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[Continued from 1st pEeY - -
There could be no hesitation. on
our part, in informing the "British
cammissioners, that we were not in-
strufled on the subjedls of Indian pa-
cifigation or boundary, and of fishe-
ries. Nor did it seem probabie, al
though ncither of these points had
been stated with sufficient precision
in that first verbal conference, that
they could be admittedin any shape.
We did not wish, howewver, to pre-
judge the result, or by any huasty
procecdings abruptly v break off

the negotiation, It was et M-
prssible that, on the su‘:j-:%. the
indians, the British government had
received erroncous impressions from
the Indian tradersin Canada, which
cur representations might remove
And it appeared, at all events, im-
portant, to ascertain distinliy the
precise intentions of Great Britain
on beth points. We therefore, tho't
it advisecable to invite the British
Commissioners to a general conver:
sation on all the potnts ; stating to
them, at the same ting, our want
of instrutions on two of them, 1nd
helding cut no expectation of the
probability of our agreeing to any
article respecling them.
At our meeting on the ensuing day
ve informed the British Commissi
enzrs, that upon the first and third
-points proposed by tinem W Were pro-
vided withinstrudtions, and we pre-
sented as further subjcéls consider-
cd by our gov.rnment as suizable tor
dizzussion.
15t. A definition of tlochade; and
55 far as might be mutually agreed
of other ncutral and  belligerent
rights.
2d. Clalins of indemnity in cer-
22in cases of capture and seizure.
We then stated that the two sub-
jedls, 1stof Indian pacification, and
poundiry, and 21 of fisheries; were

norembraced by ot 1Eians.
1We observed, thit 1\%}\3: points
113d 1ot been heretofore the grounds
ot any coatroversy betweoen the go-
vernment of G. Brizain ond that of
the U. States, and had not been allu.
ded to by lord Castlereagh, in his
ictter proposing the negociation, it
could not be expelied that they
shouid have bLeen anticipated and
inade the subjedt of instrn&ions by
our governm:n:; that 1t was natu-
+2l to be supposed, thatour instruc.
tions were confined 1o those subjects
upon which Jdiferznces between the
Lwo couniries were known to exist;
and that the proposition to define,
ia a ireaty between the U, States
an ' Great Britain, the boundary of
the Indan possessions within our
terr tories was new ged without ex-
No such pnﬁion had been
lin the troatggof peace in
cr in any cther treaty De-
ntrics.
uch provision hid, to our
il GG Leern-inserted in a-
treaty made by G. Britainor any
her iuropean power in relation to
1ic same description of penple, ex-
joring under like circumstances.—
IVe wouid say howsever, thatit would
«« te Jdoubted, that peace with the
lians would certainly follow a
1ce with Great Britain; that we
d information that Commissioners
.+d already been appointed to treat
Lith them—that a treaty tothat ef-
.t might,"perhaps, have been al-
r:ady concluded ; and that the U-
nited States having no interest, nor
any motive, to contiue a separate
war azainst the Indians; there could
1ever be 2 moment when our go-
vernment would not be disposed to
nake peace with them.
* Ve then expressed our wish to
receive from the British Commissi-
oners a statement of the views and
.objefls of G. Britain upon all points,
and our willingness to discuss them
all, in order that,’even if no ar-
ranzement should be agreed on, up-
on the points not included inourin-
struflions, the government of the
U. States, might be possessed of the
entire and precise intentions of that
of Great Britain, respeQting these
points, and Yyt the British gevern.
ment mighxmlly informed of the
cbjeflions, onthe part of tiie Uni-
ted States, to any such arrange-
ment. :
In answer to our remark that these
points had not been 2lluded to by
I.ord Castlereagh, in his letter pro-
posing the neguciation, it wss said
that it conld not be expefizd, that
“in a letter merely intended to nvite
a negociation, he shauld enumerate
the topics of disc ussion, oOr state
the pretensions of his government ;
since -these woulll depead upon ul-
terior even:s, and might arise out
of 3 subscquent state of things.

