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WA .~ | the entry of manufagtures into
l"':: yesterday trens- || France 1 1s most particularly necessa-
co-m:-,m ek dr{,,mp‘ y! “mlg“:kw-
rs to have teken
ﬁm&mcﬂmWfﬂ place mﬂﬂomu The qnesuon of
e " ‘“{ -etaliation on the French decrees. is di-

I commgnicate to Congress a lettet | _ 0 one between England and France.
froin the Envoy Extraordinary and Mi- |{[n consequence of the extraordinay
nisler Pleni ryof Grest Britain to :ocl-de of England, we hiv:l |_an; de-
Sece : nce been obliged to blockade Frunce,
- B OERIA, N ot Snwer and ibit all trade in French articles
of the latter. {{in return for the prohibition by France
'l‘he continued evidence afforded in [fof all trade in Enghsh articles. This

this correspondeice, of the hostile posi- || Measure of retaliation, it iy, wished,

¢7 of the British Government agrinst

our national mights, streugthens the ||

oonsiderations recommending and urg-
ing the preparations of adequate mzans
for maintaining them.
_JAMES MADISON.
Washington Yax. 16, 1912.
MR+ FOSTER TO MR, MONROE.,
Wasbington, December 17, 1811.

Sm—I did not mean to have written
# you at this moment on the suj-ct of
our late correspondence, but that [ have
bad the mortification to perceive state-
ments circulated from bighly respecta-
bic sources, which give a view of the
pretensions of G. Britain relative to the
United States, not warranted by aoy of
the letters which I had the honor to ad-
dress to you, and which, at a time when
discussions are ccmmumg so important
to the two countries, might, if left un-
rectified, produce an effect highly to be
lamented by both the Amencan and
British Governments, inasmuch as by
creating unnecess«ry irritation, they
might throw obstacles in the way of a
restoraiion of a friendly understanding
between them.

I find it asserted in the staternent re-
ferred to, that I have in the name of my
government demanded that the United
States government shonld pass a law for
the introduction of British goods into
the American ports, and also that the
United States should updertake to force
France to receive into her barbors Bri-
tish manufacrures.

I beg permission, Sin, to declare that
neither of these demsnds bave been
made by me, and that my
pot have been understeod, if mich was
sopccived to hay- been-its import. |
sould pot have demanded ' he passage of
such a law, as above stated, hccau.ly

ment _does not pretend 1o inter-
Erz with the internal government of a
fricndly power, nor did 1 mean.to de.
mwand that America should force France
% receive our manufaciares.

Al 1 meant to say was, that the od- |
misson of French commerce ,while that
of Englend hes been excluded from the
Urited States® ports, was regarded by
Great. Britain  2s  highly unleiendly in
America,and that 2 condouation of such.
policy would be retaliated upon by G.
Beitain wih similar restrictions on her
part, which was so far mercly an offer-
ing of like for ke, Bat.while the Ame-
rican pon-importation act excludes Bei-
tish trade fropathe United States’ ports,
it mufst be recollceted that it goes still
fur her and excludes 2lso British armed.
ships from American ports, while it ad-
mits those of the-enemies of G. Dritain,
“ A necutral natiom is responsible for the
equality of its rules.of ‘condect towards
the belligerent: powers,” (10 -use the
words of an American Seeretary of State
in the year 1796) and therefore the part
ef the law which establishes an inequa-
lity was jusily.an cbject of merp serivus
comphint on the part of Great Britaio.
" You area sity of the advaniages
which s Majesiy's enemies have de.
rived from this stiiie ofipc quality, which.
cnables th m, though posscssiig no port
in this he isphere, rauim‘ul}y to prey.

on the t of His Majesty’s subjectsy
secure of a nfage-l'ot MMMu and
(heir prizcs.

The probibision ol’ Ma-

Jesty’s ships, onder

might perhaps. jostify G Britein in as. | vem by

serting that whaie¥ies, reason she may

bave for repealing or: madifying. her or- |

#

{ endeavor to set these two points in their !
must trae ligh'; the repeal of the aw was

%dnt law, only es it is of sn unfriendly
3

{ sind wos to be expecied from England ;

