‘ : # 7 e 2 - - = . ;
Bttt ai L R
\ & i L
(Il
,;"'i-' A
¥ol. 20. Vg FRIDAY, OCTOBER 21, 1814, g
: =l====ﬂ=l‘ e - — — P . === ..__.___._-,_ —

RALEIGH, (N.C) .-
PRINTED, WEEKLY, AR ALEX. LUCAS.
To-rme of wibecription : Three doliars pér yoar, one Tl

{0 I paid in advance.  No papgr to be continu=d lon-
geraban three months sfier ayear's subscription be-
comes due, and notice thereof shall have beca given.
Advertivemente, not cxcecding 14 lines, ape insefted thrice
for one dollar, and for twenty-five cents, each puhse-
uent insertion; and in like Fropo:tion where there

is u greater number of lines than fourteen.

—éangress' of the United States,

——

T WASHINGTON, OOTOBRE 11,
HIGHALY IMPORTANT.
The following message was yesterday sent

te both Houses o .-

eongress, by the President of
the United States. ’1’5; gentiments it exeited

in both Touses were parely natiosnl, and al-

mosl unanimous, o

To the Senate and House of )
Representatives of the United States.

1 lay befere Congress esommunications just re-
ceived from the Pleénipotentiaries of the United
Btates, eharged with negotiating peace with
(reat Britain 3 shewing the conditions on whioh
alone that government is willing to put an’ &id
te the war, : e
_ 'The instructions to those plenipotentiaries,

diselosing the grounds, on’ whieh they were au-
thorised to megociade and donelude a treaty of
peace, wilkbe the sabjeot of another eommuni-

gation. .
JAMES MADISON,
Washington, October 10, 1814,

' | proper to

derstand that they were not anxious that it

| hould be disenssed; and that they ouly intend-

ed to give us notiee that these privileges had

|orased to exist, and would not be agnin granted

without an equivalent, nor unless we thaugl:t
rovide expressly 'in the treaty of
peace for their renewal.

‘The British Commissioners having stated,
that these were all the subjects which they in-
tended to bring ferward or to suggest, requested
to be informed, whether we were instructed to
enter jnto negociation on these scveral points,
aud whether there was any amengst these

tant difference between the treaties we might
wake with Indians, liviog iw our territory, and
such a freaty as was proposed to be made res.
reetiug'them, with a foreign power who had so-
emnly atknowledged the terfitory on which
they resided to be part of the United States,
Wewere then asked by the British Commis-
sioners whether, in case they should enter fug-
ther upon the discudsion of the several points
which had been stated, we could expeet that it
would terminate by some provisional arrange-
'ment on the points on whie_E we hadno iustrue-
tions, particularly on that respecting the Iadi-

ithese points ha

which we thought it unnecessary to bring into|ans, which arrangement would be subject to the]

% 3
Ve
-
"""' & x‘t ﬂm. ".;-
B to you the passage:
‘ hnm objeeted.

_ R0 the pussageés was
that they appeured t6 be urgumentaiive, and
that the abject of the protoes) was te conidin
mere § at of facts. They,.- y §b-
f:d‘ed 't_h!a msertion of the answer which t '

Egn_ ® QUr question respecting the effest
of the proposed lodgan- 3 but they a-

greed to.an altération of their o inal proposi-

dgn on that subject, which renders it mych
* %ber in tlp'::it’om-n

licit than as stated
erence or in their pro d t of the pro,

ratificalion of our government ?

the negociation 7 and they desired us to state
We auswered that, before the lui:jeetl were|

on our part, such other subjects as we might
intend to propose for diseussion in the course
of the negociation. The meeting wus then ad-
journed to the next day, in order to afferd us
the oppertanity of consultation among ourselves
before we gave an answer.
Iu the course of the eveni
we received your letters of n'i

