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ADDRESS.

S X

The undersigned Members of the House of Representatives, to
their respective Constiluents.

A Republic hias for its basis the capacity and right of the
people to govern themselves. A main principle of a repre-
sentative republic is the respounsibility of the representatives
to their constituents, Freedom and publicity of debate are
essential to the preservation of such forms of government.
Fvery arbitrary abridgment of the right of speech in repre-
sentatives, is a direct infringement of the liberty of the peo-
ple. Every unnecessary concealment of their proceedings an
approximation towards tyranny. Yhen, by systcmatic rules,
a mujority takes to itself the right. at its pleasure, ol limit-
ing speech, ov denying it, altogether ; when secret sessions
multiply ; and in proportion to the importance of questions,
is the studious concealment of debate, a people muy he assur-
ed, that, such practices continuing, their freedom is but shovt-
lived.

Refleetions, such as these, have been foreed upon the atten-
tion of the undersigned, Members of (he House of Represen-
tatives, of the United States, by the events of (he present ses-
sion of Congress. They have witnessed a prineiple, adopted
as the law of the House, by which, under a novel applicution
of the previous question, a power is assumed by the majority
to deny the privilege of specch, atany stage, and under any
cireumstances of debate. And recently Dby an unpreccden-
ted assumption, the right to give reasons for an originul
motion, has been made, to depend upon the will of the ma.
Jority,

Principles more hostile than these to the existence of re-
presentative liberty, cannot easily be conceived. It is not,
however on these accounts, weighty as they are, that the un-
dersigned have undertaken this address. A subject of bigh-
er and more immediate importance impels them to the pre-
sent duty,

'The momentous question of war, with Great Britain, is de-
cided.  On this topie, so vital to your interests, the right of
public debate, in the face of the world and especially of
their constituents, has been denjed to your representatives,
They bave been called into seeret session, on this most in.
teresting of' ali your public relations, although the circumstan.
ces of the time and of the nation, afforded no one reason for
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seerecy, unless it be found in the apprehension of the effect
of public debate, on public opinion ; or of public opirion en
the result of the vote. '

Exrept the message of the President of the United States,
whieh is now hefore the publie, nothing confidential was com-
municated. That message eentained no faet, not previously,
keown. No one reason for wap was intimatcd, but such as
was of a nature public and notorious. The intention to wage
war and invade Canada, had heen long since openly avowed,
The ohjeet of hostile menace had been ostentatiously ‘an-
nounced. _The inadequacy of both our army and navy, for
successful invasion, and the insufficienty’ of the fortifications.
forthe security of our seaboard were, every where, known.
Yet the doors of Congress were shut upon the people. They
have been carefully kept in ignerance ofthe progress of mea-
sures, until the purpeses of administration were ‘consummat-
éd, and the fate of the country sealed. In a sifuation so ex-
traordinary, the undersigned have deemed it their duty by na
act of theirs to sanction a proceeding. so novel and arbitrary,
On the contrary, they made every attempt, in theirpower, to
attain publicity for their proceedings. All such attempts were
vain. When this momentous subject was stated, as for de-
bate ; they demanded that the doors shouid be opened,

~ This being refused;, they declined discussion; being pers
feetly convineed, from indications, too plain to be misunder-
stood, that, in the house, all argitment, with elosed doors, was
hopeless ; and that any aet, giving implied validity to so fia-
grant an abuse of power, would be little less than treachery
to the essential vights of a free people. In the situation, to
which the undersigned have thus heen reduced, theyare com-
pelled, reluctanily to resort to this public deelaration of such
views of the state and relations of the country, as determined
their juldgment and vote upon the guestion of war. A mea-
sare of this kind has appeared to the undersigned to be wiore’
imperiously demanded, by the circumstance ol & message and
manifesto heing prepaved, and circulated at public expence,
in which the causes for war wgre enumerated and the motives
for it cancentiuted, in a manner suited to ugitate and iuilience
the public mind. In executirg this task, it will be the study
of the undersigned to reconcile e preatduty, ihey swe to the
people, with that cemstitutional refpect, which is due o the
administrators of public concerns.

In cemymencing this view of our affairs, the undersigned
would fail in dety to themselves, did ithey refrain from yecur.
ring to the course, in relation to public measures, which they
adopted and have undeviatingly pursued from the comuicuce-



ment of this long and eventful sessmn s in which they delibe-
rately sacrificed every minor conﬂdel ation to, what they
deemed, the best interests of the country.

For a succession of years tlic rindersigned  have from
principle disapjiroved, a series of restrictions upsn eoms-
pieres, accgrding  to theil ‘estimation, tnefficicnt as re-
spected fureign nations and injurious, chiefly. to vurselves.
Suc(‘esq, in the system, had become identifted with the pride,
the character, and tlee hope of our eabinet, As is nutural
with men, who have a great stake depending on the specessof
afavovite theory, perfinacity seemed to increqse as its hope-
lessness became apparent. As the inefliciency of this systein
conld uot be admitted, byits advocatcs, witkout ensuring its
abandonment. ill success was, cavefuliy ahnbuwﬁ to: the
inflaence of opposition, 5

To this cause the people were tanght to ('harp;e HS“ﬂI("'UE—-
sive fiilures and net to its infrinsie irbeeility. In this stale
of things the undersigned deemed it proper. to tuke wway ull
apoiuvgy for adherence to this eppressive svesen,  They were |
desivous, at a period so evitienl fn publie affuiss, as far us was
cousistent-with the in depeadvnw of opinion, to ecntribute (o
the vestoration of hdarmony i the pf‘u' couneils, aod enna
cord among the ')eo‘plc. Arnd if dny advantuge eould be thus’
obtained in our fureign reintions, the undersigned, being e
gaged, in no purpose of personal or party advancement, wouid
ro;owe, in such an oceurrence.

The course of public measures also, at the apening of the
session, gave hope that an enlarged and enilghtmmu system of
defence, with provision, for wumtv of our muritime rights,
wasaboeut to be comenced 5 a purpose, whicl, wherever found,
they deemed it their duty to foster, by giving, to any system.s,
of measures, thus comprehensive, as unobstineted a conrse as
was consistent with their general sense of pulilic duty, Lfter o
eourse of policy. thus liberal and concilintory, it was cause of -
regret that a communication should have been puvshussd by an
unprecedented expenditure of secvet service money ;anmd used, ..
by the chief magistrate, to disseminate susj.icion andjealeusy;

“and to excite resentment, - among the citizens, by sassisiag
imputations againsta a portion oi them, as unmerited | by their
patriotism, as unw'ir'mntcd by evidopee.

It has always been the opinion, of the under-igoed, that
system ol'pe.we was the po'wy, which mest (umnor(ed \uii
the character, eondition, and intevest of .the United States
that their remoteness from the theatre of contest. in Eurepe,
was their peeuhdr felicity and that ncthing but a necessity, »b-
solutely imperious sheuld induce them: (o enter as puriics inlo
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wars, in which every consideration of virtire vaﬁd policy seems
to be forgotten, under the overbearing sway of rapacity andam-
bition. There isanew erain humgn affairs. The European
world is convalsed. The advantages of cur own situation-are
peculiar. ¢ Why¥*quit our own to stand upon foreign ground?
Why, by interweaving our destiny with that of any part of
Europe, entangle our peaccand prosperity in the toils of Euro-
pean ambition, vivalship, interest, humour, or caprice

Tn addition te the many moral and prudential considerations,
which sheuld deter thoughtful nien from hastening into the
perils of such a war, there were some peculiar to the United
States, resulting from the texture of the government and the
political relations of the people. A form of government,
in no small degree experimental, composed of powerful and
independent sovercignties acsoeciated in relations, some of
which_ave critieal, as well as novel, should not be hastily
precipitated into sitnations, ealculated to put to teial, the
stvength of the moral bond, by which they ave united.  OF all
states, 1hat ¢f war, is most likely te call info activity the pas.
sions, which are hestile and dangereus to such a form of go-
vernment. Time is yet important to our country to settle and
mature its recent institdtions. Above all, it appeared to the un-
dersigned from signs neot te be mistaken, that if we entered up-
on this war, we did it as = divided people ; not only from a sense
of the inadequacy of our means to sueeess, but from mo-
ral and political objections of great weight and very general
influence.

It appears to the undersigned, that the wrongs, of which the
United States have to eomplain, although in seme aspects, ve-
Fy grievous to our interests, and, in many, humiliating to our
pride, were yet of a patnre, which, inthe present state of
the world, either would net justify war. or which war would
not remedy. Thus, forinstanee, the hovering of British ves-
sels upon our coeasts, and the occasicual insults to our ports,
imperiously demanded such a systematie application of harbor
and sea-coast defence, as would yepel such aggressions, but,
in no light, can they be considered as making a resort to war,
at the present fime, on the part of (he Upited States, either
neeessary, ov expedient.  So aiso, with respect to the Indian
war, of the origin of which, but very imperfect informa-
tion has as yef been given ta the publie, Without any ex-
press aetol Congress. an expedition was, last year, set on
foot and prosecuted inte Indian territory, which had been re-
linguished by treaty, on the part of the U. States. And now

o

» Washington.
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N
we are told about the ageney of British traders, as to Indian
10stitities. It deserveseeonsideration, whether there has been
such provident attention, as would have been proper to remove
iy cause of eomplaint, either real or imaginary, which the
[ndians might ailedge, and to secure their friendship. With
ill the sympathy and anxiety excited by the state of that fron-
iier ; important as it may be, to apply adequate means of pro-
tection, against the Indians, how is its safety ensured by a de-
laration of war, which adds the British to the number of
enemies? ' _

As «a decent respect to the opinions of mankind” bas oot
lduced the two houses of Lengress to eoncur in deelaring the
reasons, or motives, for their enacting a declaration of war,
the undersigned and the public ave left to search, elsewhere,
for causes either real, or ¢stensible. If we are to consider the
President of the United States, and the committee of the
heuse of Representatives, on foreign relations, as speakin}; [1}1%
this solemn oceasion, for Congress, the United ‘States have
three principal topics of complaint against Great-Britain., Im-
wressments ;—blockades ;—and orders in council.

