Excerpt from History of the Expedition of Captains Lewis and
Clark

In November 1804, Meriwether Lewis, William Clark, and the Corps of Discovery arrived at the
Hidatsa-Mandan villages near present day Bismarck, North Dakota. There they met and hired
Toussaint Charbonneau, a French-Canadian fur trader and Sacagawea ("Canoe Launcher"),
one of his two Shoshone "wives." Lewis and Clark believed Sacagawea could be important in
trading for horses when the Corps reached the Bitterroot mountains and the Shoshones. While
Sacagawea did not speak English, she spoke Shoshone and Hidatsa. Charbonneau spoke
Hidatsa and French. It was hoped that when the expedition met the Shoshones, Sacagawea
would talk with them, then translate to Hidatsa for Charbonneau, who would translate into
French. The Corps' Francois Labiche spoke French and English, and would make the final
translation so that Lewis and Clark could understand. SOURCE: Meriwether Lewis and
William Clark, History of the Expedition of Captains Lewis and Clark, 2 Vols. (Chicago: A. C.
McClurg & Co., 1924), 1: 406-411.

SATURDAY, August 17. Captain Lewis rose very early and despatched Drewyer and the
Indian down the river in quest of the boats. Shields was sent out at the same time to hunt, while
M'Neal prepared a breakfast out of the remainder of the meat. Drewyer had been gone about
two hours, and the Indians were all anxiously waiting for some news, when an Indian who had
straggled a short distance down the river returned with a report that he had seen the white men,
who were only a short distance below, and were coming on. The Indians were all transported
with joy, and the chief in the warmth of his satisfaction renewed his embrace to Captain Lewis,
who was quite as much delighted as the Indians themselves. The report proved most agreeably
true. On setting out at seven o'clock, Captain Clark, with Charbonneau and his wife, walked on
shore; but they had not gone more than a mile before Captain Clark saw Sacagawea, who was
with her husband one hundred yards ahead, begin to dance and show every mark of the most
extravagant joy, turning round him and pointing to several Indians, whom he now saw
advancing on horseback, sucking her fingers at the same time to indicate that they were of her
native tribe. As they advanced Captain Clark discovered among them Drewyer dressed like an
Indian, from whom he learnt the situation of the party. While the boats were performing the
circuit he went towards the forks with the Indians, who, as they went along, sang aloud with the
greatest appearance of delight. We soon drew near to the camp, and just as we approached it a
woman made her way through the crowd towards Sacagawea, and recognising each other, they
embraced with the most tender affection. The meeting of these two young women had in it
something peculiarly touching, not only in the ardent manner in which their feelings were
expressed, but from the real interest of their situation. They had been companions in childhood;
in the war with the Minnetarees they had both been taken prisoners in the same battle, they had
shared and softened the rigours of their captivity, till one of them had escaped from the
Minnetarees, with scarce a hope of ever seeing her friend relieved from the hands of her
enemies. While Sacagawea was renewing among the women the friendships of former days,
Captain Clark went on, and was received by Captain Lewis and the chief, who, after the first
embraces and salutations were over, conducted him to a sort of circular tent or shade of willows.
Here he was seated on a white robe, and the chief immediately tied in his hair six small shells
resembling pearls, an ornament highly valued by these people, who procured them in the course



of trade from the seacoast. The moccasins of the whole party were then taken off, and after
much ceremony the smoking began. After this the conference was to be opened, and glad of an
opportunity of being able to converse more intelligibly, Sacagawea was sent for; she came into
the tent, sat down, and was beginning to interpret, when in the person of Cameahwait she
recognised her brother; she instantly jJumped up and ran and embraced him, throwing over him
her blanket and weeping profusely; the chief was himself moved, though not in the same
degree. After some conversation between them she resumed her seat, and attempted to interpret
for us, but her new situation seemed to overpower her, and she was frequently interrupted by
her tears. After the council was finished, the unfortunate woman learnt that all her family were
dead except two brothers, one of whom was absent, and a son of her eldest sister, a small boy,
who was immediately adopted by her. The canoes arriving soon after, we formed a camp in a
meadow on the left side, a little below the forks, took out our baggage, and by means of our
sails and willow poles formed a canopy for our Indian visitors. About four o'clock the chiefs
and warriors were collected, and after the customary ceremony of taking off the moccasins and
smoking a pipe, we explained to them in a long harangue the purposes of our visit, making
themselves one conspicuous object of the good wishes of our government, on whose strength as
well as its friendly disposition we expatiated. We told them of their dependence on the will of
our government for all future supplies of whatever was necessary either for their comfort or
defence; that as we were sent to discover the best route by which merchandise could be
conveyed to them, and no trade would be begun before our return, it was mutually advantageous
that we should proceed with as little delay as possible; that we were under the necessity of
requesting them to furnish us with horses to transport our baggage across the mountains, and a
guide to show us the route, but that they should be amply remunerated for their horses, as well
as for every other service they should render us. In the meantime our first wish was, that they
should immediately collect as many horses as were necessary to transport our baggage to their
village, where, at our leisure, we would trade with them for as many horses as they could spare.

The speech made a favourable impression; the chief in reply thanked us for our expressions of
friendship towards himself and his nation, and declared their willingness to render us every
service. He lamented that it would be so long before they should be supplied with firearms, but
that till then they could subsist as they had heretofore done. He concluded by saying that there
were not horses here sufficient to transport our goods, but that he would return to the village
tomorrow, and bring all his own horses, and encourage his people to come over with theirs. The
conference being ended to our satisfaction, we now inquired of Cameahwait what chiefs were
among the party, and he pointed out two of them. We then distributed our presents: to
Cameahwait we gave a medal of the small size, with the likeness of President Jefferson, and on
the reverse a figure of hands clasped with a pipe and tomahawk; to this was added a uniform
coat, a shirt, a pair of scarlet leggings, a carrot of tobacco, and some small articles. Each of the
other chiefs received a small medal struck during the presidency of General Washington, a shirt,
handkerchief, leggings, a knife, and some tobacco. Medals of the same sort were also presented
to two young warriors, who though not chiefs were promising youths and very much respected
in the tribe. These honorary gifts were followed by presents of paint, moccasins, awls, knives,
beads, and looking-glasses. We also gave them all a plentiful meal of Indian corn, of which the
hull is taken off by being boiled in lye; and as this was the first they had ever tasted, they were
very much pleased with it. They had indeed abundant sources of surprise in all they saw: the
appearance of the men, their arms, their clothing, the canoes, the strange looks of the negro, and



the sagacity of our dog, all in turn shared their admiration, which was raised to astonishment by
a shot from the airgun; this operation was instantly considered as a great medicine, by which
they as well as the other Indians mean something emanating directly from the Great Spirit, or
produced by his invisible and incomprehensible agency. The display of all these riches had been
intermixed with inquiries into the geographical situation of their country, for we had learnt by
experience that to keep the savages in good temper their attention should not be wearied with
too much business, but that the serious affairs should be enlivened by a mixture of what is new
and entertaining. Our hunters brought in very seasonably four deer and an antelope, the last of
which we gave to the Indians, who in a very short time devoured it. After the council was over,
we consulted as to our future operations. The game does not promise to last here for a number
of days, and this circumstance combined with many others to induce our going on as soon as
possible. Our Indian information as to the state of the Columbia is of a very alarming kind, and
our first object is of course to ascertain the practicability of descending it, of which the Indians
discourage our expectations. It was therefore agreed that Captain Clark should set off in the
morning with eleven men, furnished, besides their arms, with tools for making canoes; that he
should take Charbonneau and his wife to the camp of the Shoshonees, where he was to leave
them, in order to hasten the collection of horses; that he was then to lead his men down to the
Columbia, and if he found it navigable, and the timber in sufficient quantity, begin to build
canoes. As soon as he had decided as to the propriety of proceeding down the Columbia or
across the mountains, he was to send back one of the men with information of it to Captain
Lewis, who by that time would have brought up the whole party and the rest of the baggage as
far as the Shoshonee village.

Preparations were accordingly made this evening for such an arrangement. The sun is
excessively hot in the day time, but the nights very cold, and rendered still more unpleasant
from the want of any fuel except willow brush. The appearances, too, of game for many days'
subsistence are not very favourable.

Henry Clay, Speech in Favor of War with Britain

As a newly elected speaker of the house, and congressman from Kentucky, Henry Clay was a
staunch advocate of war against the British in 1811. Clay was also an Indian hater and strongly
in favor of American expansionism. Widely renowned as a powerful orator, an important
political skill in his day, Clay lent his full voice to the “War Hawks” who favored war, pushing
a reluctant Madison into the War of 1812. The following speech illustrates Clay’s talent for
speaking, as well as the fervor with which he plead his case.

SOURCE: Henry Clay, The Life and Speeches of Henry Clay (New York: Greeley & M’Elrath,
1843).

