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The lollowing is the anLswer lmade by the British Plenlipotentiarics--
(Extraet. fromit Protocol ofCoitfrence, 1oth Dec., 1811, Glient. p. 46.)

"1Ilis Britaninic miajesty agreezs to enter int) negotiatiion with the United States of Amîer-ica respecting the terims, Candl.
t. ni, a nd regufai n uder wh it inhabiats of tlie -iiid itiel Stites shall have tii liberty of taking lisi n certinà
parts of the coast taf Ne wondlad and otiler lis Britaitii iaje.,tv's dtominions in North Aierica- and of d(iryiig and etring
iish ini nIlie aunsettid btiys, liarlbors, aid ie eeks, of Nova Seotia, .\lagditenI Islainds, and Laiaaior, as stipulated iin the latter part
of the 3d article of the treaty tif 1783, iii cinsideration tof a fair eîijivalot, to le agrole uptî lbetweul his inajasty and tlie
said Unitei States,aîd grauted by tiie said Uniite-States tor such liberty atoresai·d,"

The Ainerican.Pl nipotenttiaries.replied as follows:-
(Extract from Aimerican Note after Conference. of 12th Dec., 1814, p. 10.)
"ui -.hle impiose of iieetiig wliat they believed tilie the wilies of tue Briti4lh governmenît, they proposedu1 the insertionl

of anu article whiici slotiuhl recugiuize the rilittof. Great Britain to the nvigation. of thait river, aundî tiat of the United States
to a Iberty iii certain 1isheries, whicli Ite Britisi governineut consideuretd as alrogatedi by hie wiar. T.> suc iii article, whicili
thcy viewed as ierely de rator, ilie uiidersigiiei liait lit objectio, aîîd lhave offered to accele., Thy di not, liwevr, want
auy inew article on eithier of tholîse subjects;. tlhey. have otlered .a lbe silent. with regard to btiu.'

'The British note of the n of* Dbe. contaiied- rfhc foforin'.îg' dcelrationt
(E tract froim Britih Note of 22n(d Dec., p. 50.)
[So far as regards the substitut ion proposel iby the iiiler.signîed, for the last cliai<e of the SOh article, as it was offeredi

solely itli the heiope of attining tih hjle ut'et:of the.amnnendin dt tiered· by the .Americt penipotent-is t the eoiference o
the tst instait, in t liliculty wil iie m ie i wittlrawing it. T'lie u eigned, referrinîîg tI the declitration maditle by thei at
thé coiiterente uf the )tli of Augiust, tliat the privilees of tishing within the liimiit. of the ritisi scivereignty, and of iisiing
the British territories for purpose. coninectedt Vith lIe fisheries. were wlat (ireat Biitain did iiot inteditt tu grantt witioiut
eiqiuivalent. are not tdesirous ut iitrodu cinilg aniy article uioi the subject.j"

And the Aimericanîs this 'replied
(Extraef frii the AmnerieLi No' ,-. 2.t·h De ... 1814, p. .5 4, 55.)
At the firt cîiference on thi Sth ttf .\gus, the BIitisi lplilenipotentiarie' hiadi iotifled to l.s. ithat the Br1'iti..l gtiveriment