Concerning the subject of impressment, the undersigned
sympathize with cur unfortunate seamen, the vietims of this
ibuse of power, and participate in thenational sensibility, on
‘heir account, They do ot conceal from themselves, both its
mportanee and its difficulty ; and they are well aware how
itubborn is the will and how blind the vision of powerful na-
ions, when great interests grow into controversy.

But, before a resort to war for such interests, a moral nation
vill consider what is just, and a wise nation what is expedient,
£ the exercise of any right to the full extent ofits abstract
1ature, be inconsistent with the safety of another nation,
norality seems to require that, in practice, its exercise should,
n this respect, be modified. If it be proposed to vindicate
ny right by war, wisdom demands that it should be of a na-
ure, by war to be obtained. The intercsis eonnected with
he subject of impressment are unquestionably great te
oth nations ; and in the full extent of abstract right as as-
erted by each, perhaps irreconcilable. '

The government of the United Stutes asserts the broa
rineiplé that the flag of their merchant vessels shall protect
he mariners. ‘This privilege is claimed, although every per-
on on beard, except the Captain, may be an alien.

The British government asserts that the allegiance of their
ubjeets is inalienable, intime of war, and that their seamen,
ound on the sea, the common highway of naticns, shall net
e protected, by she flag of private merchant vessels,

’
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The undersigned deem it unpecessary h.ciﬂe to.di'snuss th.e
guestion of the Ameriean claim, for the immunity of their -
flag. Buttiry eannot refininfrom viewing it as aprinciples of
a natupe very broad and comprehensive ; to theabuse of which,
the {rreptations ave strong and numerous, And they ¢o main.
tain that, belove the ealamities of war, in vindication of such
a principle be incurred, ol the means of regociation should be
cuhrusted, und thatalso every practicali~ attempt should be
wade Lo regulute the exercise of the right; so that the ae.
knowledged injury. resulting to other notions, should be check«
ed. if vot prevented. They are clearly of opinion that the
peace of this happy and rising community should not be aban-
doned, for the sake of affording {ucilities Lo cover French pro-
perty 5 orto employ British seamen,

The elaim of Great Britain to the serviees of her seamen is
neither neovel, ror peculiar.  The doetrine of allegiance, for
which she contendsis common to all the governments of Eu-

epe. Frouwee, us well as England, has maintaised it for cen-
uries.  DBoth wvations claim, in time of war, the services of
tieir suljects,  Both by decrees forbid their entering isto fo-
veiga emplor.  Both recall them by proclamation.

Ko weun can doubt that, in the present state of the French
marine, if American merchant vessels were met at sea, having
Freveh seomen on boavd France would take them. Will
any man believe that the United States would go to war against
Frapee, on this account ? .

For vory obvious veasers, this prineiple oceasions little eol-
Esion v ith Frunce, or with any other natien, except Englaud.
With the I'nglish nation, the people of the United States
ave closely nesimilated, in blood, language, intercourse, habits,
dress. manters and character. 'When Britain is at war and
the United States ncutral, the merchant service of the United
Etutes, Lnids cut te British seafpen, temptations slwcst irvesis.
table ;—hig" vuges and peaceful employ, instead of low wa-
ges and-wap-service j—safety, in lien of hazard ;—entire in-
deqiendence, in the place ef qualified servitude.

That England whoese situation is insular, wiro is engaged in
a war, apiuarertly for existence, whose seamen are her bul-
wirk, shetld leok upon the effect of our principle upon her
selety, with jealousy, isinevitable ; and that she will not ha-
zat the practical consequences of its unregulated exercise, is
certzin, 'Ulic guestion, therefore, presented, direetly, for the
decision of the thoughtful and virtuous mind, in this country,
As—wlcilier war, for such @n abstract right be justifiable, be-
f‘v.:-f_’ atteirliing o guwd sgainst ity injurious tendency by le-
Lodnanve begulalion, in foilure of treaty.
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A dubiousright sheuld be advaneed with hesitation.  An ex-

treme right should be asserted with diseretion. RMoral duty
requires, thiat o nation, before it appeals to arms, should have
been, not enly true to itsclf, but that it shouid have failed, in
no duty to others. Ifthe exercise of a right, in an unregulated
mauner, be in effcet, a standing iavitation to the subjects of a
foreizn power (o become deserters and traitors, is it no injury
to that power? ‘ . .
. Certainly, moral obligation demands that the right of flag,
like all other human-rights should be so used, as that, whilé
it protects what is our own, it should not injure what is ano-
thers. In a practical view, andse long as the right of flagis
restrained, by no vegard te the undeniable interests of others,
a war on account of impressments, is only a war for (e rigbt
of employing British seamen, on board American merchant
vessels,

The claim of Great Britain pretends to no further extent,
than to take British seamen from private merchant vessels. In
the exercise of this ¢lain, hier officers take American seamen,
and foreign seamen, in the American service; and althengh
she disclaims such abuses; and proffers redress, when known,
yet undoubtedly grievous injuries have resuited to the seamen
of the United States. But the question is, ean war be pro-
per for such cause, before all hope of reasonable accommoda.
tion has failed? Even after the extinguishment of such hope,
can it be proper, until our own practice be so regulated as to
remove, in such foreign nation, any reasenable apprehension
of injury? :

T'ne undersigned are clearly of opinion that the employment
of Dritish seamen, in the merchants serviece of the United
States, is as little reconcilable with the permanent, as the pre-
sent intcrest of the United States.' The encouragement of fo-
reign seamen is the discouragement of the native American.

The duty of government tewards this valuable class of men
isnot only to protect, but to patronize them. And this can-
not be done more effectually than by securing, ts American
citizens the privileges of American navigation.

The question of impressment, Yike every otlier guestion re-
Fative to commerce bas been treated, in such a manner, that
what was pessessed, islost witheut obtaining what was sought.
Pretensions, right in theory, and imporiant in interest, urged,
without due consideration of our relative power, have eventii-
ated in a practieal abandonment, both of what we hoped and
what we enjoyed. In atlempting to spread our flag over fo-

. ) B
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peigners, its distinetive character has been lost telour ewn cis
tizens, o

The American seaman, whose interest it is to haw.a no
ecomypeiitors, in his employment, is sacr:iﬁc‘ed that British
seamen may have equal privileges with himself. .

Ever since the United States have been a nation, this sab-
jeet bas heen a matter of eomplaint and negotiation ; and e-
very former administration have treated it, according to its
obvious nature, as a subject rather for arrangement than for
war. It existed in the time of Washington, yet this father
of his country trecommended no such resort. It exist(}d’
in the time of Adams, yet, 1otwithstanding the zeal, in
support of our maritime rights, which distinguished his ad-
ministration, war was never snggested by him, as the re-
medy.  During the eight years Mr. Jefferson stood at (he
kelm df affuirs, it still continued a subject of controversy and
negotiation : but it was never made a cause for war., It was
veserved for the present administration to press. this topic to
the extreme and most dreadful resort of mations: aithough
Enugland has officially disavowed the right of impressment, as
it respects native citizens, and an arrangement might well be
made, consistent with the fuir pretensions of such as are paty.
ralized. ‘

That the real state of this question may be understood, the
undersigned recur to the following facts as supported by of-
fi-ial decuments, Mvr. King, when minister in England, ob-
tained a disavowal of the British government of the right to
impress ¢ American seamen,’” naturalized as well as native,
onthe hizh seas.  An arrangement had advanced, nearly to
a ¢ L.eiusing upon this basis, an! was broken off only, be-
cause Great Britain insisted to retain the right on < the nar-
row seas.””  Wihut, hewever, was the opinion of the Ameri-
can minister, on the probability of an arrangenient, appears -
from (he public documents, communicated to congress, in the
session of 1808, as stated by Mr. Madison, in these words,
“ at the moment the articles were expected to be signed,
¢ an exception of ¢ the narrow scas” was urged and insis¢-
¢ ed onby Lord St. Vincents, and being utterly inadmissible
¢ on our part, the negociation was abandoned.”

