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Province of New Brunswick, according to the treaty of 1783, to establish

monuments in sucli places as shall be fixed by said commissioners and by
commissioners to be appointed on the part of the Government of Great

Britain," have attended to the duties assigned them, with the industry and
solicitude which the importance of the subject demanded. Could the

committee have spared the time, and had the means to^ obtain documents

not within the jurisdiction ef the State, and consequently out of its power,

a more clear, methodical, and perfect view of the subject would have been

presented ; but as there had been hitherto so much procrastination, and

the impatience of the public, already great, was becoming more and more
intense, your committee, without further preamble or apology, ask leave

to present the following report

:

The Legislature and people of Maine, we believe, will not contend that

the treaty, making power of the United States does not extend to a Qnal

adjustment of a disputed and undefined line of boundary between a State

and a foreign nation. But we do insist that no power is granted by the

constitution of the United States to limit or change the boundary of a State

or cede a part of its territory without its consent. It is even by no means
certain how far such consent woM enable the treaty authority to exert its

powers. Citizens might be made the subjects of a treaty transfer, and
these citizens, owing allegiance to the State and to the Union, and alle-

jgiance and protection being reciprocally binding, the right to transfer a
citizen to a foreign Government, to sell him, might well be questioned, as

being inconsistent with the spirit of our free institutions. But, be this as

it may, Maine will never concede the principle that the President and
two-thirds of the Senat; can transfer its territory, much less its citizens,

without its permission, given by its constitutional organs.

Your committee, however, deem it but fair to admit that they have dis-

covered no inclination in the General Government, or any department of

it, to assume this power. On the contrary the President has repeatedly

declined the adoption of a conventional line deviating from the treaty of

1783, upon the express ground that it could not be done without the con-

sent of Maine.
It is due, nevertheless, to the State of Maine to say, that the committee

have no ovidencn that any conventional line has been proposed to them for

their consent. It indeed appears that the consent of Maine had not been
given to the adoption of any other boundary than that prescribed by the

^treaty of 1783, up to the SOtli February, 1836, and we are well assured
' that no proposition for a dlflerent boundary has since that time been made
to any department of the Government of this State.

The President of tlie United States, on tiie 1 5th June last, communi-
cated to the Senate, in compliance with tlieir resolution, a copy of the cor-

respondence relative to the Northeastern boundary. This correspondence

embraced a period from the 21st July, 1832, to tiic 5th March, 1836.

The opinion and advice of tiie King of the Netherlands, to whom the

controversy was referred by tlie provisions of tlic treaty of Ghent, was
made on the lOtli January, 1831, and of the three questions submitted,

tIz : the JVorthenstern boundary, the north^veslernmost head of Connecticut

river, and iUt forty -fifth parallel of latitude, lie seems to liave determined

but one, lie did decide that the source of tiie stream running into and

through Connecticut lake, is the true northwest head of that river, as in-
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