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The British to the American Commissions
' ; \erss’ 5; ;
: "~ _ . Ghent, Sept. 4, 1814.

_ “The undersigned have the honor to acknow-

ledge the receipt of the note of the Ameri-

- can plenipotentiaries, dated the 24th ultimo.

It is with unfeigned regret that the under-

. ﬁtsned observe, both in the tone and substance
of

the whole note, so little proof of eny dis-

position on the part of the Government of

-~ the United States to enter into an amicable

- @iscussion of the several points submitted by
~ the undersigned in their former communica-
~ tion. The undersigned are perfectly aware,
- that in bringing forward those points for con-
- gideration, and stating with so much frank-
 mess, as they did, the views with which they

were prorpos;!d, they departed from the usual
~ecourse of negociation, by'.;-,d_iselﬁsing',all the
 objects of their government, while those
~wwhich the American government had in view

were withheld ; but in so doing they were
- Lgrin‘eipally ‘aciuated by a sincere desire of

ringing the negociation as soon possible to

= favorable termination, and in some mieasire

- States.

 that quarter, any question as to the boundaries
of Canada might have been considercd as un-

by their willingness to comply with the
wishes expressed by the American pleni-
“potentiaries themselves, e

~ his majesty and the United States, was decla.

ved by the latter power upon the pretenceof -

maritime rights alledged to be asseited by
'Grreat Britain, and disputed by the United
If the war thus declared by the Urited
States had been carried on by them for ob-
3ects purely of a maritime nature, or if the

~ attack which has been made on Canada had
Been for the purpose of diversion, or in the

way of defence against the British forces in

necessary ; but it is notorious to the whole
sworld that the conquest of Canada, and its

permanent annexation to the United States,

¥was che declared object of the American go-
vernment.

‘hiis majesty’s government had been enabled

to reinforce the British armies in Canada, and

the United States had obtained a decided su-

~ periority in tiat quarter, isthere any person

<who doubts that they

1f not the entire abandonment of that coun-
 tey by G. Britain ? Is the American govern-
“mentito be allowed to pursue, so far as its
~means will enable it, a system of acquisition

and a-ggmndlze ment Lo the extent 'of—'_an‘nex |
' ‘ing entire provinces to their dominions, and is

kis majesty to be preciuded frq_mav.ailing him-

self of his means, so far as they will enable

~ him, toretain those points which the valor of

British arms may have placed in his power,

because they happen to be situated within

the territories allotted under former treaties to
the government of the United States ?

~-Such a principle of negociaiion was never.

avowed at any period antecedent to that of
~ghe revolutionary guvernment of France.
If the pblit:{ of the United S:ates had

Heen essentially |

plenipotentiaries assert it ought to be, from
their poliltical institutions, from the habits
of their citizens, and from their physical
gituation it might not have been nec ssury, to
propose the precautionary provisions now un-
der discussion.  That, of late years at least,
the Ameiican government have been influen
ced by a very different policy ; by a spirit of
gggrendizement nol necessary to their own
gecurity, but increasing wi'h the extent of
their empire, has b en too clearly manifested
by their progressive occupation of the Indian
territorics 3 by the acquisition of Louisiana ;

by the m rereceni at empt o wrest by force
 of arm: from a nation in <mity, the two Flo-

ridas ; and las ly, by the avowed intention of
permanently anuexing the Canadas to the U.
states. | | |
s't'llr' then the security of the British North
A merican dominionsrequires apy sac.ifices on
the part of th Unined States, they must be
asciibed to the declared policy of that gov-
evernment in making the war not one of self
defence, nor for ttie redress of grievances,

v ~zeal or pretended, but a part of a system of

conquest and aggrandizement. :
T'he Britishgovernment in its present si'ua-

tion, is bound in duty to endeavor to seeure

jts North American dominions aganist those
attempts at conquest, which the American
‘povernment have avowed to be a principle of
their policy, and which as such will undoubt-
edly be renewed, whenever any succeeding
“wwar between the two countries shzll afford a
prospect of renewing them with success.
"T'he British plenipotentiaries proposed that
the militury possession of the Lakes, from
Lake Ontario to Lake Superior, should be
gecured to Great Britain, because the com-

mand of those Lakes would afford to the A-

- mmerican government. the means of commen-

¢ing a war in the heart of Canada, and be-

~ cause the command of them, on the part of
Grreat Britain, has been shewn by experience
to be attended with no insecurity to the L.
States,

