect to colonisi produce note can be import-
cd into I'rance cxcept from fartcnlar fiorts of the U States and
arder special imperial licences.  For these licences our mer-
chents must pay what the urents of the French covernminent think
proper to demand.  As to articles of our do nestic produce, they
arc burdered with sach cxhorbitent duties. and are subjected to
such regulations and restrictions on their inportation as, in ore
dirzary times, wiil amount to a prohibition. On the 5th of August
1810. the very day of the Duke of Cadore’s noted letter, a duty
wvas in-posed on uil sea-islund cotion. imported into France, of
n.ore than cighty cents per pound, and o:: othér cotton of ahout
sixtg cents her pound, an.ounting to three, or four, tiines their
oricinal costin the United Stetes. And as to tobucco, the French
minister here on tihe 2534 of July 1811, informed our government
kot it was “under an administration (en regie) in France ; the
wdministynticn (he says)is the chly corsumer and can purchase
orly the cual tity necessary for its consumption.” And by othe
er reoniatiors not more tnan one flfteenth of all the tobacco con-
surerd in Fravee, can be of foreign growth. The ordinary quan-
titv of tobucco annuully consumed in France is estimated at thir-
tu thousand hogsheade, leaving only about two thousand hogs-
heeds o {wreign tohiceo to be purchased tn France.

I wcdiiion to these impositions ar d restrictions, the importer
s rotlefl at kberiy with respect to his return cargn. By other
e'icts, be 1s con peiled to vest the avails el his importations, 1{d
witer puying cuties and scizurcs, any remain, io such articles of
Frerch produce ard manuiacture, as the Irench government
thirks preper todicct. Two thirds at Jcost must be laid out
in silke and the other third in wines, brandies, and other articlesy
of that covitty.  Tosvow tizat this account of our commercial
rejations with France does not rest on doud fal wuthori .y, the ua-
dersigned would voder 1o the statements and declarations of out
soveroment on this subject.  In a letter frem  Mr, Smith, the
Piie Yeeretary of State, to the minister of Fraice heve, of the
i8ih December 1810, speakin: of cur trade to that country, un-
ﬂ:x_:ts regulations, after the pretevded repeal of the decrees, M,
on.ith suye, “ The restrreticens of the Berlin and Milan de crees
Pad ihe ofivet of resitaiving the Amertcan merchants from sende .
iy el cessels to Fiance. The iutetaictions in the Syste my
that s l"n oY snbsuuuf d.acuinst the adniivion of American pro~
:.‘n.:‘me,.”xexll have the ¢fivet of irposing oo toem an cqual resg
-yeint.

f"}i then, wr the revek-d decrees, mumnapd laws, pxoduci@~

/
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fhe same commercial effect have been substituted, the mode on<
1y, and not the Ineasure, has undergone an alteration. And-how-
ever true it may be, that the change is lawful in form, it is, na-
vertheless, as true, that it is essentially unfriendly, and that : dacs
pot at all cov-port with the ideas, inspired hy your letter of .he
27th ult. in which you were pleased to declare the ¢ disti ctly
pronouced intention of kis imperial majesty of favoring the co -
mercial rélations, between France and the United States, inall
abjects of traffic, which shall evidently proceed from their asriv
cultures.” ~ “If France, by her own acts, has blockaded up har
ports agamst the introduction of the products of the U. States,
what motive has this government, in a dlSCUSSIO’I with a third
power, to insist on the privilege of going ta France ? Whence the
‘inducement, to urge the annulment of a blockade of France, when,
if annulled, no American cargoes could obtain 1 market in-any of
her ports; In such a state of things, a blockade of the coast of
France would be, to the United States, as unimportant, as would be
a blockade of the coast of the Caspian sea”

And so far has the French emperor been from  relaxing, in whoe,
or in part, these odious regulations as to us, in consequence of
our submitting to give up our Enghsh trade, that they have b -en
made a subject of special instructions, to the mmlstel, who has
been sent to the court of France. M. Monroe, in his letter of
instructions to Mr. Barlow of July 26, 1811, says, “ Your early
and p.riicular attention will be drawn to the great subject of

the commercial relation, whlch is to subsist, in future, between
the United Stutes and Fraice. The President expects that the
conmerce of the United States will be placed, in the ports of
France, on such a footing as to afford it a fair market; and to
the industry and enterprise of their citizens, a reasonable encour=
argement. An arrangement to_this effect was looked for, im-
mediately after the revocation of the decrees, but it appears from
the documents, in this department, that was not the casc; on
the contrary tkat our commerce has been subjecied io the greata
est digcouragement, or rather, to the most oppiressive restraints;
that the vessels, which carvied coffee sugar &c. though sailing
directly from the United States to a French porty were held ina
state of sequestration, on the principle, that the trade was pro-
hived, and that the importation of these articles was not only un-
lawful, but criminal ; that even the vessels, which carried (ha
urquestionable productions of the United States, were exposed
to greut and expensive delays to tedious investigations, ia unu«
sual forms, and ¢o exorbditunt duties. In short that the ordinary
usages of commerce between fri ndly nations were abandoued.”