Mpr. King seems to be of opinion, however, ¢ that, with
¢ more time than was left him for the experiment, the objec-
¢ tion might have been overcome.” What time was left Mr,
King for the experiment, or whether any was ever made has
not been disclosed to the public. M. King, sosn after re-
turned to Asaerica : 1t is wanifest from Mr. King’s espres-
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sion that he was limited in peint of time, and it is equally clear
that his opinion .was that an adjustment could take pluce.
That Mr. Madison was also of the same opinion is demonstrat-
ed, by his letters to Messrs, Monroe and Pinkney, dated the
3d of February, 1807, in which lie uses these. exnressions.
# Itake it for granted that you have not failed to make due
¢ use of the arrangement concerted by Mr, King with Lerd
¢ Hawksbury, inthe year 1802, for settling the question of
# impressment.  On that eccasion aud under that adminisira-
¢ tion the British principle was fairly renounced in favor of
« the right of our fleg, Lord Hawksbury having ogreed lo
¢ prohibit impressments on the high seas,” and Lord St. Vin.
¢ cents requiring nothing more than an exception of the nar-
# row seas, an exception resting on the obsolete claim of G.
¢« Britain to some peculiar dominion over them.” Here then
we have a full acknowledgment that G. Britain was willing
torenounce the right of impressment, on the high seas, iu ta.
vor of our flag ;—that she was anxious to arrange the subject,
It further appears that the Dritish ministiry called
for an interview with Messrs, Monroe and Pinkney, on
this topie ; that they stated the nature of the claim, the
King’s prerogative ; that they had consulted the erown of-
ficers and the board of admiralty, who all concarred in senti-
ment, that nader the circamstances of the nation, the relin-
quishment of the right was a measure, which the govern-
ment eould not adopt, without taking on ‘itself a responsihili-
ty, which no ministry woeuld be willing te meet, however
pressing the exigency might be. They offeved, however, on
the part of Great Britain, to phss laws wmaking it penal for
British commanders to impress Ameriean cilizens, on board
of American vessels, gn the Ligh seas, iff Ameriea would pass
a law, making it penal for the officers of the United States to
rant certificates of eitizenship to British subjects. This wiil
¢ found, in the same documents, in a letter from DMessrs,
Monroe and Pinkney to Mr. Madison. dated 11th November,
1806. Under their peremptory instruections, this proposition,
on the part of Great Britain, could not be acceded to by our
ministers. Such, however, was the temper and anxiety of
England, andsuch the candor and good seuse of our ministers,
that an honorable and adoantageous arrangement did take
pluce. The authority of Mr. Monroe, then Minister at the
court of Great Britain, now Secretary of Btate, and one of
the present administration, who have recommended war with
En‘?ﬂand, and assigned imnpressments asa eanse, supjorts the
undersigned in asserting, that it was honerable and advanta-
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Pop i g Tetter from Richmand daded tha 28th af Fe.

geong
hrirw, 4308, to X, Madism, the following cxpressions are
necd bv M. "-“”rw- » I have on the csntiw y always believ.

& ed and still do believe thatth 9 grouid on which that inter-
% esf (impresenoat) was plured bv the paper of the Dritish
¢ Cominissioners of 8th Wovember, 1806, and the exnlana.
& tion whieh aceominicd it, 1wrs both honoerable and wdvan-
¢ tagesita to the Jiitod Slates, that it eontnined a concession
6 in their fivor on the part of Great Brituin, on the great
¢ pyigc :‘--un contestation, never before made by 1 formsl
« and ¢hiigriory aet of their goverament, which was highly
& favorakle tu .(-ir interest,”

With the ozisica of Mr Hing so Jecidedly expressed, with
the o:felal :.l:ms"m of Mr. utison, with the explicit de-
elaration of Mr. Mionroe, all conogreing that Great Britain
was ready, to abanden imaressmenton the hizh scas, and with
2 honoreile and ¢'E‘«a4u:~“m arrangemeat, actuaily made
by Mr. Wonroe, how cun :t a preten thatall hop» of set-
uement, by treaty, has fuilcd; how can titls subioct furnisha
proper cuvse of war ?

With respeet to thezul jectol block: tew s the prlk
Iaw of ncmons, ag ageelte % By the T Gtaics, is,
ade can only be justifiedy when supperted by an »te furce.
In tieory this piindinte 1s admitted by Ge \.xt Britain, It is
allr'd"‘ed however, that in pradice, ‘Zw disiesards that prin-
{'m e,

e order ¢ blockade, which has been wade a specifie
ground of complaint, by France, is that of the 1¢th,of Muy
4806, Yet, sivange as it may seem, thisorder, wh]ch 15, now,

made one ¢rsund 0& war between the two countries was, attiho
V.me of its izrst i35 :"w, viewed as an aot of favor »n!! coneilia-
tion. Onithis et itisnceessary to bc explicit. The vaguo
and indeter'n*matc pronaer. in which, the American and Freach
gevernrents, in thely oficiel papers, syponl of thids vider of
Biveids, seuleuiet ) fo mistend.  An iwporlance is ai-
tuched to ity of whieh, ia the opiaion of {he z.lez:r{aé«mﬂ, it
13 not worthy,  Let the faets spenk far Giensselves,

I Aue 4801, the Deitish estuldiicd a Blorkade at the en-
trance o the J'vench ports, naming them, fiw .Fa_cnmpto Ds-
toadand f* ont Mhelvproximity toothe Ttich enasta, and the ab-
820 of il eamaluint t, g sray be permitisdto Lelicve that it
was o lo L,ul Liockuule, entvrerd according to the asanes of na-
tisns, (3 the 16th of fMay, 4207, the faglish .w:ze,th ¥ of

g M Fa
tnisier, nt Laon

"

'!

)

a'ate, M, Fox n\)uiuﬂ te our )
goveruzisnt had thought fit to dive-tnorczenym
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taken for the bleckade of the coasts, rivers and ports, from the
river Elbe {0 thae viver Brest, hoth iu:lasive

Ia point of fact, as the terms used in the ordes-, wiil show
this paper, which has become, a substantive zud avowed
ceuse i@ nou-interconrse, embargo and war, is a hlockads,
oxly of the plaees, on the }*rem'h coast, from Gstend to the
Seine, auleven asto tlicse itis, mere Iv, as it ,;m' 5.08 {0 bhe,
acantmu‘ 1we ol'a former and oxisting block tade.  For with re-

tto the vesidue of 1} se .coast, tiruia of npuirals is adsie.
vd, vith the excevion on! ¥, ofenemy’s proneriy and arti
ceatraband of war. w hu,h wre Huble tobe iahem withontabloel.
ade 5 and exvept the divect eolorial trade of the enciy, whis
Gre £ Britain denied 1o be {ree n" t g law of mtmns. ;
the ordorwoasthusexionted, 1 s Somy, while in effocy it v
ded nothing to ovders nod vegal: ﬂmms, Ahm-‘!y (‘\mt.t,r will ba
Ezewn ,;_y adver tinz to pupers, which are befove the world,  In
18563, Tracee, honw vet colusivs and m> wm‘ﬁir" ted onous
foelingy, Dr the inter] e of the Vil S¢ aaveraiiant inone
wade, wiil those co 1-' onies, bad been the ou of re ..1n:~str’mc
and negotintion.  Atthe moaicat whe
Was mride. Siv. Runvoe, thepreand
our minister pleninctentiney al e Uuirt
in treaty on ih(: subjert of the e 2
the spot, and xt the time, hd, unhesituti,
that (ke cvder was raude to fuvor Aneriea n 2 wS antt inrer.
ests. This idea is uneguiveedly exproseed, in e, Blopyne’s
Ietters to 35, hiucizon of the 47¢l, and “Jr of 7“‘“ ¥y wlid of
t:e 9tk of June, 1636,

*The terms of the order arve these, ¢« That the said caoant, rivers

‘und ports must be considered as blocizaded,” but, ¢ that sucl: binck
o 'lde “shall rot extend to prevent neatral :iips and vessels, Luden
“with goods, not beitr the propory of his mujesty”s enemics, and
“not beiny contraband of war tron wpnracching the sadd coasts aud
“entering into au(‘ sailing from the »aid vivers and ports cav- anl
Yexeepr the cuest, vivers und ports from O-rend to the viver Beine,
“already in a st.te of strict wnid rigorous blockede ; and vLich Lve to
“be considerd us so cuntinued,” with a provise that the v swels
“entering had uot been laden at a port belonging to, or In pose
“session of, the eneruivs of Oreat Biltain, and the vessels dep ‘\“'mg
“ were not destined to an etenty port,or had previously brozoniloch-
“ade.”

t The followine are extructs from these lcitera. Tn that of tha
17th, May 1806 ; he thus spealks of that block.afe, Itis “camcbed
“in terms of restraint aud p‘.'oi'csses to extend the Dblochade fusihon
Gthan was, herctofore done, stevertheless i tolces it fron many “o=re,
“already, blockaded, indeed, {rom all East of Cutend, and West of

r
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And as late as October. 1811, the same Gentleman, writing
as Sceretary of State to the British minister, speaking of the
same order of blockade of May, 1806, says, it strictly was
« little more thana blockade of the coast from Seine 1o Ostend.”
s¢ The object was tc afford to the United States an accom-
« modation respecting the colonial trade.”

It appears, then, that this order, was, in point of fact,
made to favor our trade: and was so understood and admitted
by the government of this country, at that time and since;
that, instead of extending prior blockades it lessened them;
that the country from Seine to Brest, and from Qstend o
Elbe was iuserted to open them to our colonial trade and for
ouraccommodation, and thut it was never made the subjeet
of complaint, by the American.government, during its practi-
cal eontinuancee :  that is, not until the first order in couneil §
and indeed not until after the 1st of May 1810 ; and until af-
ter the American government was apyrized of the ground,
which it was the will of I'rance should he (aken upon the sub-
eet.