...What are we to gain by war, has been emphatically asked? In reply, he would ask, what are
we not to lose by peace?—commerce, character, a nation’s best treasure, honor! If pecuniary
considerations alone are to govern, there is sufficient motive for the war. Our revenue is



reduced, by the operation of the belligerent edicts, to about six million of dollars, according to
the Secretary of the Treasury’s report. The year preceding the embargo, it was sixteen. Take
away the Orders in Council, it will again mount up to sixteen millions. By continuing, therefore,
in peace, if the mongrel state in which we are deserve that denomination, we lose annually, in
revenue only, ten millions of dollars. Gentlemen will say, repeal the law of nonimportation. He
contended that, if the United States were capable of that perfidy, the revenue would not be
restored to its former state, the Orders in Council continuing. Without an export trade, which
those orders prevent, inevitable ruin would ensue, if we imported as freely as we did prior to the
embargo. A nation that carries on an import trade without an export trade to support it, must, in
the end, be as certainly bankrupt, as the individual would be, who incurred an annual
expenditure, without an income.

He had no disposition to swell, or dwell upon the catalogue of injuries from England. He
could not, however, overlook the impressment of our seamen; an aggression upon which
he never reflected without feelings of indignation, which would not allow him
appropriate language to describe its enormity. Not content with seizing upon all our
property, which falls within her rapacious grasp, the personal rights of our
countrymen—rights which forever ought to be sacred, are trampled upon and violated.
The Orders in Council were pretended to have been reluctantly adopted as a measure of
retaliation. The French decrees, their alleged basis, are revoked. England resorts to the
expedient of denying the fact of the revocation, and Sir William Scott, in the celebrated
case of the Fox and others, suspends judgment that proof may be adduced of it. And, at
the moment when the British Ministry through that judge, is thus affecting to controvert
that fact, and to place the release of our property upon its establishment, instructions are
prepared for Mr. Foster to meet at Washington the very revocation which they were
contesting. And how does he meet it? By fulfilling the engagement solemnly made to
rescind the orders? No, sir, but by demanding that we a shall secure the introduction into
the Continent of British manufactures. England is said to be fighting for the world, and
shall we, it is asked, attempt to weaken her exertions? If, indeed, the aim of the French
Emperor be universal dominion (and he was willing to allow it to the argument,) what a
noble cause it presented to British valor. But, how is her philanthropic purpose to be
achieved? By scrupulous observance of the rights of others, by respecting that code of
public law, which she professes to vindicate, and by abstaining from self
aggrandizement. Then would she command the sympathies of the world. What are we
required to do by those who would engage our feelings and wishes in her behalf? To
bear the actual cuffs of her arrogance, that we may escape a chimerical French
subjugation! We are invited, conjured to drink the potion of British poison actually
presented to our lips, that we may avoid the imperial dose prepared by perturbed
imaginations. We are called upon to submit to debasement, dishonor, and disgrace to
bow the neck to royal insolence, as a course of preparation for manly resistance to Gallic
invasion! What nation, what individual was ever taught, in the schools of ignominious
submission, the patriotic lessons of freedom and independence? Let those who contend
for this humiliating doctrine, read its refutation in the history of the very man against
whose insatiable thirst of dominion we are warned. The experience of desolated Spain,
for the last fifteen years, is worth volumes. Did she find her repose and safety in
subserviency to the will of that man? Had she boldly stood forth and repelled the first



attempt to dictate to her Councils, her Monarch would not now be a miserable captive at
Marseilles. Let us come home to our own history. It was not by submission that our
fathers achieved our independence. The patriotic wisdom that placed you, Mr.
Chairman, said Mr. C., under that canopy, penetrated the designs of a corrupt Ministry,
and nobly fronted encroachment on its first appearance. It saw beyond the petty taxes,
with which it commenced, a long train of oppressive measures terminating in the total
annihilation of liberty; and, contemptible as they were, did not hesitate to resist them.
Take the experience of the last four or five years, and which, he was sorry to say,
exhibited in appearance, at least, a different kind of spirit. He did not wish to view the
past further than to guide us for the future. We were but yesterday contending for the
indirect trade—the right to export to Europe the coffee and sugar of the West Indies. To-
day we are asserting our claim to the direct trade—the right to export our cotton,
tobacco, and other domestic produce to market. Yield this point, and tomorrow
intercourse between New Orleans and New York—»between the planters on James river
and Richmond, will be interdicted. For, sir, the career of encroachment is never arrested
by submission. It will advance while there remains a single privilege on which it can
operate. Gentlemen say that this Government is unfit for any war, but a war of invasion.
What, is it not equivalent to invasion, if the mouths of our harbors and outlets are
blocked up, and we are denied egress from our own waters? Or, when the burglar is at
our door, shall we bravely sally forth and repel his felonious entrance, or meanly skulk
within the cells of the castle?

He contended that the real cause of British aggression was not to distress an enemy but
to destroy a rival. A comparative view of our commerce with England and the continent
would satisfy any one of the truth of this remark. Prior to the embargo, the balance of
trade between this country and England was between eleven and fifteen millions of
dollars in favor of England. Our consumption of her manufactures was annually
increasing, and had risen to nearly $50,000,000. We exported to her what she most
wanted, provisions and raw materials for her manufactures, and received in return what
she was most desirous to sell. Our exports to France, Holland, Spain, and Italy, taking an
average of the years 1802, 3, and 4, amounted to about $12,000,000 of domestic, and
about $18,000,000 of foreign produce. Our imports from the same countries amounted
to about $25,000,000. The foreign produce exported consisted chiefly of luxuries from
the West Indies. It is apparent that this trade, the balance of which was in favor, not of
France, but of the United States, was not of very vital consequence to the enemy of
England. Would she, therefore, for the sole purpose of depriving her adversary of this
commerce, relinquish her valuable trade with this country, exhibiting the essential
balance in her favor—nay, more; hazard the peace of the country? No, sir, you must
look for an explanation of her conduct in the jealousies of a rival. She sickens at your
prosperity, and beholds in your growth—your sails spread on every ocean, and your
numerous seamen—the foundations of a Power which, at no very distant day, is to make
her tremble for naval superiority. He had omitted before to notice the loss of our
seamen, if we continued in our present situation. What would become of the one
hundred thousand (for he understood there was about that number) in the American
service? Would they not leave us and seek employment abroad, perhaps in the very
country that injures us?



1. Henry Clay uses an economic argument as the basis for declaring war on
Britain. Do you think it is a valid reason for starting a war? What other
arguments does Clay give for entering a war with Britain?

2. What do you think about Clay’s oratorical style? Is it inflammatory?

Marbury v. Madison (1803)

The Marbury versus Madison case revolved around William Marbury, who had been appointed
a justice of the peace by President John Adams two days before Adams ended his term. The new
President, Thomas Jefferson, denied Marbury the position by directing Secretary of State James
Madison not to deliver the commission. Marbury filed a lawsuit, asking the Supreme Court to
issue a writ of mandamus, forcing Madison to deliver the commission. Chief Justice John
Marshall ruled that the court was not authorized to issue writs of mandamus, and, more
importantly, in the following excerpt from the decision, made it clear that the Supreme Court
did, however, have the power to declare legislation unconstitutional, thereby maintaining the
balance of power in government. This is one of the landmark decisions of the Supreme Court,
giving them more authority than they had previously held.

SOURCE: William Cranch, Reports of Cases Argued and Adjudged in the Supreme Court of the
United States (Washington. D.C.: John Conrad & Co., 1804).

...The authority, therefore, given to the Supreme Court, by the act establishing the judicial
courts of the United States, to issue writs of mandamus to public officers, appears not to be
warranted by the constitution; and it becomes necessary to enquire whether a jurisdiction, so
conferred, can be exercised.

The question, whether an act, repugnant to the constitution, can become the law of the
land, is a question deeply interesting to the United States; but, happily, not of an
intricacy proportioned to its interest. It seems only necessary to recognize certain
principles, supposed to have been long and well established, to decide it.

That the people have an original right to establish, for their future government, such
principles as, in their opinion, shall most conduce to their own happiness, is the basis on
which the whole American fabric has been erected. The exercise of this original right is
a very great exertion; nor can it, nor ought it, to be frequently repeated. The principles,
therefore, so established, are deemed fundamental. And as the authority from which they
proceed is supreme, and can seldom act, they are designed to be permanent.

This original and supreme will organizes the government, and assigns to different
departments their respective powers. It may either stop here, or establish certain limits
not to be transcended by those departments.

The government of the United States is of the latter description. The powers of the
legislature are defined and limited; and that those limits may not be mistaken, or



forgotten, the constitution is written. To what purpose are powers limited, and to what
purpose is that limitation committed to writing, if these limits may, at any time, be
passed by those intended to be restrained? The distinction between a government with
limited and unlimited powers is abolished, if those limits do not confine the persons on
whom they are imposed, and if acts prohibited and acts allowed, are of equal obligation.
It is a proposition too plain to be contested, that the constitution controls any legislative
act repugnant to it; or, that the legislature may alter the constitution by an ordinary act.
Between these alternatives there is no middle ground. The constitution is either a
superior, paramount law, unchangeable by ordinary means, or it is on a level with
ordinary legislative acts, and, like other acts, is alterable when the legislature shall
please to alter it.

If the former part of the alternative be true, then a legislative act contrary to the
constitution is not law: if the latter part be true, then written constitutions are absurd
attempts, on the part of the people, to limit a power in its own nature illimitable.
Certainly all those who have framed written constitutions contemplate them as forming
the fundamental and paramount law of the nation, and consequently, the theory of every
such government must be, that an act of the legislature, repugnant to the constitution, is
void.

This theory is essentially attached to a written constitution, and is, consequently, to be
considered, by this court, as one of the fundamental principles of our society. It is not
therefore to be lost sight of in the further consideration of this subject.