did not iiteud, hieniceforthi. to ahi iw to the îpeople tifl tiei Uiited State, wvitho)ut an eqiivaieit,.thte li·lerty ti fisi., dry and. cure
fi,i. within the exeti-ive Britisi jiirisdIiction, stiputiiLtei iii theliir favor, by tie latter part of the third tarticl of tle treaty If
peace of 1783. Ait. in tieir note. ut t le t0th of Augat, the-lhitish li pi >tutriel. ia. demnidilot a. new stipulation tu
secnre ti Biitisi .,ubjeets thîe rigit of inavig Lting the Mi isiîppi a de nil d wliiclt, iiless warranted by another article uof that
samne trenity of t1783. we coui not perceive tlhat Grear Britaii iiai taiy c:tLdrahIii pretence for making: Otr iistructions litr
fîDbidtte us t.>-suffer our riglit toIte tishieries toii.) lie roiighttin d ic.in, li.ad tnot iitlorizeid us to iace ai distitie-
tion iii the several provisions of the third article of the tre;aty of 17S4.. or beteven- thitt article, and any ittior·ot the samve:
treaty. We liaid n ieiiiient, to offi t r a iew recgn itio.t iur riglit to any part of' the fisherie, and w lhiadni power t>
gratt any etuivaleii whicih niigit te askedî tor it iy hie BritisiI governmîîent. We cîntended that th» whîole treaty of 1783.
iiust be considerel-as oue entire and periniienr ccipact fnot hiable, like ordwar!/ treatics, tu hle abrogated by a shuseîîueint war
between the-partie.- toit:; as in instrimient recognising. tue rights and liberties enjoveil liy the people· cf thle tUnite·l Sttates·aI
an> inîdelpendent nation, and coniîtaining thle termits and cnditi0îltton wiiclttle two parts of one emeIture. liait 'uaiîtiîilly agreeed
tienceforti o consititute t w clistinct and eparate nations. Ii conenîtiiig, by that treat.y. taI a tpart of th Nurthli Attecrican
coutinent situid remnain subject to the Briti jisic n, tie peoiple of the tiited States hait reserved.to tiirselves teii
liberty, whi chtley huadi ever lbefore enjoyed, of lisiiiig ipcii tat part o(f the coasts. aid of diying iiid cu;:iig tisht upon tho
stutures;- and thie reservation liad been agreed to by the otier cîntracting party. We saw no.)t wliy thiis liiberty', thîen no new
graut, but a lieierecgiitt.i ti.m-f aprioar right, ahrvafs· oujiinjoyed, shold be forteited yli a war, any ioriuthliai niiy ui'other of the
rights-of ouîr tuationial- iiidepenfidence. or wliy ev sholdii ieed.ai ew stipiulation for its enijiyiuenut tmlore' than w·necieL. L, new
article to deCelare tatI the king of Gre it Britain treated with iia as freo,, soveruign and independent statoe. We stiated. this
principle. iii genral terims., ti hie ritish 'eniptentiares, iii the not fwhiial w sent to then Nith our project of the treaty;
andt we illeged it as tie grîoitilutndu:mi whîichl no new stipuilatitin wa' deened by olir governnient necassaryî to setie i to the
people of t hi United Stat es ail ie riglhts and liberiies. .stipunlatel in their favor, iy the·treaty of 1783. No'reply to thit- part
oif our n.>te was given iv thie British pleipî tentiaies ; but, in r'eturiting cuir project tif a.treatv, they aidded a elautise tu( tIle
of the articles. stipulating a riglit.for Britisli sibjct bit taviato tie \ississippi.. ithoit iverting to tlhe groiuii of prior.
and iimuiemaoriali usuiage, it the plCriceiple wrejinsts th:t the tLeaty tuf 17S3. froa its peculiarhelîaracter, remaieti iin force in all
ils parts, ntu.witistandinil.g the waîr., ionew stipuîlati iwa ne:cssary tii secutre to the subjectcs of Great Iritain tii riglit to
avi*ting the Mississipi. ls far as tîhat righiît tLwas secureî'd by th lictreaty tif 1-78:1 as, I tue oter and, 110 stiltilattioi wias

necessary to secutre to thit peole-cif Ile Uniteil States the-libe'rt.yv titoisli..aidh to dr and cuîre K4u. withii tt) exclusiveinvisic-
tio ut fGreat Britnin. If thiey asked the navigationi-of the Mississipii as a'new ciinim..thiey coutiliot. expeat we hu'ld.grat
it without an> equitivalen't: if they asked it lbecaise it hit hteeni gr tted in 1783, tlivy tuîîst r cognise the clai of the lpeople of
the United Stateg to the lilbertyto lsh and to Y ( al ure fish. i uiesti. To pice botli poinis lieyoid ail iluture contrzu-
versy, a-muajoiity of is determnined trofer to admit l ni article Ctnfinnting loti rights ;· or, we offered ai ti saine time to le
silent in·. itue tieaty upiion othi, aînd·tg) leave ot aitLItogehther the article defiling the lonn huutiiidary fromitt tue Lake of thte Wools west-
varil.. Tliey finally agreetd ta thiis i.st iptropsail. luit, unt iil ithey bad proIpciosed ar. article stipliatitig for a fiutireiegotiation·
for an euuivilenut to lie uivenby Great Britain Ifor hie ti:Lvigati- if t .\li sisippi, and by the Uniitd States fori te liberty as
i the fisieries wiii the Britihi jisdicit. Thisi atile was iinece-ssIrV, wit irespect t its p fessed object. silice botlu
governiiments hlat it iii their pover, withoîut it, to negctiate uîpon ihese siijects if they pule'asel. We rejectetl it. althoiuth ils
adoption wotuldi have :-ecured the boundiîuary tif thte Ptlh degree of latitude west: of the Laho of Ith t Woot, Iecatuse it wotil
have been a forma- ahandoument, on.our plr, of our claini to the liberty as to the fishieries, recognised biy the treaîty of 1783.