. Of this we have the most decisive proof, in the offers, made
under the administeation of My, Jefferson, for the ¢iscontinu-
ance of the Mmbargo as it reiated to Great Britain ; none of
which required the repeal of the blockade of *.1y 1806 ; and
also in the arrangement made during the administyation of Mr.,
BMadison. and under his eye with Mr. Erskine. The non-in-
tereourse o1 of March 1809, and the aet < eencerning com-
¢ mereial interconrse” of May 1810, vest the President of
the United States with the very same power, in the very sume
terms. Both authorise him < incase either Great Britain op.
¢ Trance shall so revoke or modify her ediets, as that they
< shall eease to vielate the heutral eommeree of the United
¢ Btates” to declare the same by proclamation. And by the
provisicns of one law in sueh case, non-inul?rcourse was to

e o

“the Seine, except in articles contraband of war and enemies pro-
© perty, which are seizable without blockade. And in like form of
¢ exception, considering every enemy as one power, it admits the
« trade of neutrals, within the same limits, to be free in the produc-
“ tious of encruies colonies, in every. but the direct route between
¢ the colony and the parent country.”  Mr, Monro€ adds, ¢ It car-
% nct be doubted that the note was drawn by the government, in re-
& ference to the question, and if intended as the foundution of a trea-
“ty mustbe viewed in a favorable light.”  On the 20th of Muy, Mr.
Mouroe, writes to My, Madison, that he had been “ strengthened in
“the opinion that the order of the 16th was drawn with a view te
“the question of our trade with enemies colonies, and that it promi-
4 8¢s (o be highly satisfactery to our cemmercial iuterests.”
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gease ; by those of the otherit was to he revived. In eonse-
grenee of power vested, by the hirst act, tire arrmwmmnt with
Erskine was made and the revocation of the orders in couneil
of January aod November 1807, was cousidered as a full com-
plinnee with the Iaw und as removing all the anti neutral
edicts. The bloehude of May 1806, wasuot included in the
arrangement, and it does not appear, thet it was decnied of
sufficient impertance to engage even a thonght, Yet vnder

ke act ot May, 1810, which vests (he VETY SUINe ovier, 2
yrevocation of this bleckade of Mayv, 1806, is made by our
cabiuet a sine quanon ; an indispensible requisite ! And now,

tervthe British minister has directly avowed that this erder
of blockade woultd not continue afler a revecativn of the or-
ders in council, without a due applicution of an adeqguate foree,
the existegee of this blockade, is insisted upon, asa jusuifisble
dause of war, notwithstanding, thatonr government admits a
Hlockade is legal, to the maintenance oi' which an adequ.ie
force is a‘,vpiw

The unde: swned are aWware, that, in justification of this new
groued, it is now s.id that the extensisn on paper, for what-
ever purpose inteaded, favors the princinle of paper bloci.
ades. This hewever, ean !;‘ud‘y be arged, sisee the Beitish,®
for.nally, disavow the principle ; and sinve they acknowledge,
the very docirine of the law of rmlions, for whieh the Ame-
rican uémsinistyation contend, henceferth, the existence of a
blockude Leeonesa question of fact: it wust depend ugon the
evidenes udduced, in support of the adequacy of the blockad-
iog foroe.

From the preceding statement it is apparent, that whate-
ver there is ohjectionuble, in the principle of the ovder of
May 1806, or in the practice under it, on ground merely A-
miericun, it eannot be set up as a sutlicient cause of war ; for
until France, pointed it out, as a cause of controversy, it was

* Mr.Foster in Lis letter of the 3d July 1811, to Mr. Micarce thus
states tI:e doctrine, maintuined by his government,

“ Great Britain has uever attempted to dispute that, in the erdi-
“ nary course of the luw of bations, no blockade can be jus stifiuble er
 valid, unless it Le supperted by an * adequute force destined to
% maintain it and to expose to hazard all vessels attempting to e-
¢ vade its operation,

“ Mr. Foswer in his letter to Mr. Monvoe of the 26th July, 1817,
¢ also says, The blockade of Muy 1806, will not continue ofier the
¢ repeal of the or ders in council unless his Majesty’s government
shull think fit to sustain it by the special applicaion of a suffi-
¢ clent naval force, and the fact of its being so ccntinued, or nwt,
¢ will be notified at the time.”

an 8 e on
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so far from being regarded, as a sonree of any new. or grievons ~
complzaint, that it was setually considered, by our goveroment,
in n favayesle Helt, v

The British OQvders in Couneil are the remaining souree of
discontent. andavewedeause of war. These, have, hieretofore,
been considered, by esr govermment in connexion with the
French deeregs.  Certoinly. the British Qvders in Council and
 French decvees, furm o system subversive of neutral rights
and eonstitute j1st grormds of eomplaint, yet, viewed, relative:
Iv to the condition of these powers towards each other, and
of the United Stafes towards Woth, the undevsigned cannet.
persuade themselves that the Grders in Couneil, s they now
exist and with their present offcet and operation, justify the
sefection of Great Britain ns cur encmy; wud render necessary
a decluratiou of unqualified war.

Every cousideration of moral duty, and politieal expedi-
ence, seenis to copeur in warning the United States, not to
mingle in this hopeless, and, to human eye, interminable Eu-
ropean contest.  Neither I'rance, nor England, pretends that

s their aggressions can be defonded, on theground of any other
belligerent vight. than that of particular necessity.
. Both attenipt to justity their encroachments, on the general
Taw of puaticny, by the plea of vetaliation.  Inthe relative pe-
sition, und propoviien of strength of the United States, to
cither helligerent, theve appeared little probubility, that wvie
conld comypel the one, ortlie other, by hestile operations, to
elanden this piea.

And as the field of commercial enterprise, after allowing
“to the Cecrees nud owvders, their full niactical effect, is still
rich and extensive, there seemed, as litile wisdom as ohliga-

- tion to yicld. solid and certain realities, for unstiuivaile pre-
t-nsfons, 'fhevight of retalintion. as existing.in eithsy hell).
ie‘!'ent.‘, it vas impossible, o+ the Urited %tutis, cousistent

vith either ifs duty, or interest, to admit.  Yet sueh was the
state of* the decrecs, and ordeyscf the respective Lelligerents,
in relation to the rights of neuirals, that, while, on the one
hund, it formed, ‘ne justificntion 1o cither, so on the other,
cencurrent cirenmstances. formed a cemplete justification to
the Unif.cld States. in maintaining. notwithstandiag these en-
eroachments. providedit beet comported with theirinterests,(hat
system of‘ impartiz! neatrality, which is so desirable to their.
peace ard presperity. For i it shiould be admitied, which

-no eourse of argument can maintain, that the Berlin
deeree, which wus iscned on the 2ist of November, 1806,
was jastifted, by the ante >dent erders ef the British admi.
ralty, respecting the ccloniul trade, and by the order of blogk-
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ade of the 16th of May, preceding, vet, on this aecount, there
resulted no vight of vetaliation to France, us it respected the
United Stat-s. ey had expressed no acquiescence either
in the Dritish iaterference with the coleniul trade, or in any
extension «® tiie principles of blockade. Besides, had there
been any such negleet, on the part of the United States, as
warennicd the French emperor in adopting his principle of
retaliation, yet in (he exereise of th«t pretended right, he
past thie bounds of both public law and decency; and, in the
very extravagance of that exercise, lost the advantage of
whatever colour the British had afforded to his pretences.
Not centent with adopting a principle of retaliati-n. in terms
Hmiteds and appropriate. to the injury of which ke come
pidned. he deelaved, « all the Biitish Islunds, in a stute of
s Wlockade 5 prohibited all commerre and corvespondence with
e them, alltrade in their manufictures; and made fawiulprize
6 of zall merchandize, telonging to Englaud, or ceming (ron
s its wanulactories, and “colonies.”  ‘The violence of these
encroachments was equalled oily by the insidiousicss of the
terms, and manner, in which they were promuigated. The
scope of the expressions of the Berlin decree, wasso gencral
that it embraced within its spheve, the whale commerce of
peutrals with Engliod,  Yet Decres, Mianister of the DMaeo
rine of France, by a formal note, ol the 2:th December, 1806,
assured our minister Plenipotentiary. that the imperial decree,
of the <ist November, 1806, +<eas not to ¢ffect orr com-
s« merce, which would slill be governed by the 1ules of the trea-
« ty, established belween Lhe two counlries.”  Notwithe
standing this assurnnce, however, on the iSth September fol-
lowing, Regnier Grand Minister of justice, deeclared -ihaf
14« the intentions of the Emperoy were that, by virtue of that
6 deeren, French armed vessils, misht seize in nentral vessels,
« cilher English property. or merchandise proceeding from the
¢« English manufoctories ; and that he had reserved, for fu-
« ture decision the question whether they might not possess
¢ themscloes of meulrid vessels going to, or from Englend, al-
s though they had no English manufactures on bourd.” Pre-
tensions, so obviously, exceeding any measuve of retaiiution
that, if the precedent acts, of the British government, had
affurled to such a resort, any colour of right, it was lest
in the viclenee, and extravagance of these assumed prinei.
les.

T'o the Berlin decrees suceeeded the British orders in coun.
cil, of the 7th of Januwry, 1807, which were meiged in tha
evders of the 11th of November following. 'I'liese declared
¢ ull ports, and places belonging to France, and its aliics,

-
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¢ fromwhich the British flag was excluded, all, in the calo-
¢ lonies of his Britannic ma]esty’s enemies, in 2 state of block-
s¢ ade ;—prohibiting all trade, in 'the produce and manufac..
«s tures, of the said countries or colonies; and making all vessels,
< trading to or from them, and all merchandise, on board sub-
“ ject to capture and condemnation, with an exeeption, only
¢ in favour of the direct trade, between veutral countries and
¢¢ the colonies of his majesties enemies.’

These extravagant pretensions, on the part of Great Bri.
tain, were, immediately succeeded by others, still more ex-
iravagant, on the part of France. Without wailing for an‘
knowledge of the course, the American government woul(
take, inrelation to the British orders in council, the French
Emperor issued, on ‘the 171h of December following, his Milua
decree, by which ¢ every ship of whatever nation, which shall
¢ have submitted to searcl, by an English ship, or to 2 vey.
¢ age to England, or paid any tax to that government, are de-
¢« clared denationalized, and lawful prize.

¢ The British Islands are declured in a state of blockade,
¢ by sea and land, and every ship of whatever nation, or what-
¢« soever the nature of its cargo may be, that sails from Lng-
¢ land, or those of the English colonies, or of countries oceu-
“ pied by Faglish troops, and proceeding to KEngland, or to
& thc Enghsh colonies, orto countries occupiedby the Ens;llsh,
¢ to be good prize.” The pature and extent of these ijuries
thus aceumulated by mutual efforts of both belligerents, seem-
ed to teach the American statesman this important iesson ;
not toattach the cause of Lis country to one, or the other; but
by systematie and solid provisions, for sea-coast and maritime
defence, to place its interests, as far as its siluution, und
resources permit, beyond the reach of the vapaciry, or ambi-
tion of any European power. Mappy would it huve been for

our country, if a eourse of policy, so simple and ,obvious, had
been adopted !