- When the relative strength of the two pow.
ers in Nor h America is considered, it;_shou_ld
e recollected that the British dominions in
that quarter do not contain a popula‘ion of
five hundred thousand souls, whereas the ter
vitory of the U. States containsa populatiin
of more than seven millions ; that the naval
resources of the United States are at hand
for attack, and that the naval resources of G.
Britainare on the other side of the Atlantic

Phe military possession of those lakes is
not therefore, necessary for the protectioa of
the U. States. . i :

~ The proposal for allowing the territories on
the southern banks of the Lakes above men-
tioned to remain in the possession of the go
 gernment of the United Stutes, provided no
fortifications should be erected on the shores,
~and no armament permitted on the waters,
" bas been made, for the purpose of manifesting
that security and not acquisition of territory,
is the object of the British government, and
that they have no desire to throw obstucles in
the way of any comamerce which the people
of the U. States may be desirous of: carrying
on upon the lakes in time of peace. §

The undersigned, with the anxious wish to

yec'i'y all mi-understanding, b ve thus more
fally explained the grounds upon which they
Grought forward the propositions contained

| can

{ of Maine, and that of the nor

= "It is perfectly true that the war between

If, in consequence of a different
course of events on the continent of Europe,

| would have availed
- themselves of their situation to obtain on the
gid* of Canuda important cessions of teriitory,

paci'ﬁc, as the American

in their {ormer nolsreapecting the oo nC.aries ¢

of the British possessions in N America.

They do not wish to insist upon them be-
yond what the circumstunces may fairly re-
quire. They are ready, amicably, to discuss

the details of them with the view to the adop- |

tion of any modifications which the Aineri-
lenipotentiaries, or their government,
‘may have to suggest, if they are not incompa-
tible with the objectitself, |
-With respect to the -boundarz of the district

th western fron-

tier of the U. States, the undersigned were
not prepared to anticipate the objecticns con-
tained in the note of the American plenipo-
tiaries, ¢¢ that they were instructed to treat
for the revision of their boundary lines,”

“with the siatement which they have subse-
‘quently made, that they had no authority to

cede any part, however insignificant, of the
territories ofihe U, States, although the pro-

posal left it open to them to demand an equi- | : |
valent for such cession either in frontier or o- | must formally protest. 'The undersiyited re- |
| P eal, that the termson which the proposition

therwise, e P
- The American plenipotentiaries muft be a-
ware tnat the boundary of the diftri¢t of Maine

has never been correétly ascertained ; that the

one afferted at prefont by the American ‘gu-l-_:
vernment, by which the direct communica-
tion between Halifax and Quebec becomes in-

| terrupted, was not in the contemplation of the

Britifh
tréaty o

the territory in queftion is actually anoccupied..

})lmipotentiarics who concluded the

"he underfigned are perfuaded that an ar-

rangement on this point might be eafily made

f entered into with the spirit of conciliation,
without any prejudice te the interefis of the
diftrict m queftion. | e

~ As the necessity of fixing fome boundary
for the north weftern frontier has been mutual-
ly acknowledged a provosal for a difcussion on

that fubject cannot be confidered as a demand

for a cession of territory unlefs the U. States,
are prepared to affert that there is no limit
to their territories in that direction, and that
availing themfelves of the geopraphieal error
upon which that part of the treaty of 178
was founded, they will acknowledge no beun-
ary whatever, then unqueflionably any propo-
fition to fix one, be it what it may, muft be
confidered as demanding a large ceflion of ter-
tory from the U. States.