Again Mr. Munroc, in the same letter says, “I1f the ports of
Framige, and her allies are not opengd to the comerce of the
Usited Stotes, on a libe.al scule and on fair conditions, of what -
avail to themy it may e wsked, will be the revocation of the Brits



(Rl

.38h orders in council? In contending for the reeveaation.oPth
Oricrs, so fur as it was an ebject of interest, the United States
had in view, a trade to the continent. [t was a fair legitimate
object and v orth contending for, while France encouraged it.—
But if she shuts her ports on our commerce, or buriens it with
heavy duties, that motive is at an end.” He again says, ym?
will see the injustice and endeavour to prevent the necessity of
bringing in return for American cargoes, sold in France an e«
qu:.l amourt in the produce or manufactures of that country.
No such obligation is imposed on French merchants, trading te
the United Statés. They enjoy the liberty of selling their cara
goes for cash. and taking back what they pleased from this coun«
try, i+ return. Itis indispensable, that the trade be free, that alk
An.erican citizens engaged in it be placed on the same footing,
and, with this view, that tlie system of carrying it on, by licencesy
grarted by French agents be immediately annulled.”

The despatches from Nr. Barlow, by the Hornet, most clearly
st that tiie expectations of our government have not only not
been realized, but that €éven the promises obtained, by our n.ine
ister are of a very unsatisfactory nature. Indeed while Bona-
parte is sending armies to the north of Europe, to take possess<
1ol of the ports or the Baltic, and by his fast sailing squadrons,
is burning An:erican vessels, on the Atlantic, all expectations of”
a free trude from France, must be worse than vain.

Notwithstandiig the violence of the belligerents, were the re<
stiiciions of our owu government removed, the commerce of the
Uuned States might be extensive and profitable. It is well
kpcwn that irom the gallantry of our séamen, if merchant vess
seis were ailowed to arm and associate, for self defence, they
wenld be uble 10 repel many unlawful aggressions. The dan-
g1 of capture would Be diminished, and in relation to one of
the Dbelliigcerents at least, the risk, under such circumstances)
wonte soon be measdred by insurance. -

The discussions of vur govermment, in relatioh to the British
orders in cou cil, give a curréncy io the opinion that they exist,
witi out modfication uccoruing to tlie extent of the first princiv
ples, on which they were issued.  And the French minister, in
I'« i=st communication, on this sibject, made to' the Conserva~
tive Senate, on the 10th of May 1806 “as annihilating the rights
oi ¢il martinie states and putting under interdiction whole coasts’
ard en pires;” and-of the orders in council' of 1807, as though
still subsisting, and that according to their principles all vesd
scis were compelied “to pay a tribute to England, and all car-
goes a arill to her customs.” * What the real extent and prins
.citre of the blockade of May 1806 were, have already bgen ex-
piuines.  With rospec. to the British orders of 1807, the truth-
ds, that by a rew order issucd on‘the 20th of April 1809, thef
syere revoked ur modified, and the obnoxious transit dutv caileds.
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¥y the Brench Minister “tribute and tarif was done awdl
The new order of April 1805, which, 1s noww the suh_]ect of conte
plamt is limited to “all the ports and places as far nortn .5 he
river Ems, inclusively, nnder the gevern.nen styling itsuit the
Kingdom of Holland, aind all ports and places und‘;r the guy .ro-

ment of France, together wuh the colonies, plantauons, and sets
tlemments in the possessxon of those governments respectively,
and all ports and places in the northern parts of Italy to be rec-
Koned from the ports of Qrbitello and Pesaro, inclusively.”