Unfertunately administration had recourse to a system, com-
plicated in its nature, and destructive in its effeets ; which in-
stead of relief, from the accumnulated injuries of foreign go-
vernments served only to fillup, what was wantipg in the mea-
sure of evils abroad, by artificial embarrassments at home.
As long ago, as the year179%; Mr. Madison, the present Pre-
sident of the United States, theh a member of the House of
Representatives, devised and proposed a system of commercial
restrictions, which had for its object the eoercion of Great-
Dritain, by a denial to her of our products and our market ;
asserting that the former was, ina manner essential to her
pmspeut) , either as necessaries of life, or as raw materials
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for her manufactures ; and, that without the latter, a great’
proportion of herlabeuring elasses, could not subsist.

In that day of sage and virtuous forethought, the proposi-
tion was vejected.  Ttremained, however, atheme of unceus-
ing pancgyric amony an active class of American politivians,
who with w systematic pertinacity inculeated among the peo-
ple, that commercial restrictions were a speeies of warfare,
which would ensure success to the United States, and humilia-
tion 16 Great Britain, 7 ‘

There were two cirenmstances, inherentin this system of co-
ercing Great Britain by comumercial vestrictions, which vught
o have made practical politicians, very doubtful of its vesult,
and very cautious of its trinl, These were the state of opi-
nion in relation (o iis efficacy among commercial men, in the
United Ciates: and the state of feeling, which a resortto it
would unavoidnbly produce, in Great Britzin, On the one hand,
it was undeniable that the great body of commercial 1nen, in
the United States, Liad no belielin such a dependance of Greut
Britain, upon the United States, cither for cur produce, or
our market. as the system implied.

Without the hearty co-operation of this class of men, sue-
cessin its attempt was cbviously unattainable. Aad as on
them the chief suffering would full, it was altogether wnrea-
sonable to expect that they would becoine eo-operating iustru-
ments in support of any systew:, which was viin to thew, and
without hope to their country. On the other hand, as it ve-
spects Great-Dritain, o system proceeding npon the wvowed
principle of ber deperlance upon us was among the lusi, to
which a proud and powerful natien would yield.

Notwiihstanding these ebvious considerations, in April 1866,
Mr. Madison, being then Sceretary of State, alaw passed
Congress, prohibiting the importation of eertain specified ma-
nufiactures »f Greaf Britain, and her dependencies on the ba-
sis of Mr. Madison’s original proposition. Thus the United
States catered on the system of commrercial hestility against
Great Britain.

The decree of Bevlin was issued in the ensuing November,
(1806.) "The treaty, whiclibad been signed at London, in De-
cewher, 1506, having beenrejected by BMr. Jefferson, without
being prescented to the Senate for ratificaiion, and the non-im-
portation tot not being repealed, but only suspended, Great
Britain issued her orders in eouneil, on the 14ith November,
1507,

On the <its of the same month, of Nov. Champagny, French
minister of foveign affairs, wrote to 3r. Armstrong the Ame-
rican Minister, in the words following. < All the difficultics,
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¢ which have given rise ta your reclamations, Sir. wonld
« he removed with,ease, if the government of the United
¢ States, after complaiving in vain of the injustice and vio.-
¢ lations of England, took. with the whole continent, the part
« of guaranteeing it therefrom.” .

On the 17th of the ensuing December, the Milan decrees
wasissued onthe part of France, and five days afterwards the em.
hargo was passed on the part of the United States. Thus
was eompleated. by acts nearly cotemporaneous, the cirelé of,
eommercial hostilities.

After an ineffectual trial of four years to controul the poliey,
of the two belligerents by this system, it was on the part of
the United States, for a time, relinquished. 'The act of the
4st of May. 1810, gave the authority, however to the Presi.,
dent of the United States to revive it against Great Britain,
in ease France revoked her decrees. Such revoeation, on the.
partof France wasdeclared. by the President’s proclamationon,
the 2d November, 1819, and, in consequence non-intercourse.
was revived by our administration, against Great Britain.

At all times, the undersigned have looked, with mueh anxi..
ety for the evidence of this revocation. They wished not to
guestion, what, in various forms, has been so often asserted,
by the administration and its agents, by their directions. But,
neither as public men, nor as citizens, ean they eonsent
that the peace and prosperity of the country should be saeri-’
ficed, in maintenance of a position, wlkich en no principle of
evidence they deem tenable. 'They cannot fulsify, or conceal,
their convietion, that the French decrees neither have been,
nor are revoked.

Without pretending to occupy the whole field of argument,
which the question of revocation has opened, a concise state~
ment seems inseparable from the oceasion.

The condition, on which the non-iutercourse, according to
the act of 1st May 1810, might be revived against Great Bri-.
tain, was, on the partof France, an effectual revocation of her
decrees.  What the President of the United Stutes was hound to
require from the French Government was, the evidence - of
such effectual revocation.  Upon this point both the right of
the United States and the duty of the President seem tobe resoly-,
able into very distinet and undeni:uble principles. The ohject to,
be obtained, for the United States from France was an f.'ﬁ'l'ét‘u-l
al revocation of the decrees. A revoeation to be ‘efféc‘tual:.'
must, inelude, in the nature of things, thisessential requisite:--’
the wrongs done to the neutral coinmerce of the United States,
by the operatipn. of the decrees, must he stopped. Nothing,
short of this could be an effcctual revaeation. T
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Without reference to the of:er wrongs vesulting from those
Jecrees to the commeree of the Urited Statess it will he st
ficient to state the promiuent wrong done by the 3d. avticie of
the Milan decree ®  The nature of this wrong eesentially cov-
sisted in the autharvity given 1o French shivs. of war ani »ri-
yateers to make prize, at sea, of every neutiw! vessel. sailin z
to, or from, any of the English possessions,  Tie authority to
capture was the very essence of the wrong, It follews theye-
fore, that an effectitcl vevocation vojived that the authority to
capture sh..o/d b wiomilled.  Grani®ng thevefure, for the salie
of argument, (what from its terms and its natore was ceviain.
Iy not the ease) that the neted letter of the Duke of Cadove
of the 5th of August 1810, held forih u revecaiion, goedin
point of form, and uncandition.d. yet @ was fol that ejfectual
revocation. Tor which the act of 15t doy 1810, ulone author-
ised the President of (e Unite:d Siates to issue his proclama.
tion. unless in consequence of that letter, the culherity to cop-
tire was annulied, 'The letter itsell is no unnuinent of the
authority to eapture, and it is notertous, that ne evidence of
the annuliment of this authority to capture, ever hius heen, ad-
duced. It hzs not even. been, pretended.  On the eon-
trary there is deeisive, and almost daily. evidence of the conti-
nued existence of this antherity to capture.

The charge of exceuting the deerces of Berlin and Milan
was, so far as concerned his departinent, given by the terms
of those deerces to the Freach ministerof Marine.  Aceording
tv established principles of general law. the imperial act,
which gave the authority must be annulled by another impe.
rial aet, equally formad und selenn 5 ov. at least, the anthor.
ity to captuie must be covatermanded by some order, or in-
struetion, from tie minisier of marine, Nothing short of tiis
could annul the authority according to the vule of the sea ser.
vice, Was such annulling aef everissued by the Freneh o ine
peror 2 Were any such countermanding order, ov instruetions,
ever given by the French minister of marvine?  In cxercising
a trust, committed to b, by tie legislature, on a puing, ve

* This article is in these words:

“ Are. TI1 Toe British islaicis are declared to be in a tate of
# blockade, both by land and sca  Every ship of whatever nwion,
“ or whatsoever the nature of its cargo may Dbe, tiiot satls trem
¢ the ports of Englund, or those of the English colonies end of the
# countrics vccupicd by English treops and proceeding 1o Englund,
“ or to the LLiglish Colonies, or to countrics occupied Ly English
& troops is good and lawiul prize, as contrary (o the present decree
& and may be capirured, by ourishipis of war or our prrvatcers and
“ adjudged (6 the capior.”

b3
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interesting, to the neutral commeree of the United States, and
so important to the peace of the nation, was it not the duty
of the President te have the evidence ofmcb annulment, be-
fore theissuing of any proelamation? Hashe ever, insisted up-
en such evidence 2 Was it of no conseqence in the relative
situation of this country, as to foreign powers, that the regu-
lar evidence should be received by our administration and mzde”
known? Why has a matter of evidence, so obviously proper,
so simple, in its nature, so level to general apprehension and
go imperiously demanded, by the cireulﬁstances of the case,
been wholly omitted? And why, if the Berlin and Milan de-
erees are annulled, asis pretended, does the French Emperor
withhold this e,idence of their annulment? Why does he
withhold it, when the question of revocation is presented under
circumstances, of so much urgeney? )

Not ouly has it never been pretended that any such impe-
rial act of annulment has issued, or that any such orders, or
fastructions, counfermanding the authorily to capture, were
ever given, but there is decisive evidence of the reverse
in the conduet of the French public armed ships and.
privateers. At all times since Nov. 1810, these ships
and privateers have eontinued to capture our vessels and pro-
perty, on the high seas, upon the priociples of the Berlin and
Milan decreces. A numerous list of American vessels, thus_
aken, since the 1st of November 1840, now exists in the of-
fice of the seeretury of siute: und among the captures are se-
veral vessels with their cargoes, lately, taken and destroyed,
at sea, without the formulity of atrial, by the commander of
a French sqnadron, at this mement, cruizing against our com-
merce, under orders, given by the minister of marine, to whom
the execution of the decrees was committed ; and these too
issued in January last. In the Baltiec and Mediterranean seas,
captures by French privateers are known to us, by official
documents to have been made, under the authority of these
decrégs. IHow then are they revoked ? How have they ceas-
ed to violate our neutral commeree ?

