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The year 1763 was crucial in shaping Georgia’s colonial history because
ear the traders’ frontier began to give way to the settlers’ frontier.
j, the traders were instrumental in formulating the policies which made
ge possible. Historians who have dealt with the Congress of Augusta
have not noticed the part the traders played in the negotiations.

Before 1763 the Augusta-based merchant-traders controlled the
try as if it were their fiefdom, drawing upon their heads the criticism
perintendent of Indians, Edmond Atkin, and arousing the jealousy of
hants of Savannah. These veterans of the trade were enormously
| as the link between the still powerful tribes of the west and the
s who made British policy. The traders tutored a succession of South
and Georgia governors in the complexities of Indian relations. Their
that the murder of two Indians by white trespassers near the Ogeechee
1756 brought a thousand troops to Charlestown. Their exaggerated
n of the perils that would attend an overland invasion of the French
e Creek country discouraged the great William Pitt from undertaking
dventure. Their influence helped preserve the loyalty of the Creeks
e terrible winter of 1759 and 1760 when the Cherokees took to the
Finally, they brought the Creeks to the bargaining ground at Augusta

lenry Ellis, Georgia’s second royal governor, reflected the traders’
In his successful Indian policy. Given the reality of the comparative
the Creeks and the weakness of Georgia, Ellis regarded white
$as a threat to the peace. Because the Indians were satisfied with the
of the trade, Ellis opposed the interference of the officious
dent, Edmond Atkin. After he left Georgia to become an adviser to
emont, secretary for the colonies, Ellis was in a position to influence
y. Two of his papers had a direct bearing on the Indian frontier and
‘s future. In one, Ellis recommended the establishment of a boundary
¢ Indian country and areas open to white settlement. In the other, he
holding an Indian conference at Augusta. The purpose of the meeting
o inform the Indians that the French had been banished because of
tful lies about the English wanting to take their land. If the English
retain the French forts it would be for the Indians’ protection, not
. All injuries would be forgiven and the trade would be preserved.’
oth of Ellis’s suggestions were adopted by Egremont. The first
2 basis for the royal proclamation of October 7, 1763, forbidding
‘west of the Appalachian watershed. The second resulted in



instructions to the governors of Virginia, North Carolina and South
and to John Stuart, the superintendent, to hold a conference at Augus
purposes mentioned by Ellis. The governors did not know ¢
proclamation line as they made their way to Augusta. 3

For John Stuart, whose appointment as Indian superintend
from January 5, 1762, the Augusta meeting was the first major unde
was his job to coordinate the conference and distribute the presents.
he knew the Cherokees well, he was handicapped by a lack of fa
the Indians of the West, the Creeks, Chickasaws and Choctaws.
could count on the advice of the experienced Indian traders at Au
realized that the new situation would affect the Georgia trade. g
primacy in the Creek trade because of the proximity to that nation. |
to be made had attracted men of character and ability, men who Ve
to England in its contest with the French and Spanish. Now, w
Mobile and Spanish Pensacola in English hands, Augusta wi
competition for control of the trade. There was the danger of a glu
and less reason for them to treat the Indians fairly. Stuart asked Gene
Amberst for authority to grant licenses and limit the number of
general’s answer reflected a misguided idealism: "T have always
everything of that kind as inconsistent with the freedom and libe
to be indulged to every British subject."® Unfortunately, with t
provinces in Florida, there would be six southern governors in th
business, and Stuart would be helpless either to limit the number o
abuses. A
Considering the circumstances, it is surprising that i
Congress took place at all. The French, with their American et
verge of dissolution, were still capable of bedeviling the Englis
their work in the north. An Upper Creek chief called The M
agent in the south. At least both the French and the English we:
Mortar was under the influence of the French, and perhaps he
5, 1763, he sent a strong "talk" to Governor James Wright stal
Savannah River was the right and proper boundary between the Eng
Indians. The whites, he stated, were trespassing upon the
grounds and as a result there were no deer, bear, or buffal t
demanded that the governor remove these intruders, whon
"Virginians."* The Mortar’s warning was echoed by another powe
Gun Merchant, who told Governor Wright that he had heard
intended to take Indian lands and reminded the governor that
hearts cross to see their Lands taken without their Liberty." The
land, he said, "the wood is our fire, and the grass is our bed.“s‘

