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tnoans equally af»reof\l)Io to tin* Aincriciuis. 'I'licy

iiMiiU'diatcly, in 1K2(), att(Mn|)tr(l to open iic^ocia-

tioDs tor a iliange. Fortunately tlurc lia|)|)(Mu>(i

at that time to he in the torei^n depaituient a

statesman, who, whatever might have heeu his

other errors, was at least exempt from any niis-

understandim; ol' American (piestions, or of the

])oliey aiul character of their government. His

answer to Mr. (rallatin upon that occasion is much

and deservedly celehrated, and gave the highest

satistaction to all interested in colonial afl'airs,

particularly for one sentence, most important to

the present question, an exj)ress declaration, that,

" after what had passed on the subject of colonial

intercourse, the British government cannot consent

to enter into am/ renewed neifociatinns upon the iw
tercourse between the United States and the British

colonies, so long as the pretensions recorded in the

net of\823, and there applied to British colonies

alone, remain part of the law of the United

States*." This document, puhlished hy govern-

ment, seemed designed to communicate their final

resolutions, not only to the United States, hut also

to the suhjects of (treat Ilritain, hy whom it was

hailed as an additional assurance, that they were

not mistaken in trusting to tie faith of the late

act and order, (which had hecome a part and sup-

plement of the same law), and in understanding

* liPttcr from Mr. f'muiiiis t(» Mr. (iullnfin, dated lltli of

Sept. IH2<>.
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