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commend such 2= in my judegment, the occasion called for. To
this end, an ication of the case, in allits
To have shrunk, in makmg ity
ﬁ—sg-‘ B2t was mecessary to its correct under:mndmg,
amd whas whe wmih wonld justify, for fear of giving offence to
weonld Bave been uaworthy of us. To have gone,on
e stber Band, a single step further, for the purpose of wound-
g the pewie of 2 government and people with whom we had so
Bmamy sssuwes for cultivating relations of amity and reciprocal
mivaaisse, would have been unwise and improper. Admonish-
=i &y the pastof 1he difficulty of making even the simpleststate-
===t of our wrongs, witliout dlslmbmg the sensibilities of those
wio Bad, by their p i ible-for their redress,
and =arnestly desirous arprevenung further obstacles from that
source, [ went out of my way to preciude a construction of the
message, by which the recommendation that was made to con-
gress might be regarded as a menace to France, in not only dis-
awewmng such a design, but in declaring that her pride and her
power were too well known to expect any thing from her fears,
The messaze did not reach Paris until more than a month after
the= chambers had been in session; and such was the insensibi-
litw of the ministry to our rightful claims and just expectations,
ihat our minister had been informed that the matter, when in-
troduced, would not be pressed as a cabinet measure.
Although the message was not officially communicated to the
French government, and notwithstanding the declaration to the
¥y whieh it ined, the French ministry decided to
comsider the conditional recommendation of reprisals,a menace
=nd au insalt, which the houor of the nation made it incumbent
@a them o resent. The measures resorted to by them to evince
their senze of the supposed indignity, were, the immediate re-
<all of their minister at Washington, the offer of passports to
the American minister at Paris,and a publlc notice to the legis-
lative chambers that ail the dip 1 with the U.
States had been suspended.
Having, in this manner, vindicated the dignity of France,
ﬁq-en proceeded to muslrate her justice. To this end, a
was y int d into the chamber of depuues,
propesing to make the appropriations necessary to earry into
effect the treaty. As this bill subsequently passed into a law,
the provisions of which now coustitute the main subject of dif-
Seulty between the two nations, it becomes my duty, in order
1o place the subject before you in a elear light, to trace the his-
tory -fnspassage and torefer, with some particularity, to the
B Sing m _regard to it. The minister of
- ia hs i Hluded to the measures which
had been Idopted to resent the suppased indignity, and recom-
mended the execution of the treaty as a measure required by
the honor and justice of France. He,as the organ of the minis-
iy, dech::_d the message, so long as it had not received the
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yet that fulfilment is refused, unless they first obtain from the
president explanations of an opinion characterized by them-
selves as personal and inoperative:

‘The conception that it was my intention to menace orinsult
the government of France, is as unfounded, as the attempt to
extort from the fears of that nation what her sense of justice
may deny, would be vain and ridiculous. But the constitution
of the United States imposes on the president the duty of laying
before congress the condition of the country, in its foreign and
domestic relations, and of recommending such measures as may,
in bis opinion, be required by its interests. Froni the perform-
anee of this duty he cannot be deterred by the fear of wound-
ing the sensibilities of the people or government of whom it may
become necessary 1o speak; and the American people are in-
capable of submitting to an interference, by any government on
earth, however powerful, with the free performance of the do-
mestic duties which the constitution has imposed on their pub-
lic functionaries. The diseussions which intervene between
the several departments of our government belong to ourselves;
and, for any thing said in them, our public servants are only
responsible to their own constituents, and to each other. If, in
the course of their consultations, hctc are erroneously ﬂlaled,
or unjust deductions are inade, they requnire no other induce-
ment to correct them, hqwc-ver informed of their error, than
their love of justiee, and ‘what is due to their own character;
but they can never submit to be interrogated upon the sub]ect,
as a matter of right, by a foreign power. When our discussions
terminate in acts, our responsibility to foreign powers com-
mences, not as individuals, but as a nation. The principle
which ealls in _question the president for the language of his
message, would equally justify a rnreign power in demanding
explanation of the language used in the report of a committee,
or by a member in debate.

