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decncs, though mert iy retaliatory while they clfclarc, that fv.w or noneoi
our ships < uuld possibly tscapi- the vit^iiaiuc of the British cruisers.

'Ihus ihtii tVoni this shi/ri \ie\v, which iiiiirju be extended to a variety

nrotlK-rexaniplesorthc din'ereuce in pointof severity between the I'rencli

and British orders, it i, apparc-nl, that iiolhint;- i)ut the grossest and most
wilful partiality could indue*- Mr. Madison, our cabinet, our ioreit;n nunis-

ters, and the coinnnttee of Congress, to place the I'rench and Biitish gov-

ernmcnls on a fo<Jting of equality, or as ecjually meriting our resentment
and hostility. But we propose to pro\c, that there is not the smallest

pretence for the allegation that " 'J'/w French dccrt'VH cai; nii/i justice kr

fironounccd us refaliitiif^ii-i on the conduct 'f thf Britinh.
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\V;is Frarife, as Mr. .M:.dis<m, and tlu- roinmittcc of Cohs^toss in imitation of
iiim, iloclart,-, aiitliorizcil Id make )-ctaliati(i:i ou <irtal Mi-itain, tlii-oiin'ii Mmtj-al
<'()iiini('rci', us iniult as drtal IJritain was aiithori/ccl to letaiialfj oa Trancij ?

THIS is a most interesting question :—It decides the correctness or hi

-

conectness of tlie policy of our Cabinet, who allect to treat them bodi

alike ;—and prole.-sin;-,- to consider this subject deliberately, we invite the.-

I'Uention, of eveiy true friend of our country. We are bound to yield an
im])licil. obedience to tlieir derisions, we trust that there is yet suiucicut

sj)iiil and indepeiidence in i>\iv country to resist these arbitrary doctrines,

and good sense enough to disci iminate between a fair aiul laudable attempt

to exanvine impartially the conduct of the two great belligerent nuiions,

and a wish so often unjustly and illiberally charged upon us, to justify the

improper conduct of either of them.
If I'rance was, as Mr. Maddison declares, as well justified as Great

Britain in making letaliulion tl-.rough neutral commerce upon her enemy,
this right must result from some one of the grounds stated by the late

committee of Coni^icss, who appear to be too nmch attached to I'rance to

omit any of her reasonable pretension;-..

These grounds are staled to be,

I'irst'ii. The attack on our riglils by Croat Rritain hi imprt'ssiiig' American
scaim-n.

Si'coiul'i'. 'I'he cxienbion of the rig-lit of blockadr.—And,
Tlurdh!- The doctrir.t- of cutting' ott'tlie culoaial li'ailc, more generally known

hy the name ot the rule of 1756.

With respect to the two first, the Committee cf Cc;igress, ashamed t».>

show a (hjwnright submission to I'l'ance, ha\c! given one answer

—

that even if these were wrongs, they atVected principally ourselves, and
were not the subject of belligeient comjdaint. But ( veu ou iheijc points
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