factory article om the subjects nor pledge our-
selves agto the exercise of a discretion ander
our powers, even with respeet to a previsional
agreement. We added, that as we should'deep-
of June. : - = ly depldre a rupture of the negociation o any
~There eould be no hesitation, on our part,'point, it'wes eur anxions desire to employ .all
ininforming the British Commissioners, that possible means to avert an event se serious in
we were not instructed on the subjects of Indi- its consequences; and that we had not been
an pacification or boundary, und of fisheries. 'without hopes that a diseussion might correet
Nor did it scem Erobuhle, although neither of ‘the effeet of any erroneons iuformation which
been stated with sofficient the British gevernment might havé received

preeision in that first verbal conference, that on the subject, which they hud preposed nF\Q
they could be admitted in any shape. We did preliminary basis. )
not wish, however, to prejudge the resulty orhy =~ We took this opportunity to remark, that no
any hasty proceediug abruptly to break off the nation observed a poliey more liberal and hu-
uegociation. It was not impossible that,on the mane towards the Indians than that pursued by

of the same day,
¢ 26th and 27th

DOCUMENTS. -
Copy of aletter from Messrs. Adams, Bayard,
Clay, and Russell, to Mr. Munroe, Secretary
of State, dated |
Ghent, 12.h August, 1814, |
'sin—=We have the honor to inform you that
the British Commissioners, Lord Gambier,
Henry Coulbura, Esquire, and William Adaws,’
Eiquire, arrived in this city en Saturday even-
ing, the sixth iastant. 'The day after their ar-
rival, Mr. Baker, their Seeretary, ealled upon
us to give us_notice of the faet, and to propuse
a meeting, at & ecrtain hour, on the ensuing
day. The place having been agreed upon, we,
accordingly met, at one o’clock, on Monday,
the eighth inst,
We enclose, herewith, a copy of the full,
owers exhibited by the British Commissioners
at that eonference 3§ whizh was opened on their
art by an expression of the sincere and earnest
aesire of their government, that the negneiation
might result in 4 solid peace, honorulde to hoth
parties. They, at the same time deelared, that
no events which had oceurred since the first
proposal for this negociation, had altered the
paeific disposition of their government, or va-|

was williug to conclude the peuce. -

We answered,'that we heard these ﬂenlm-g.!

subject of the Indians, the British goverument the U. States, that our objeet had been, by all
had received erroneous impressions from the practicable means, to introduce eivilization a-
Indian traders in Canada, which our represen- mongst them ; that their possessions were se-
tatious might remove : Aud it apr;-arml, at all cared to them by well defined boundaries ; that
events, important, to ascertain Jdistinetly the their persons, lands and other property were
precise intentions of Geeg! Britwin on both . now more effectually protected against violence

points. We, therefore, thought it advisuble to ror frauds frowany quartery than they had been tee

invite the British Commissioners to a general junder any former government ; that cven our
conversation on all the points ; stating to them citizens were not allowed te purchase theéir
at the same time, onr want of instructions onilands ; that when they gave up their title (o a-
two of them, and halding out no expectation of ny portion of their country to the U. States, it
the probability of our agreeing te any arliele was by voluntary trealy with our government,
respeeting (heni. who gave them a satisfactory equivalent ; and

Atour mecting on the ensning day we inform-' that through these means the U. States had
ed the British commissioncrs, thatupon the first succeeded n preserving, since the treaty of
and third points proposed by them we were pro- Greenville of 1795, an uninterrupted peace of

'vided with instruetions, aud we presented as. 16 years, with all the Indian tribes ; a period of

further subjeets eonsidered by our government tranquility much longer than they were known

distinetly understood, and the objeets in view|
more precisely disclosed, we counld not deeide!
whether it would be possible to form any utisn{ of their messeuger maygperhaps, diselose the

as suitable for discussion :

ist. A definition of blockade ; and as Tar
a8 might be mutually agreed of other neutral
and belligerent rights.

2d. Claims of indemmty in certain eascs of
capture and seizure.

