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| ROV OURCOMMISSIONERS AT'GHENT,
KELATIVE TO THE NEGOTIATION

(CONTINUER.)

A The British: to the American Comiiise
stoners.
Geenr, Sept. 19,1814,

he ur‘ersigned have the honor to
acknowledge the receipt of the note ad-
§ dressed to them by the American plen-
4 inotentiaries on the 9thinst. -

#  On the greater part of that note, the
§ “ndersigned buve no intention to make
§ comments, having preposed to them-
3 selves throughout the negotiation to a-
% void all unnecessary discussions, more
B especially when tending to create irri-
d ‘ation.

¢ On the question of the north western
§ Sronticrs, they are happy to find that
1 no material difficulty is likely to arise.
¥ Withrespact to the boundary of the
§ district of Maine, the undersigned ob-
serve with regret, that although the
Aincrican plenipotentiaries have ac-
knowledged themsclves to be instruct-
«d to discuss a revision of the boundary
}ine, with a view to prevent uncertain-
ty and dispute, yet, by agsuming an ex-
ciusive right at once to decide what is
oris not a subject of uncertainty and
dispute, they ‘have rendered their pow-
ers nugatory or inadmissibly partial in
their operation.

After the declaration made by the
Awmerican plenipotentiaries, that the
Yinited States will admit of nd line of
boundary between their territory and
that of the Indian nations, becatise the
natural growth and population of the
United States would be thereby afrest-
cd, it becomes unnecessary furthier to
insist on the proof of a spiritof aggran-
dizement afforded by the purchase of
Louisiana from France, against the
known conditions on which it had been
ceden by Spain to that country, or the
hosiiiz seizure of a great part of the
Florivas, under the pretence of a dis-
putn raspecting the boundary.

The reason given by the Americai
Yienipotentiaries for this declaration,
Cqu.diy applics to the assignment of a
bounaary to the United States on any
side, witn whatever view proposed;
and the unlimited nature of the pre- |
tension would alone have justified G. |
Britain in secking more effectually se-
curitics against its application to Cana.
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da than any which the undersigned |

| ence. The Indian nations are therefore

no longer to be considered as under the
protection of the United States, (what-
evermay be‘the import of that term) &
it can ouly be on the:ground that they

are regarded ‘as subjects, that the A<,
‘mericap.. Plonipotiaries can be authot-

twtu 0 deny the right of Great Britain

‘to interfere on their behalf in the nego-

tiation for peace. . To any sich claim,

| it is repeated, that the treaties conclu-

ded, and particularly that of Greenyille,
are in direct opposition.

It is necessary to_rectr 16 the mans
ner in which the territory of the United
States was at first settled, in order to
decide, whether the Indian nations, the
original inhabitants of America, shall
have some spotassigned to them, where

they may be permitted to live in tran-
quility ; nor whethe their tranguility”

can be secured without prevehting an
uninterrupted system of encroachment
upon them under the pretence of purs
chases. .

If the -American plenipotentiaries
are authorized pevemptorily to deny
the right of the British government to
interfere with the pacification of the
Indian nations, and for that reason res
fusc all negotiation on the subject, the
undersigned are at aloss to understand,
upon what principle it ivas, that at the
conference of the 9th wltimo, the Amer-
ican plenipotentiaries invited discus-
sion cn the stbject, and added, that it
was Bot pdssible for them (o décide
without discussion, whether an articie
could be iramed which should be mu-
tually satisfactory, and to which tnhey
should think themselves, under their
discretionary power, warrantedin ace
ceding: ,

The undersigned muist further ob-
gerve; thatif the American government
has not furnished its plenipotentiaries
with any instructions. since Jauuary
last, when the general pacification of
Europe could not have been immediate-

ly in contempiation, this subsequent
silence, after an cvent so cdlcuiated (e-

ven in the view which the American
plenipotentiaries have taken of it, in
their note ofthe 24th ult.) to influence
the negotiation, is, o0 say the least, no
proof of a sincere desire to bring it to
a favorable conclusion. The Britisi
government bas cutered into the nc-
gotiation with an anxious wish to eflect
an aticable arrangement,  After con-
vulsions unexampied in taeir nature,
extent and duration, the civilized world
has need of repose. To obtain this in
Europe, Great Britain has made con-
siderable sacrifices. To complete the
work of gencrai pacification, it is her
carnest wish to establish a peace with
the United States, and in her¢ndeavors
to accomplish this object, to manifest
the same principle ot moderation and
forbearance ; but itis utterly inconsist-
ent with her practice and principles cv-
er to abandon in her ncgotiations for
peace those who bave co-vperated with
her in var, o