Mr. Gallatin wrote to ti Secretarv G' at.te on the 25th of Dec.,. the (dav followin g the signature oft the
Treaiteas follotws:-

(Extract froii Letter' of Mrr. Gallatin to Secrataiv of' State,.25t Dec. 1814. p. 58.)
IOn the subhje,-t of tlhe fislieries. witiin the jurisudictioni uf G'reat Britain. wea have certainiy lotte ail that could bi e dîtoe.

If, accirdiii to the c.istruction of the tre.tty of 1783, whii we asne the riglht was not iLirogated 1by the war, it renains
entire..since we itost explicitly'fisel to retoince it, eitluer directly or indirectly. In t'iat case it is only an insettledt subjectiiet
of ilifferences betweeu the tw. cotintries. I the riglht iuist lue consilered as abr. igated iv the war, we ' m it 'r.tain it, with-
out an egiivaieit.. We dIl none to-give bu t-tlie recoguit i.>ii fil ieir riglht to naîvigate the. Mi.îsîsisipi, unît ve ofllrd it.. On'
this last suppoîition. this riglt is aiso lost t.> thuem ;uni ii a generail point of view, we have certaiyit lust notliintg."

Mr. Russell, vho gave rise·to· ali this correspnmiee, w'rote frum Paris on the 11ilth of Feh. 1815, ii the
fbllowi'îng term to the eeretary of State

(Extract 'froi Letter of' Mr. R'tsell to the Secretar· of' State. 111h Feb., 1815, p. 6c.
I could not believe tlhat, the inidepetideince tuf the Uinitedi States wa- lerivtd frim the treaty of 1783: thiat the rocognitian

of that independence- iy Great Britain.i gave tuo ttis trety ainy pecuili:tr ebaîracteu' or tluat sud> ciuRxacter, sjupushing it existed.
voulit necessarily renier this treaty saluttely inseparable in its irovision,. and nake it une untire ndut indivisible whole,
equally iiimperiszhable in ahi its parts, iy any chance wiihi miglit occur inthe-relatious IetweetI the contraLctig partiies.

The independence of the United. i Statet rests upouun·tliose t'tuidanîitîl principles et firth and actel on iy the Aimerican
C'ongress., in the declaratiit iof .July, 1 77G, and not on any Britishî grant iun the treaty of 1783. ani ils era is datedi acecoiiugliy.

-The treaty of 1783 vas iterely a treaty of peace, an' tliercfore·suluject to the saune riules of construuction as other coli-
pacts of tIii knlature. The recognitio:i of thte independence tf the United States coildtin nt wel have given it a peciuliar charie--
ter. and exc·.îpteid it fro nticoperati In of these ruiles. Sich a re,.o..nition, expresseul or implied, is alway indispensatble on the
.prt of every nation with whomu we fortu a treaty wh:itsuever."

(Idem,, . 69.)
"It is frot thtis view of the .ubitject tliat I have been ci-trained to believe that thîere was nothing in the trenty of 1783

vlicli cold îlot esseutially distiiguiiri it tr-ur uordinary treaties. or rescie it on accotnt· of anIy iPeetliatrity of character
from- te jura belli, or from tie operation of those evenuts on which e continuance or termination of such treaties de-
piends."