The effect then of the Brmsh orders of blockade, now in
force, is to deprive usof the’ commerce of Fra.nce, Holland and a
part of Ttaly. And they léave open to us the commere. Wf il the
rest of the world. What that is, some estimatc nay bay b for-
med by recurrence to the subjoined table, which exn:bits the
$tate of our commerce during 1806 and 1807 —The two lustycars
antecedent to the operation of our restrictive system By that
table it appears that the value of the exports of olir domestic
products to France, Hollaud and Jtaly “was during those two
“ years,* at an average only of about six and u half :uillions of dol
Jars. Whereas the average of our domesuc exports, to all ota-
er parts of the world, and which are now left free, to us notwiti-
-ptanding the effect of the British orders in council exceed thie-
ty eight millions ! So exte 1sive a comnerce, it is propowd to
surrender, for the restricted trade the Freneh emperor will al-
low.. A trade burdened by. unposmons, or harrassed by vexa-
tions, from Freach do: umatmn, and French Douaniers, or cus-
tom house officers, in aimost eyery port of continental Europe!

~_Asin the scale of commercial advauta;es France has nitie to
offer, in return, for the wpany gbvious haz.n'ds, whnch 4\COIdlng
to the wish of her Emperor, the Unized States are ab u 10 ia-
+eur; 8o, in the moral sstimate of national _prospect ;, there ts lie
#le character to gam, or consnlation to expect, in'thé dark scene
of things, on which we are enterings

. Ot—— e

*Value of dotgelhc produce, expom ‘to - ! the wurH
In 1806. - Ia 1807
Whole Amount Dat t53.929 Whoic Amount L 48,514 192
ST - e— . Soa— —
To ance 3,246,698 2,716 45
To Holiand, now . .
part of Franee 5.609-964 3 -u8 238
To Ialy’ _ - 185,546 1,0 3,7
7 033 co8 6 4633
—— e e
To Enpland and
depeadencies .19 179 951 279 5077
To 4!l other parts -
of the wesid 15.051.740 14 7 9 83
“‘34.231 2% 4 4: 6,4 970



A nation like the United States, happy in its great Yocal refas
Eonx; res on oved trpw the bloody theatie of Larope; with a
weritime bordar, opening vast ficlds for enterpiize ;- with terris
&orinl pussessions, exceeding every reall want;—its firesides
safe ;—its altars undefiled ;—from invasion no.thjng to fear ;o—
frem scquisition nothing te hope ;—how shail such a nation look
¢o heaven for its smiles, while threwing away, as though they
were worthicss, all the bleswings and joys, which peace and such
a distinguished lot, include ! With what prayers cuu it address
thc most high, when it prepares, to pour forth irs youthlul rage,-
upr: a neighboring péople ; from whow. strength, it has notn-
$ug to dread, from whose devastation it has nothing to guin ¢

Ii.our ills were of a nature, that war would remedy; .if waf
would coupensate any of our lossés ; or remove any of our com-
Pi-ints, thire mipht Ue some ‘alleviation of the suffering, in ihe
ct.om of the prospect.  But how will wur upon the land, protect
con.merce upon the ocean? What balm bas Canuda for wound-
ed honor? How are our marinefs benefited by 4 war, which ex-
poscs those, who are free, without "promising release to thuse,
who are impressed ?

' But it is said that war is demanded by honor.” Is natiornial hon-
or a principle, which thirsis after vengeauce, and is appeased,
anly, by blooe ; .which; trampling on the-hopes of man, and spurn-
ing the law o! God, untaught by what is past and careless of wiat
15 to come, precipitates jtscii into any toily, ur madness, to gia-
tify a selfish vanity, or to satlate some unhallowed ruge? Ii hon=
o1 demands a war with England, whit opiatc iulls that honor te
sleep over the wrongs done us by France ! Ou land, robberics,
scizures, imprisonmdnts, by French i4uthority; at sea, piliage,
sinking burnings, under French orders. 7 'hese are netorious.
Are they unféli*because they are French? 1s any alieviation te
be tound in the correspoudenc: and hwmillations of the present
Minister Plenipotentiary of the U. States at the French Couit 2
Hn his communitations 10 our government, as before the pubie,
where is the cause for now selécting France, as the friend of our
cous.tiy ana Eugland as the enemy ?- e : i
it no illusions of personal feeling, and no sélicitude for ¢levaa.
tion of piace, should be permitted o misguide the public couns
cils ; 1t it is, indeed, honorabie for the truc statesman to coisult
the public welfare, to provide, in truth, for the ‘public detence;:
and lmipose no yoke ot bondage ; with full 'kno,wledgg‘o,i tue
wiony s infiicted by the French, ougft the government of this
codinlryy to aid the French cause, by engaging'in war, against
the encmy of Frauce 2 1o suppiy the waste of such' a war and to
Tecet the approdriations of miiions eXtraordinary, jor the war
cxpenditures, must our fellow-ciuzens, throughout the ubilou, be
douied 10 sustain the buracn of wai-taxes, in various torms, of
ditect ard ndirect imposiuon ¢ kor official inforination, Tespect-
ing the millions ucelned requisite tor charges of the war; gt
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tike information, respecting the nature and amonnt of faxesy
dee . d vequisice lor drawag those mullions fr. .oipc connud-
ty, it is here sufficient to refer to estimates and reports aad. Ly
ti:e Sccretary of the Treasury and the Committee of Ways <.d
M: s, and to the body ot resolutions, passed in March lus, in
the House, of Representatives.