. The undersigned, therefore, repeat
that the British government is willing
to sign a treaty of peace with the Uni-
ted States on terms honorable to both
parties. It has not offered any terms
whith thié United States can justly re-
present as derogatory to their honor,
not can it be induced to accede to any
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tion on'the subject of Canadian boyn:
daries, so entirely founded on-princi-’
ples of moderation & justice, that they !
{ feel confident it cannot be reje¢ted,—
* This proposition will be distingJ*. sta-
ted by the nndersipghad, wpoh f &g !
an assuvance from the American plen-
ipotentiaries  that they  consider
themselves authorized to conclude al
provisional article on the subject, and !
upon. their previously consenting to!
inelnde the Indian nations in the treaty |
in the manner above described. '
The undersigned avail themselves |
of this opportunity of renewing to thie
American plenipotentiaries, the assu- |
rance of their high consideration.
(Signed) GAMBIER,
HENRY GOULBURN;j
' WILLIAM ADAMS., |
“The Ministers Plenipoteatinty and -~ "
Extruordinary of the U. States, &c.

The American to the British Commisg-
sioners.

A GuexT, Sept. 26, 1814,

“In'replying to the note whicit i€ un-
dersigned have had the honot of re-
ceiving from his Britannic majesty’s
plenipotentiaries, dated ou the 19t in-
stant, they are happy to concur with
them in the sentiment of avoiding uns
necessary discussion, especially such
as may have a tenucucy to create irrt
tation. They had hoped that, in the
same spirit, the British plenipotentiax
ries would not have thougit aliusions
again necessary to transacticns foreign
to this negotiation, relating to the Hei-
ted Btates, and other independent na-
tions, and not suitable for discussion
between the United States and Great
Britain, The observation made with
respect to Liouisianais the more extra-
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sidered the undersigned as having de-

clared, “ that the United States will ad-

mit of no line of boundary between their

territory ‘ang that-of the Indian nations
because the natural growth and.popu-:
latign” of "tlie’ United - States wouid be:

thereby arrested.”
on the contrary, expressly stated in
their last note ¢ that the lands inhabit-
ed by the Indians were secured to them

bf boundaries, defined inamicable trea-.

ties between them and the U. States :*°
but they did refuse to assign, in a trea-
ty of peace.with Great Britain, a defin-
itve and permanent boundary to the In-
dians living within the Yimits of the 1.
States.  On this subject, the under-
signed have no hesitation in avowing,
that the United States, while intending
never to acquire lands of the Indians

|"otherwise than peaceably, and with

their free consent, are fully detérmined
in that manner, progressively, and in
proportion as their growing population
miay require, to reclaim from the state
of nature and to bring into cultivation
cvery portion of the territory contained
within theirackiewiedged boundarics.
In thus providing for the support of
miilions of civilized beings, they will
not violate any dictate of justice or hu-
manity, for they will not only give to
the few thousahd savages, scattered
over that territory, enainple equivalent
for any right théy may surirender, but
will always Jeave them in possession
of lands more than they can cultivate,
and more than adequate to their sub-
sistence, comifort and enjoyment by
citltivations - ce .
If whis bera spirit of aggrandizement,
the undersigned are prepared to admit,
in that sense, its existence 3 but they
must deny that it affords the slightest

The undersigned,.

ordinary, as the cession of that prov-i proof of an intention notto respect the
‘ince was, at the titee, communicated 1o | boundaries between them and Furo-
thie British government, who expresss | pean nations, or of a desire to encroach
ed their entire satislaction of it, and upon the territories of Great Britain.

