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"the weaty, fo Mr. Chamipaguy tells us, that the 
of 

look for any exhibition of Impartiality, or for any exprefl 

from a min of Mr, ‘Madifon’s 

ed to wear, fupercilioufly drown away.a-Me. Madifon, 

Shae 
. 5 13 

fevude. of i office aod of Nis popalacty, dikdsins say la 
r, eves io fave appearances, and while his fpecch breathes 

hs 4 than filens. as. to the wrongs, the injuries and infules 

fatally felt, 10 require a very minute difplay of thea at shis, 
moment. 1 fhall confine myfelf 10 a few inflances which 

have recently occurred. - The documents which accompa- 
nied he Prefident’s Meflage, furnifh the firft proof. While 

the correfpondence with ihe” Briuth Cabinet and our com- 

plaints sgaiofl Grear-Bruain, occupy Eighty eight pages, 

all the evidence of our iniercourfe with France 1s comprifed 

in seven. While every document in felation 10 the Brith 
confrover(y is’ communicated at large, even down to the 
nutes of the’ Secretary of Legation, while fome parts of 

Mr. Ecfkine’s letters are extraéted and publilhed twice in 

the same pamphlet in order that in one for or the other 

ca tions and letters of General Armitrong to our govern- 
+ 

ment, and of Mr, Champagny to General Armfirong, are 

$d. This -is dot all—whole letters and the whole hiftory 
of our late egotiarion “with France is Rept behind the 

This condu@ is the moré unpardonable inafmuch as the 
public exprefled its juft indignation and its merited jealoufy 
on the attenipt to fupprefs the French Documents laft wio- 
ter—How did ‘we in that cafe obtain a difclofure of the 
difgraceful natare of our negotiations with France ? By the 
Voluntary ‘exhibition of the Executive? No, "The fup- 
prefled docaments publithed in Bofton, ye down up- 
on us, we knaw not how—-tbe light flalhed upon us, we 
know vor whence! 
And are tbe American icople to. be always kept in this 

flate of “palpable blindwe(s? Are our negotiations with 
France, fuch deeds of darknefs that even when all hopes are 
gone, when sbortive, whén dead born, they are w be buried 
without examination ? whan 

It (uch fhamelels fuppreflions would have anfwered in 
ordinary times, fhall we {ubmit to them when we are called 

to take. the folemn alternative of war or difgrace ? 
Shall we fee the gauniet thrown to Great-Bnitain, under 
the pretext of infulis which we cannot perceive—fhall we 
fee her envoy difmiffed, while clothed with full power, to 

compleat ‘an adjufiment, cap A that he is not ordered 

to infift on prentenfions which we have deemed inadmiflible, 
but is ready to receive and difcufs our own propofals, and 
yet not be allowed to examine the conduft of France, with 
whom both our own and thei Minifler allege the door of 
negotiation is forever clofed.- 

The public ‘have been amuled the laft- fummer, wich re- 
peated Meflages to France—{everal veffels have been dif- 
patched thither——did they not carry remonftrances, demands, 
or propofals ? If fo, where are they P- Why are they fup- 
prefled ? ‘While a negotiation is pending realons of flate 
may require fecrecy—=but this is not the cafe. General 
Armflrong, in the mutjlated ‘extra&t of his letter of 16th 

September lafl, declares that Mr, Champagny’s note, which 
T (hall prefently confider; is “ a definitive anfwer to our 
propofals.”’—This note is not only debnitive, but it is in- 
{ulting in the extreme. . It is not only a flat. refufal, but it 
is a moft cutting and farcaftic taunt. Why thould we not 
know then what thefe s were, which Mr, Armflrong 
fays he bas made ? If they were reafonable and moderate, 
our refentment ought to be the more excited again France, 
Why then attempt to roufe the paflions altogether on one 

fide ? Shall it ‘be faid that as we mean to join one party 
againft the other and not to fight both, we ought to { s 
the wiongs of our intended ally in order to make our Uni- 
on more folid and compleai 7 But the people bave not yet 
decided which party they will join, and they with to have the 
whole condué of both difplayed fairly by the Government. 