It wou'd be some reliefto ouranxiety, if amends were likelv to
be made, for the weakness and wildness of the project, by the pru-
dcuce elthe preparation.  But in no aspect of this anomalous af-
fair can ve trace the great and distinctive properties of wisdom.
There is secn a headlong rushing, ioto difficulties, with litile,
culculation about the means and little concern about th: con.e-
queuces. With a navy co nparatively nominal, we are dbout to
eunter into he lisls against the greatest mariae on the globe.
‘With a commerce, unprotected and spread over every ocean, we
propose to nuke profit by privatcering, aund for this endangor the
wealth, of which we are hoacst proprietors. A inva, 0 1s tareats
ened of the colonics of a power, which, without Luiting 4 uew
ship into commission, or taking anoincr seldier 1nto pay, can
spread ciarm, or desolation along the extensive rarge ol ourscus
boa'd. The resources of our country, in their natuiai state, ;. cat
b youd our wants, or our hopes ave tinpaired by the eifict ot ar-
trficial restraints,  Betore adoquate fortfications are preparcd
for domesuc defence, before men, or money are provided fur a
war of attack, why hasten into the widst cf that awiul cout s,
which 1s laying waste Europe ¢ It cannot be counccaind, tnat to
en a:e, in the present war against Fogland is to place ourscives
ou the side of France; and cxposes us to the vassai.ge of sta.es,
gcrving under the baanncers of tue French Eoiperer.

The undersigned canuot refrain froa wsking, waat are the J.
States (o gain oy this war ! Wil the gratsicaticn of some prvas
tec smen compeasate the nation for thau.sweep ofour legtu nne
commerce by the oxtended marine, of our enemy, which s
desperate actiavites. Will Canada cempensate the iniddic siaces,
for New Yourk ; or the wesiern states for New Ovrleans? Lot us
not be deceived. A war of luvasion may invite a retort of tubvas
siui,  \When we visit Lic peaceable, aud, as tv us nuocent, u-
loniés of Great Brituin with the horrors of wuai can we be asours
ed that our own coast wiil not be visited with like horrors ¢

At a crisis of the world such as the preseut, and under imp. ca~
sions such as these, the undersigned could not cousider the war,
i which tue U. 8. have, 1n scciet been precipitated, as Butiasas
Ty, or reguited by auy moral dudy, or any pohitical expedicioy

GEORGE SCLLIV AN, MARTIN CHIiiZlEN Gy,
AbLiH Bluliow, EL1J a1t BRYoHAM,
WiLllawm Luy, JUbiIiaH QUINCY,
WiLLIAM RetD, SAaMo. TAuGAKT,
LALBAN WHoALTOUN, LeONARL WHINME,

RICHARD dacnauiy, Jun. BLidaa Rolus fni#
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ﬁPAP¥IRODITUS CHAM- INO. DAVENPORT, Jury

PION, LYMAN LAW,
JONA. 0. MOSGELEY, TIMO. PITIKIN. Jno
LEWIS B. STURGES, BENJAMIN' I'ALLMADGE
H. BLEECKER, JAMES EMOTT,

ASA FITCH, "THOS. R GOLD,

JAMES MiLNOR, H. M. RIDGELY,

C. GOLDSBOROUGH, PHILIP B KEY,

P LIP STUARY, JOHN BAER,

JAIES SRECKENRIDGE, JOS. LEWIS, Jung

THOS. WIL-ON, A. M’BRYDE,

JOS. PEARSON,

NOTE A.
Quantity of particular articlcs, the produce of the United Stale*
exporied from 1800 'o 1811, viz.