This is not the first time that the gzovernment of France has
taken exception to the messages of American presidents. Pre-
sident Washington, and the first president Adams, in the per-
formance of their duties to the American people, fell under the
animadversions of the French directory. The objection taken
by the ministry of Charles X, and removed by the explanations
made by our minister upon the spot, has already been adverted
to. When it was understood that the ministry of the present
king took exception to my message of last year, putting a con-
struction upon it which was disavowed on its face, our late
minister at Paris, in answer to the note which first announced
a dissatisfaction with the language used in the message, made
a communication to the French government under date of the
29th of January, 1835, calculated to remove all impressions
which an unreasonable susceptibility had created. He repeat-
ed, and called the attention of the French government to, the
di avnwal contained in the message itself, of any intention to

5 & mere exp of the personal opini
of the presid: -hch rthe government nor people
of the United States were , and that an engagement

Bad been estered into, for the fulfilment of which the honor of
France was pledged. Entertaining these views, the single con-
dition which the French ministry pmpo:ed 1o annex to the pay-
ment of the money, was, that it should not be made until it was
@scertained that the government of the United States had done
Sodlinz 1o injure the interests of France; or, in other words,

31 55 steps had been authorised by congress of a hostile cha—

Tacter towards Franee.
What the disposition or action of be, was then
anksown 1o the Freach lm,-lhelnhofla-ary,

saligert Bad occarred in the hoase of representatives. These
facts were kmown in Paris prior to the 28th of Mareh, 1835,
when the committee, to whom the bill of indemuification had
Been referred, reported it to the chamber of deputies. That
ecommitiee substantially re-echoed the sentiments of the minis-
uy, declared that congress had set aside the proposition of the
L and 1 ded the p ge of the bill, without
ather restriction than -that originally proposed. Thus was
to the French ministry and chambers, that if the posi-
tom assumed by them, and which had been so frequently and
salemnly aanounced as the only one compatible with the honor
of France, was maintained, and the bill passed as originally
propased, the money wonld be paid, and there would be an end
of this unfortunate controversy.

But this cheering proapect was soon destroyed by an amend-
ment introduced into the bill at the moment of its passage, pro-
widing that the money should not be paid until the French go-
vernment had received satisfactory explanations of the presi-
dent’s message, of the 2d December, 1834; and what is still
more extraordinary, the president of the council of ministers

dopted this a d t, and »d to its incorporation in
the bill. [n regard to a supposed insult which had been formal-
Iy resented by the recall of their minister, and the offer of pass-
ports to ours, they now, for the first time, proposed to ask ex-
planations. Sentiments and propositions, which they had de-
elared could not justly be imputed to the government or penple
af the United States, are set up as obstacles to the performance
of an act of conceded justice to that gevermment aund people.
They had declared that the honor of France required the falfil-
ment of the engagement into which the king had entered,
maiess congress adopted the recommendations of the mes-
sage. They ascertained that congress did not adopt them, and

ir idate by he truly declared that it contained, and
was intended to contain, no charge of ill faith against the King
of the French, and properly dmmwmshed between the right to
complain, in unexcepnonahle terms, of the omission to exe-
cute an agreement, and an accusation of bad motives in with-
holding sueh execution—and demonstrated, that the necessa-
ry use of that right ought not to be cnnsidered-as an offensive
imputation. Although this communication was made without
instructions, and entirely on the minister’s own responsibility,
yet it was afterwards made the act of this government by my
full approbation, and that approbation was officially made
kaown on the 25th of April, 1835, to the French government.
It, however, failed to have any ‘effect. The law, after this
friendly explanation, passed with the obnoxious amendment,
supported by the king’s ministers, and was finally approved by
the King.

The people of the United States are justly attached to a pa-
cific system in their intercourse with foreign nations. It is
proper, therefore, that they should know whether their govern-
ment has adhered to it. In the present instance, it has been
carried to the utmost extent that was consistent with a becom-
ing self-respect. The note of the 20th of Janunary, to which I
have before alluded, was not the only one which our minister
took upon himself the respounsibility of presenting, on the same
subject, and in the same gpirit. Finding that it was intended
to make the payment of a just debt dependent on the perform-
ance of a condition which he knew could never be complied
with, he thought it a duty 1o make ancther attempt to eonvinee
the French government, that whilst self-respect and regard to
the dignity of other nations would always prevent us from
using any language that ought to give offence, yet we conid
never admit a nght in any foreign government m ask explana-
tions of, or to interfere in any manner in, the communications
which one branch of our public cnuncils made with another:
that in the present case, no such language had been used, and
that this had in a former note been fully and voluntarily stated,
before it was contemplated to make the explanation a condi-
tion: and that there might be no misapprehension, he stated
the terms used in that note, and he officially mformed them
that it had been approved hy the president; and that, therefore,
every explanation which could reasonably be asked, or honm‘-
ably given, had been already made—that the con
ineasure had been anticipated by a voluntary and frlendlv de-
claration, and was therefore not only useless, but might be
deemed offensive, and certainly would not be comphed with,
if annexed as a condition.

When this latter communication, to which T specially invite
the attention of congress, was laid before me, [ entertained the
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