Ve then stated that the two subjects, 1st of | Whieh was auswered in the affirmative. The,

ried ite views as_to the te;ms wpon which it Indian pacification, and boundary, and 2d of question was then asked the British Com
fisheries, were not embraced by our instructions. |sieners, whether the proposed ludian bou

We nbserved, that as these points had not

|to have enjoyed heretofure.
| It wasthen expressly stated onour part, that
i the propositien respecting the Indians, was not
|l|iuli|.li'll} understood. We asked whether the
| pacification, and the settlement of a beundar
\for them were buth made a sine qua non

.
nda
\ry was intended to preclude the U, States from

tions with great satisfaction, and that our gov- been herotofure the grounds of amy controversy the right of purchasing by treaty from theln-

evnment had aceeded te the proposal of nego-'
¢iation, with the most sincere desire to put an

between th

' elfovermncnt of @reat Britain and
that of the

nited States, and had not been gl-

end to the differences which divided the two luded to by lord Castlercagh, in bis letter pro-

countries, and to lay ‘II'P
fmundt the foundation of u
ug

should unite them by lasting bonds of amity.

on just and liberal |posing the negociation, it could not be expeeted
peace which, secur- [that they should have been anticipated and!therto practised ?
the rights and interests of both nations,|made the subject ofinstruetions by our govern-| "L'o this question i

ment : that it was natural to be supposed. that

* "Phe British Commissioners theu stated the our instruetions were cenfined to those subjeets

following subjeets, as those upon which it ap-|

ared to them that the discussions would be
rieholy to turn, and on which they were instrue-

d. : o ‘
ki. The foreible seizare of mariners on hoard |
of merehant vessels, and in connection with it,
the elaim of his Britanme Majesty to the alle-
gisnce of allthe native subjects of Ureat Bri-
tain, '

We

uaderstood them fo intimate, that the
British ernment did net propose this point
as_oné wfiv

of diseussing.: but that, as it had oecupied so
prominest a place in the disputes between the
two countries, it peeessarily attraeted notice
and was considered as a subject which would
come under discussion.

2. The Indian allies of Great Britain to be
ineluded in the pacification, and a definite
boundary to be uttﬂd-l‘gr their territory.
~ The British Commissioners stated, that an
airangement ypbn this point was a sine
non ; that they were not authorized to ¢onclude
a treaty of peace which did not embrace the
Indians, as allies of His Britannie Majesty ;
and that the establishment of a definite boun-
dary of the Indian territory was necessary to
secure a permauent peace, not only with the In-
disns, but also between the United States and
Great Biitain, :
. 8. A revision of the boundary line befween
the United States and the adjacent British co-

upon which differences between the two coun-
tries were known to exist 3 and that the propo-
sitien to define, in a treaty between the Uniled
States and Great Britain, the houndary of the
Indian possessions within our territofies, was
new and without example.
had been inserted in the treaty of peace in 1783,
nor in any other treaty between the two coun-
tries. Nosuch provision had, to our knowledge,
ever been inserted in any treaty made by Greal
Britam or-any other Eurepean power in rcla-

under. like circumstances. We wouid say,
however, that it would not be doubted, that
peace with the Tudians would eertainly foliow
a peace with Great Britain : that we had in-
formation that Commissioners had already been
appuidted to treat with them ; that a treaty to
that effeet might, perhaps, have been already
concluded ; and that the United States havigg
no interest, nor any motive, to eontinne & sepa-

be a moment when our government would not be

disposed to make pence with them,
We then expressed our wish to receive from

in order that, even if no arrangement should be

instructions, the government of the United
States might be possessed of the entire and

lonies.

With respect to this point, they exF
disclaimed any iutention, on the part o
government, to ae
and represented the proposed revision. as in-
tended merely for the purposg of preventing uun-
eertainty aad dispute.