If the Government contioue to {mother the wrongs and 
injuries of France, the will flaie an account for them- 
felves«—1f Great-Britain be. by Mr. Madifon with 
pethdy becaufe fhe refufed to raufy the a&t of an unautho- 
rifed agent made in violation of his infirutions, which were, 
we admit in fubflance made known to us—The people will 
not forget that with Napoleon we have made a 
treaty | with his own fign mancal, which guarantees 
«tous the night to carry even Bnuth goods on Briufh ac- 
count—a treaty which declares that no blox fhall be 

lail by euther party unlefs the fame be the people 

violated this tceaty—not even fu wm Mr, Chatpag- 
ny’s moll impudent leuer. Like the treaty before n 
with France, in which we were told that France * could 
only &ind a real difadvantage in adbering to the terms 

ror’s decrees are the effet * of tbe necefity 

“10 Mr, Champagny’s haughty 
ER Mr. Manison io Mr. RANDOLPH. i 

| tery is not the lefs palpable— 
ill. | dips ified afier the pesfidious cotry ini Spain, ia whieh 

10 all otir negotiations, by ansouncing his. Imperial 
ty’s % invariable determination? ~ % oo 

To our complaints that our treaty had been violated, o
ur 

ag amount of twenty-five millions, our 
feamen im-. 

| prifoned as enemies, our vellels bunt without any. fo
rm of 

trial, and our property confilcated in neutral countries, Mr. 

Champagny replies by a difcourfe on the Emperor's mora- 

‘lity. Irony of this fort to a bleeding, fuffering, and infult- 

ed nation, would have roufed the Roman pride or the fecl- 
_ings of our fathers—=as well might the abandoned female in 

a brothel deliver a difcourfe upon modefly, the ng 
yo 
e 

“addrefs a fermon upon integrity to the man Ww 

{undered, or the murderer boall to the expiring vi€tim of 

a revenge, the gentlenefs and fuavity of his charalter. 

Yet Mr. Madifon communicates this molt infolent letter 

to Congrefs with only the equivocal remark, * that the pofl- 

ture of our affairs with France does not correfpond with-the 

meafures taken on the part of the United States to effeét a 
favourable change.” 

But let us be a little more explicit upon the infulting na- 

ture of this letter, 

In 1806, Bonaparte. in violation of our treaty with hm, 

declared the Brisith 1flands in a flate of blockade. 
He could not de this by way of retaliation juflly.— 

1B. Becaufe Great.Britain did not then enforce any 

principles which the had net enforced during the whole war, 

and at the moment of our greaty with France. 
_ 2dly. Becaufe'we had not violated the treaty on our part, 

~gdly. Becaufe there had been no garon complaint to 

us, nor any demand that we could rebit any pretenfions of 

Great-Britain, all which would be requifite to make the re- 

taliation jut, $ 
It was; in fall; avowed 10 be the confequenc 

tion of Bonaparte to defiroy Great-Britain'by the defiruc- 

tion" of her trade. ik oy | 
monfirated againft thefe French decrees, and Mr, | We re 

Armfirong fo early as 1807, declared to Mr. Champagny, 

“ that to appeal 10 our treaty or the law of nations as it ref- 

pefls France would be literally appealing to the dead.” 