If an act of the legislature, repugnant to the constitution, is void, does it, notwithstanding
its invalidity, bind the courts, and oblige them to give it effect? Or, in other words,
though it be not law, does it constitute a rule as operative as if it was a law? This would
be to overthrow in fact what was established in theory; and would seem, at first view, an
absurdity too gross to be insisted on. It shall, however, receive a more attentive
consideration.

It is emphatically the province and duty of the judicial department to say what the law is.
Those who apply the rule to particular cases, must of necessity expound and interpret
that rule. If two laws conflict with each other, the courts must decide on the operation of
each.

So if a law be in opposition to the constitution; if both the law and the constitution apply
to a particular case, so that the court must either decide that case conformably to the law,
disregarding the constitution; or conformably to the constitution, disregarding the law;
the court must determine which of these conflicting rules governs the case. This is of the
very essence of judicial duty.

If, then, the courts are to regard the constitution, and the constitution is superior to any
ordinary act of the legislature, the constitution, and not such ordinary act, must govern
the case to which they both apply.

Those then who controvert the principle that the constitution is to be considered, in
court, as a paramount law, are reduced to the necessity of maintaining that courts must
close their eyes on the constitution, and see only the law.

This doctrine would subvert the very foundation of all written constitutions. It would
declare that an act which, according to the principles and theory of our government, is
entirely void, is yet, in practice, completely obligatory. It would declare that if the
legislature shall do what is expressly forbidden, such act, notwithstanding the express



prohibition, is in reality effectual. It would be giving to the legislature a practical and
real omnipotence, with the same breath which professes to restrict their powers within
narrow limits. It is prescribing limits, and declaring that those limits may be passed at
pleasure.

That it thus reduces to nothing what we have deemed the greatest improvement on
political institutions-a written constitution-would of itself be sufficient, in America,
where written constitutions have been viewed with so much reverence, for rejecting the
construction. But the peculiar expressions of the constitution of the United States furnish
additional arguments in favour of its rejection.

The judicial power of the United States is extended to all cases arising under the
constitution.

Could it be the intention of those who gave this power, to say that in using it the
constitution should not be looked into? That a case arising under the constitution should
be decided without examining the instrument under which it arises?

This is too extravagant to be maintained.

In some cases, then, the constitution must be looked into by the judges. And if they can
open it at all, what part of it are they forbidden to read or to obey?

There are many other parts of the constitution which serve to illustrate this subject. It is
declared that "no tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any state." Suppose a
duty on the export of cotton, of tobacco, or of flour; and a suit instituted to recover it.
Ought judgment to be rendered in such a case? Ought the judges to close their eyes on
the constitution, and only see the law?

The constitution declares that "no bill of attainder or ex post facto law shall be passed.”
If, however, such a bill should be passed, and a person should be prosecuted under it;
must the court condemn to death those victims whom the constitution endeavors to
preserve?

"No person," says the constitution, "shall be convicted of treason unless on the
testimony of two witnesses to the same overt act, or on confession in open court."”

Here the language of the constitution is addressed especially to the courts. It prescribes,
directly for them, a rule of evidence not to be departed from. If the legislature should
change that rule, and declare one witness, or a confession out of court, sufficient for
conviction, must the constitutional principle yield to the legislative act?

From these, and many other selections which might be made, it is apparent, that the
framers of the constitution contemplated that instrument as a rule for the government
ofcourts, as well as of the legislature.

Why otherwise does it direct the judges to take an oath to support it? This oath certainly
applies, in an especial manner, to their conduct in their official character. How immoral
to impose it on them, if they were to be used as the instruments, and the knowing
instruments, for violating what they swear to support!

The oath of office, too, imposed by the legislature, is completely demonstrative of the
legislative opinion on this subject. It is in these words: "I do solemnly swear that | will
administer justice without respect to persons, and do equal right to the poor and to the
rich; and that I will faithfully and impartially discharge all the duties incumbent on me
as , according to the best of my abilities and understanding, agreeably to the
constitution, and laws of the United States."”



Why does a judge swear to discharge his duties agreeably to the constitution of the
United States, if that constitution forms no rule for his government? If it is closed upon
him, and cannot be inspected by him?

If such be the real state of things, this is worse than solemn mockery. To prescribe, or to
take this oath, becomes equally a crime.

It is also not entirely unworthy of observation that in declaring what shall be

the supremelaw of the land, the constitution itself is first mentioned; and not the laws of
the United States generally, but those only which shall be made in pursuance of the
constitution, have that rank.

Thus, the particular phraseology of the constitution of the United States confirms and
strengthens the principle, supposed to be essential to all written constitutions, that a law
repugnant to the constitution is void; and that courts, as well as other departments, are
bound by that instrument.

The rule must be discharged.

*kkk

**

1. What is the crux of Chief Justice John Marshall's argument? How does he base it
in the Constitution?

2. The Supreme Court could have made a ruling in this case without setting the
precedent for judicial review. How might a narrow ruling of Marbury have
affected the American system of checks and balances?

Monroe Doctrine (1823)

President James Monroe presented this doctrine as part of his annual message to Congress in
December 1823. He proposed it at a time when the Old World powers were losing their colonial
interests in the New World. The United States had recognized the former colonies of Argentina, Chile,
Peru, Mexico, and Colombia as independent nations in 1822. Monroe was in the unenviable position of
trying to maintain a strong stance with the European powers, who were struggling over a balance of
world power. When the British suggested that the United States should ally with them in order to
impede French and Spanish interference in the Americas, Monroe had to make a decision. Greatly
influenced by Secretary of State John Quincy Adams, Monroe chose to announce the new policy, which
basically stated that the United States would not interfere in European matters and it would view any
interference in the Americas as endangering "our peace and happiness.”" The Monroe Doctrine set a
precedent in U.S. foreign relations.

Note: The reference in the first paragraph to Russia refers to U.S. concerns that Russian influence
would spread south from Alaska.

At the proposal of the Russian Imperial Government, made through the minister of the Emperor
residing here, a full power and instructions have been transmitted to the minister of the United States
at St. Petersburg to arrange by amicable negotiation the respective rights and interests of the two
nations on the northwest coast of this continent. A similar proposal has been made by His Imperial



Majesty to the Government of Great Britain, which has likewise been acceded to. The Government of
the United States has been desirous by this friendly proceeding of manifesting the great value which
they have invariably attached to the friendship of the Emperor and their solicitude to cultivate the best
understanding with his Government. In the discussions to which this interest has given rise and in the
arrangements by which they may terminate the occasion has been judged proper for asserting, as a
principle in which the rights and interests of the United States are involved, that the American
continents, by the free and independent condition which they have assumed and maintain, are
henceforth not to be considered as subjects for future colonization by any European powers . . .

It was stated at the commencement of the last session that a great effort was then making in Spain
and Portugal to improve the condition of the people of those countries, and that it appeared to be
conducted with extraordinary moderation. It need scarcely be remarked that the results have been so
far very different from what was then anticipated. Of events in that quarter of the globe, with which
we have so much intercourse and from which we derive our origin, we have always been anxious and
interested spectators.

The citizens of the United States cherish sentiments the most friendly in favor of the liberty and
happiness of their fellow-men on that side of the Atlantic. In the wars of the European powers in
matters relating to themselves we have never taken any part, nor does it comport with our policy to
do so. It is only when our rights are invaded or seriously menaced that we resent injuries or make
preparation for our defense. With the movements in this hemisphere we are of necessity more
immediately connected, and by causes which must be obvious to all enlightened and impartial
observers. The political system of the allied powers is essentially different in this respect from that of
America. This difference proceeds from that which exists in their respective Governments; and to the
defense of our own, which has been achieved by the loss of so much blood and treasure, and matured
by the wisdom of their most enlightened citizens, and under which we have enjoyed unexampled
felicity, this whole nation is devoted. We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the amicable relations
existing between the United States and those powers to declare that we should consider any attempt
on their part to extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our peace and
safety. With the existing colonies or dependencies of any European power we have not interfered and
shall not interfere. But with the Governments who have declared their independence and maintain it,
and whose independence we have, on great consideration and on just principles, acknowledged, we
could not view any interposition for the purpose of oppressing them, or controlling in any other
manner their destiny, by any European power in any other light than as the manifestation of an
unfriendly disposition toward the United States. In the war between those new Governments and
Spain we declared our neutrality at the time of their recognition, and to this we have adhered, and
shall continue to adhere, provided no change shall occur which, in the judgment of the competent
authorities of this Government, shall make a corresponding change on the part of the United States
indispensable to their security.

The late events in Spain and Portugal show that Europe is still unsettled. Of this important fact no
stronger proof can be adduced than that the allied powers should have thought it proper, on any
principle satisfactory to themselves, to have interposed by force in the internal concerns of Spain. To
what extent such interposition may be carried, on the same principle, is a question in which all
independent powers whose governments differ from theirs are interested, even those most remote,
and surely none of them more so than the United States. Our policy in regard to Europe, which was
adopted at an early stage of the wars which have so long agitated that quarter of the globe,
nevertheless remains the same, which is, not to interfere in the internal concerns of any of its powers;
to consider the government de facto as the legitimate government for us; to cultivate friendly
relations with it, and to preserve those relations by a frank, firm, and manly policy, meeting in all
instances the just claims of every power, submitting to injuries from none. But in regard to those
continents circumstances are eminently and conspicuously different. It is impossible that the allied
powers should extend their political system to any portion of either continent without endangering our
peace and happiness; nor can anyone believe that our southern brethren, if left to themselves, would
adopt it of their own accord. It is equally impossible, therefore, that we should behold such
interposition in any form with indifference. If we look to the comparative strength and resources of
Spain and those new Governments, and their distance from each other, it must be obvious that she



can never subdue them. It is still the true policy of the United States to leave the parties to
themselves, in hope that other powers will pursue the same course.