After having stated these three points, as
subjests of discussion, the British Commission-
ers added, that before thiey desired any answer
from us, they felt it ineumbeut upon them to
declare, that the British government did not
deny the right of the Americans to the fisheries
generally, or in the open seas ; but that the pri-
vileges, formerly granted by treaty to the Uni-
ted States, of fishing within the limits of the
British jurisdiction, and of Janding and drying
fish on the shores of the British territories,
would not be renewed without an equivalent. -

The extent of what was eonsidered by them!

e waters peculiarly British, was not stated.

their

ressly !

uire an increase of territory, |
31 (such arrangement.

precise intentions of that of Great Britain, res-
peeting these points, and that the British gov-
ernment might be' i‘ullz

tions, on the part of 1t

In answer to our remark that these points
had net been alluded to by Lord Castlereagh
in his letter proposing the negociation, it was
said, that it eould not be expected, thai, ina
letter merely intended to iuvite a negoeiation,
he should enumerate the topies of dixeussiony
or state the pretentions of his government ;
since these would depend upon ulterior events
and might arise out of a subsequent stafe of
things.
. lnﬁzeply to our obseryation, -that the propes-
ed stipulation of am Indian boundary was with-
out example in the praetice of European nations
it was asserted, that the Indians must io some
sort be comsidered as an indcpendent people,
since Lreaties were made with them, both by

e United States, to any

rom the manner in which they brought this

subject into view, they seemed-to wish us to un-
=" 3

< pbla =Y

Great ‘Britain and by the United States ; upon

No sueh provision |

rate war against the Indians, there could never

informed of the objee-

! diuns, without the consent of G. Britain, lands
| lying beyond that boundary ? Andas a restrie-
'tion upon the Indians from selling by amicable
‘treulics lands to the U. States as hud been hi-

t was first answered by one
of the Commissioners, that the lndians would
not be restricted from selling their lands, bat
‘hat the U. States would be restrieted from
purchasing them ; and on reflection another of
the Commissioners staled, that it was intended
that the ludian territories should be a barrier
between the British dominions and those of the
United States ; that both G. Britain anrd the
[ United States should be restrieted from pur-
'chasing their lands ; but that the Indians might
scll them to a third party.

The proposition respecting Indian-boundary
thus eypiained, and eonnccted with the right of

ch they were particularly desirons [tion to the same description of people, existing |sovereignty aseribed to the Indiaus over the

‘counmiry, amounted to nothing less than a de-
mand of the absolute cession of the rights both
.of sovereiguty and of soil. 'We cannnl abstain
from remarking to you, that the subjeet (of In-
dian boundary) was indistinetly stated when
first preposed, and that the expianations were
at first obscure and always given with relue-
tance. And it was deelared Frum the first mo-
‘ment, to bt a sine qua non, rendering any dis-
cussiap unprofitable until it was admitted as a
‘basis. Kuowing that we had no power to cede
{te the Indians any part of our territory, we
'thought it unuecessary to ask, what probably
]

‘peated that their instructions an the subjeet of
‘the Indians were peremptory, stated that unless
we could give some assurance, that our powers

jarrangement on the subjeet, any further discus-
sion would be fruitless and that they must con-

things. They proposed aceordingly a suspen-
sionif the eonfg'tulz:csu until lhe)sil}ould l?a.vc'
received an answer, it being understood that
each party might call ameeting whenever they
had any proposition (o submit. Tlhey despateh-
ed a special messenger the same evehing, and
we are nuw waning for the result.-

Before the proposed adjonrnment took place,
it was agreed, that (here siiotuld be a protocol of
the conferences; that a statement sbould for
that purpose be drawn up by eaeh party, and
hat we should meet (he next day to eomparé
the statements. We acrordingly met again on
Wednesday the 10th instant, and ultimately a-
greed 'upon what should constitute the protocol
of the conferences. A copy of'this instruntent,
we have the honor to travsmit with this des-

which we peinted out the obvieus and impor-

pateh 5 and we also euclose a eopy of thestate-

™ ’ M‘(
i o
~ .

" .granted

~not im

would allow us to make at Jeast a pmvisionnii

sult their own government on this state nfi. f Great Britain, alk the points, amd theis

tocol. They also ahjeeted to itsertion, o

the fact, that they had preposed to udjonr:n‘;!::
eonfer.emn, until they eould obtain further in-
struetions from their goverament. ‘I'he return

motive of their relustanes in that respeet,
. We have the houor to be, very respeetfully,
siry your humble and obedient servants. .
JOHN QUINCY ADAMS,
. A
¢~ .. JOWA. RUSSBLL,
Protocol of Conflrences.