Had any repeal, or modification of those deerees, in truth
taken place, it must have been communicated to the prize
courts, and would hiave been evidenced by some variation either
in their rules. ee in the principles of their decisions. Iu 1 -
vain, however, wiil this nativn seek for such proof of the re- °
vocation of the decrces. No acquittal has ever been had, in
any of the prize ¢urts, upon the ground that the Berlin and
Milan decrees hud ceased, even as it respeets the United States.
On the eentrary the evidence i decisive that ‘they are con-
sidered by the French eourts as existing, ‘
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Tiiere are many eases eorrchorative of this position. It is
enougli to state, only, two, which appear in the official reports,
The American ship Julian was eaptured by o French priva-
teer, on the ath- July 4851, and on the tenth of Seprember
1811, the vessel and cargo were condemued, by the couneil
-of prizes at Paris among othrer reasons, breause she wous visited
by several English vesseis On the sawe dusy the Herceules ca
American ship was condemned by the imperial eourt of pri-
zes, alledging ¢ that it was impossible, that she was not visit-
ed, by the cnemy’s ships of war.”  So {amiliar te them was
the existence of the decrees, and s z“‘ Leir engerness to give
them effect against our commerce, ihat they feigned a visi-
tation to h.we taken place, and that hu(‘ﬂ’l(ihtdn’]l!l the ex-
press deelaration of the eaptain angd evew, t the eq nu ary. In
addition to which evidenee, Mr. Russell’s lotter 1o the Sco-
retary of State, dated 8th Muy 4511, says ¢ it may not be
“improper to remark that no Ameriern vessel enptared since
¢ tiie 4st November, 4810 has vet been release

Trom this it is apparent, that the conmman levs ef tie nation-
al vessels, the privateersmen, and the jucdyes ol the prize
courts, to which may be added also the custem house oﬂﬁ:*crs,
who, as the instruments of eaviring into eifret the decrees,
muet have been made acquainted with the re; nerl had it exist-
ed, have been from first to lust, igmorant of any revoca-
tion; and uniformly acted upon the pr mmp!c of their existence.

Ifother gvidence of the contiuved existence of these decrees
were requisite, the aets of the Treneh goveenment atford
such as is full and explicit. Champagny, Deke ot Cadore,
minister of foreign relations, in his report to his mujesty the
Enmperor and king, dated Pavis 3d. Frccember, 1816, spenlung
of the decrees of Berlin and Mllan, savs expressiv. o As
¢« long as England shall persist in her orders in council, your
« majesty will persist, in your decrecs.”  Than which ne de-
claration can be more direct not only that the Berlin and R7i-
1an decrees arve unrevoked, hut that they wili su vewnoin, until
the English orders in council are withvirawn. And in the 2d-
dress delivered, by his imperial mujesiy, MNapoleon, to (he
council of commeree on ihe 55t March 1814, e tius declares
¢ The deerees of Berlin and Milan are the faadanental fuvs
“ of my Empire. Forthe neutral un\lﬂ"un-m I considertha
= flag as an exteasion of tervitory. The pewer, which suife
é its flag to be violated, cannot be eensideved usneutral. 'ihs
¢ fate of the American commeree will seou be decided. T will
¢ favor it, if the United States contorm wew. ives to tuese
¢ decrees. In a conitrary ease, thoir veerols will ke driven
“ {rom my empire.”

i

1
"
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&nd as Yateas the 10th of XTarch last, in'a report of the
Fionch mianister of foreign reiations, ecommunicated to ' the
coaservative Senate, itis declared, ¢ that as lonz as the Bri-
0 tish orlers in couneil, are not revoked, aud the prineiples of
e the treaty of Utyecht, in relation to ueutrals pat in force, the
¢ decrees of Berlin and Milan, oughtto subsist ; for the powers
« who suffer their flag to be denationalised.” T none of these
acte. is there any exeeption in favor of the United Stales.
“And onthe conteary in the report of March last, by placing
thode deerees on the basis of ¢« (he principles of the treaty of
é Utreeht” the Freneh Minister has extended the terms
‘ol revocation hevond all prior pretensians,

Those who meiniain the revoeation of these decrees, as itre-
snects tan dlnited States, rely wholly upon the suspension of
1 - dezisions of the French prize courvts, in relation (o some
fev vessels, and the liberation of others, by the special di-
rec‘inn of ithe French Emperor, Can there be strongesr pre-
sa uotive evilence, of the existence of those deerees than this—
it no v ssel is excepted from their onevation. until after
the scecial exercise of the Emperor's will, in the particular
€ase. .

[Cthe deerees were effeetively reveked. there would be e
etures g o il any were made, liheration would be a wattér
of owiwe and of geneval pizht; instead of being an affuir of
parviicnlae fuvor, or caprice,  Is it {or vexations and indulgei.-
cies lice these, that the peaple of the United States are to a-
bun b their commeree and peaee? Is it for such fuvors, they are
toivite the calumities of war? Ifthe resources of negotiation
wereexhausted, had the government no powers remaining to di-
minish the eausesof aational controversy, by preventing whures?
Afterthis, had it no powers to provide for protesting inis u-
table and important rights. without waging 4 war of offcncé ?
In the vezunbur exercise, of legistative and executive powers ;
might not the fair ohjects of interest for our country have been
secured completely. by eonsistent und whoiesome plans for de-
fensive profection? And would not 4 national position. striet-
ly defensive, vot highly respectabie, have been less burthen-
some to the peaple than the projected war? Would it not be
more fi'_wnqu to the cause of our own s 1 neni—more safe for
(()’a;‘r'or::.v%a:ic; ?rl?tm(-i e_‘”’]‘ Meree 5 mors l'avor-.nb.leto the iaterests

grivuiture; less hazavdens to national eharacter;

moie worthy of a people jeal { their li i
Jeatous of their 1ty ¢ -
dence ? J ir liberty and indepen

4 9 1 - T - i

" F?‘; en;?}t:ng Into these hostilities is there any hing, in
1o HIERAship, orcommerce, o France, iy its nature very in-
teresting, or alluring? Wil ¢ye Fedoine of fie ceantv . (i
Plag of tue scanty field
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of Freneli trads, which we seek, in any way comnensate for
the rich harvest of general commerce, which by war we are
about toabandon? When entering into a war, with Grea¢
Britain, for commercial rights and interests, it seem- impos-
sible not te enquire, into the state of cur commereial velations
with France, and the advantages the United States will obtain.
We may thus be enabled to judge whether the prize is worth
the contest, _

By an official statement, made to Congress during the pre-
Seut session, i{ appears that of 45,29%,000 dollars of don.estie
productions of the United States, exported from September
30th, 1510, to QOctober 1st, 1811, only 1,194,275 dollars were
exported to France and Ifaly, including Sicily, not a depen-
dency ef I"rance. )

France is now deprived of all her foreign colonies, and by
feviewing oiir trade with that country for several years past
and before the date of the ordersin eouncil, it will appeur that,
exclusive of lier foreign possessions, it hasbeen comparatively
inconsiderable.  The annexed statement marked A. inken
from official documents, shows the quantity of particular arti-
cles, the produce of the United {iates e¢xported te all ke
world, distinguishing the amount both to France and to Eng-
{and and her dependencies from 41810 o 1811. From this
statement it appears, how small a proportien of'the great sta-
ples of our country is taken * by France.  While France re-
tained lier colonies, her colonial produce found its way to the
mother country through the United States, and our trade with
her in these articles, was not inconsiderable.  But since she
has been deprived of her foreign possessions, and since the es-
tablishwment of her municipal regilations, as io licences, ihis
trade has been in a greatdegree, annibilated. With respect to
colonial produce rione ean be imported into France except from
particular ports of the United States and under special imperiat
licences. For these licences our merchants must pay what

* It appears by it that for twelve years past, France has 1ot tuken
is any year more than

Cotton 7,000,000 Pounds | Tobacco 16,000 Hogsheads

Rice 7,000 Tierces Dried Iish 87,000 Quintals

Of flour, naval stores and lumber, none of uny in:portance.

. Italso appears, by it, that the annual average tuken by Frunce for
twelve years, was, of
Cotton 2,664,090 Pounds Tobacco 5,927 Hogsheads

.Rice 2,253 Tierces | Fish 24,735 Quintals

Of late years some of those articles hive not been shipped at all
directly to France, but they have, probably, found their way thither
through the northern ports of Europe.

