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formable to the law and usages of nations, tliat we can

only respouu your sentiments upon tiiese subjects.

.By the correspondence between the French and

American Ministers, lately submitted to Congress, it

is most evident that the nation has been drawn into a
war, either by a disgusting imposition practised upon

our Government by the French Emperor, which it

comports not with their policy to represent in its true

colors ? or by the concealment of a most important fact

by our government, which it was tlieir duty l(» disclose

to the American People.

While many ofthe most upright and intelUgent men
have uniformly believed and maintained that the Bri-

tish Orders iu'Council afforded to oiu* eouutry no just

cause of war, the doubts of others have prohably a risen

from divesting them of their dechired cliaracter of

measures of vetaliation upon tiie conduct ofherenc-
.

my ; all dispassionate persons will admit that this was

a question of international law, wliich it was not in-

ciunhent upon Government to decidv, whatever were

the sentiments <»f its individual members. It should

have sufficed for the practical Statesman to enquire,

w hether under existing circumstances, tlic interest or

honor of the Country rendered war ino\ itable, and

whetiier on supposition of the affirnrntiM', jnsiice or

expediency demanded the selection of Greal iU'itain

fcu'au enemy.
ft

But the authors of th« war ap])oar lo have confined

their attention to the first of these questions. They
admit, that as the injuries inllicted upon our com-

ruMce wore professedly incidental to their state of

hostility with each oliier, and were not justijied as

acts of direct aggression «ip(Mi the i!ag of the United

States, it was at least optional with this Government