Is the American government pi'cparcd to af

fert such an unlimitted right, so contrary to the
evident intenticn of the treaty itself ! Or, is
his majefiy’s government to underftand that the
American plenipotentiaries ace Wwilling
knowledge the boundary from the Lake of the
Woods to the Mississippi (the arrangement
made by the conventionin 1803, but not ra-
tified) as that by which their government
ts ready te abide : |

The Britith plenipotentiaries are inftruéted
to accept favorably such a propofition, or to
discufs any other line of boundary which may
be fubmitted for confideration. |

It is with equal astonifhment and regret the
underfigned find that the American pienipo-
teniiaries have not enly declined figning any
provifional article, by which the Indian na-

tions who have taken part with G. Britainin
the present conteft may be included in the

peace, and may have a boundary assigned to
them, but have also thought proper to exprefs
surprize at any propofition on the fubjeét hav-
ing been advanced. | |

'I'he. American plenipotentiaries itate, that
thesr government could not have expedted such
a difcuffion, and appear refolvedy at once to
rejeét any propofition on this head ; represent-
ing it a3 adeiand contrary to the acknowledg-
ed prin iples of public law, tantamount to a
ceflion of one third of the territorial domimiors
of the United States and required to be admit-
ed without discuflion.

The propofition which is thus represented is,
that the Indian nations, which have been dur
ing the war in alli.nce with G. Britain, thould
at its termination be included in the pacifica-
tion ; and with a view to their permanent
tranquility and security, that the Britith go-
vernment 18 willing to take as a bafis of an ur
ticle on the fubject of a boundary for those na-
tions, th ftipulations which the American go-
vernment contraéted in 1795, subject, howev-
er to modifications.

After the 'declaration, publickly made to
those Indian nations by the govermor general
of \ anada, that G. Eritain would ngt defert
them, could the American government, re:lly
perfuade itself that no propofition relating to
those nations would be advanced, and did lord
Caftlereagh’s note of the 4th Nov. 1813,1im-
ply so great a sacrifice of honor, or exclude
from discussion every subjet, excepting what
iwnmediately related to the maritime gueftion
referred to 1n it ?

When ihe undersigned assured the Ameri-
can Plenipotentiaries of the anxious wish of
the British government that the negotiation
might termivaie in a peace honorable to both
parties, it could nol have been imagined that
the A merican plenipoientiaries would thence
conclude, that his maj-sty’s government was
prepared to abandon the Indian pations to
‘heir fate, nor could it have been fores en
that the American government would have

considered it as der.gatory to its honor 10
admit a proposition by which the tranquility
of those nations might be secured.

The British Plenipotentiaries have yet to
iearn, thatit is contrary to the acknowl dged
p inciples of public law to include allies in a
negotiation for peace, or that i is contrary
to the practice of all eivilized nations to pro-
Fose that a provision should be made for their

uture security. |

The treaty of Greenville established the
boundaries between the U. States and the
Indian nations. The Amenican plenipoten-
tiaries must be aware, that the war, which
has since broken out, has abrogated that
treaty.——-Is it contrary to the established

ment to propose, on behalf of its allies, that
this treaty, shall, on the pacification, be con-
sidercd a subject to such mod iications as the
case may render necessary ?  Or 19 it unrea-
s nable ‘0 prop.se,that this stipulation should
be amended, and that on that foundation
some arrangement shoold be made which
would provide for the existence of a neutral
power between G. Britain and the U, States,
calculated to secure to hoth a longer continu-
ance of the blessings of peace?