Me;rﬁc tovloll’o the daties of a
neu m

should operate on ‘France alone, bu
from the trade carried on with France
by America, it unavoidably operates gl-

the Fienth trade in return for the simi-
lag measure of France on which it is
retalistory, and its acting on neutrals is
[ an incid<ntal effect of i, consequent up-
n the submission of neurrals to the ori
¢.nal measures of the epemy against G,
| Britain. It is, indeed, melancholy that
the vanatursl situation of Europe should
oroduce sucl a result, but I cannot sce
how this can be considered as war on
American commerce; when all other A-
merican ‘rade but that which is carried
on with our enmemy’s ports in defiance
nf'a blockade authorised by the laws of
relaliation is unaffccted by it. We com-
plain that America does not resist the
regulations of the Berlin and Milan de-
crees, and object to permitting the
French to trade with her duriog fueir
cominuance against the commerce of
Englind ; but this is not exacting, as
has been repr lcm.cd. that America
-hould force British masnufactures into
France : itis pursaing only a just course
of retaliation on our cnemy. If Ame-
ica wishes to trade with France, if
French commerce is of importance to
her-—-wg expect she should exact of
France to. trade with her as she has a
nght ta demand in her quality of neu-
ral ; but if she does not choase to exer-
~i»e this right, all we ask is, that she
should abstain from lending her assis.
tance 10 the trade of France, and not al.
low her commerce w0 be 8 medium of
undermining the resourcesol G. Britain,
I have thought it necessory “thus to

asked, a3 being an unfriendly mensore,
partial in i's operation against Great.
Briwin,and a prospect.of retaliation was
nold out on its commercial operation if
oued. This is no démand on the
United Stites 1o admit B. itish manufac

tures ; they are at liberty to continue

) =

peture, some restriction of a similar

and with respect to the alledged demand’
for forc.ng British goods, the properie
of neutrals, inta French ports, if the Us
Siates are willing to acquiesce in the re.
gulations of the French decrees untaw.
fully affecting Evgland throogh them,
they cannot surely be surprised if we

permission to tha French to profit by
that scquumncc

I will nowy sir, take the opportunity
of statiog 10 you, that I have received
from his Majesiy's Secretary of Stave,
the correspondence of which you did me
the honor to transmit o me a copy in !
yoor letter dated Oct b r 17. My go.
vernment have no! been able to see in
it savisfactory proof of the repgal of the
Fiench decrees, und doubt whether (he
trade carried on by licences betweern
Franceghd America, wJl not be regard-
ed, cven as proof of the continua«
tion of the their fullest extent, for
f they were to any extent repealed, to
that extent at least no licence should be
necesaaty, & licence being given to al«
low what; but for that licence, would be

P
- conul'med absence hitherto ol’ P
ny instrament by which the repeal has
been effected, is a matter also of sur-
for if there were any fair dealing
y DO reason tan be gi-

s0 on her ; it is a measurc to destroy |

consider ourselves as at liberty to refuse ¢

| vessels have been taken since the first

| ence, that every Ame rican vessel which
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FRLDAY, ANUAR’Y_sn, 812,

sel's copresp wl.l M&m
vernmént By
ly, and in fact, the Fr-nch gove romeém
did not release any American ships ta-
k-n ufter November 1, umil they had
become acquainted with the President’s
thm.ctwn, afd that vessels I:ave
been tskén 80 late as December 21, in

he 1 voyage from this country to

ment is prodaced, it is impossible to
know whether any o’her trade is allow-

¢d by France than that between her
own dominioft and the ports of the U.
States.

MB. MONROE TO MR. FOSTER. .
Department of State, Fanuary 14, 1812.
{ Sir—1I bave had the honor to receive
your letterof Dccember 1 7th, and I em-
brace the first moment that I' could
command, to make the obscrvations
which It suggests.

It would have afforded great satisfac-
tion to the President, to have found in
the communication, some proof of a dis-
position nthe B.itish government to pu:
ah end 10 the <lffcrences subsisting be-
tweeh our countrics,
obliged to state, that it presents a new
proof only of its determination to adhere
to the pohey, to whichl they are impu-
table

You complain that the import of your
former letters has been misunderstood
it lwo important circumstances : that
you have bzen reprosented to have de-
manded of the U. S:ates, a law for the
introduction of British goods inwo their
ports, and that they should also under-
wrke to force France to reccive British
manufactures into her harbors,

You state that on the first point, it was
your intention only to remonstrate a-
gainst the non-importstion act, as partial
in its operation, and unfriendly to Great
Britain, on which account its repe:l was
claimed, and to intimate that if it was
persevered in, Great Britain  would be
compelled to retaliate on the commerce
of the U. States, by similar restrictions
on her part. And on ihe second point,
.hat you intended only 0 urge, that in
consequence of the « xiraordinary block
ade of England, your government had
been obliged to blockade France, and to
probibit ail trade in French aricles, in
return for the prohibition by France of
all trade in English articles.

It is sufficient to remark on the first
point, that on whatever ground the re-
pcal of the non-importation act is requi-
redy the U. S:ates are justificd in adber-
ing w0 tt, by the refusal of the British
government to repeal its orders in coun-
cil 3 and if a disunction is thus produ-
ced between G eat Biitain and the other
belligerent, it must be referred to the
diffe. ence in.the conduct of the two par-
ties.

