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tt IS in Ndi.ill points wo disrcrn the fonipcr and views of men ; .mil \\c.

mtrviii our ifiulcis to fxaiiiino caii' fully the bti\:»n of tlii'^ apology for

Frrncli outr;ige.

Towards (111- clo'io of this Ii'ttcr, Mr. M;i'lison clioosos to aniicipato

that France will romplain of untcoulciil violations, to thi> injury of

France, by thi'sjovi-rnnu-nt of (IriMt-liritain ; . .hi' t('"'S fu 'thiT. .ht- says,

^'//n'l'difrdiiiiof he ilcniid ;"' that is, in plain Kni^li^h, it is true that CI.

IJritain i'.as !)iH'n Ihf Wif^r/cvv**;-, and to tlu> injury of Fraicc, and adds,
" that the French decree may be i>ronounce(l a retaliation on the preccd-

int; conduct of {}reat.i}ritain.". .This we do most solemnly deny ; ami

as it forms the l)asis not only of this letter, but of the report of the com-
niltt.e in favor of non-interconrse. .of Mr John Q. Adams' letter to Mr.
Otis, and of all that has been or can be said, in extenuation of thu

attrocious conduct of France ; we sliall devote to it our next and more
particular attention. . .We shall, however, make in this place, this serious

remark, that even if it were true, it is a concession which it was exlreuie-

ly impolitic to niiike, and more so to jjiiblish, since it puts t(» an end for-

I'ver, all our claims on France for the eliects and depredations connnitteil

under the Berlin and Milan decre>
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i No. 3.

"The French Decree mi^ht on the same ground fie pxiinjanciHl a retaliation on
ihe preccilinjj conduct of (Jreat-Rritain."

Sec Madison's Ivttfv to (icn. ARM3rRo\n.

THE concession contained in the forct^oinsi; extract, is full as nunin,

and ought to excite as i^eneral indignation, as the same gentleman's declar-

alion to Mr. Randolph, '^ Fnuice wuntu nionnj, inul must have it."

The cflfcct of tlic ])uhlication of this concession will be, to bur forever

tdl our claims for redress for captures or injuries sustained under the

Berlin and Mdan decrees, and to furnish the French with not only pre-

texts but justitications for any future violations of our rights. It is not,

however, my present purpose to display the rashness and impolicy, if not

ruEACHEHY of this conduct ;—it is sufficient to say, that in any other

government it would cost the officer his character and employment, if

not his life.

It is at present proposed to prove, that this argument and concessioii

furnished to France is wholly unfounded ; and that France herself has
never set up any such pretensions, except through the medium of her
\merican servants.

Before we examine the tnith of this proposition, it may be useful to

• oiisider the force of the terms used bv Mr. Madition.
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