~So far was thut specific proposition respect-

ing the Indian houndaries from being insist-

ed upon in the note, or in the conferences
“which preceded it, as on
without discussion, that it would have be“n
difficult to use terms of greater latitude, or
which appeared more adapted, not only not
to peeclude but to invite discussion,

L ]

one third of the terrvitory of the U. States,

‘1783, and that the greater part of

1t ia imgossibie to read thet treaty without
remarking how inconsistent present the pre-
tensions oi the American government ure,with
its preambic and provisions, The boundary lioe
between the lands of the U. States, and those
of the Indian nution, is therein expressly de-
fined. The general character of the treaty, is

~that of a treaty with independent nations-—

!
|
:
{
I

to ac- |

and the very siipulation which the Americen

plenipotentiaries refer to; that the Indian na-
tions should sell their lands vnly to the U,
‘Scates, tends to prove that,but for that stipu-

lation, the Indians had a

geoeral right to dis-
pose of them. A R )

- 'The American gdve"mméhtw'has now for
the first time, in effect, declared that all In-
dian nations within its line of demarkation are

its subjects, living there upon sutierance, on |

lands which it also claims the exclusive rigiit
of acquiring, thereby

tinction of those nations.

Against suach a system, the undersigned

as been made for assigning to the Indian

nations some boundary, manifest no unwil-
“lingness to discuss any other proposition ‘di-
rected to the same object, or even a modifi-

cation of that which is offered. G. Briiain is

ready toeunter into the same engagements

with respect to the Indians living within her
line of demari:ation, as that which is propos-

‘ed to the U. States. It can therefore. only |
be from acomplete misapiehension of the
proposition, that it can be represented as be-
mg not reeiproeal  Neither, can it, witliany
iruth, be represented asconiracy to the ac-
knowledged priociples of public law, as de-

rogatory to the honor, or inconsistent with

“the rights of the American government, nor

as a demand required to be admitted without

‘discassion. o | ey 7
~ After this full exposition of the sentiments

of his majesty’s government on the points, a-
bove stated, it will be for the American ple-

nipotentiaries to deiermine, whether they ere

ready now to continue the negotiations—
whether they are disposed to refer to their
government for further instructions ; or,
lastly, whether they will take upon them-

selves the responsibility of breaking off the

negotiation altogether.

'I'he undersigned request the American

plenipotentiaries to accept the assurance of

thelr high consideration.
 Signed, GAMBIER.
HENRY COULBURN,
~ WILLIAM ADAM.

No. IV,
The American to the British Commissioners.
: Glient, Sept. 9th, 1814.
The undersigned have had the honor to
receive the note of his Britannic Majesty’s
Plenipotentiaries, dated the 4thinst.
the tone or substance of the former’ note of
the undersigned, the British Commissioners
have perceived little proof of any disposition
on.on the partof the American government,
ior a discussion of some of the propositions
advanced inthe first note, which the under-
signed had the honor of receiving from them,
they will ascribe it to the natare of the pro-
pusitious themselves, to their apparent incom-
patibility with the assurances in Lord Castle-
reagh’s letier to the American Secretary of
State, proposing this negociation, and with
the solemn as:urynces of the British plenipo-

‘entiaries themselves, to the nndersigned, at
thetr firse conferences with them.

The undersigned, in reference to an obser-

| vallon of the British Plenipotentiaries,

principles of public law for the British govern- !

as one to be admitted °

|
:

If ihe basis proposed could convoy away l

the American government itself must have !

conveyedit away by the Greenville treaty of l

1795.

must be allowed to say, that tie objocts

which the government of the U. Stales had
N View, have net Lecu Willilicly,

The subjects considered as suvitable for
discassion were fairly broagh: forw.rd, in the
conference of the 9th uit. and the terms on
which the U, States were willing to conclude
the peice, were frankly and expressly declar-
ed in the note of the underigned, dated the
24th uitimo.  Li had been confident'y hoped
L.at tlie nature of those teims, o evidently
framed .in a sincere spirit of conciliation,
wou'd have induced Great Britain to adopt
them as the basis of a treaty : and it is with
deeE regret that the undersigned, if they have
rightly under tood the meaning of the last
noie of the British Pleniposentiaries, perceive
that they stillinsist on the exclusive military
possession of the lakes, and ona permanent
boundary and independent territory for thé
Indians residing within the dominions of the
United States.