This was the right fort of fpirit. Whar 1s Mr, Cham- 

paguy’s anfwer 10 this remonfirance ? As if France had been 

an angel in purity; and as if fhe bad not been the confefled 

aggreffor, he replies, * The right or pretenfion of blocka- 

ding ‘by proclamarion, rivers, and coafls, is as monftrous 

(revollante ) as abfurd.” | 

When we had been fevering in our remonflrances for 

this very conduét for « fee years, we are gravely told that * 

fuch behaviour is very provoking and very unjufl, and thar 

France 1s in principle exceed ppofed to it, This coll 

France one a labour of Mr, Champagoy, and the ex- 

penfe of the paper and poflage, which is well repaid by 

twenty-hve millions of eur property feized upon this very 
principle. | | 

Again—Ion 1807, 3 French Admiral feized a number of 

American veflels on the ocean, and’ burnt them without tn- 

al. This was the firfl ume fuch a pra€lice had ever been 

attempted. Nb Rad ni 
Mr, Armfirong mildly remonflrated, or rather afked, 

whether it was undesflood that France countenanced fuch 

an unheard of proceeding ? bi: 
We had no anfwer to this demand till this letter of Mr, 

Champagony, who farcaftically tells us, * that a merchant 

veflel is a moving colony, to do violence to fuch a vellel by 

fearch, vifits, or other arbitrary als of authority, is to vio- 

late the territory of an enemy.” 
COMMENTARY. 

It appeats then that though the French will not allow 

the principle of fearching or vifiting a merchant veflel, they 

make no fcruple to burn the colony of a neutral flate, and 

to fink the territory of a friend—They have made a flill 

better reply to Mr. Armflrong by iffuing new orders to 

burn every veffel which would not bear the expen 
rying in—which orders have been attually executed in fe- 

veral inftances. : ; 

Yet Mr. Madifon is filent as-to both thefe modest ve- 

plies of France. 
Still further—On the 24th of Nov. 1806 an Order was 

pafled by Bourienoe, minifl | 
all Englilh Merchandize, to whomfoever belonging, {hould 

be conhilcated, Similar decrees were iffued in the free ci- 

ties of Lubeck apd Bremen by France. In Augull, 

1807, the fame thing tock place at Leghorn, and on the 

19th September 180%, in the, Papal territoay. Boma fide 

American property was feized under thefe decrees upon 

land in neutral and friendly fates. , 
Mr. Madifon dire@ed Mr. Armfirong to complain of 

this condul®, and the firft and only anfwer we received af- 

ter waiting three years is in thefe words—* In ail ber con. 

quefls France has relpefled private property—The ware- 

houfes and the have remained to the owners.” f 

It would firike any perfon as fabulous who did not un- 

derfland the French diplomatic charaler, “to hear that any 

who had fo often complained 10 him of the feizure not of 
private property merely, but of neutral property—not in an 

ue By couatty folely, butin a Friendly fate, “ that 

rance re even an enemy's private property i an ene- 

my’s oa Mr. Armflrong fhould have ks 
that was true, it would be better and more fafe-to be the 

coemy of France than her friend. tie 
But as applied to ber cnemies, the fal(chood and affron- 

e—Have we forgotten the Bulle- 

nence of a refolu- 

ce of car-' 

of Francear Hamburgh, that - 

‘We fhould do injuftice to France, however, if we omiyeqg 

on of Mr. C y—He affures us that when Frype. 
thall have regained her maritime power, whe fhe fy] be 
relpe&t the liberty of the feasin as a degree as the doey 
the liberties of the nations whom conquers on land | 

. We have then the rule ofher jullice—fhe will regard ihe 

rights of private property on the ocean as much as fhe by 
heretofore done upon 

prefent to our readers ; e we quit this fubje, and wh; 
may account for the t fs of the language of My ry 

Before otir Embargo was im it will be recolle@ad - 

that Gen, Armiliong. fated to ghia in we, 
“that {uch a meafure would undoubtediy take place in Ame. 

rica—- Letters from France and Holland from private Mer. 
chants to their Correfpondents if this Country, con 
{poke of {uch a meafure before it bad been even fuggefied a 

out Country—A difpaich veflel arrived from France, aud: 

in three days after the éibdrge was impofed—Mr, Maflers, 
a democratic member of Congrefs, declared ¢ that the hand 
of Napoleon was in this thing,” Our venerable watchman, 
Col, Pickering, fuggefied to us the fame idea—we have now - 

the proof that it was agreeable to France from this letter of 
Count Champagny—He declares ¢ that the Emperor ap- 
« plauded this generods’ determination of renouncing all 