A more serious impediment was a sudden rash of killings.
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he Augusta meeting, three traders were murdered. South Carolina
mas Boone favored stern retaliatory measures, but Georgia’s James
red Ellis’s earlier policy of blaming an errant few, not the whole
. The Mortar warned the other chiefs not to go to Augusta; the
take them hostage as they had done to the Cherokees in the recent
.‘_ t, the principal headmen among the Upper Creeks stayed away

factionalism among the Indians had a counterpart in the bickering
vernors, who were as jealous of their prerogatives as any Indian
gtober 4, 1763, Francis Fauquier of Virginia, Arthur Dobbs of
)2, and Thomas Boone of South Carolina met together in
nd decided that they would rather not go to Augusta. Besides all
ences of getting there, they could not put the Indians under guard
ng and ill-settled a place as Augusta."’

mor Wright took umbrage at this slight to Georgia’s second town.
as elegant as Charlestown, Augusta "affords sufficient houses,
isions and accommodations of every kind," he said. Perhaps they
aformed about Augusta, answered the three governors. Even so,
want to go there. Besides, they argued, Wright was overly
ut the Creeks. The governors doubted that the Creeks would dare
.i;-i: at the conference. Wright’s reply betrayed a growing testiness.

erned about the Creeks for the good and sufficient reason that
i be devastated if they went on the warpath, a prospect the other
not face. Given the mood of the Creeks, Wright doubted that
made to go to Charlestown, and, if they would not, he would meet
, even if he had to go there alone. The reluctant trio said that
ht not like to follow orders, but they should not be indulged.
when John Stuart informed the governors that the Upper
deed come to Augusta and they were adamant that they would not
arther.  Their reason was that they much preferred a straggling
they were safe to a comfortable one in which they would be put
The Indians were annoyed that the governors were not at Augusta
would give them ten days to get there.®

sovernors had no choice but to go to Augusta. Although they had
gxpect to gain anything by a conference, they did not want to be
ble by London for causing a failure. They sent a conciliatory
¢ Indians through John Stuart. He was to assure them that the
[ no thought of taking any land from them; "No such intention is
he breast of any of us," they said.’

-ugusta traders acted as hosts to the Indian visitors. George
‘had lived for years at Coweta town, invited the Lower Creek
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headmen to be guests at his plantation at Silver Bluff, on the Carolina
river below Augusta, while waiting for the Congress to start. On (
Governor Wright and a number of gentlemen left Savannah, escorte
Lachlan McGillivray’s mounted militia. They reached Augusta two
McGillivray was as influential among the Upper Creeks, having liy
Tallassee on the Coosa River, as Galphin was among the Lowe
McGillivray maintained a trading house above Augusta where the Che
from the north met the Creek trail from the west and entertained his
there. The most important delegate, in the absence of the sus

chiefs, was Emistisiguo, a headman of McGillivray’s former
Tallassee. For Emlstlmguo as for John Stuart, the Augusta Co ¥

reach Augusta until November 3, 1763 the traders had ten days .
the Indian visitors at Galphin’s and McGillivray’s. The most importz

by pipesmoking, rum drinking, and interminable talks of the sort that
lived, the traders understood, and the governors found tedious.'®

On November 3, 1763, when the three governors fine
Augusta, there was a throng of nearly 900 Indians in town, of w
were men. With due solemnity and to the discharge of Fort August
the governors announced that the talks would begin. They were
when the Upper Creeks asked for a delay of one day while they con
the Lower Creeks. The governors could not understand the Indie
since the latter were merely supposed to listen to a routine ritual of
Specifically, the governors did not realize that the traders and |
finished the real negotiations before the conference started.™

John Stuart’s opening talk on behalf of the governors on N
was rich with the usual rhetoric. The French and Spanish were bad
had been made to leave the country. Past offenses were buried in
said, thus giving away a negotiating point if he had negotiations in
former French forts would be occupied only for the convenience of
not for oppressing them. Point by point, Stuart followed
suggestions. After the Chickasaws chief Paya Mataha made a mode
limit the number of traders in his country, the Lower Creek chief
to speak. His announcement must have come as a surprise to the g
said that the Creeks were willing to give away a huge tract of
ground. He then proceeded to describe in detail where the new
would be: along the Little River, a specified line to the Ogeeches
Ogeechee and another line to the Altamaha. The boundary line
would follow the tidewater. What did the Creeks want in return fo
concession? Only that past misdeeds would be forgiven and trade b
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had already agreed to that, without a quid pro quo. The
for a day off to consider the dramatic proposal.'”