D
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the agents of the French government thiak proper td demand.
As to articles of our domestic produce, they are burdened
tvith such exorbitant duties, and are subjected to such regula-
tions and restrictiens on their importation as, in ordinary
times, willamount to a prohibition.  On the 5th of August
1810, the very day of the Duke of Cadore’s noted letter, a
duty wasimposed onall sea-island cotton, imported into France,
of more thaneighty cents per pound, and on other cotton of
about sixty cents per pound, amounting to three, or four, times
their original cost in the United States. And aste tobacco, the
French minister here on the 23d of July 1811, informed our
government that it was < under an administration (en regie)
in France; the administration (he says) is the only econsumer
and can purchase only the quantity nécessary for its consump-
tion.” And by other regulations not more than one fifeeenth
of all the tobacco consumed, in Frawee, can be of foreigh
growth. The ovdinary quantity of tobacco annually consum-
ed in Franee is estimated at thirfy thousand hogsheads, leav-
ing only about two thousand hegsheads of foreign tobaceo to
be purchased in France. . :

In addition to these impositions and restriétions, the im-.
porter is not left at liberty with respeet to his retnrn ear.
go. By other edicts, he is compelled to vest the avails of
his importations, if, after paying duties and seizures, any
rvemain, in such articles eof French produce and manu-
facture, as the French government thinks proper to direct.
"Two thirds at least must be laid out in silks and the other third
in wines, brandies, and ether articles, of that country. T
show that this account of our commercial relations with France
does not rest on doubt{ul authority, the undersigned would
refer to the statements and declarations of eur government on
this subject. In alctter from Mr. Smith, the late Secretary
of State, to the minister of France here, of the 18th December
1810, speaking of our trade to that country, under its regula-
tions, afterthepretended repeal of the decrees, Mr. Smith says,
« The vestvictiens of the Berlin and Milan decrees had the
ffect of vestraining the Ameriecan merchants from sending
their vessels to France. The interdictions in the system
that has been substitnied, against the admission of American
products, will have the effect of imposing upon them an equal
restraint,”

«If then. for the revoked decrees, municipal laws, producing
the same commercial effect have been substituted, the mode
only, and not the meisure, has undergone an alteration. And
however true it may be, that the change‘is lawful in form, it
i, nevertheless, us true, that it is essentially unfriendly, and
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that it does not at all comport with the ideas, inspired by your
letter of the 27th ult. in which you were pleased to declare
the « distinetly pronounced intention of his imperial majesty
of favoring the commercial reiatinas, between France and the
United States, in all the objects of traffie, which shall evidently
proceed from their agriculture, or manufactures.” «If France,
by her own acts, has blockaded np her ports against the in-
troduetion of the products of the United States, what motive
has this government, in a discussion with a third power, to
insist on the privilege of going to France ? Whence the ia-
ducement, to urge the anuulment of a blockade of Franee,
when, if annulled, no American cargoes eould obtain a mar-
ket in any of her ports? Insuch a state ofthings, a blockade
of the coast ¢f F'rance would be, to the United States, as uu-
important, as would be a blockade of the coast of the Caspian
sea.”

And so {ar has the French emperor beeu {rom relaxing, in
whole, or in part, these odious regulations as te us, in conse-
guence of our submitting to give up our English trade, that
they have been made a subject of special instreuctions, to the
minister, who has been sent to the court of France. Mr. Mon-
roe, in his letter of instructions to M. Barlow of July 26, 1811,
says, < Yourearly and particular atiention will be deawn to
the great subject of the cominercial relatien, which is to sub-
sist. in future, between the United States and Franece, The
President expects that the commeree of the United States will
be placed, in the portsof France, on sucha footing as te afford
it a fair market; andto the industry and enterprise of their ci-
lizens, a reasonable encouragement. An arrangement to this
effect was looked for, immediately after the reveeation of the
decrees, butitappearsfrom the documents, in this department,
that that was notthe ease ; on the contrary that our commerce
has been subjected to the greatest discouragement, or rathery to
the most oppressive vestraints ; that the vessels, which carried
coffee sugar &e. theugh sailing dirveetly fromn the United States
to a French port, were held in a state of sequesiration, on the
principle, that the trade was prohibited, and that the impor-
tation of these articles was not only unlawful, but eriminal §
that even the vessels, which carried the unquestionable produe-
tions of the United States, were exposed to greatand expensive
delays to tedious investigations, in unusual forms, and lo ex-
orbitunt duties. In short that the ordinary usages of com-
merce between friendly nations were abandoned.”

Again Mr. Moproe, in the same letter, says, % i{ the ports
of France, and ler allies are not opened to the commerce
of the United States, ona liberal scale and op fair conditions,
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£ what avail to them. it may be asked, will be the rcvoeation
‘of the British orders in “council? In contending for the re-
voeation of these orders. so faras it was a object of interest,
the United States had in view, a trade to the continent. [t
was a fair legitimate object and worth eontending for, while
France encouraged it. But if she shuts her ports on our com-
merce, or burdens it with lw'wy dutles, that’ motive is atan
end.” He again says, « yon will see the anllStlee and en-
deavour to prevent the neeessity of bringing in return for A-
merican cargoes, sold in France, an equal amount in'the pro-
duce, or man: gfacmres of that country. 'No such obligation is
imposed on French mier rchants, trading to the United States,
They enjoy the liberty of selling theu' cargoes for eash, and
taking back what they pleased from this country,inreturn. I¢
is indispensable, that the trade be free, that all ‘American ei-
tizens engafred in it be placed on the same footing, and, with
this view, that the system of carryingit on, by lwences, gr.mt-
ed by French agents be immediately annulled,’
The despatches from Mr. Bailow, by thé Hornet, most clearly
show that the exprctations® of 6ur government have not “only not
“beenrealized, but that even the frromises obtained, by our minister
are of a very unsatisfactory nature. Indeed while Bonaparte is send-
ing armies to the north of Eurape, to'take possession of the ports
on the Baltic, and by his fast sailing squadrons, is burning Ameri-
can vessels; on the Atlantic, all expectations of a fxee trade from
France, must be worse than vain.

Noththstandmg the vio'ence of the belhgerents, were the re-
strictions of our own qovemment removed, the 'commeérce of the
United States might be cxtensive and profitable. Itis well known
that from the gallantry of our scamen, if merchant vessels were
alléwed to arm and associate, for self defence, they would be able
to repel many unlawful aggressions. - The denger of capture would
be diminished, and in velatisn to one of the belligerents at least, the
risk, under such circumstances, would soon he measured by insur-
ance.

The discussions of our government, in rehtlon to the British
orders in council, give a currency to the opinion that they exist,
WILhout any modification accordmg to the extent of the first plmmm
ples, on which they were issued.  And the Frénch 'mmsteu, in his
Iast communication, on this suhject, made tothe Conservative Senate,
on the 10th of March last, speaks of the blockade of the 10th of May‘
1806 “as anmhdatmg’ the rights of all maritimre states, and putung
under interdiction whole coasts and eémpires ;** and of the erders in
council of 1807, as thiough "still subsisting, and that acgording ta
their principles aHl vesscls were - compelled % to Ay a tribute te
England, and all cargoes a tariff to her customs.” 1Vhat the real
gxtent and principle of the blockade of May 1806 were, have already
been explamed With respect to the British orders of 1807, the
;rLth Isy thJ by a new m«‘Pn issued on the 2 th oF Apul 1809, Hmu

e ad e -
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were revoled or modified, and the obnoxious transit duty called by
the French Minister ¢ tribute and tariff”’ was done away. Tae now
order of April 1809, which, isnow the subject of complaint is liwnited
to *all the ports and places as far north as the river Ems, in-
clusively, under the gpovernment styling itself the Kingdom
of Holland, and all ports and places under the government of
France, together with the colonies, plantations, and settlements in
the possession of those wovernments respectively, and all pores and
places in the northern parts of Italy, to be reckoned from ths perts
of Qrisitelio and Pusaro, inclusively
T.e cifect then ot the British orders of blockade, now in force,
is to deprive us of the commerce of France, Holland and a part of
Italy.  And tney lcave opan to us the comunerce af all the rest of
tae worlds Wit that 15 s0 a2 estimate may be formed by recur-
reuce to the subjoined table, which exhibits the state of our com-
mierce during 1806 and 1807—The two last years antecedent t+ the
operation of our restrictive system By that table it appe=ars that
the value of he exports of our domestic products to France
Holland and Italy was duriug thnse twoyemrs,* atan average ounly
of about six and a half millians of dollars. Whereas the average of
our domestic exports, to all other parts of the world, and which are
now left free, to us notwithstanding the effect of the British orders
in council exceed thirty eight miliions ! So extensive a commerce,
it is proposed ta surrender, for the restricted trgqe the French empe-
“ror will allow. A trade burdened by impositions, or harrassed by
vexations, from French domination, and French Jouaniers, or
custom house officers, in almost every port of continenta] Eu-
rope.. .
As in the scale of commercial advantages France has liitle to offer;
in return, for the many obvious hazards, which according to the
wish of her Emperor, the United States are about to incur; so, in

* Value of articles of domestic produce, exported to all the world.

In 1206. In 1807.

Whole Amount $41,253,727 YWhole Amount %48,699,592
To I'rance 3,226,696 2,716,141

To Holland, ncw .
part of France 3,600,064 3,008,234
To Italy 185,346 250,257
} 7,022,008 6,064,632

7o England and

dependencies 19,179,981 27,915,077
Yo allother parts )
of the world 15,051,740 14,719,885
34,231,731 42,634,96Q

s erm— "
PORE et ) ~
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the moral estimate of natienal prospects, there ig little character ta
gain, or eonsolation to expect, in the dark scene of things, on which
we are entering.

A nation, like the United States, happy in its great local relations ;
removed from the bloody theatre of Europe; with a maritime bor-
der, opening vast fields for enterprize;—with territorial possessions,
exceeding, every real want ;—its firesides safe ;—its altars undefil-
ed ;—from invasion nothing to fear ;—from acquisition nothing ta
hepe ;—how shall such a nation look to heaven for its smiles, while
throwing away, as though they were worthless, all the blessings and
joys, which peace and such a distinguished lot, include? With
what prayers can it address the most high, when it prepares, to pour
forth its youthful rage, upon a ncighboring people ; from whose
strength, it has nothing tp dread, from whose devastatlon it has no-
thing to gain?

If our ills were of a nature, that war would remedy ; if war would
compensate any of our losses; or remove any of our complaints,
there might be some alleviation of the suffering, in the chuarm of
ihe prospect. But how will war upon the land, protect commerce
upon the ocean ! What balm has Canada for wounded horour?
How are our mariners benefited by a war, which exposes these, wha
are free, without promising release to those, who are impressed ?

