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^amiinm |n4Ui»territorf>VliiohM bten icUim^ilMd faf IrMtf^tfi
tkn piri ofthe Uiiiud Statet. And low we are told abon^ the agency
^ BrUivh traders, as to Indian boatUitiea. It deacnrts eonaident^^
Khcther Ihere haa been sucli provident attenUon, aa would teve ban
proper to remoTe anf cauie of compbdnt* either ^raal or llnafl^Barft

which the Indians might alledset and to eeioure their IHeodahip. WiUi
all tha igrmpathf and anxietf excited by the atate of (hat frontier } im-

^ Portent a» il may be, to apply adequate means of protection, against the

Indiana» how ia its safety ensured 1^ a declaration of war, which addii

the British to the numfaier of enemies ?

As** • decent respect to the opmiona of manhind** hu not indoeed
the two houses of Congress to concur in declaring Che reaaons, or tuo-

tiyep* for tbcir cnaatiog a dcdaration of war, the underiigned and the
?ublie are left |o search* elsewhere, fi>r causee cither real, *w ostendUe.
f we are to condde^ the Prcudent of thf United Stetea, and the com-

mitteo of the bouse of Representatives, on foreign relations, as apealdng
on tikis solemn occasion, for Congress, the United States have three

principal (opica ofcomplaint against Great-Britain. Impresamehta 9^
bloduMics {•—and orders in council. ' "
.Concerning the aubjectof hnpressments, the undersigned sympa'

thi«e without onfortuBate seamen*, the victims of this abuse of power^
and participate in the national sensibility, un their account. They do
not conceal from themselves^ both itsimportance and its dUftculty ; and
they are well aware how stubborn is the will and how bltod the via-

i<>i| of penvcvful laations, when great intewsts grow into controversy.

But, before a resort to warm such intereata, a morafnation wiU con»
idder what is just, and a wise nation what ia expedient. Ifthe exercise
ofanjr right to the foil extent of its abstract nature, be inconsistent with
the safety ofanother nation, morality seems to require that, in practice^

its exercise ahould in this respept, be modified. If it be proposed to
vindicateMiy right by war, wisdom demands that it ahould be of a na-
ture, by war to be obtained. The intereats connected with the subjecta

ofimpresimenta are UDque,stiomd)ly great to both natiims. •And in the
full exteht of abstract right as aaaefted by each, perhaps irreconcilable.

The government vi the United States aaserts that the broad princifde

that the flag of their merchant veasth sKall protect the mariners. This
privilege isclaimied, although every person on board, except the. Cap-
tain, may be an alien.

.
* The British government userts tliat the allegiance of their subjects,

ia inalienable, in time of war* and that their seamen, found on the sea,

the common highway of nations, shall not be protected^ by the ilag.of

private merchant ve^sel.s.

The undersigneddeem it unnecessary here to discuss the question of
t^e American claim, for the immunity pf their flag; But they cannot
refrain from viewing it as a principle, of a nature very broad <and com-
prehensive ; to the^abuse of which, the temptationa are strong and nu-
merous. And they do maintain that, beCbre the^xalamities of war, in

< vindication of such a principle be incurred, all the roeahs of negociation
- should i>e exhaubted, and that abo every practicabTe'Httempt should
be made to regulate the exercise of th^ right ; so that the acknowl-
edged injury, restUting to other nations, should be checked if not
prevented. They are cliearly of opinion that the peace of this happy
and rising community should not be abanddned, for the Sii^e of afibra-

mg facilities to cover French property ; or to empli^'British seamei^.
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