In reply 1o our observation, that
vhe proposed _stipulation of an In-
dian boundary was without example

.:/i“.;hg.pr‘aaice of European naticns,
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must in some sort be considerzd.as

an independent ‘people, eince trea-
tics were made with them, both by
G. Britain and by ths U. States;
upon which we pointed out the ob-
vidus and- impyrtant dificrence be-
tween the tryaties we might make
with Indiars, living in our territory,
and such a tezaty as wus proposed to
be made, respecling them, with a fo-
rergn pow.r, who had solcmaly ac-
knowleCoed the territory on which
they resided to be part of the U.
States. )

We wers then asked by the Bri-
tish Commissioners whether, incase
they shonld enter further upon :K:
discussion of the several points
which had been stated, we could ex.
pect that it would terminate by some
provisional arrangement on the
points which we kad no instrullions
partieclarly on that respecting the
ladians, wnich arranzement would

be subject to the ratification gr
g()\'t'r"nl:“t-
Vs answered that before the Sub?

jedts weredistingtly und:rstood, and
the objzCls in view more precisely
disclosed, we could not decide whe-
ther it would Le passible to form a-
ny satisfaéory articleon the subjedl.
nor pl=dgs curselves as to the exer-
cisc of a discretion unlder our pow-
ers, even with respecl to a pr Svisi-
onal agreement. AWe added, thatas
we should deep'y depiore a rup-
ryre cf the nggociation on any poin’,
it was our anxious desire o employ
all possible means to avert an event
s0 scrions in its cnns:qu:nces—nnd
that we had no: been without hiopzs
that a discussion might corre(t the
effec cf any erroneous informition
which the British government @ s
have received on the subject, which
they had proposzd us a prelminary

basis.

Ve took this opportunity to re
mark. thas no nation observed a po-
licy more liberal and humane to-
wards the Indians than that pursued
by the United States; that our ob-
ject had been, by all pruQicable
means, to introduce civilization a-
mongst them ; that their possessions
were secured to them by well defi-
ned boundaries, that their persons,
lands and other property were now
more eff.Qually proteéted against
violence or frauds from any quarter
than they had been under any for
mer government—thageven out ci-
tizens were not allo& to purchase
their lands; that when they gave
up their title to any rortion of thveir

suntry totne United States, itwus
by voluntary treaty with our govern-
mernt, who gave them a satistaCtory
equivalent; and that throuzh these
means the U. States had succeeded
in rr:s:—rving. since the traaty ot
Greenviile ot 1795, an unintergdot-
ed peace of 16 years, with uil (Ge
Indiantribes ; aperiod of tranguility
much longer than thev were known
to have enjoved heretofare.

It was then expressly stated on
our part, that the proposition res-
pecting Indians was net distinct-
'y underd®od,  We asked whether
the pacification and the settlement
of a boundary for them, were both
made a sine gqua ron ? \Which was
answered in the atirmative. The
question was then asked the British
Commissioners, whether the prepo-
sed I.dian boundary was intended
to preclude the U. States from the
right of purchasing by treaty from
the Indians, without the &onsent of
Great Britain, lands lying beyond
that boundary ? And as a restridli-
on upon the Indians from selling by
amicable treaties lands to the U.
S. as had been hitherto pratis=d?

"l o this question, it was first an-
swered by one of the Commission-
ers, that the Indians would not be
restrited from selling their lands,
but the U. States would be restriét-
ed Irom purchasing them—and on
refle@ion another of the Commissi-
onors stated, thatitwasintended that
the Indian territories should be a
barrier between the British domin-
ions and those of the U. States,that
both Great Britain and the United
States should be restricted from pur-
chasing their lands—but that the In-
dians might scll them to a third par-
v

The propnsition respelling Indian
boundary thus explained, and con-
nefled with the right of sovereign-
ry ascribed to the Indians over the
country, amounted to nothing less
than a demand of the absolufe ccs-
sion of the rights both of sovckeign-
ty and of soil. We cannot abstain
from vemarking to you, that the
subje® of Indian boundary was in-
distin@ly stated when first proposed,
and that the explamaticns were at
first ohscute, and always given with
relu@tance. And it was declared
from the frat moment, to be a sine.