On the second point, I Have to observ-
thay the explanation given cannot be sa-
tisfactory, because it does not meet the
case now existing. France did, it is
true, declare a blockade of bngland,
gainst the trade of the United States,
and prohibit all trade in Englsh articles
on the h;gh seas, but this blockade and
prohibition'mo longer exist. It is true
also, that a part of those decrees, did
prohibit a trade in English articles, with-
in her territorial jurisdietion; but this
prohibition violates ao nalional rights,
or heuiral commerce, of the U. States.
Siili your blockade and prohibiiien are
continued, in viofation of the natiopal
and neutra) righss of the United States,
nn a pretex: of reraliationy, which, if even
applicable, could only be applied to the

former, and not to the latter interdicts ;
change her internal regualaticns against
her external regulations against lg:
| trade  of the United States. '

decrees are unreveked, and urge ip proof
of it, a fact drawn fropa Mr. Russell’s

and it is required: that France shall
Erglshtrade, before England willchan

But you still iosist that the Fnench
correspoodence, that some American
of November, in their.route to England.
Liis asatisfactory answer to this remark,

that icappears by :he same correspond- ||

rance for not producing it; it
hnipmtg sho.t';g-he‘»:m-

fenn coa::il.mﬂt Jesaeo or cotire-
y remove the Mow.apayoidably |
laid on the u-de ?mriu 23 2 peu-

tral nation, she might yet refose iu
ter into any disc " an that subject

with the Utiited States, antil efther byi{i
the revogation of the pomaa above

uHl ‘the belligerents |fes

staled, or pl,cmt
Onder the same- pniihm., Amencs

had been taken im that trade,the seizure

.duced, - ql'mhmmmmbe.inc_x It

| d-onw

afwblchm onthl.'BeHannd Milan'|}i
T 28000 -as-that fact

mm@m mimu’m!r
hmu a ucﬁtr

go- {
lrnpputs that'reals

Loadon ; furuntila copy of such instru-

1 am sorry to b~ |

| her
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pracuice of counterfeiting Americati |
pers nﬁpand, which is well Mm
to the inent, has by i '

faith due 10 American J&Trm:nt%ﬂﬂné
to the United ‘Statés essthtili

the United Srates at London, ds will xp=.
pear by reference to his letter to the’
Ma - quis Wellesley of the 3d of ’Ma

1810, made a formal faprﬁeﬂutlon, in
pursyance ‘of instructions from his go-

| mation possessed by him, which mig
contribute to detect and suppress it. It
tion was entirely d rarded.  That
Great-Britain should comp]mn of acts in

msrrumenwl, and draw from them proof
{in support of her Orders.dn Council,

red'.

the French govemmept to graat licen-
ces to certain American_vessels, enga-
ged in the trade between the U. States
and France, is an additional pmof that
the French dccrees still opetate in their
fullest extent. On what principle this
inference is drawn from that fact it is
impossible Tor me. to.corceives It was
not she ubjrct of thé Berlin and-Milan
decrees to prohibit the trade between
the United States and France. They-
were meant to prohibit the trade of the
United States with Great Britaime which
violdted our neutral rights, and to pro-
hibit the trade of G. Britain with the
{ continent, with which the U, States have
nothing to do. If the object had been
to prohibit the trade between the United
States and France, Great Britain could
never have found in them any pretext
for complaint. And if the idea of reta-
liationy could in any respect have been
apphicable, it would have been by prohi-
bit.ng our trade with berself; .To pro-
hibit it with France, would mt have
been a retaliation ; but a co-opentlon.
If licencing by me:e the trade in cer-
tain instances, prove any thing, it proves ||

- France, in other instances, is under re-
straint. It seems impossible to extract
from it in any respect, that the Bcrb
and Milan decrges are in force, so

as they prohibit the trade between. the

repeat that the French practice of grant-
ing licencss to trade between the United
States and France, may have been ins
tended in pari, at Jeast as a secufity ‘a-
gainst the simulated papers; the forging
of which was not suppressed in E d.
it'is not to be inferred from thes

"

Fwith ‘which rhe U. States 550 satisfied.