have bad the honor to propose. . which ave injurious to its own. Itis
Had the American plenipotentiaries I 6n tnis ground that the undersigned
been instructed on the subject ot Cana- . are authorized distinctly to deciare,
da. they would not have asserted that * that they are instructed not to sigh a
its permanent annexation had not been | treaty of peace with the plenipotentia-
the declared object of their government - tics of the United States, unless the
It tas been distinctly avowed to be Indian nations aie included in it, and
saca ot different times, particularly by restored 16 all the rights, privileges
two _Amgri.cmi gencrals on their ress ' and territories which they enjoyed in
pective nvasions of Canada.  If the | the year 1811, previous to the com-
‘10‘:1a1‘at1.0n first made had been disap- | mencement of the war, by viftue of the
proved, 1t would not have beea repeat- | treaty of Greenville, and e treaties
ed. The declaraticns here referied to - subsequently conciuded hetween them
are to be found in the proclamation of ' and the United States. IFrom this
Gen, Huil 1 July, 1812, and of Gener- : point the British plenipotentiaries can-
d o1 Smyth 1 November, 1812, copies ; not depart.
of which are hercunto annexed. They are further instmicted to offer
It must be also from the want of in- : for discussion an article by which the
§ “iructions that the American plenipo- contracting parties shall reciprocally
3 “entiavies have been led to assert that | bind themselve, according.to bounda-
§ < <rcat Britain bas induced the Indiais : vies to be agreed upon, not to purchdse
70 withdraw from tie protection of the * lands occupied by the Indians within
| onited Btates. The government of the * their respective lines of demarcation.
§ nited States cannot have forgotten ; By making this.engagement, subject
shat Geeeat Britain, so far from inducing - to revision at the expiration of a given
she Indiabs to withdraw taemsclves - period, it 1s hoped that the objection
B row the protection of the U. States, ' to the establishiment of a boundary be-
¥ %ave the earliestinformation of the in-
_ ":gzzgion of those nations to invade the
United States, & exerted herseif, tho’
g “ithout success, to prevent and ap- _ ha
§ Duusc their hostility.  The Indian ua- ' that the exclusive military possession
B tions, however, having experienced, as - of the lakes, nowever conducive they
| they thougit, oppression, instead of - are satisficd that it would.be to a good
Protection from thé United States, de- ' understanding between the two coun-
B clared war against them previously to : tries.- without endangering the securi-
B the deciaration of war by that country ' ty of the United States; was to be con-
agdinst Great Britain, T'he treaty by ~sidered as a sine qua non in the nego-
which the Indians pl:ced themselves I'tiation. Whenever the question rela-
uinder the protection of the U. i : 1€ -indi:
s now abrogated, and' the American ! nations, (which, subject tothe expianas
government cannot be entitled tb claim ' tigny aiready given; Is & sive qa rion,)
I 25 avigut; the renewai of an article in : shaii ne adjusted; the undersigned wiil
§ Alreasy, whigh ngena lenger any cxist-_tbe anthorized to make a final proposi-

“States should be forever excluded,
. may be effectually obviated,
The undersigned have never stated

. yond which the settiements of the U.. lines fixed by that treaty:

States, | tive to the pacification of thé .Indian

has subsegnently reccived the soiemn !
sanction of Spain hierself, The uider- |
signed will further say, that whenever
the transactions of the United Suates,
in relation to the bounds of Louisiana
and Florida, shall be a proper subject
of discussion, they wiil be found not on- |
iy susceptible of comylete justification,
but wiil demonstrate the moderation
and forbearance of the American gov-
vernment, and their undeviating res-:
pect for the rights ol their neighbors,

The undersigned are far from assi-
ming the cxciusive right to decide,
what is, or is not, a subject of uncer-
tainty or dispute, with regard 1o the
boundary of the district of Maine.  But !
until the British plenipotentiavies shall |
have shown in what respect the part of |
that boundary which would be atfected
by their proposal,is stch a subject, the
undersigned may be perwitted to ass!
sert that it is not. o

The treaty of 1783 described the
boundary as * a line to be drawn along |
the middle of the river St. Troix,|
from its mouth in the bay of I'undy, to !
its source, and from its source dircctly
north to the highlands which divide the
rivers which fali into the Atlantic ocean
from those which fall into the river St.
Lawrence, and thence along the said
highlands to thc northwestetnmost ;
head of Conneciicut nver.”