Pennsylvania Gazette, "Indian hostilities" (1812)

Stories of the British inciting Native American groups to attack American settlers abounded in the days
immediately preceding the War of 1812. The following excerpt from the Pennsylvania Gazetteblames
the British for "Indian hostilities" in the Indiana and Illinois territories.

The following is an extract of a letter from a gentleman at St. Charles, Louisiana Territory, dated Jan.
10, 1812.

In answer to your enquiry, respecting Indian hostilities in this quarter, I have to inform you, that some
of the reports that have found their way into the public prints are much exaggerated, but are
generally true. The depredations committed by them have been principally in Indiana and Illinois
territories; some horses have been taken in this territory, but I believe no murders have been
committed by them for the last ten or twelve months. I had flattered myself that the drubbing given
them by the troops under the command of Gov. Harrison would have disposed them to return to
order. In this it appears I was mistaken, for this day, by an express from Fort Madison, we are
informed of cruel murders committed on some traders, about 100 miles above that Fort, by a party of
the Pecant nation. A Mr. Hunt, son of the late Col. Hunt, of the United States' army, and a Mr. Prior,
were trading in that quarter—their houses about 3 miles distance from each other. The party of
Indians came to Hunt's house, and appeared friendly until they obtained admittance into the house—
they then shot down two men that Mr. Hunt had with him, seized him and a boy, who was his
interpreter, tied them, and packed up the goods that were in the house, and carried them off. Mr.
Hunt discovered that they believed him to be an Englishman, and on that account saved his life. They
told him that they had sent another party to kill Prior, and carry off his goods, and that they intended
in a short time to take the Fort—after which they would come on and kill every American they could
find. They took Mr. Hunt and his boy with them some distance, but night came on, and proved
extremely dark, which fortunately gave them an opportunity of escaping, and they arrived safe at Fort
Madison on the sixth day.

The hostilities that have taken place, together with the mysterious conduct of the few Indians that are
passing amongst us, lead me to believe they are determined for war, and that they are set on by
British agents. If we go to war with England, I calculate on some very warm work in this quarter.

The Treaty of Ghent (1814)

On December 24, 1814, the U.S. and British delegates in Ghent, Belgium, officially signed a treaty of
peace ending the War of 1812. The treaty resulted more from British reluctance to engage in a large-
scale war in America while facing France in Europe than from U.S. victories. Regardless of this reality,
and the fact that the treaty changed very little on either side, most Americans viewed it as a great
success and proof of the developing nation's might. Selections from the treaty appear below.

Treaty of Peace and Amity between His Britannic Majesty and the United States of America.



His Britannic Majesty and the United States of America desirous of terminating the war which has
unhappily subsisted between the two Countries, and of restoring upon principles of perfect reciprocity,
Peace, Friendship, and good Understanding between them, have for that purpose appointed their
respective Plenipotentiaries, that is to say, His Britannic Majesty on His part has appointed the Right
Honourable James Lord Gambier, late Admiral of the White now Admiral of the Red Squadron of His
Majesty's Fleet; Henry Goulburn Esquire, a Member of the Imperial Parliament and Under Secretary of
State; and William Adams Esquire, Doctor of Civil Laws: And the President of the United States, by
and with the advice and consent of the Senate thereof, has appointed John Quincy Adams, James A.
Bayard, Henry Clay, Jonathan Russell, and Albert Gallatin, Citizens of the United States; who, after a
reciprocal communication of their respective Full Powers, have agreed upon the following Articles.

ARTICLE THE FIRST.

There shall be a firm and universal Peace between His Britannic Majesty and the United States, and
between their respective Countries, Territories, Cities, Towns, and People of every degree without
exception of places or persons. All hostilities both by sea and land shall cease as soon as this Treaty
shall have been ratified by both parties as hereinafter mentioned. All territory, places, and possessions
whatsoever taken by either party from the other during the war, or which may be taken after the
signing of this Treaty, excepting only the Islands hereinafter mentioned, shall be restored without
delay and without causing any destruction or carrying away any of the Artillery or other public
property originally captured in the said forts or places, and which shall remain therein upon the
Exchange of the Ratifications of this Treaty, or any Slaves or other private property; And all Archives,
Records, Deeds, and Papers, either of a public nature or belonging to private persons, which in the
course of the war may have fallen into the hands of the Officers of either party, shall be, as far as may
be practicable, forthwith restored and delivered to the proper authorities and persons to whom they
respectively belong. Such of the Islands in the Bay of Passamaquoddy as are claimed by both parties
shall remain in the possession of the party in whose occupation they may be at the time of the
Exchange of the Ratifications of this Treaty until the decision respecting the title to the said Islands
shall have been made in conformity with the fourth Article of this Treaty. No disposition made by this
Treaty as to such possession of the Islands and territories claimed by both parties shall in any manner
whatever be construed to affect the right of either.

ARTICLE THE SECOND.

Immediately after the ratifications of this Treaty by both parties as hereinafter mentioned, orders shall
be sent to the Armies, Squadrons, Officers, Subjects, and Citizens of the two Powers to cease from all
hostilities: and to prevent all causes of complaint which might arise on account of the prizes which
may be taken at sea after the said Ratifications of this Treaty, it is reciprocally agreed that all vessels
and effects which may be taken after the space of twelve days from the said Ratifications upon all
parts of the Coast of North America from the Latitude of twenty three degrees North to the Latitude of
fifty degrees North, and as far Eastward in the Atlantic Ocean as the thirty sixth degree of West
Longitude from the Meridian of Greenwich, shall be restored on each side:-that the time shall be thirty
days in all other parts of the Atlantic Ocean North of the Equinoctial Line or Equator:-and the same
time for the British and Irish Channels, for the Gulf of Mexico, and all parts of the West Indies:-forty
days for the North Seas for the Baltic, and for all parts of the Mediterranean-sixty days for the Atlantic
Ocean South of the Equator as far as the Latitude of the Cape of Good Hope.- ninety days for every
other part of the world South of the Equator, and one hundred and twenty days for all other parts of
the world without exception.

ARTICLE THE THIRD.

All Prisoners of war taken on either side as well by land as by sea shall be restored as soon as
practicable after the Ratifications of this Treaty as hereinafter mentioned on their paying the debts
which they may have contracted during their captivity. The two Contracting Parties respectively
engage to discharge in specie the advances which may have been made by the other for the
sustenance and maintenance of such prisoners.



[Articles 4 to 7 relate to boundary disputes arising from the war, and how those disputes will be
negotiated between the two sides.]

ARTICLE THE EIGHTH.

The several Boards of two Commissioners mentioned in the four preceding Articles shall respectively
have power to appoint a Secretary, and to employ such Surveyors or other persons as they shall
judge necessary. Duplicates of all their respective reports, declarations, statements, and decisions,
and of their accounts, and of the Journal of their proceedings shall be delivered by them to the Agents
of His Britannic Majesty and to the Agents of the United States, who may be respectively appointed
and authorized to manage the business on behalf of their respective Governments. The said
Commissioners shall be respectively paid in such manner as shall be agreed between the two
contracting parties, such agreement being to be settled at the time of the Exchange of the
Ratifications of this Treaty. And all other expenses attending the said Commissions shall be defrayed
equally by the two parties. And in the case of death, sickness, resignation, or necessary absence, the
place of every such Commissioner respectively shall be supplied in the same manner as such
Commissioner was first appointed; and the new Commissioner shall take the same oath or affirmation
and do the same duties. It is further agreed between the two contracting parties that in case any of
the Islands mentioned in any of the preceding Articles, which were in the possession of one of the
parties prior to the commencement of the present war between the two Countries, should by the
decision of any of the Boards of Commissioners aforesaid, or of the Sovereign or State so referred to,
as in the four next preceding Articles contained, fall within the dominions of the other party, all grants
of land made previous to the commencement of the war by the party having had such possession,
shall be as valid as if such Island or Islands had by such decision or decisions been adjudged to be
within the dominions of the party having had such possession.

ARTICLE THE NINTH.

The United States of America engage to put an end immediately after the Ratification of the present
Treaty to hostilities with all the Tribes or Nations of Indians with whom they may be at war at the time
of such Ratification, and forthwith to restore to such Tribes or Nations respectively all the possessions,
rights, and privileges which they may have enjoyed or been entitled to in one thousand eight hundred
and eleven previous to such hostilities. Provided always that such Tribes or Nations shall agree to
desist from all hostilities against the United States of America, their Citizens, and Subjects upon the
Ratification of the present Treaty being notified to such Tribes or Nations, and shall so desist
accordingly. And His Britannic Majesty engages on his part to put an end immediately after the
Ratification of the present Treaty to hostilities with all the Tribes or Nations of Indians with whom He
may be at war at the time of such Ratification, and forthwith to restore to such Tribes or Nations
respectively all the possessions, rights, and privileges, which they may have enjoyed or been entitled
to in one thousand eight hundred and eleven previous to such hostilities. Provided always that such
Tribes or Nations shall agree to desist from all hostilities against His Britannic Majesty and His
Subjects upon the Ratification of the present Treaty being notified to such Tribes or Nations, and shall
so desist accordingly.

