
fttirl ili<? aid of the Qenfral Government iirj?ently

rf;qiiesl('(l tn briy^ about ihc sctilemenl and esta-

blishment of the line oi boundary. More recently,

and -iiice the rornmi-nceintnt nf the pre^enl session

of Ciiiii?ress, (very »iioii alter ihi? ri'ci'ipi of the laM

communifaiii'ii fnnn the ISntish nnvcmrnfnl upon
Ihc hDiiiiiliuy qiiP>tion,) the Pr'.'nidi'ril caused to be

sent to the Governor of Maitie a st,»teinenl of

the curre^pondenre which had been had between

the Qov»rnmenis of the United Slates amt Great

Britain upon the subject of the boundary, since the

rejection of the opinion of the arbiter in 1832, with

a reqiaest ;hat he would adopt such measurex as he

might deem n'cesory to ascertain the sense of the

Stale of Maine with rcsp«ct lo the expediency of

attempting to estabhsh a conventional line, as well

an to additional surveys and explorations with a

view lo the satisfactory adjustment of the ct)nirr-

versy according to the terms of the treaty, or ena-

bling the parties to decide more unde rstandingly

upon the expediency of opening a negotiation for a

line that would suit their mutual convinience, Ac.

The niessaije cif the Gi)vcinor coniraunic;itina: that

Matenient to the Let<Jailature, and the resoluti(in.s of

the Leij'islature thcreupot*, which I had the honor a

few d.iys ajfo to present lo the Senate, have been

primed, and ar« in the hands of Senators. Thry
are a full, unequivocal, and direct respon.se to ih"

questions propounded, and speak the language and
determination, not o( n parly, or of a mere tnajori-

(y, but of the whole Legislature and people of

Maine. This, sir, is no party question in Maine.
Theie'<olepeop/eof that State i'eel that they are in-

jured, and ihat Iheir ap;)cals lo the General Go-
vernment for the pnneciion and guarantee of their

rights, which they believe the Constitution of the

United States was dt-signed to afford Ihem, have al-

ready been too long disregarded; and they now
hope and trust tliat Congress will adopt such mea-
sures as will insure the running and marking of

the boundary line between that State and a foreign

Government, according lo the terms of 'Ac trtaty-

Such measures are not intended by Maine, and
ought not to be regarded by others, as hostile, but

a.s means, and probably the only means, of settling

the que.stion of boundary for many years yet to

come. The bifl which I propose lo submit and
urge the passage of, in conformity with the resolu-

tions of my Stale, provides that the President shall

cause the boundary line to be run and marked
agreeably to the provisions of the treaty <f peace

of 1783. The lime for executing ihis i«rvice, and
the manner of doing it, is left entirely to tht; discre-

tion of the President, and it is believed that it may
•he done wilhotil giving just cause of offence to

Great Britain. What other mode of running this

line of boundary can be pursued whtn it is c<»n-

idered that our Government has repeatedly pro-

posed to the Government of Great Britain muinal-

ly to appoint suri'eyors or commissioners to run

and mark the line oeeordiiig to the trtaty, and that

those pri positions have been declined on the pre-

tenve that the description of the line in the treaty is

ico imperfect that it is impracticable to run that line

-to as to conform to the terms of the treaty, and that

•the Briti.vh Government still lefu.ses to assent to

ifuch a !>nrvey and running of the line vntts$ thU
GotitriMMMt viUsgrte to »%uk prtthninmiu u mituid

ehangf, or render imprattieable,tKe mrtity of the Hnt
of the treaty.

It will be .seen by reference lo the correspondence
between this Government rndthatof Gp-nt Britain,

since the rejection of the opinion of the ai biter, that

our Government hjve been consiamly eiideavoring

to open negotiations with Great Britain for the esta-

blishment iif tlie line according to the treaty of
17tS3j hni the British Government have declined to

nfgoiiate vjion that basis, and have insisted and
:«iili insist, ihat a conventional lint must be substilu-

for the treaty line. That there may be no mistake
upon Ihis pari of the subject, the correspondence
between the two Governmen's should be examined
with care, and it will .show that on the 31st of
July, 18:(j, Mr. Livingston informed Mr. Bank-
head that the decision of the arbiter had been re-

jected by the Senate; and that the President, in pur-

suance of the advice of the Senate, proposed "to

open a new negotiation with his Britannic Majes-
ty's Government fur the ascertainment of the boun-
dary between the possessions of the United States

Olid those of Great Britain on the northeastern

frontier of the United States, aetofding to the treaty

efpeace (^ 1783;"' and it was further su^ested that

it ilie p uties shi)UliJ be unable lo agree upon the

fslabli>hment of the treaty line, means might be
found of avoiding the const!' uiional difficulties

thai hitherto had attended the establishment of a
boundary more convenient lo both parlies than that

designated ) y the treaty, and that such a negotia-

tion would naturally embrace the right of naviga-
tion ot the riverSt. John. Onlhel4thof April, 1833,
Sir Charles R. Vaughan replied "Ihat his Majesty's
Government regret that they cannot discover in this

proposition any probable means of arriving at a
settlement of this d fliculi question. It appears to

his Majesty's Government to be vtterly heptltsa to

attempt to find ou', at this time of day, by means
of new negotiation, an assumed line of boundary
which successive nesoiiatora, and which commis-
sioners employed on the spot have, during so many
years, failed to discover, t&c; that his Majesty's
Government will eagerbf avail themselves of any
probable chance of briueing the question to :> sa-

tisfactory settlement, and will lose no time in et:-

deavoring to ti$eertain from Mr. Livingston in the

first place, tehat u the principle of the plan of boun-
dary which the American Government appear to

coBfemplate as likely to be to he more eomeonia^ to

both parties, dtc.; whether any, and what arrange-
ment for avoiding the constitutional difficulties

has yet been concluded with the State of MaiBf

,

that it was nece<>sary that bis iMajtatyU Govtm-
ment should be itv/'onnn' of|hekut< apnn which it

is proposed to negotiate before they can either en-

tertain the proposal,, or deptde upon instructions to

be given; that they must he pr<noMsfy atsmtd that

the President vill possess: the poirer of carcyiBg in-

to effect his part of any eagagcment, &c.^ and that

his ^iajesly cannot consent to nabarrass the nego-
tiation respectiog the boundary, by mixing up tpUh
it a dimmnkm re^iHng MrnavifoHm wftheriomr St.

John.''

On the 30thof April, 1833, Mr. Livingston i firo-

pqsed to Sir Charlies R. Ynughan that the disad-

vantages of the QHxks of sett lenient hevelofoM
adopted might he avoided by appuintiag; a«air