qua nen, tendering any discussion
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onprofitable until it was admitzad as
a basis. :Knowing that we had no
power to cede “to the in 1ns any
-part of our terr.oty, W= thought’

it unnecessary to ask, what p:ob:-

vl the principle was? Wiu R
wheres the hine of demarkation®of t
[udian country was propased to be
established. y

The British Commissioners, after
having repeated that their instruéti-
ons on the subjedt of the Indians
were peremptory, stated that unless
we could give some assurance, that
our powers would aliow us to make
at least a provisionalarrungement on
the subject, any further di&g:@i
would be fuitless, and that” Bhe
must consult their own governmenl
on this state of things. Thuy pro-
posed accordingly a suspension of
the conferences, until they should
have received an answer,. it being
understood that each party might
call a meeting whenever they hada-
ny proposition to submit. ‘T'hey
despatch=d a special messenger the
same evening, and we are now wait-
ing for the result.

Before the proposed adjou nt
took place, it was agreed, tnat there
should be a protocol of the conferen-
ces, that a statementshould for that
purpose be drawn up by each party,
and that we should meet the next
diy to compare the statements, We
accordingly met again on Wednes.
day the 10:h instant, and ultimately
agreed upon what should constitute
tne protocal of the confercnces. A
copy of this instrument, we have
the honor to transmit with this des-
patch, and we also enclose a copy of
tne statement orizinally drawn up
on our pare, for the purposs of mak-
ing known to you the passages to
waich the Dritish Cum:nis;sbeers
olLjedtad.

‘Their otj2&tion to some of the
_passages was, that they appeared to
be arzumentative, and that the ob-
j=€t of the protocol was to contain
a mere statement of (alls. They,
however, objedted to the insertion
of the answer which they had given
to our question rzspedling the effe@
of the proposed Indian boundary—
but they agreed to an aiteration of
their original proposition on that
subjedt, which renders it much more
explicit than as stated, either in the
first conference orin their proposed
draught of the protocol. ‘They al-
so objzéled to the insertion of the
fa@, that they had proposed to ad-
journ the conferences, until they
could cbtain further instructions
from their government. The return
of their messenger may, perhaps,
disclose the motive of thuir uc-
tance in that respccl. lﬁ

We have the honor to be, very
respeQliully, sir, your humble and
obedicnt servants,

Jony Quincy ADaus,
J. A.Bavarp,

13l (ot

Josxa. RusseL,

PROTOCOL OF CONFERENCE.
Aug. 8th, 1814.
‘The British and American Com-
missioners having met, their full pow-
ers were respeCtively produced,
which were found satisfallory, und
copies there of were exchang:d.
‘The British commissioners stated
the following subjedls as those upon
which it appeared to them that the
discussions between themselves and
the American commissioners would
be likely to turn.

1. The forcible seizure of. mari-
ners from on bdjrd merchant ships
on the high seasTAnd in connettion
with it the r.ght of the king of G.
Britain to the allegiance of all his
native suojedls.

2. That the peace be extended to
the Indian allics of G. Britain, and
that the boundary of their territory
be dzfinitively marked out, as a per-
manent barricr between the Domin-
ions of Great Britain and the Uni-
ted States.  Anarrangementoa this
subjct to be a sine qua non of a
treaty of peace.

3. A revision of the boundary line
Letween the British and American
territories with a view to prevent
future;uncertainty and dispute,

The British Commissioners re-
quested information whether the A-
merican Commissioners were in-
structed to enter into negociations
on the above points? But belore they
desired any answer, they felt a right
to communicate the intentions of
their government as to the N. Ame-
rican fisheries, viz. That the Bri-
tish government digd not intend to
grant to the United States, gratuit-
ously, the privileges formerly grant-
ed them, of fishing whitin the li-
mits of the British sovereignty and
of using the atores of the British
territories for purposes connelted
with the fisheries.

bly would not have beqa apswered |
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the 9.1 of Aug. the - commission-rs

points preposed by the British com-
missioners. they were provided with
instru@ions from their government,
and that the second and 4th of these
points were not provided for in their.
insteudlions, Thatinrelation toan
Indian pacification, they knew that
the government of the U. S. had ap-
pointed commissioners to treat ot
peace with the Indians, and that it
was not improbable that peace had
.been made with them.