ARTICLE THE TENTH.

Whereas the Traffic in Slaves is irreconcilable with the principles of humanity and Justice, and whereas
both His Majesty and the United States are desirous of continuing their efforts to promote its entire
abolition, it is hereby agreed that both the contracting parties shall use their best endeavours to
accomplish so desirable an object.

ARTICLE THE ELEVENTH.



This Treaty when the same shall have been ratified on both sides without alteration by either of the
contracting parties, and the Ratifications mutually exchanged, shall be binding on both parties, and
the Ratifications shall be exchanged at Washington in the space of four months from this day or
sooner if practicable. In faith whereof, We the respective Plenipotentiaries have signed this Treaty,
and have hereunto affixed our Seals.

Done in triplicate at Ghent the twenty fourth day of December one thousand eight hundred and
fourteen.

GAMBIER. [Seal]

HENRY GOULBURN [Seal]
WILLIAM ADAMS [Seal]
JOHN QUINCY ADAMS [Seal]
J. A. BAYARD [Seal]

H. CLAY. [Seal]

JON. RUSSELL [Seal]
ALBERT GALLATIN [Seal]

Thomas Jefferson to Meriwether Lewis (1803)

President Jefferson's choice to lead an expedition into the deep interior of the North American
continent was Meriwether Lewis, his former secretary and a fellow native of Albemarle County,
Virginia. Having reached the rank of captain in the U.S. Army, Lewis possessed military discipline and
experience that would prove invaluable in his explorations. While in the Army, Lewis had served in a
rifle company commanded by William Clark. Lewis therefore chose Clark to assist him in leading the
U.S. Army expedition, commonly known today as the "Corps of Discovery." The following is a
transcription of the letter Jefferson gave to Lewis outlining all the tasks he should accomplish on the
Jjourney.

To Meriwether Lewis, esquire, captain of the first regiment of infantry of the United States of America:

Your situation as secretary of the president of the United States, has made you acquainted with the
objects of my confidential message of January 18, 1803, to the legislature; you have seen the act they
passed, which, though expressed in general terms, was meant to sanction those objects, and you are
appointed to carry them to execution.

Instruments for ascertaining, by celestial observations, the geography of the country through which
you will pass, have already been provided. Light articles for barter and presents among the Indians,
arms for your attendants, say from ten to twelve men, boats, tents, and other traveling apparatus,
with ammunition, medicine, surgical instruments and provisions, you will have prepared, with such
aids as the secretary at war can yield in his department; and from him also you will receive authority
to engage among our troops, by voluntary agreement, the attendants abovementioned; over whom
you, as their commanding officer, are invested with all the powers the laws give in such a case.

As your movements, while within the limits of the United States, will be better directed by occasional
communications, adapted to circumstances as they arise, they will not be noticed here. What follows
will respect your proceedings after your departure from the United States.

Your mission has been communicated to the ministers here from France, Spain, and great Briton, and
through them to their governments; and such assurances given them as to its objects, as we trust will
satisfy them. The country of Louisana having ceded by Spain to France, the passport you have from

the minister of France, the representative of the present sovereign of the country, will be a protection



with all its subjects; and that from the Minister of England will entitle you to the friendly aid of any
traders of that allegiance with whom you may happen to meet.

The object of your mission is to explore the Missouri River, and such principal streams of it, as, by its
course and communication with the waters of the Pacific Ocean, whether the Columbia, Oregon,
Colorado, or any other river, may offer the most direct and practible water-communication across the
continent, for the purposes of commerce.

Beginning at the mouth of the Missouri, you will take observations of latitude and longitude, at all
remarkable points on the river, and especially at the mouths of rivers, at rapids, at islands, and other
places and objects distinguished by such natural marks and characters, of a durable kind, as that they
may with certainty be recognised hereafter. The courses of the river between these points of
observation may be supplied by the compass, the log-line, and by time, corrected by the observations
themselves. The variations of the needle, too, in different places, should be noticed.

The interesting points of the portage between the heads of the Missouri, and of the water offering the
best communication with the Pacific ocean, should also be fixed by observation; and the course of that
water to the ocean, in the same manner as that of the Missouri.

Your observations are to be taken with great pains and accuracy; to be entered distinctly and
intelligibly for others as well as yourself; to comprehend all the elements necessary, with the aid of
the usual tales, to fix the latitude and longitude of the places at which they were taken; and are to be
rendered to the war-office, for the purpose of having the calculations made concurrently by proper
persons within the United States. Several copies of these, as well as of your other notes, should be
made at leisure times, and put into the care of the most trust worthy of your attendants to guard, by
multiplying them against the accidental losses to which they will be exposed. A further guard would
be, that one of these copies be on the cuticular membranes of the paper-birch, as less liable to injury
from damp than common paper.

The commerce which may be carried on with the people inhabiting the line you will pursue, renders a

knowledge of those people important. You will therefore endeavour to make yourself acquainted, as
far as a diligent pursuit of your journey shall admit, with the names of the nations and their numbers;

The extent and limits of their possessions;

Their relations with other tribes or nations;

Their language, traditions, monuments;

Their ordinary occupations in agriculture, fishing, hunting, war, arts, and the implements for these;

Their food, clothing, and domestic accommodations:

The diseases prevalent among them, and the remedies they use;
Moral and physical circumstances which distinguish them from the tribes we know;
Peculiarities in their laws, customs, and dispositions;

And articles of commerce they may need or furnish, and to what extent.



And, considering the interest which every nation has in extending and strengthening the authority of
reason and justice among the people around them, it will be useful to acquire what knowledge you can
of the state of morality, religion, and information amoung them; as it may better enable those who
may endeavour to civilize and instruct them, to adapt their measures to the existing notions and
practices of those on whom they are to operate.

Other objects worthy of notice will be;

The soil and face of the country, its growth and vegetable productions, especially those not of the
United States;

The animals of the country generally, and especially those not known in the United States;
The remains and accounts of any which may be deemed rare or extinct;

The mineral productions of every kind, but more particularly metals, lime-stone, pit-coal, and
saltpetre; salines and mineral waters, noting the temperature of the last, and such circumstances as
may indicate their character;

Volcanic appearances;

Climate, as characterized by the thermometer, by the proportion of rainy, cloudy, and clear days; by
lightning, hail, snow, ice; by the access and recess of frost; by the winds prevailing at different
seasons; the dates at which particular plants put forth, or lose their flower or leaf; times of
appearance of particular birds, reptiles or insects.

Although your route will be along the channel of the Missouri, yet you will endeavour to inform
yourself, by inquiry, of the character and extent of the country watered by its branches, and especially
on its southern side. The North river, or Rio Bravo, which runs into the gulf of Mexico, and the North
river, or Rio Colorado, which runs into the gulf of California, are understood to be the principal
streams heading opposite to the waters of the Missouri, and running southwardly. Whether the
dividing grounds between the Missouri and them are mountains or flat lands, what are their distance
from the Missouri, the character of the intermediate country, and the people inhabiting it, are worthy
of particular inquiry. The northern waters of the Missouri are less to be inquired after, because they
have been ascertained to a considerable degree, and are still in a course of ascertainment by English
traders and travellers; but if you can learn any thing certain of the most northern source of the
Missisippi, and of its position relatively to the Lake of the Woods, it will be interesting to us. Some
account too of the path of the Canadian traders from the Missisipi, at the mouth of the Ouisconsing to
where it strikes the Missouri, and of the soil and rivers in its course, is desireable.

In all your intercourse with the natives, treat them in the most friendly and conciliatory manner which
their own conduct will admit; allay all jealousies as to the object of your journey; satisfy them of its
innocence; make them acquainted with the position, extent, character, peaceable and commercial
dispositions of the United States; of our wish to be neighbourly; friendly, and useful to them, and of
our dispositions to a commercial intercourse with them; confer with them on the points most
convenient as mutual emporiums, and the articles of most desirable interchange for them and us. If a
few of their influential chiefs, within practicable distance, wish to visit us, arrange such a visit with
them, and furnish them with authority to call on our officers on their entering the United States, to
have them conveyed to this place at the public expense. If any of them should wish to have some of
their young people brought up with us, and taught such arts as may be useful to them, we will
receive, instruct, and take care of them. Such a mission, whether of influential chiefs, or of young
people, would give some security to your own party. Carry with you some matter of the kine-pox;
inform those of them with whom you may be of its efficacy as a preservative from the small-pox, and
instruct and encourage them in the use of it. This may be especially done wherever you winter.

As it is impossible for us to foresee in what manner you will be received by those people, whether with



hospitality or hostility, so is it impossible to prescribe the exact degree of perseverance with which you
are to pursue your journey. We value too much the lives of citizens to offer them to probable
destruction. Your numbers will be sufficient to secure you against the unauthorized opposition of
individuals, or of small parties; but if a superior force, authorized, or not authorized, by a nation,
should be arrayed against your further passage, and inflexibly determined to arrest it, you must
decline its further pursuit and return. In the loss of yourselves we should lose also the information you
will have acquired. By returning safely with that, you may enable us to renew the essay with better
calculated means. To your own discretion, therefore, must be left the degree of danger you may risk,
and the point at which you should decline, only saying, we wish you to err on the side of your safety,
and to bring back your party safe, even if it be with less information.

