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the treaties' as the north-west angle of Nova Scotia, and what are the highlands dividinfr the

rivers that empty th.emselvès into the River St. Lawrence from those which fall ïnto the

Atlantic Occan, along which is to bc drawn the Une of boundary, from that au-le to the north-

ivesternmost head of Connecticut River.

Cônsiderin- that the high interested parties respectively claim that Une of boundary at

the south and at the north of the River St. John. and have each indicated, upon the map A J,,
the line which they claim.

s ged, the term highland app es ot nly

Considering that according to the instance ' allé

a hilly gr elevated country, but ýtIso to land which, without bein- hillv, divides waters flowing

in different directions; and that thus the character more or less hilly and elevated of the

country tlirough which are drawn the two lines respectively. claimed at the north and at the

south of the River St. John, cannot form the basis of a choice between them.

That the text of the 2d article of the Treaty of 1783 recites, in part, the words previously

used in the Proclamation of 1763, and in the Quàec Act of 17 74, to indicate 'the southern

boundaries of the Goverîment of Quebec fro m Lake Champlain, ce In forty- five degrees of north
latitude, along Îhemselves into the River St.

the highlands which dividé the rivers that empty

Lawrence from. those -n-hicli fall into the 'sen, -and also along the north'-eoast of the Bay des

Chaleurs."
That in 1763, l'165, 1M, and 1782, it was established that Nova Scotia sbould bç,

bounded at the north, as far as the western extremity of the Bav des Chaleurs, by the soutbern

boundary of the Province of Québec ; that this délimitation is again foun.d, with respect to the

Province of Quebec, in the Commission of the Governur General of Quebec- of 1786, wherein

the language of the Proclamation of 1763 and of the Qdebec Act of lî74 has been used, m

also in the Commissions of 1786, and others of subsequent dates of the Governors of New

Brunswick, -with respect «to the last mentioned province, as well as in a great- number of niaps

anterior and posterior to the Treaty of 1783 ; and that the lst article of the said Treaty specifies

In, name thé States whose iiidependehce is acl,-nowled-ed.-

But -that this mention does not imply (implique) the entire coincidence of the boundaries

between the two powers, as settled by thç followin- article, -nÎth the. ancient delimitation of

the British Provinces, whose preservation is not iiientioned in the Treaty of 1783, and which

frving to its continual. -changes, and the unSrtaintv *hich continued tu exist respecting it,

created from time to, time diferences between the provincial authorities.

That there results from the line drawn under the Treaty of 1'83 through the great 1akeýý , 22'

,%Vest of«the River St. Laivrence, a departure from the ancient provincial charters with regar&,

tu those boundaries..
That one %vould vainlv attempt tu explain wÉy, if the'intention was to retain the ancient

provincial boundarv, iNlitcliell's.llap, publislied in 1755, and, consequently, anterior to the

Proclamation of 176p, and tu the -Quebec Act of 1774, was preciselv the one used in the.

ilegotiation of 1783.
That Great Britain roposed at first the River Piscataqua as the eutern bound-ary of thep

United'States, and did not subsequently agree to the proposition to cause the boundary of

Maine or Massachusetts Bq tu bc ascertained at a Inter period.

T-hat the treaty of Glient stipulated for a new exami n«ation* on the spot, výhich could not.

he macle applicable to an historical or «ltirninistrative'boundary.