But it is said that war is demanded by honour. Isnational honour
@ principle, which thirsts after vengeance, and is. appeased, only, by
blood; which; trampling on the hopes of man, and spurning the law
of God untaught by what is past and careless of what is to come,
precipitates itsclf into any folly, or madness, to gratify a selfish va-
nity, or to satiate some unhallowed rage ? If honour demands a war.
with England, what opnte lulls that honour to sleep over the
wrongs done us by France! On land, robberies, seizures, kmpri-
sonments, by French authority ; at sea, pillage, sinkings, burnings,
under French orders. "These are notorious. Are they unfelt be-
cause they are French? Is any alleviation to be found in the cor-
respondence and humiliations of the present Minister Plenipoten-
tiary of the United States at the French Court? In his communica-
tslons to our government, as before the public, where is the cause
ior now sclecting I'rance, as the friend of our country and England
as the enemy ¢

If no illusions of personal feeling, and no solicitude far elevation
of place, should be permitted to misguide the public councils; if it’
is, indeed, honorable for the true statesman to consult the public
wellure, to provide, in truth, for the public defence, and impose no
yoke ofbonddge ;- with full knowledge of the wrongs inflicted by the
French, ought the government of this country, to aid the French
cause, by engaging in war, against the enemy of France? Tc sup-
ply the wasterof such a war and to meet the appropriations of mil-’
tions extraordinary, for the war expenditures, must our fellow-citi-
zens, throughout the union, be doomed to sustain the burden of
war-taxes, in various forms of direct and indirect imposition?  For
official information, respecting the millions deemed requisite for
chayges of the war ; for like information; respecting the nature and
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amount of taxes, dzemed requisite for drawing those millions {rom
the cemmunity, it is here sufficient to refer (o estimstes and reports
made by the Secretary of the Treasury and the Committee of Ways
and Means, «nd to the body of resolutions, passed in March last, in
the House of Representatives,

It would be some reliefto our anxiety, if amends were likelv to
be made, for the weakness and wildness of the project, by the 1iu-
dence of the preparation. Butin no aspect of this anomalous affuir
can we trace the great and distinctive properties of wisdem. There
is seen a headlohg rushing, into difficulties, with little calculation
about the means and little concern about the consequences.  With
a navy comparatively nominal, we are about to enter into the listg
against the greatest marine on the globe. With a commerce, un-
protected and spread over every ocean, we propose to make profit
by privateering, and for this endanger the wealth, of which we are
honest proprietors.  An invasion 1s threatened of the colonies of 2
power, which, without putting a new ship into commission, or tak-
ing another sold’er into pay, can spread alarm, or desolation along
the extensive 121¢e of our seaboard. The resources of our country,
in their natural siate, great beyond our wants, or our hopes are im-
paired by the effect of artificial restraints.  Before adequate fortifi-
cations are prepared for domestic defence, beforc men, or money
are provided for a war of attack, why bhasten into the midst of
that awful contest, which is laying waste Ewrope ? It cannot be con=
cealed, that to engage, in the present war against England is to
place ourselves on the side of France ; and cxposes us to the vassal-
age of states, serving under the banners of the French Emperor.

The undersigned cannot refrain from asking, what are the Unit-
ed States to gain by this war? Will the gratification of some pri
vateersmen cempensate the nation for that sweep of our legitimate
commerce by the extended marine, of our enemy, which this despe-
rate act invites. Will Canada coropensate the middle states, for
New York; or the western states for New Orleans?  Let us not be
deceived. A war of invasion may invite a retort of invasion. When
we visit the peaceable, and, as to usinnocent, colonies of Great Britain
with the horrors of war can we be assured that our own coast will
not be visited with like horrors ?

At a crisis of the world such as the present, and under impres-
sions such as these, the undersigned could not consider the war, in
which the U, States, have, 1n secret been precipitated, as necessary,
or required by any moral duty, ¢r any political expediency.

GEORGE SULLIVAX,
MARTIN CHITTENDEN,
ABIJH. BIGELOW,
ELIJAH BRIGHAM,
WILLIAM ELY,

JOSIAH QUINCY,
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WILLIAM REED,

SAML. TAGGART, .
LABAN WHEATON,
LEONARD WHITE;
RICHARD JACKSON, Jua.
LLISHA R. POTTER,
EPAPHRODITUS CIIAMPION
JNO, DAVENPORT, Jun.
LYMAN LAW;

JONA. 0. MOSELEY,
TIMO. PITKIN, Jun,
LEWIS B. STURGES,
BENJAMIN TALLMADGE,
H. BLEECKER,
JAMES EMOTT,

ASA FITCH,
THOS R. GOLD,
JAMES MILNOR;

H. M. RIDGELY,

C. GOLDSBOROUGH.
PIILIP B. KEY,
PHILIP STUART,

JOON BAKER, .
JAMES BRECKENRIDGE;
JOS. LEWIS, Jun.

THOS. WILSON,

A. W'BRYDE,

30S. PEARSON,
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NOTE A.
Quantity of pariicular articles, the produce of the United States, cx-
Jorked, from 1800 10 1811, viz:

COTTON:
Toall parts of the world. 7o France; To England,
Ibs. Ibs. 1bs.
1800 17,789,803 none. 16,179,513
1801 20,911,201 844,728 18,953,065
1802 27,501,075 1,907,849 23,473,925
18083 41,105,623 3,821,840 27,757,507
1804 35 118,011 5,946,848 25,770.748
1805 - 40,383,491 4,504,329 32,571,071
1806 37,491,282 7,082,118 24,256,457
1807 66,612,737 6,114.358 53,180,211
1808 12,064,346 2,087,450 7,992,593
1809* 53.210,225 none direct. 13,365,987
1810+ 93,874,201 do. 36,171,915
1811% 62,186 do. 46,872,452
RICE. .
To all parts of the world, To France, To England & Cols,
Tierces. Tierces. Tierces.
1800 112,056 none. 77,547
1801 94,866 2,734 65,022
1802 79,822 7,186 37,393
1803 81,838 3,116 33,200
1804 78,385 6,014 24,575
1805 56,830 1,601 24,737
1806 102,627 3,392 39,298
1807 94.692 3,006 37,417
1808 9,228 none direct; 4,298
1809 116907 do. 32,138
1810 131,341 do. 31,118
1811 119,356 do. 40,045

* Tn 1809, in consequence of the emburgo and non-intercourse
act, 4 millions pounds of Cotton were shipped for Madeira, 10 and a
half inillions to the Floridas, 6 millions to Fayal and other Azorcs,
1 million and three quarters to Portugal, and 10 millions to Sweden.

t 1810, about 4 millions of pounds of Cotton were shipped for
Spfin, 3 millions for Portugal, 3 millions for Madeira, 10 millions
for Floridas, 2 millions for Europe generally, 4 mwillions for Fayal
and the Azores, 14 millions for Denmark and Norway, and 5 mil-
lions for'Sweden. )

1 In 1811, 9 millions of pounds of Cotton were shipped for Russia.

E
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TOBACCO.

To all prrts of the world. To France. To England ¥ Culp,

Hhds. Hbhds. Hhds.
1800 78,680 143 . 37,798
1801 103,758 5,006 55,256
1802 77,721 16216 29,93
1803 86,291 9,815 - 47,829
1804 83,3483 14,623 ' 24,700
1805 71,252 12,135 18,169
1806 83,186 9,182 26,272
1807 62,232 2,876 28,047
1808 9,576 566 2,526
1809 53,921 none direct, 8,965
1810 84,134 do. 24,067
1811 85,828 569 20,342

FISH, Dried or Smoked.
To all parts of the world. *~ To France. T4 Bngland ' Cols,

Quintals. Quintals, Quintals,
1800 392,727 none. 141,420
1801 410;948 1,687 111,630
1802 440,925 27,067 92,679
1808 461,870 3,491 71,495
1804 567,828 3,765 76,822
1805 514,549 ¥3.004 55,676
1806 537,457 19,347 66,377
1807 473,924 87,654 55,242
1808 155,808 16,144 26,998
1809 845,648 none. 66,566
1810 - 280,804 2,150 55,456
1811 216,387 28,622 23,243

‘ PICKLED FISH.
None exported to European France.

FLOUR.
To all parts of the world, To France. To England &' Cola,
Bbls. . Bbls. Bbls,
1860 653,052 none. 365,739
1801 1,102,444 pone. 758,023
!802 1,156,248 14,628 484,886
1803 1,311,858 18,045 502,006
1804 810,008 1,074 258,515
1805 777,513 none. 235,176
1806 782724 none. * 308,048
1807 1,249.819 none. 619,918
1808 263,813 none. 73,084
1809 846,247 none. 230,822
1810 798,431 none. 192,477

1§11 1,445,012 2,966 275,534
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NAVAL STORES~—~TAR.
Ta all parts of the world. To France, To England & Cole,

Bbls. Bblsn BblS.
1800 59,410 none. 58,793
1801 67,487 none. 62,632
1802 37,497 797 21,330
1808 78,989 nones 75,295
1804 58,181 do. 45,210
1805 72,745 do. 59,439
1806 62,723 do. 50.663
1807 59,282 do. . 51,232
1808 18,764 de. 17,7 0
1809 128,090 do, 33,072
1810 87,310 do. 50,021
1811 149,796 do. 123,03¢

TURPENTINE.
1800 33,129 none. 32,580
1801 35,413 do. 35,148
1802 58,764 do. 36,769
1803 61,178 do. 60,732
1804 77,825 do. 76,950
1805 95,640 do. 94.328
1806 74,73 do- - 71,854
1807 53,451 do. 52,107
1808 17.061 do. 17,009
1809 77,398 do. 22,885
1810 62,912 do. 36,995
1811 100,242 do. 97,250
LLUMBER.

Of the vast quantities o_f Lumber exported from 1800 to 1811,
only a few Staves and Heading went to France, as follows, viz:
Thousands of Staves and Heading.

1801 - - - - 6,349
1803 = - - - - - 357
1804 ‘. - - - - 321
1805 - - - - - - 466
1806 - - - - - 716
1807 - - - - - » 614

1868 - - = - = 105