Doubts having arisen as td the St.
Croix designated in the tredty of 1783,
a provision was made by that of 1794 ;
for ascertaining it ; and 1t may be fair-
ly inferred, from the limitation of the
atticle to that sole object, that even in |
the judyment of Gredt Britain, no otuer
subject of controversy cxisted in reja-
tion to the extention of the boundary
line from the source of that river.—=
T'hat river and iis sdurce having becn
_correctly ascertained, the undersigned
are prepared to propose the appoint-
ment of commissioncrs by the twogoev-
etnments,to extend the line to the lighs |
landg, conformably to the treaty of 1784,
The proposal, however, of the British
plenipetentiaries was not to ascertain,
but to vary thosc lines in sach a man-
ner as to secure a direct commuinica-
tion between Quebee and Halifax ; an
alteration which could not be effected,
without a cession by the United States
to Great Britain of all that portion of
the state of Massachusetts intervening
between the province of New Eruns.
wick and Quebec, although unques-
tionably included within thé boundary
Whether it
was contemplated on the part of (ireat
Britain to obtain thé cession, with or
without an equivalentin fronticr oy oth-
crwise; the undersigned; in stating that
they were not instracted or authorized
to treat on the subject of cession,.have
not declined to discuss any matter of
uncertainty or dispute which the Brit-
ish plenipotentiaries may point out to
.exist, respecting the boundaries in that
. or in any other quiarter, ant z}rt:-, there=
! fore, net liable to the imputation of hay-
| ing rendered their powers Ol the sib-
. ject ligators, or inadmissibly paitial
¢ 1n their operation,
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‘scribe, and which would be satisfacto-

If, in the progress of their increasing
pepulation, the American people myst
grow in sirength proportioned to their
numbers, the undersigned will hope
that Great Britain, far from repining at
the prospect, will contemplate it with
satisfaction. They will not suppose
tiat that government will avow, as the
hasis of their policy towards the U. 8.
the system of arresting their vatural
growin within their own territories, for
the sake of prescrving a perpetual de-
sert for savages, | If Great Britain has
made sacrifices to give repose to the
civilized world in Europe; no sacrifice
iz required from her by the U. States
to complete the work of general pacifi-
cation.  Tuc nicgotiation at icast evin-
ces, on taeir part, no disposition to
ciaim any othev right, than that of pre-
serving thelt independenee entire, and
of goveraing their own tertitories with-
out foréign mterference

Of the two proclamatiotis; hurported
copies of waich the British plenipoten-
tiaries have thought proper to cuclose
with their last noté, the undersigned
might céntent themselves with remark-
ing, that ncither of them is the act of
government. Theyare enabled howev-
er to add, with perfect confidence; that
neither of them was authorized or ap-
proved by the government.  The un-
dersigned are not disposed to consider

»s the act of the British government,

tue proclamation of Admiral Cocirane,
herewith enclosed, exciting a portion
of the population of the United States,
under the provise of military employ-
ment or of free settlement in the West
Indics, to treachery and rcbellion.—
'The undersigned very sincercly regret
to be obliged to say, that an irresistible
mass of evidence consisting principal-
Iy of Zorrespondence of British officers
awl agents, part only of which has al-
ready been published in America, ¢s-
tablishes beyond all rational doubt, the

fact, that a constant system of excite-]

ment to ihose hostilities was pursued
by the British traders and agents, who
had access to the Indians, not only with-
out being discountenanced,but with fre-
guentencouragement by the British au-
thovities ; & that if they ever dissuaded
the Indians from commencing hostili-
ties, it was only by urging them, as in
prudence, to suspend their attacks -

.til Great Britain could fecogbize them

ds herallies in the war. ’
When, in the conference of the 2th

ult. the undersigned invited discus-

sion upon the proposal of Indian pacifi-

cation and boundary, as well as upon ;

all the subjects presented by the Biit-
ish plenipotentiaries for discussion,
they expressly stated their motives to
be, 1st. To ascertain by discussion,
whether an article on the stibject coufd
be formed to which they could sub-