As far up the Missouri as the white settlements extend, an intercourse will probably be found to exist
between them and the Spanish post of St. Louis opposite Cahokia, or St. Genevieve opposite
Kaskaskia. From still further up the river the traders may furnish a conveyance for letters. Beyond
that you may perhaps be able to engage Indians to bring letters for the government to Cahokia, or
Kaskaskia, on promising that they shall there receive such special compensation as your shall have
stipulated with them. Avail yourself of these means to communicate to us, at seasonable intervals, a
copy of your journal, notes and observations of every kind, putting into cypher whatever might do
injury if betrayed.

Should you reach the Pacific ocean, inform yourself of the circumstances which may decide whether
the furs of those parts may not be collected as advantageously at the head of the Missour (convenient
as is supposed to the waters of the Colorado and Oregon or Columbia) as at Nootka Sound, or any
other point of that coast; and that trade be consequently conducted through the Missouri and United
States more beneficially than by the circumnavigation now practised.

On your arrival on that coast, endeavour to learn if there be any port within your reach frequented by
the sea vessels of any nation, and to send two of your trusty people back by sea, in such way as shall
appear practicable, with a copy of your notes; and should you be of opinion that the return of your
party by the way they went will be imminently dangerous, then ship the whole, and return by sea, by
the way either of Cape Horn, or the Cape of Good Hope, as you shall be able. As you will be without
money, clothes, or provisions, you must endeavour to use the credit of the United States to obtain
them; for which purpose open letters of credit shall be furnished you, authorizing you to draw on the
executive of the United States, or any of its officers, in any part of the world, on which draughts can
be disposed of, and to apply with our recommendations to the consuls, agents, merchants, or citizens
of any nation with which we have intercourse, assuring them, in our name, that any aids they may
furnish you shall be honourably repaid, and on demand. Our consuls, Thomas Hewes, at Batavia, in
Java, William Buchanan, in the Isles of France and Bourbon, and John Elmslie, at the Cape of Good
Hope, will be able to supply your necessities, by draughts on us.

Should you find it safe to return by the way you go, after sending two of our party round by sea, or
with your whole party, if no conveyance by sea can be found, do so; making such observations on
your return as may serve to supply, correct, or confirm those made on your outward journey.

On reentering the United States and reaching a place of safety, discharge any of your attendants who
may desire and deserve it, procuring for them immediate payment of all arrears of pay and clothing
which may have incurred since their departure, and assure them that they shall be recommended to
the liberality of the legislature for the grant of a soldier's portion of land each, as proposed in my
message to congress, and repair yourself, with your papers, to the seat of government.

To provide, on the accident of your death, against anarchy, dispersion, and the consequent danger to
your party, and total failure of the enterprise, you are hereby authorized, by any instrument signed
and written in your own hand, to name the person among them who shall succeed to the command on
your decease, and by like instruments to change the nomination, from time to time, as further
experience of the characters accompanying you shall point out superior fitness; and all the powers and
authorities given to yourself are, in the event of your death, transferred to, and vested in the
successor so named, with further power to him and his successors, in like manner to name each his
successor, who, on the death of his predecessor, shall be invested with all the powers and authorities
given to yourself. Given under my hand at the city of Washington, this twentieth day of June, 1803.



Thomas Jefferson
President of the United States of America

Thomas Jefferson, First Inaugural Address

After losing to John Adams in 1796, Thomas Jefferson ran for president again in 1800. After a great
deal of confusion and debate over the electoral process, Jefferson was elected in what came to be
called the "Revolution of 1800," because it ended the Federalist reign over the Republicans.

In contrast to modern traditions, ex-president Adams was not present to greet Jefferson, who gave his
inaugural address as the dejected Adams was leaving Washington. In his address, Jefferson, despite
the bitter rivalry that existed between the two parties by now, stated that "We are all Republicans; we
are all Federalists." Despite this call for unity, each party continued to support its own candidate.

Washington, March 4, 1801
Friends and Fellow-Citizens:

CALLED upon to undertake the duties of the first executive office of our country, I avail myself of the
presence of that portion of my fellow-citizens which is here assembled to express my grateful thanks
for the favor with which they have been pleased to look toward me, to declare a sincere consciousness
that the task is above my talents, and that I approach it with those anxious and awful presentiments
which the greatness of the charge and the weakness of my powers so justly inspire. A rising nation,
spread over a wide and fruitful land, traversing all the seas with the rich productions of their industry,
engaged in commerce with nations who feel power and forget right, advancing rapidly to destinies
beyond the reach of mortal eye—when I contemplate these transcendent objects, and see the honor,
the happiness, and the hopes of this beloved country committed to the issue, and the auspices of this
day, I shrink from the contemplation, and humble myself before the magnitude of the undertaking.
Utterly, indeed, should I despair did not the presence of many whom I here see remind me that in the
other high authorities provided by our Constitution I shall find resources of wisdom, of virtue, and of
zeal on which to rely under all difficulties. To you, then, gentlemen, who are charged with the
sovereign functions of legislation, and to those associated with you, I look with encouragement for
that guidance and support which may enable us to steer with safety the vessel in which we are all
embarked amidst the conflicting elements of a troubled world.

During the contest of opinion through which we have passed the animation of discussions and of
exertions has sometimes worn an aspect which might impose on strangers unused to think freely and
to speak and to write what they think; but this being now decided by the voice of the nation,
announced according to the rules of the Constitution, all will, of course, arrange themselves under the
will of the law, and unite in common efforts for the common good. All, too, will bear in mind this
sacred principle, that though the will of the majority is in all cases to prevail, that will to be rightful
must be reasonable; that the minority possess their equal rights, which equal law must protect, and to
violate would be oppression. Let us, then, fellow-citizens, unite with one heart and one mind. Let us
restore to social intercourse that harmony and affection without which liberty and even life itself are
but dreary things. And let us reflect that, having banished from our land that religious intolerance
under which mankind so long bled and suffered, we have yet gained little if we countenance a political
intolerance as despotic, as wicked, and capable of as bitter and bloody persecutions. During the throes
and convulsions of the ancient world, during the agonizing spasms of infuriated man, seeking through
blood and slaughter his long-lost liberty, it was not wonderful that the agitation of the billows should
reach even this distant and peaceful shore; that this should be more felt and feared by some and less
by others, and should divide opinions as to measures of safety. But every difference of opinion is not a
difference of principle. We have called by different names brethren of the same principle. We are all



Republicans, we are all Federalists . If there be any among us who would wish to dissolve this Union
or to change its republican form, let them stand undisturbed as monuments of the safety with which
error of opinion may be tolerated where reason is left free to combat it. I know, indeed, that some
honest men fear that a republican government can not be strong, that this Government is not strong
enough; but would the honest patriot, in the full tide of successful experiment, abandon a government
which has so far kept us free and firm on the theoretic and visionary fear that this Government, the
world's best hope, may by possibility want energy to preserve itself? I trust not. I believe this, on the
contrary, the strongest Government on earth. I believe it the only one where every man, at the call of
the law, would fly to the standard of the law, and would meet invasions of the public order as his own
personal concern. Sometimes it is said that man can not be trusted with the government of himself.
Can he, then, be trusted with the government of others? Or have we found angels in the forms of
kings to govern him? Let history answer this question.

Let us, then, with courage and confidence pursue our own Federal and Republican principles, our
attachment to union and representative government. Kindly separated by nature and a wide ocean
from the exterminating havoc of one quarter of the globe; too high-minded to endure the
degradations of the others; possessing a chosen country, with room enough for our descendants to
the thousandth and thousandth generation; entertaining a due sense of our equal right to the use of
our own faculties, to the acquisitions of our own industry, to honor and confidence from our fellow-
citizens, resulting not from birth, but from our actions and their sense of them; enlightened by a
benign religion, professed, indeed, and practiced in various forms, yet all of them inculcating honesty,
truth, temperance, gratitude, and the love of man; acknowledging and adoring an overruling
Providence, which by all its dispensations proves that it delights in the happiness of man here and his
greater happiness hereafter—with all these blessings, what more is necessary to make us a happy and
a prosperous people? Still one thing more, fellow-citizens—a wise and frugal Government, which shall
restrain men from injuring one another, shall leave them otherwise free to regulate their own pursuits
of industry and improvement, and shall not take from the mouth of labor the bread it has earned. This
is the sum of good government, and this is necessary to close the circle of our felicities.