lear that the agreement was reached before the governors arrived
without John Stuart’s mediation. The Indians were well briefed
cation of the convoluted boundary line. Stuart asked them twice
ghere the line was to be drawn, and twice they assured him that
ct, they knew in clear and accurate detail, thus the Indians did not
‘Stuart; they handed him a fait accompli. They had reached the
h white men whom they trusted and who knew the country in as
| as they did themselves. The conclusion is inescapable that
llivray and George Galphin were the effective parties of the second
npact. Emistisiguo later referred to McGillivray’s discussions of
ine at the Augusta meeting. When the line was actually marked,
nd Galphin accompanied the surveying team in order to assure the
¢ line ran true."”

sedantry of the official language of the final treaty conceals the
e governors must have felt in being handed an unexpected bonus
. Other boundaries were quickly agreed to by the Cherokees and
e two nervous Choctaw delegates, uneasy among so many former
 promised a supply of goods. The Chickasaws were told to keep
aders out of their country; the governors could not. The treaty was
¢ guns of the fort fired a salute of celebration.*

atisfaction of the governors was tempered by a nagging doubt that
pper Creeks would go along with the terms of the agreement.
nd the Upper Creek chiefs present at Augusta had declined to sign
cured the consent of their great men. After the governors left
n Stuart distributed presents to 312 Cherokees, 305 Creeks, 45
saws, 113 Lower Chickasaws, 69 Catawbas, and two Choctaws for
- Among the goods distributed were strouds (a heavy wool cloth),
illion, shirts, guns, powder, balls, calico, hoes, hatchets, brass
ats, gun flints, belts, looking glasses, garters, trunks, gunlocks,
es, stirrup leather, and cutlery. The Indians left Augusta "with all
contentment and good humor," as Stuart put it."

e Creeks who had lived in the Cherokee country tried to spoil the
cking whites in the Long Cane region of South Carolma Again
aded Boone of South Carolina to avoid retaliation.'® His patience
d when the Upper Creeks held their conference on April 10, 1764,
ers present. It was a mark of Emistisiguo’s growing influence
spokesman for the Nation and not The Mortar or the Gun
] the headmen were now present, said the Chief, and he wanted
s to know that they would abide by the Augusta treaty "providing
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you keep your slaves and your cattle within those bounds.""

Emistisiguo must be regarded as one of the major archi
Augusta agreement. His influence increased because of his dete
abide by the treaty; the Mortar’s influence declined with the rem
French. Governor Wright and John Stuart played important roles
the other three governors added little but dignity to the
intervention of the traders, especially Lachlan McGillivray and
was of crucial importance in bringing the Creeks to terms.

Why did the traders use their influence to obtain a land ces
all, it was in their interest to maintain an Indian preserve which
sustained the trade. They must have felt that they could n
They knew that the Savannah River boundary was unrealistic
concession had to be made to the land hungry pioneers. The O
forty-some miles beyond the Savannah, not far enough to en
dominance in the trading business. Besides, the great white p
would remain open to their friends and clients, the Creeks and
the west.

The traders agreed with Governor Wright about the ne
the kind of people who migrated to Georgia. If not the better sor
at least be the "middlin" class, certainly not the unmannerly crack
the traders, and Governor Wright himself, had acquired extensi
which would increase in value with the growth of population. In
McGillivray, George Galphin and John Rae, three of the most promi
became active colonizers. They sponsored a new township on i
called Queensborough and brought over people from Ireland to
Both the governors and the traders welcomed the Quaker-led, law al
who founded Wrightsborough on the Little River.'?

However, neither the governor nor the magistrates at A
control the swarm of frontier people who moved into the
squatted on the land. Inevitably these settlers crossed over the |
Governor Wright made a futile effort to restrain the tide ol
marking the line in 1768. George Galphin and Lac
accompanied the surveyors and reassured the wary Indian obser
Augusta agreement was followed.”” However, the line could not|
As the number of newcomers increased they formed a new po
a different agenda than the governor and the traders. In thei
needed the land for farming more than the Indians needed
When they made up their minds that the royal government cates
the interests of the Indian trade, they joined the revolutionary

In backcountry Georgia, the Revolution was as muc
Indians as it was against the King. Although Georgia stretche
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s future was determined, and its attitudes set. In the new Georgia,
be no place for Indians and Indian traders.
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