|
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in fact, already proposed no less thaf}
three articles on the subject, .ail of
: which, they view as better calculated
to secure peace.and tranquillity to the
Indians, than any of the  proposais for
4.that’ -purposc; “made by - the: British
-plenipotentraries.., - . . -
.s.The undersigned had rebeated their
assurances. to. the British plenipoten-
tiaries, that peace, so far as it depends
ed on the Urited States, wouid irames
diately follow a‘peace with Greut Brits
ain, and added,. that the Indians weuld
thereby be reinstated in the same situe
ation in ,which they stood before the
commencement . of hostilities. “The
British plenipotentiaries insist, in t.:cip
last note, that the Indian nations shall
be included in:the treaty of peace bes
twezn Great Britain -and the United
States, and be restored toall the rights,
privileges and territories which they
enjoyed in the yewr 1811, previcus tp
their commencement of the  war, by
virtue of the treaty of Greenville, and
the treatics subsequently concluded
between them and the United States.
Setting aside the subject of boundary,
which is presented as for discussion
only, there is uo apparent difference
with respect (o the objectin view ; the
pacification and tranquility of the In-
dians, and placing them in the same
situation in which they stood before
the war, all which will be equally ohe
tained in the manner proposed by the
undersigned, and the only point of reg
al differencc is, the British plenipotens-
tiaries insist that it should be done b
including the_ Indians, asallies of G,
Britain, In the treaty of peace, in any
manner which will recognize them as
independent nations, whom Great Brite
ain, having obtained this vocognition,
would, hereatter, have the right to con-
sidery in every respect,y as such.  Taus
to recognize those Indians as indep e
dentand sovereign natious, would i:&e
from the ;United States, and trarsicr
to those Indians, all the rights of soil
and . sovereignty . ovey tine ter-ticry
which they inhabit : and this being ¢~
complished, througn the agency f G.
Britain, would piace them cffectn:ily
and exclusively under her protection;
instead of being, as heretofe:~, undar
that of the United States. it 18 notg
perceived in what respeci such @ pra-
vision would differ_from an absciute
cession_ by the U, 8. of the cxtersive
territory in question. .

~ The Britvish pienipotentiaries iave
repcated the assertion, that the ireaty,
by which the Indians placed then: -1ves
under the profection of the U. 2 .usi
was abrogated by the war; and * c&
infer that they are noloneerto ™™ ans

sidered as under ti;e protection . e
U. States, whatever mayv be the i - ort
of the term § and that the right {3,

Britain to interfere in thelr bel:. . in
the negotiation of peace, can cniy b e
nied on the ground thatthey wrc - gal'=
ded as sub'jc(:ts, In point of fact, scv-
eral of the tribes, parties to the treaty
of Greenville, bave constantiy beeny
and still are, at peace with tie L7 sted
States.  Whether that treaty be or be
not abrcgated, is a questiou nor secess
sary to be now discussed, T.i rigat
of the United States to the pro-= ion
of the Indians within their bourz: g,
was not acquired by that treaty : © wag
a necessary conscquence of tho oven
reignty and independente of the Uni~
ted Statcs. Previous to that time, the
Indians living within the same territos
ry, weie under the protection of Lis
Britannic majesty, as its sovereign.—
The unde sighed may refer the British
plenipotentiaries to all the acts of taeir
own government, relative to th:e sube
ject, for prodf, that it has always corse
sidered this right of protectio as ‘ane
of the rights of sovereignty, which it
needed no Indian treaty to couf .- and
which the abrogat_ion of no Inde g tréa-
ty could divest. They will pardicuiara
ly bring to their recollection, ,hat when
a similar proposition was miude ¢f con-
sidering Indian tribes as Lndependent
nations, to serve as a baryier between
the French and English {erritories,
was made by France to England, it
was immediately re-ected, by aminis-
ter to whom the Gritish nation is acw
customed to loo back with veneration
and' rejected on the express ground
that the king would not renounct his
claim of protection over the Indiang
within Lis dominions. But whai.er
the relation of the Indians to the Uni-
| ted States may be, and whether u.uier
their protection or not, Great Britain
aving, by the treaty of 1783, recegniza
‘ed the sovercignty of the U. Stazes,
'and agreed to certain limits as their
''houndaries, has no right to consid.r a-
i ny persons or communiiies, whether

ry to the British plenipotentiaries ; ;'m('}\.'r Indians or otherwise, residing within

2dly. That if no such ariicle could be
formed; the Mnerican government

might be infornied of the views of G-

Britain on that point, and the British
government of the chjcctions. on the
part of the United States, to'any such

| those boundaries, as nations indgpene
‘dent of the United.States.

"The United States claim, of right,
. With respect to ali European nrtions,
"and particularly with respect to Great
; Britain, the entirc sovcreignty over

]
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The British plenipotentiaries con- ) arrangement. The undersigned have. | the whole tertitory, and ail the persons