‘I'he American commissioners pre-
sented as further subjes considered
by the government of the U. Si as
suitable for discussion.

1. A definition of blockade, and
as far as may be agreed, of other
neutral and belligerent rights.

2. Certain claims of indemnity to
individuals for captures and seizurcs
preceding and subsequent to the
war.

3. They further stated that there
were various otrer points to which
their instrudtions extended, which
might with propriety be objecls of
disrussion, either in the negotiation
of the peace. or in that ot a treaty
of commerce, which in the case of
a propitious terminaticn of the pre-
sent conferences they were likewise
authorised to conclude. That for
the purpose of facilitating the first
and most essential object of peace,
they bad discarded every subjt
which was not considzred as peculi-
arly connedled with that, and pre-
sentcd only those points which ap-
pearsd to be immediately relevantto
this negotiation,

The American commissioners ex.
pressed their wish to receive from
the British commissioners a state-
ment of the views and objefls of G.
Britain, upon all the points, and
their willingness to discuss themall.

They, the American commission-
Pers were asked, whether, if thoseof
G. Britain should enter {urther up.
on this discussion, particularly re-
spedling the lndian boundary, the
American commissioners could ex-
pect that it would terminate by some
provisional arrangement, which they
could conclude, subject to the rati-
fication of their government.

They answered, that as any ar-
rangement to which they couid a-
gree upon the subje@ must be with-
out spucific authority from their go-
vernment, it was not possible tor
them, previous to discussion, to de-
cide whether any article on tne sub.
jec could be formed which would be
mutually satisfallory, and to which
th.y should think themselves, under
their discretionary, powers justified
in acceding.

The mesting was adjourned.

T'rue copy.
Curistoraer HUGHES, jun,
Secretary of legation,

Draught of original protocol made
by the Am:rican ministers, of the
two first couferences held with
the British commissioners,

At a mecting between the com-
missioners of his Britannic Majesty
and those of the U. Statea of Ame-
rica, for negotiating and concluding
a peace, held at Ghent, 8th of Aug.
1814, the following points werepre-
sented by the commissioners on the
part of Great-Britain as subjects
for discassion.

1. The forcible seizure of mariners
on board of merchant vesse!s, and
the claim of allegiance of his Bri-
tannic Majesty upon all the na-
tive born subjefls of Great-Bri-
tain.

2. The Indian allies of Great- Bri-
tain to be included in the pacifi-
cation, and a boundary to be set-
tled between the dominions of the
Irdians and those of the United
States. Both parts of this point
are considered by the British go-
vernment as a sine qua non to the
conclusion of a treaty.

3. The revision of a boundary line
between the territories of the U.
Siates and those of G. Britain,
adjoining them in North.-Ameri-
ca.

4. The fisheries—Respe@ing which
the British government will rot
allow the people of the U. States
the privilege of landing and dry-
ing hsh within the territorial ju-
risdiction of G. Britain without
an equivalent, i

The American commissioners
were requested to say, whether
their instruQions from their govern.
ment authorised them to treat.upon
these several points ; and to state
on their part such other points as
they might be further instrufled to
propose for discussion. .

met again that day. The American ‘this meeting stated, tha
commissionere at this meeting stat- “first and” third points, proposed. by’
‘ed, that upon the first and thivd § the . il
were provided | with ieitruQiony |
fcom their government ;- and thae
on the second and fourth of ‘thoss
points, there not having existed
heretofure any differences betiween
the two governments, they bad nop
been anticipated by the governmeng
of the d
fore not provided forin their ir_x;:rm;~
tions. ‘That in relation toan Indi.-
an pacification, they kney that the