The first demand is grounded on the sup-
position, that the American government has
m-nifesied, by its proceedings towards Spain,
by the acquisition of Louisiana, by purchases
of Indian lands, and by au avewed intention
of permanently annexing the Canades to the
U. States, a spirit of aggrandizement and

conquest, which justifies the demand of ex- |

traoidina:y sacrifices from them, to provide
for the securiy of the British possessions in
America., "

In the observations which the undersigned
feic it their da'y to make onthe new demands
of the Briiish government, they confined
thei: animadversions to the natare of the de-
mands themsclves ; they did not seek for il
lusirations of the policy of G. Britain in her
conduct, i various quarters of the globe,
towards other nations, for she was not ac-
countable to the U, States. Yet the under-
signed wiil say, that their government has e-
ver been ready to arrange, in the most ami-
cable manner, with Spain, the questions res-
pecting the boundaries of Louisiana and Flo-
rida, and that of indemnities acknowl dged
by Spain due to American citizens. How the
peaceable acquisi ion of Louisiana, or the pur-
chase of iands within the acknowledged terri-
torir s of the U. St.tes, both made by fair and
voluntary treaties for satisfactory equivalents,
can beascribed toa spirit of conguest dan
gerous to .heir neighbors, the undersigned
are altogether at aloss to understand. |

Nor has the conquest of Canada, and its
permanent annexation to the U, States, been
the declaredobject of their government. From
the commencement of the war to the present
time, the American government has been ai-
ways willing to make peace, without obtain-
ing any cession of territory, and on the s l:
condition that the maritime questions might
be satisfactorily arranged. Such was their dis-
position in the month of July, 1812, when
they instructed Mr. Russell to maks the pro-
posal of an armistice ; in the month of Qcto-
‘ber, of the same year, when Mr. Monroe an-
swered Amiral Warren’s proposal to the
same effect ; in April, 1813, when instructions
were given to three of the undersigned,  then
appointed to treat of peace, under the media-
tion of Russia ; and in January, 1814, when
‘the instruciions under which the undersigned
are now acting, were prepared. |

The proposition of the British Plenipoten-
tiaries is, that, in orde: to secure the frontiers
of Canada against attack, the U, Stutesshould
leave their own without defence : and it seems
to be forgotten, that if their sugerior popula-

¢ tian; and the proximi

__en'a;_:ing I,[w 'ﬁ_nal_ ex~

If, in

taken par:icular satisfaction in appealing, af-

"intoa political sy tem.

U. Siates ; thattheir rights upon the Jands

ty of their resoutces give

s

‘them any advantage in that quarter, it is ba-
great difference between the

lanced by the ence.
military establishments of the two nations.

“Nosnddeninvasion of Cunada by the U, States
could be made, without leaving on their At

lantic shores, and on the ocean, exposed ‘to

the great superiority of the British force, a {
‘mass of Auerican property fa: more valuable
than Canada. 1In her relative superior force
to that of the U. S.in every other quarter, G.
- Britain may find a pledge much more effica-

cious for the safety of a single vuloerable

| point, than in stipulations ruinous to the in-
“terests and degrading to the lionor of A meri-
‘ca. The best secarity for the possessions of
‘both countries wiil, however, be found in an

equal and solid peace ; in & mutual respect for
the rights of each other,and in the cultivation
of a friendly vnderstanding between them.