AVETIT By, 1844,

having met, their fall powers were respectively
produced, which were found eatisfactory, and
copies thereof were exéhanged.

The British Commijssioners, stated (he fol-
'Jowing subjects as those upon which it appear.
‘ed to them that the discussions Between thefhe
selves and the American Commissiontrs, would
belikely to turn. £l :

1: The forcible seizare of mariners from om
board merchant ships on the high seas, and in
conneetion with it the right of (
Britain te the allegiance of all his native subd

2. That the peace be extended to the In diag
allies of Great Britain, and that the boundury
of their territory be definitively marked out, a¢
a permanent barrier between the deminiens of
Great Britain and the United Stafes. An ars
rangement on this subject to be & sine qua sop
of a treaty of peace,

3. A revision of the bevndary Mne betweest
the British and Ameriean territories, with thé
view to prevest future uncertainty and dispute:

The ﬁrimh Commissioners re d iwford
mation whether :E::-A-eriem omntissiouers
' were instructed to enter into negoeintion on the
 above points # But before, they desiredgny ans
| swer, they felt it right to onmmunielmzhu [

‘merican fisheries, viz. That the British gov-
| Btates, gratuitously, the
treaty to them,
imits of the British sovercignty aud of usi
thesheres of the Britiah territeries for pu
'conneeted with the fisheries. -

* Bupnst s e
The meeting being adjourned to the oth of
;:ugult, the Commissioners met again om that
jday. SRS

| The American Commissioners at thiz meet.
ing stated, that upon thefirst and third points
‘propesed by the British Commissiontrs, they
were provided with instructions frent their gov=
ernment, and that the second and fourth of
these points were not provided for in their in-
structions. - That in relation to an Indian paci-
fication, they kuew that the government of the
United States had appointed Commissioners to
treat of peace’ with the Indians, and that it was
probable that peace had been made with

Ithem,

The American Commissioners presented as
further subjeers cousidered by the government
of the United States as sui ab{e for discussion,

1. A definition of bleckade, and as far as
may be agreed, of other neutral and belliger.
ent rights. o

2. Certain claims of indemmity to individuals
for captures and seigures preceding and subse-
quent to the war,

3. They further stated there were various
other points to which their instruetions extend.
ed, which might “illrgeupriely be ebjeets of
discussion, eifhier in the megociation of the
peace, or in that of a treaty of comwerce;
which in tlie case of & propitious termination

the British Commissioners a stutement of the ' would not bave been answered till the prineiple, of the present conferences they were hikewisd
views and objeets of Great Britain upon all the was admiited, where the line of demarkation of | authorised fo conclude. That for the p
points, and our willingness to discuss them all, " the Indian country was proposed to be estalilish- | of facilitating the first and most essenti
] etl ? : >

agreed on, upon the points not included in our] The British Commissioners, after having re-|ject which was not considered as peculiarly

ob;
ject of peace, they had discardéd every sul:;Ir

conmected with that, and presented only thoso
points which appeared to be immediately reles
vant to this negociation. :

The American ComunisSioners expressed

'their wish to receive froin the British Commis.

sioners a statement' of the views and objects

willingness to discuss thept all.

They, thé Amepicgn Comimissioners were
asked, whether, if those of Great Britain
should enter further upon this discussion, piy-
ticularly respecting the Indian boundary, the
American Commissioners could ‘expect that
it would terminate by some provisional ar,
rangement, which they could conclude, aub-
ject to the ratification of their government? -

They answered, that as amy arrangement
to which théy could agree upon the subjecs
must be without specific authority from their
'government, it was not possible for them, pre-
vious to d*'iml‘cu.ssion, to e Jlldﬂiﬂ my s
ticle on the subject could e formed whi
would be mutually natiéfactorﬁm‘:m_

The British and Ameriean Commissioners

‘eroment did not intend to grant to the Wnited _

king of Great .

3| tentions of their government as to the North Ar

e

.4

-~

.‘?“-P

vivileges formerly 7 'i
e{ﬁhﬁwi&hll&f o A
ng