“# commerce rather than acknowledge the dominion of the 
tyrants of the feas,” | 

A like omen, and a fimilar prophecy has occurred in the 
prefent cafe—A Senator of France, in a recent publication’ 

-} in France, has declared ¢ that the United States are about 
4 10 join the general coalition againft Great-Britain—that 
¢ as a pledge of that intention, their New Ambaffador had 
“ reached Copenh 

It is a ingular faét that a veflel from France did arrive 
in the United States, "and her difpatches from our minifler 
in France did reach Wathington about two or three days 
before the difmiffal of Mr, Jack{on. ; 

That {uch circumflances thould fo frequently concur, is: 
to every impartial man extremely fufpicious, and we can no 
longer wonder at the fuppreffion of all the late negotiations 
with France, "and the fudied filence of Mt. Madifon on 
that fubjefi, ; : 

Having now finifhed the developement of the’ fubjed 
which I bad originally propofed, it remains for me to vindi- 
cate the motives of this public appeal again our ows 

adminifiration. ~~ * ly » 

It. would be affeQation to conceal, that fo deep rooted are 
the prejudices of our citizens againfi any impartial difplay 
of the queflions between us and Great-Bricain, that any 
writer who may undertake it, however pure may be his mo- 

tives, and however well founded his arguments, is fure to 
incur the mofl violent inveflive from one clafs of citizens; a 

cool difapprobation from another, and but a feeble and timid 
fupport from the refl. 

This is inevitable from the mature of our government, in 

which it will be alwivs an unwelcome tak to flem the po 
pular prejudices; that our citizens have ffong antipatiies 
againft Great-Britain, and are indifferent to the infulis and 

injuries of France, the hiflory of the laft twenty years moft 

abundantly proves. isd By 
The writer of this examination cannot, he does not hope 

to turn the current of thefe prejudices. * It would require 

more than mortal power to arrell the progrefs of fuch inve- 

terate prepoffeffions. But there are moments like the pre 

(ent in which the imminence of the danger may roufe the 

thoughilefs, and flimulate the _— Even truth may 

at fuch a period hope to find a relutiant admifhon. 

I do not addrefs thofe bafe and fordid minds who deny 

the right of a citizen of a free country, to addrels the on- 

derflandings of his fellow countrymen at fuch critical ‘mo- 

ments, upon queflions between ourfelvés and foreign nations 

—Such men are formed and fivted only 0 be flaves,' In 

this refpe&t many, if not mofl of our people are feveral ceo- 

{aries behind their anceflors, the Britifh nation, in the efli- 

mation’ of the peoples rights, Bid 

In Great-Britain, that land of flavery and corrupuon, 3s 

our fons of liberty call her, the prefs has no {uch relive 

not only in the periods preceding a war, but during a war 

itfelf, the opponeat of that war can, with impunity, and 

without cenfure, queflion the” juflice of the caule and de- 

nounce the métives of the adminiftration which brought it on. 

Whe will dare to queflion the virwue of Col. Barre and 

Mr. Burke, or of Lord Chatham, in their oppolition to the 

American war, or in their feverity towards the miniflry du- 

ring that war ? | 

~ What democrat in our country ever cenfured Mr. Fox, 

whofe fpeeches they publithed’and praifed for bis ‘hofliluy 

to the war againft France, both before and afier 1s 

. And, ip more recent inflances, who cenfured Lord 
Geo- 

. their own miniflry in the queflions between us and G. Britain? 
by only of being the flaves ” a 

expofe us to ¢ 

n, and Mr. Jackfon had been difmiffed.” 
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