1f there be any source of jealousy in relation
to Canada itsclf, it will be found to exist sole-
ly in the andue intecference of traders and a- |
easily removed by proper

gents, which may be
PESURAINL A~ -t 6 e _ B
~ The only American forts on the lakes
known to have been, at the commencement
of the negnelation, held by British force, are

Michilimackinac ind Niagara. As the U. 8.

were, at the same time, in possession of Am-
herstburg and the adjacent country, it is not

perceived that the mere sccupation of those

two forts could give any claim to his Biitan-
nic mijesty to large cessions of territor: , foun-

ded upon the right of conquest ; and the an-

dersigned may be permitied to add, that even
If the chances of war should yield to the Bri-
tish arms a momentary possession of other

parts of the territories of the U. §. such events
would not alter their views with regard to

the terms of peace to which they would give

their consent.  Without recurring to exam-
ples drawn from the revoluionary govern-

ments of F'rance, or to a more receut and il-

lustrious triumph of fortitude in adversity,

they have been taught by their own history

that the occupation of their principal cities
would produce no despondency, nor induce
their submi-sion

to the dismueinbarment of
their empire, or to the alanconment of any

one of the rights which constitute a part of

their pational independence,
T'he general position, that it wasconsistent
with the principle ot public law, and with the

practice of civilized nations, to include allies

in a treaty of peace, and to provide for their
security, never was cailed in question by the
undersigned. Bul they have denied the right

of G. Britain, according to those principles |
‘and her own | _ |
| manner with Indian tribes residing within

the territories of the Umied States, as ac-

practice, to interfere in any

knowledged by herself, to consider such tribes
a8 her allies, or to tract for them with U,
States. They will not repeat the facts and ar-
guments already breught forward by them
1w support of this position, and which remain
unanswered. 'The obs rvations made by the
British plenipotentiaries on the treaty of
Greenville, and their assertion that the U
States now, for the first time, deny the abso-
lute independence of the Indian tribes, and
claim the exclusive right of purchasing their
lands, require, however, some notice.

If the U. States had now asserted, that the
Indians within their boundaries, who have
acknow!edged the U. States as their only pro-

tectors were Lheir subjects, living only at suf-
ierence on their lands, [ar ITOm belug (he fioe

in making that assertion, they wouid on'y
have followed the example of the prinei les,
uniformly and invariably asserted in sub-
slance,ard frequently avowed inexpiess term.

Ly the British gove;nment itself  Wha was
the meaning of all the colonial churiers gra: t-

ed by the Biitish m narchy, fromh tof Vir-
ginia, by Elizabeth, (o that of Georgia, by
the immediate predecessor of the :.resent

king, if the Indians were the sovereigns and |

proprietors of the ‘ands besowed by those
charters ? What was ‘he mcaning of < hat ar-
ticlein the treaty of Utrecht, by which the
five nations were desciibed, in terms, assub-
j ¢t to the dominion of G. Briwin ? or that of
the treaty with the Cherokees, by which it
was declared that theking of G. Biitain gran-
ted them the privilege to live where th-y
pleased, if those subjects were indcpendent
sovereigns, and if these tenants, al the license
of the British king, were the rightful lords of

the lands where he gi.nted them permission |

to iive? What was ihe meaning of th.t p o-
clamaiion of his present Britanni: m.j s y is-
sued in 1763, deciaring «li purchases of lands
from the Indians null and void, uniess made
oy wreaties held ander the sanction of his ma-

jesty’s government, if the Indians had the

right to sell their lands to whom they pleased?
What was the meaning of boundary lines of
Americzn territories, in all the treaties of G,
Britain with other European powers having
American possessions, particularly in the trea-
ty of 1763, by which she acquired from France