About to enter, fellow-citizens, on the exercise of duties which comprehend everything dear and
valuable to you, it is proper you should understand what I deem the essential principles of our
Government, and consequently those which ought to shape its Administration. I will compress them
within the narrowest compass they will bear, stating the general principle, but not all its limitations.
Equal and exact justice to all men, of whatever state or persuasion, religious or political; peace,
commerce, and honest friendship with all nations, entangling alliances with none; the support of the
State governments in all their rights, as the most competent administrations for our domestic
concerns and the surest bulwarks against antirepublican tendencies; the preservation of the General
Government in its whole constitutional vigor, as the sheet anchor of our peace at home and safety
abroad; a jealous care of the right of election by the people—a mild and safe corrective of abuses
which are lopped by the sword of revolution where peaceable remedies are unprovided; absolute
acquiescence in the decisions of the majority, the vital principle of republics, from which is no appeal
but to force, the vital principle and immediate parent of despotism; a well disciplined militia, our best
reliance in peace and for the first moments of war, till regulars may relieve them; the supremacy of
the civil over the military authority; economy in the public expense, that labor may be lightly
burthened; the honest payment of our debts and sacred preservation of the public faith;
encouragement of agriculture, and of commerce as its handmaid; the diffusion of information and
arraignment of all abuses at the bar of the public reason; freedom of religion; freedom of the press,
and freedom of person under the protection of the habeas corpus, and trial by juries impartially
selected. These principles form the bright constellation which has gone before us and guided our steps
through an age of revolution and reformation. The wisdom of our sages and blood of our heroes have
been devoted to their attainment. They should be the creed of our political faith, the text of civic
instruction, the touchstone by which to try the services of those we trust; and should we wander from
them in moments of error or of alarm, let us hasten to retrace our steps and to regain the road which
alone leads to peace, liberty, and safety.

I repair, then, fellow-citizens, to the post you have assigned me. With experience enough in
subordinate offices to have seen the difficulties of this the greatest of all, I have learnt to expect that
it will rarely fall to the lot of imperfect man to retire from this station with the reputation and the favor



which bring him into it. Without pretensions to that high confidence you reposed in our first and
greatest revolutionary character, whose preeminent services had entitled him to the first place in his
country's love and destined for him the fairest page in the volume of faithful history, I ask so much
confidence only as may give firmness and effect to the legal administration of your affairs. I shall
often go wrong through defect of judgment. When right, I shall often be thought wrong by those
whose positions will not command a view of the whole ground. I ask your indulgence for my own
errors, which will never be intentional, and your support against the errors of others, who may
condemn what they would not if seen in all its parts. The approbation implied by your suffrage is a
great consolation to me for the past, and my future solicitude will be to retain the good opinion of
those who have bestowed it in advance, to conciliate that of others by doing them all the good in my
power, and to be instrumental to the happiness and freedom of all.

Relying, then, on the patronage of your good will, I advance with obedience to the work, ready to
retire from it whenever you become sensible how much better choice it is in your power to make. And
may that Infinite Power which rules the destinies of the universe lead our councils to what is best, and
give them a favorable issue for your peace and prosperity.

Thomas Jefferson, Letter on the Louisiana Purchase

The passages below are excerpted from correspondence regarding the constitutionality of the
Louisiana Purchase. John C. Breckinridge was a U.S. senator from Kentucky and a close advisor to
Thomas Jefferson. Wilson Cary Nicholas was a close friend of Jefferson's who also served as both a
U.S. senator and representative from Virginia. Thomas Paine, of course, was the famous author
ofCommon Sense, but in 1803 he had only recently returned to the United States, at Jefferson's
invitation, from France, where he had been deeply involved in French politics.

Thomas Jefferson to John C. Breckinridge
Monticello, Aug. 12, 1803
DEAR SIR,-

The enclosed letter, tho' directed to you, was intended to me also, and was left open with a request,
that when perused, I would forward it to you. It gives me occasion to write a word to you on the
subject of Louisiana, which being a new one, an interchange of sentiments may produce correct ideas
before we are to act on them.

Our information as to the country is very incompleat; we have taken measures to obtain it in full as to
the settled part, which I hope to receive in time for Congress. The boundaries, which I deem not
admitting question, are the high lands on the western side of the Mississippi enclosing all it's waters,
the Missouri of course, and terminating in the line drawn from the northwestern point of the Lake of
the Woods to the nearest source of the Missipi, as lately settled between Gr Britain and the U S. We
have some claims to extend on the sea coast Westwardly to the Rio Norte or Bravo, and better, to go
Eastwardly to the Rio Perdido, between Mobile & Pensacola, the antient boundary of Louisiana. These
claims will be a subject of negociation with Spain, and if, as soon as she is at war, we push them
strongly with one hand, holding out a price in the other, we shall certainly obtain the Floridas, and all
in good time. In the meanwhile, without waiting for permission, we shall enter into the exercise of the
natural right we have always insisted on with Spain, to wit, that of a nation holding the upper part of
streams, having a right of innocent passage thro' them to the ocean. We shall prepare her to see us
practise on this, & she will not oppose it by force.



Objections are raising to the Eastward against the vast extent of our boundaries, and propositions are
made to exchange Louisiana, or a part of it, for the Floridas. But, as I have said, we shall get the
Floridas without, and I would not give one inch of the waters of the Mississippi to any nation, because
I see in a light very important to our peace the exclusive right to it's navigation, & the admission of no
nation into it, but as into the Potomak or Delaware, with our consent & under our police. These
federalists see in this acquisition the formation of a new confederacy, embracing all the waters of the
Missipi, on both sides of it, and a separation of it's Eastern waters from us. These combinations
depend on so many circumstances which we cannot foresee, that I place little reliance on them. We
have seldom seen neighborhood produce affection among nations. The reverse is almost the universal
truth. Besides, if it should become the great interest of those nations to separate from this, if their
happiness should depend on it so strongly as to induce them to go through that convulsion, why
should the Atlantic States dread it? But especially why should we, their present inhabitants, take side
in such a question? When I view the Atlantic States, procuring for those on the Eastern waters of the
Missipi friendly instead of hostile neighbors of it's Western waters, I do not view it as an Englishman
would the procuring future blessing for the French nation, with whom he has no relations of blood or
affection. The future inhabitants of the Atlantic & Missipi States will be our sons. We leave them in
distinct but bordering establishments. We think we see their happiness in their union, & we wish it.
Events may prove it otherwise; and if they see their interest in separation, why should we take side
with our Atlantic rather than our Missipi descendants? It is the elder and the younger son differing.
God bless them both, & keep them in union, if it be for their good, but separate them, if it be better.
The inhabited part of Louisiana, from Point CoupZe to the sea, will of course be immediately a
territorial government, and soon a State. But above that, the best use we can make of the country for
some time, will be to give establishments in it to the Indians on the East side of the Missipi, in
exchange for their present country, and open land offices in the last, & thus make this acquisition the
means of filling up the Eastern side, instead of drawing off it's population. When we shall be full on
this side, we may lay off a range of States on the Western bank from the head to the mouth, & so,
range after range, advancing compactly as we multiply.

This treaty must of course be laid before both Houses, because both have important functions to
exercise respecting it. They, I presume, will see their duty to their country in ratifying & paying for it,
so as to secure a good which would otherwise probably be never again in their power. But I suppose
they must then appeal to the nation for an additional article to the Constitution, approving &
confirming an act which the nation had not previously authorized. The constitution has made no
provision for our holding foreign territory, still less for incorporating foreign nations into our Union.
The Executive in seizing the fugitive occurrence which so much advances the good of their country,
have done an act beyond the Constitution. The Legislature in casting behind them metaphysical
subtleties, and risking themselves like faithful servants, must ratify & pay for it, and throw themselves
on their country for doing for them unauthorized what we know they would have done for themselves
had they been in a situation to do it. It is the case of a guardian, investing the money of his ward in
purchasing an important adjacent territory; & saying to him when of age, I did this for your good; I
pretend to no right to bind you: you may disavow me, and I must get out of the scrape as I can: I
thought it my duty to risk myself for you. But we shall not be disavowed by the nation, and their act
of indemnity will confirm & not weaken the Constitution, by more strongly marking out its lines.

We have nothing later from Europe than the public papers give. I hope yourself and all the Western
members will make a sacred point of being at the first day of the meeting of Congress; for vestra res
agitur.

Accept my affectionate salutations & assurances of esteem & respect.
Thomas Jefferson to Wilson Cary Nicholas
Monticello, Sep. 7, 1803