X o i ’ \':‘,.: . .-Jf Sy = et adhar
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= The meeting being adjovrned to| the céminissioncrs met-again, -
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The ‘Amgrican comm;iuion i
‘upon. ch.'.-_‘._"

British commissioners,;  they
= Tay 5!

tates, and were 'he‘r’é‘.?

government of the U. States ‘had:
appointed commissioners to treat of -
peace with the Indians ; and thati:
was not improbable that peace hai *
been made with them. e
The Amerizan commissioners pre.”
cen =4 as furcher points (Iﬂbjca|)’
co sidered by the government of the
U. States as suitable for discussion,
;. A definition of blockade, and a3
far as may bte agreed, of other

neutral and belligerent rights. .
2, Certain claims of indemnity to

individuals tor capfures and seiz:

ures, preceding and subsequent
to the war, Zq

They further stated, that there

were various other points to which

their instru@ions extended, which
might with propriety be objeéts of
discussion, either in the negotias

tion of the peace or in that of a

treaty of commerte, which in

case of a propitious termination
of the preseut conferences they
were likewise authorised to cog-
clude. That for the purpose of
facilitating the first and most es-
sential obje&t of peace, they had
discarded every sub jeét which was
rot considered as pzculiarly con-
nefted with that, and presented
only those points, which appeared
to be immediately relevant to this

negotiatron, Sl Com il B .

I'he American commissicners ex-
pressed their wish to receive from
the Br tish commissioners a state-
ment of the views and objeéls of G.
Britain upon all the points, and their
willingness to discuss them all, 0
order that if no arrangement could
be agreed to upen the points notin
their instruétions, which wouldceme
within the scope of the powers
committed to their disgretion, the
government of the U, States might
be put in poss-ssion of the entire
and precise intentions of that of G.
Britain with regard to such pointss
and that the British government
might be fully informed of the ob-
jeQlions on the part of the U. S. to
any such arrangement.

They, the American commission-

r3, were asked whether, if those of
G. Britain should enter further up-
on the discussion, particu'arly re-
spe&ing the Iadian boundary, the
American commissioners could ex.
pec it would terminate by som: pro.
visional arrangement which they
could caonclude, subj=& to the ratii-
cation of their government?

Thney answered, that as any ar-
rangement to which they could 2-
gree upon the subjz@, must be with
specific authority from their govern-
ment, it was not possible for them
previous to discussions, to decide
whether an article on the subje®t
could be formed which would be
mutually satisfaélery, and to which
they should think themselves, under
the discretionary powers, justified
in acceding.

I'he British commissioners declin-
ed enteringupon the disgussion, un-
less the American commissicners
would say, that they considered it
within their discretion to make 3
provisional arrangement on the ‘sub-
j=&, conformable to the view of it
prescribed by the British govern-
ment, and proposed to adjourn the
conferences for the purpose of con-
sulting their own government on
this state of things. b

The British ‘commissioners were
asked, whether it was understood
as an effet of the purposed bounda-
ry for the Indians, that the U.'S.
would be prectuded from the right
of purchasing territory from the
1adians within that boundary by
amicable treaty with the Indians
themselves, without the consent of
G. Britain ? And whether it Was
tnderstood to operate as a restrcll-
on“upon ‘the Indians from settling
by such” amicable treaties lands to
the U. S. as has been hitherto prac-
tised ? L i

They answered, that it was nnderstood, that
the Indian territcries should be 2 barticr bee
tween the British possessions and those of the
U. S that the U. S. ard 6. Biitain sbould
both be restricted from such - purchases of
Jands ; but that the Indians would not beres

strictad from selling to any third partre 5
‘The meeting wfs -djo{:'rncd ta Wednesdsy ;
1cth August. W =
T'rue copyy: * C; HUGHES. Ir.
Sesrerary fo the misston ex:raoniidarys
-[:ﬁcmninder in our next.]
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The meeting was adjour\ikd}{n
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