‘the sovercignty and possession of the Cana-

das ; in her treaty of peace with the U, States
in 1783 ; nay, what is the meaning of the
north westcrn boundary lin: now proposed by
the British commissioners themselves, if it 1s
the rightial possession and sovereignty of in-
dependent Indians, of which these boundaries
dispose ? [s it, indeed, necessary to ask, whe-
ther G. Britain ever h s permitied, or would
permit, auny foreign nation, or without her
consent, any of her subjecis, to acquire lands
from the Indians,in the teriitores of the Hud-
son bay company, or in Canada ? In formai-
ly procesiing again t thissy tem, it is nrot a-
gainst a novel pretension of the American go-
vernment, it is aguinst the most solemn acts
of their own sovereigns, sgainst the royai pro-
clamations, charters, and treaties of G. Bri-
tain, for more than two centuries, from the
irst settlement of North Amevica to ihe pre-
sent day, that the British plenipotentiaries
protest. |
From therigor of this system, however, as
prac.ised by G. Britain, and all the other Eu-
ropean powers in. America, the ham .ne and
iiberal policy of the U. States has voluntarily
relaxed. A celebraied writer on the laws of
nations, to whose authori.y British jurist: have.

ter stating, in the most explicit manner, the
legitimacy of colonial settlementsin America,
the exclusion of all rights of uncivilized In-
dian tribes, bas taken occasion to praise the
fir-t settlers of New Engiani, and the founder
of Pcnnsylvania, in haviog purchased fthein
dians the lands they resolved to cultivate
notwithstanding their being fuinished witha
charter from their sovereign, It is this ex
ample, which the United States, since they
bec me, by their Independence, the -ove: eigns
of the tervitory, have adopt-d and orga.ized
nder that system
the Indians residing within the U. States are
so far independent, that they live under their
own customs, and not under the laws of the

where they inbabit, or hant, are secured to
them by boundaries defined in amicable (rea-

- compelled to the alternative nf-

} tied --Eétﬁfeen the U. States ahd themselves -

__nnd.tl!nt whenever those boundaries are vari-
-ed, it is also by amicable and voluntary trea=

| ties, by which they receive from the U. States

ample compensation for,every right they have
to the lands ceded by them,. Tﬁey. are so far

dependent as not to have the right to dispose

any power than the U, States, and to be un-

der their protection alone, and not under that
of any other power. Whether called subjects,
or by whatever name designated, such is the

relatien between them and the U. States.
That relation is neither asserted now for the
first time, vor did it originate with the trea v
of Greenville.

uniformly recognized by the Indians them-

setves, not only by that treaty, but in all the

other previous as well as su bsequent treaties,
betw:en them and the U. States, L 5
The treaty of Gr-enville neither took from

sclling lands within the jurisdiction of the U.
States to foreign governments or subjects, nor
ceded to them the right of exercising exclufive
jurisdiction within the boundary line affigned.
It was merely declaratory of the public law,
in relation to the parties, founded on' princi-
 ples previously and universally recognized. It
left to the U. States the rights of exercifing so-
vereignty and of acquiring soil, and bears no
analogy to the proposition « f G. Britain, which
requires the abandonment of both. )
The Fritith plenipotentiaries state in their
last note, that G. Brit in is ready to enter in-
to the same engagemeént with respeét to the
Indians living within her line of demarkation,
as that which is proposed to the U. States.~

The undersigned wll not dwell on the im»

mense inequality of value between the two terri=
torieswhich, under sucha arrangement, would
be assigned, by each nation refpe@ively to the

Indians, and which alone would make the reci»

procity merely nominal. The condition which
would be thus imposed on G. | ritain not to
acquire lands in Canada from the Indian,
would be' productive of no advantage to the

U. States, and is, therefore, no equivalent for
the sacrifice required of them. They do not

consider that it belongs te the U. States in any
refpe. t to interfere with the concerns of G.
Britain in her American poffessions, or with

~her policy towards the Indians residing there s _

and they cannot consent to any interference,

on the pait of G Britain, with their own cone

cerns, and particalarly with the Indians living
within their territories. It may be the intereft
of G. Britain to limit her settlements in Can-

ada to their present extent, and to leave the
country to the West a: perpetual wilderness, to -

be f rever inhabited by scattred tribes of hun-
ters: butit woul: inflict a vital injury on the
U. States to have a line run through her terrie
tory, beyond which her settlements should for-

ever be precluded from extending, thereby ar-

refting the natural growth of her population
and firength ; placing the Indians subftantials
lv, by virtue of the propofed guarantee, under
the protection of G. Britain ; dooming them
to perpetual barbarifm, and leaving an exten-
stve fronticr forever exposed to their savige in-
cursions, | | e Gl
With refpect to the mere queftion of peace
with the indians, the undersigned have alrez=

dJy explicitly affured the Britifh plenipotentia- .