DEAR SIR,-



Your favor of the 3d was delivered me at court; but we were much disappointed at not seeing you
here, Mr. Madison & the Gov. being here at the time. I enclose you a letter from Monroe on the
subject of the late treaty. You will observe a hint in it, to do without delay what we are bound to do.
There is reason, in the opinion of our ministers, to believe, that if the thing were to do over again, it
could not be obtained, & that if we give the least opening, they will declare the treaty void. A warning
amounting to that has been given to them, & an unusual kind of letter written by their minister to our
Secretary of State, direct. Whatever Congress shall think it necessary to do, should be done with as
little debate as possible, & particularly so far as respects the constitutional difficulty. I am aware of the
force of the observations you make on the power given by the Constn to Congress, to admit new
States into the Union, without restraining the subject to the territory then constituting the U S. But
when I consider that the limits of the U S are precisely fixed by the treaty of 1783, that the
Constitution expressly declares itself to be made for the U S, I cannot help believing the intention was
to permit Congress to admit into the Union new States, which should be formed out of the territory for
which, & under whose authority alone, they were then acting. I do not believe it was meant that they
might receive England, Ireland, Holland, &c. into it, which would be the case on your construction.
When an instrument admits two constructions, the one safe, the other dangerous, the one precise, the
other indefinite, I prefer that which is safe & precise. I had rather ask an enlargement of power from
the nation, where it is found necessary, than to assume it by a construction which would make our
powers boundless. Our peculiar security is in possession of a written Constitution. Let us not make it a
blank paper by construction. I say the same as to the opinion of those who consider the grant of the
treaty making power as boundless. If it is, then we have no Constitution. If it has bounds, they can be
no others than the definitions of the power which that instrument gives. It specifies & delineates the
operations permitted to the federal government, and gives all the powers necessary to carry these
into execution. Whatever of these enumerated objects is proper for a law, Congress may make the
law; whatever is proper to be executed by way of a treaty, the President & Senate may enter into the
treaty; whatever is to be done by a judicial sentence, the judges may pass the sentence. Nothing is
more likely than that their enumeration of powers is defective. This is the ordinary case of all human
works. Let us go on then perfecting it, by adding, by way of amendment to the Constitution, those
powers which time & trial show are still wanting. But it has been taken too much for granted, that by
this rigorous construction the treaty power would be reduced to nothing. I had occasion once to
examine its effect on the French treaty, made by the old Congress, & found that out of thirty odd
articles which that contained, there were one, two, or three only which could not now be stipulated
under our present Constitution. I confess, then, I think it important, in the present case, to set an
example against broad construction, by appealing for new power to the people. If, however, our
friends shall think differently, certainly I shall acquiesce with satisfaction; confiding, that the good
sense of our country will correct the evil of construction when it shall produce ill effects. No apologies
for writing or speaking to me freely are necessary. On the contrary, nothing my friends can do is so
dear to me, & proves to me their friendship so clearly, as the information they give me of their
sentiments & those of others on interesting points where I am to act, and where information &
warning is so essential to excite in me that due reflection which ought to precede action. I leave this
about the 21st, and shall hope the District Court will give me an opportunity of seeing you.

Accept my affectionate salutations, & assurances of cordial esteem & respect.
Thomas Paine to John C. Breckinridge

I know little and can learn but little of the extent and present population of Louisiana. After the
cession be completed and the territory annexed to the United States it will, I suppose, be formed into
states, one, at least, to begin with. The people, as I have said, are new to us and we to them and a
great deal will depend on a right beginning. As they have been transferred backward and forward
several times from one European Government to another it is natural to conclude they have no fixed
prejudices with respect to foreign attachments, and this puts them in a fit disposition for their new
condition. The established religion is roman; but in what state it is as to exterior ceremonies (such as
processions and celebrations), I know not. Had the cession to France continued with her, religion I
suppose would have been put on the same footing as it is in that country, and there no ceremonial of
religion can appear on the streets or highways; and the same regulation is particularly necessary now
or there will soon be quarrells and tumults between the old settlers and the new. The Yankees will not
move out of the road for a little wooden Jesus stuck on a stick and carried in procession nor kneel in



the dirt to a wooden Virgin Mary. As we do not govern the territory as provinces but incorporated as
states, religion there must be on the same footing it is here, and Catholics have the same rights as
Catholics have with us and no others. As to political condition the Idea proper to be held out is, that
we have neither conquered them, nor bought them, but formed a Union with them and they become
in consequence of that union a part of the national sovereignty.

The present Inhabitants and their descendants will be a majority for some time, but new emigrations
from the old states and from Europe, and intermarriages, will soon change the first face of things, and
it is necessary to have this in mind when the first measures shall be taken. Everything done as an
expedient grows worse every day, for in proportion as the mind grows up to the full standard of sight
it disclaims the expedient. America had nearly been ruined by expedients in the first stages of the
revolution, and perhaps would have been so, had not Common Sense broken the charm and the

Declaration of Independence sent it into banishment.

When Historians Disagree

What Was the Purpose of the War of 1812?

Many histories of the United States skip quickly over the War of 1812. Yet if the United
States had really lost the war it might have also lost its independence and been
reincorporated into the British Empire. On the other hand, if the United States had won all is
initially sought in declaring war on Britain in 1812 it would have conquered Canada and
ruled all of North America. It was a Shawnee leader, Tecumseh, who led a successful attack
on the American fort at Detroit that was most significant in defending British control of
Canada and for many Canadians, Tecumseh remains a hero of their independence. Two
recently published histories of the era of the war focus their interest quite differently though
telling the story of the same war. For Alan Taylor, although he notes the many different
peoples involved, the focus of the story is the battle between two English speaking groups
of North Americans—those who, no matter on which side of the U.S./Canadian border they
live are loyal to the new republican United States or to the British Empire. For John Sugden,
the English speaking residents of North America are far less significant than the Native
Americans who had long been caught between and who had made alliances with the
differing groups of European immigrants in the same territory. These different foci lead
these historians not necessarily to disagree but to provide different answers to the reasons

the people they study went to war in 1812.

Alan Taylor, The Civil War of 1812:
American Citizens, British Subjects, Irish
Rebels, & Indian Allies. New York: Random
House, 2010, pp. 6-10.

In September 1813, a British lieutenant,
John Le Couteur, visited an American
army camp, where he marveled upon
meeting the enemy officers: “Strange
indeed did it appear to me to find so many
names, ‘familiar household words,’ as
enemies—the very names of Officers in
our own army. How uncomfortably like a

John Sugden, Tecumseh: A Life. New
York: Henry Holt, 1997, pp. 271-272, 391.

The talk was of war, in Europe, the United
States, and in Canada, where the
American mood was quickly sensed. On
the frontier Tecumseh was preparing his
own challenge to the United States. Here
was no pawn of British imperialism, but a
man with his own war aims, taking his
battalions into conflict whether the
redcoats fought or not.



Civil war.” . . . In July 1812 William K.
Beall of Kentucky was a prisoner held by
the British at Amherstburg, in the Western
District of Upper Canada. Beall “was
amused in contrasting the [tavern] signs
with those of our Country. Instead of
Washington, Green[e] and others might be
seen George III, the Lion, the Crown, the
King’s Bake house, etc. etc.” But the
allegiance of people was less clear. Beall
lodged at “the sign of the harp of Erin,”
with a landlord named Boyle who had left
Ireland for America where he had served
in the republic’'s army during the early
1790s. Deserting to the British, he had
settled at Amherstburg, but in 1812 Boyle
fell under official suspicion for expressing
sympathy for the Americans. Allegiance
was slippery and suspect where so many
people had crossed boundaries in
geography and identity...

To call the War of 1812 a “civil war” now
seems jarring because hindsight has
distorted our perspective on the past.
Given the later power and prosperity of
the United States we underestimate the
fluid uncertainty of the postrevolutionary
generation, when the new republic was so
precarious and so embattled. We also
imagine that the revolution effected a
clean break between Americans and
Britons as distinct peoples. In fact, the
republic and the empire competed for the
allegiance of the peoples in North
America—native, settler, and immigrant.
Americans and Britons spoke the same
language and conducted more trade with
one another than with other nations, but
their overlapping migrations and
commerce generated the friction of
competition. A British diplomat noted the
paradox: “the similarity of habits,
language, and manners, between the
inhabitants of the two Countries is
productive ... of complaint and regret.”

The revolution had divided Americans by
creating a new boundary between the
victors in the United States and Loyalists
in Canada... In the North American civil

Fortunately, even in those final days he
was gaining, rather than losing, support.
The pro-American chiefs of the
Potawatomis admitted they were losing
their warriors, about 150 of whom had
joined Tecumseh from the Elkhart and St.
Joseph. More than 200 Miamis did the
same.

Tecumseh, no less than Mr. Madison, was
launching a war. But whereas the
President’s war message is part of public
record, little is known about the plans of
the Shawnee chief. One report said that
Tecumseh’s speeches asked Indians to
congregate at Prophetstown [near
Lafayette, Indiana] when the corn was
high to coordinate an attack upon the Big
Knives [Americans] ... Over 1,500 Dakotas
and Foxes were to attack Louisiana. Main
Poc would lead Sacs, Winnebagos,
Potawatomis, Menominees, Kickapoos, and
the Ottawas and Ojibwas of Green Bay
and Milwaukee against Illinois Territory.
Tecumseh would attack Indiana Territory
with up to 800 warriors, including
Potawatomis from the Wabash, Kankakee,
St. Joseph, and elsewhere. And the
Indians of the Maumee and Michigan
Territory would rendezvous at Fort
Malden. The first three of these groups
were supposed to field over 4,000 fighting
men...

Indians who revered Tecumseh as a
patriot about whom a national identity
could be constructed were not alone, for
Canadians remembered his intervention in
their history as decisive. The capture of
Detroit had changed the complexion of the
war. In Upper Canada the defenders had
found a belief in themselves; in the United
States the humiliation of Hull’s defeat [at
Detroit] and the Indian threat compelled
Americans to devote valuable resources to
the war in the west, away from the
strategically more significant fronts at
Niagara and the St. Lawrence...

Historians are apt to portray the Indians
as pawns of the British, and some



war of 1812, Americans fought Americans,
Irish battled Irish, and Indians attacked
one another. They struggled to extend, or
to contain, the republicanism spawned by
the American Revolution.

undoubtedly were, but Tecumseh was
hardly of that number. Arguably it was the
other way around. His war with the United
States had effectively begun before the
British joined him, incorporating his war
aims into their own. In that sense the
Tecumseh so beloved in Canadian history,
the patriot, never existed. His loyalty to
the British, to Canada, was purely
dependent upon their value to his own
cause.