Fhey have the strangest o j!btms toity |
but these are founded on other princi-
ples, than those suggested in your note.
It is a cause of great surprise to the
President, that your,government has nat |
seen inthe correspondence of Mr.Russell,
which I head the honor to communjcate
to you on the 17th of,October last, and
which has beenlately transmitted to you

the repeal of the Berlin and Milan De-
crees, independent of the canclusi® evi-
d: nce of :he fact, which that cotrespon-
dence afforded, it was not to be presums«
ed from the information of the Marquls
of Wellesley, that if it was to betrans-
mitted to you, to be ?aken intoQ conside-
ration in epending discussions, that

these discussions.

a view of the order given by the French'{
guvernment to. its cruisers, in-conse-
quence of the repeal of the Frengh de-

crees, is a new praof of its indisposition {}°

declaration of the: French: government }:
a solemn and

'tﬁe;

Against 1his practice the’ Mg-m of

| vernioenty; with an offer of every mfo;;j,
is painful to add ﬂ:at this communica- || and
France, to which by her neglect, she was |

| ought ceruin.y not to have been expect- |

Y ur remark also, that the pncuce of :

nothing more than that the trade with |

U. States and Epgland. 1 might here .' b:r.ﬂ.‘hl'! of S[ale, ‘with the answer of

marks, that a trade by l:ccnce, is one {

by your goverament, sufficient prafoff

it was of a nature to haw nil 'eight ln ,-1

* The d-mand which ym; now makgvf *

to repesl, the orders in council. The|{#

was, as has beeh. hzratobwoburuds z
m,-:nlumm posi
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And as
crees {0 violate our neutrat’; ‘was-
‘the only  essentiakfact it the case, and
mhnghemidnn to ‘your’ govern-
ment, the orders in- eunuen, from the
date of thit Knowledg o&ght fo-have
M mdfdgﬁé to'its own principles
But. the question vbet!'m m;m
tlc repeial of the Betlin and Milad de-
ok effect in retation to the nieu.-
tral cmmmmf the 'Uni tates; is
superceded by the novel and’ ctﬁ:ubrdt-

- e

or’ irfg the repeal to' have taken

place, in ithe, fillest extent cliithed by

that claith, have no effect in. mnmng
the orders in councile

On a full view of the conﬁnctd*the
 British/ ernment - in “these- transace
tions, it 18 :mposmbln to see. in: it apy
thing short of  a Spirit of 'determined
hostility to the rights,and interests.of
the United Sutqs. ‘It issued the orders
in council, on a principle of i'etilht

on Frily;e, at p time whbn»li'

TG

has smtamed those ordérs in full fou
since, notwithstandmg the 2
them has been rcmovpd. and latﬂrly it
has addéd a new eondition of ‘their res
peal, to be performed; by f'm&, to-
which the United States in-theirneutral *_
character have no claim,: and could not -
demand, without departing from ‘thefr
neutrality, & cancition, which, in respect
to the commerce of other nations with
Great-Britain, is repugnant to her own
policy, and prohibited by her own faws,
| and which can never be énforced on any
nauon without a subversmn of its soves

%

' To the Mwlﬁux# ﬁqhmmd'
Tlay bel'ore Cnngrou a letter from
the Envoy Extraordinary and Minister
Plenipotentiary of Greai-Britain to the

R
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the latter. ' . JAS. MADISON
Wm&wm 3'mml7 1812 e {3

nn. rOsrzn TQ MR, qnnol.
Washington, Dec. lﬂil
Sm—l “have béen lnfotm:} by Mr.
rier tha.noloagtgoulhc 8d.of
Jast January, in consequence of 3 writs
ten commonication from Sir Jas. Craig,
his Majesty’s Governar General and

| Commander in Chief in Canada, dated

the 25th of November, 1810, acquaint-

| ing him with his’ suspicions of its being

the intention of some of the Jndizn
tril es, from the great fermentation a+
mong them, to make an aitack on the
[ United Stuu,,qnd authorising -him 1o
impart his. suspicions toxthe. American
Secretary of Swate 3 he had. actualiy
| done o .verbally to Mr. Smith, , your
predecessor in office, md on
alhon'
have found the letrer Illnded x_
hmes Cmg, by which he did apt]

mmm the commu
mqu s a8 well ‘as a mem

of its havingso been made, as alsp:
press/ declsration of Sir James

x-
l.lxvt although 'he doubted ;hel'e{m

ready to attribute the ‘movements of the

{indians o the: influence of the British -
| govmmm, yet: that his Mm

“every.

tully makin ertion in

 atten

entitled’ to the notice and tespect ¢
other
on G. Britain, thelpfou.
fect after thr‘lhe fixed W
tion of the Mdﬂm A'p
B qitmo\ _lhl“

yvernments. - It was incumbent | _

'mﬂmj\ have

s, and even 10 aid

-M‘iﬁnﬁpf ac;:
eqmﬁtmhilein-

aﬂ.mre.gs hat I cann proest
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qght. Nnuught !Jmm,;hit ti;‘l' ;

“#ctyal cessation urmwe-

nary claim of Great-Britain to'a tn&le '-
] ill B!'l’d&b Mhh” m hél' d!m, §

¢ be wanting persons who ‘wouldbe

= calamity which bastae
pkqe, iiio ‘hoadrable ta the Go-
W “anad '_mﬂso;clara

|the United States, it cmndMorllhjflo t |
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