COTTON
To all parts of the world, To France To England
1bs. Ibs. 1bs.
“00 17.789,808 noue. 16,179,518
1 20,911,201 814728 18.953,068
2 27,501.075 1,907.849 23 473.925
3 41,105 628 3,82!.840 27.157,307
A 98,118,041 5,946,818 25.770,748
;] 40,383,491 4,504,329 32,571,807}
6 37 491,282 7,082,118 £4,256,457
7 - 66,612,737 6,114,358 53,180.211
8 12.064,346 2.087,450 - 7.992 593
9¥ 53215.225 none direct, 13,365,987
104 93 874,201 do. - 36,171,915
1% 62,186 do. 46,872,452
: RICE. '
%o all parts of the world.  To France.  To England & Colgy
Tievces, : Tierces, *: Tierces.
*80C 112,056 none. ’ ‘ 77,547
1 94,866 2.724 65,022
2 79.822 7,186 37,393
3 81.538 3,116 33,200
4 75.335 6,014 24,975
5 56.830 1,601 24,737
6 102,627 3,892 39,298
7 94,692 3.006 37,417
38 9,228 ‘pone direct, 4,298
9 116,907 do. 32,138
10 131.341 do. 31,118
11 119,356 do. 40,045

* In 1890, in cousequence of the embargo and non intercourse.
act, 4 muilons pounds of Cotion were shxpped for Mo.dcu‘a, Ui 4
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. ~TOBACCO.

il'o all parts of the world, To France.  To England & Cofgh
: Hb's Hids. , Hhds,

300 78,680 143 37,798

i 103.758 5,006 55,256

2 77,721 16,216 29,938

3 ;86,291 9.815 47,829

) © 83,343 14.623 24,700

5 71.252 12,135 18,169

6 $2.186 9,182 26,272

¥ 62.232 2,876 23,047

'8 9.576 566 2,526

g 53,921 none direct, 3.965

fo 84, 34 do. 24.,67

n 35,828 569 20.342

‘ FISH, Dried or Smoked.
To all parts of the world. To France. To England & Colg}

Quinvals. Qnintals, Quintals.
3800 393,727 : none. 141,420
1 410,948 1,687 111.030
2 440,928 27,067 92,679
3 461 870 3.491 71,495
4 567.828 3765 76.822
5 514549 73.004 55,676
6 537 457 19.547 66.37T
7 473,924 87 654 55 242
8 155 808 16,144 26,998
9 345 648 none. 66.566
10 280 304 2.150 55,466
il 216 387 28.622 235,24
PICKLED FISH.
None exported to European France.
IFLOUR.
To all parfs of the world, 7o France. To England & Colo}
Bbls Bbls Bbls

1800 653 052 rione 865 739

4 ¥ Y02 444 do 258.023

2 T 156 248 14 63t 484 886

3 " E 31183 18045 502,006

3 . 810 co8 1.074 258.515

— ety

and a half millions to the Floridas, 6 millions to Fayal and othee
Azures, 1 million and three quarters to Portugal, and 10 millions
to Sweden. .

1 1810, about 4 millions of pounds of Cotten were shipped for
Spai, 3 milliens for Portu ;al, 3 miliions {or Madcira, 10 millions
for Flovidas, 2 millions for Europe generally, 4 millions for Fayal

G the Azores, 14 millions for Denmark and Norway, and 5 mif¢
?:un fo: Swcden,
f Iu 1811, 9 niilions its. of Cotten were sbipped for Russig
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£327

779.¢t3 noue alc <76
282 ra2g do 30. 043
1,249 219 do 6 a8
263 $19 do 77- cka
846 247 do 33c ‘33
763.43¢ do 192 477
1,445 €3 8.966 275-534
NAVAL STORES--TAR.
To Franfe. To England & Colg:
Bbls. Bbls. Bbls.
59 410 none 58.793
67.487 do 62.632
57 47 797 21 330
78,289 none 75.9986
48,181 do 45210
7. 745 do 59.439
© 62723 do 50,663
£9.289% do 51,232
13764 do 17.730
128.090 do 32,072
87,310 do 50.021
149,696 do 123,034
TURPENTINE.
353,129 none. 52,580
35.413 do. 25,148
38 764 do. 39.769
61 78 do. €73
725 de. 76.950
95,740 do. 94,328
74.731 do. 71554
53.451 do. 52,107
17 061 do. 17,009
Y7 398 do. 22.886
62,912 de. 86 995
100,249 do. 97,250
IL.UMBER.

Of the vast quantities of Lumber exported from 1800 to 1811
.anly a few Sta:cs and Heading went to France, as fdjlows, vizes
Trousands of Staves and Heading.

1801 -
1803 -
1804 -
1.5 -
1806 -
1.7 -
~808 ~

6,359
357
2t
466
‘la
61¢
g