ries, that so far as it depended on the U. §. it

would immediately and neceflariily follow a

peace wich Q.  ritain, If this be her sole ob=
ject, no provision in the treary to that effect is

neceflary. Provided the Indians will now cone
sent to it, peace Will immediately be made
with them, and they will be reinftated in the
fame situation in which they ftood | efore the
commencement of hoftilitics.  Should a contie
nu nce of the war compei he U, States to ale
‘er their policy towarus the Indians, who may
ftill taike the part of G. Britain, they alone
muft be refponsible for the consequences of her:
own act in having induced them to withdraw
them elves from the prote@ion of the U States.
The employment of s.vages, whose known
ruleof warfare is the indifcriminate torture

~and butchery of women, children and prisons-

ers, 18 itself a departure from the principles of
humanity observed between all civilized and
Christian nations, even in war, .

- The U. States have c:nstantly protefted,
and ftill proteft againft it as an unjuftifiable ag-
gravation of the calamiii s and horrors of war
—Of the peculiar atrocities of indian warfare,
the allies of G. Britain in whose behalf she
now demands sacrifices of the U, States, have
‘during the pre-ent war, shewn many deplora-
ble examples. Amo g them, the massacre in.

- cold blood, of wounded prisoners, and the re-

fusal of the rights of burial to the dead, un-
der the eyes of Britifh officers, who could only
plead their inabi'ity to control these favage
auxiliaries, have been repeated, and are noto-
rious to the world.  The U. States might at
all times have employed the same kind of force
againft G. Britain, to a greater éxtent than it
was In her power to employ i againft them 3
but from their relu@®ance to resort to means so
abhorrent to the natural feelings of humanity,
they ‘abftained from the use of them until
employing
themfelves Indians, who otherwise would have
been drawn into the ranks of their enemies.—
The undersigned, suggefting to the Britith
plenipotentiaries the prop-iety of an article
by which G Britain and the U. States should
-reciprocally flipulate never hereafter, if they
should be again at war, to employ {avages in
it, believe that it would be infinitely more hon-
orable to the humanity and Christian temper
of both parties, more advantageous to the In«
dians themselves, and better adapted to secure
th ir permanent peace, tranquillity, and pro-
gressive civilization, than the boundary pro-
posed by the British slenipotentiaries.
With regard to the cession of a part of the
Diftrict of Maine, as to which the British
plenipotentiaries are unable to reconcile the
objections made by the undersigned with their
‘previous declaration, they have the henor to -
observe, that at the conference of the 8th ult,
the British plenipotentiaries ftated as one of the

~subjedts suitable for discussion, a revision of

the boundary line between the British and A-
merican territories, with a view to prevent un
certainty and dispute : and that it was en the:
point thus flated, that the undersigned declar-

ed that they were provided with infiructiens

from their government ; a declaration which.
did not imply that they were inflructed to
make any cession of territory in any quare
ter, orto agree to'a revision of the line, or to
any exchange of territory, where uo uncertajn.
ty or dispute exifted. | |
The nodersigned perceive no uncertainty or
matter of doubt in the treaty of 1783, with
respect to that part of the boundary of the
District of Muine which would be” affected
by the proposal of Great Britain on that sub.
jJect. They never have understood that the
British plenipotentiaties who signed that
treaty, had comtemplated a bouncary @:fer-.

Y

of their lands to any private persons, nor to

‘These 'princiﬁ-lea have beenm

thc Indians the I'ight, “hith thEY had nﬁt, GE £

il



