- of certain documents. which shewed particular ‘acts of susisdiction in:thi tract of ountry
e ’byvfhr;‘;z}._‘n‘thpx;ixtiqs; ol the ',El:mj:fx‘.j‘fc:;(f:;pffﬂ v-Brunswick, ‘and-h: e-obtaineil ’Lh_eah;’;}l';ixj&'-j(};é:it;-:——é—-— "
+. Britain; on her. pait, has brought forwaid

hich dic. P10 Amui.
_: close the whole- stite of the:facis and the contlic

, and 155'3‘-'1’,“‘0!53?“}'8: A-rbiter;?'docurriénts‘wﬁich‘di * can obcorvations
N L o e a . . T " 10‘!. tofiogtaphica
tmg-ontf_lncxa1_-.-pre{ens;pn A idcace

elating‘to it

s quzphzuniéatiqﬁ\b_et’tb‘eefz,}t_he’Bfitk_‘élé Provines.:

o7 The United States suggest that, whe

“Great “Britain will nevertheless” be enabled 4o
. Provinces, by opening 4 road from’ the C
. Lawrenice, through her ‘acknowledged

éjf_ha;}'é ’g()% 'posfs'ieéﬁdzjvc')jf their 61'\81."{&1‘:‘1{9-1»'}," _
to . m; .i'rimi'n__,-',,‘thgi '@sbxiijx@'iixlic’atiﬁ;nif.ﬁé;yyeeig;;ixér?:, o
"Gr"_éét‘:lﬁ‘éll_s';;df the River ?"St;‘:-,J'Q,h_lifth?é;dé;:gbc St
dminions | without any'allusion 0.3 cireumnstane
-+ which appears by ‘evidence they. themselves havé. adduced “that the -r_;s;-;sﬂf-,a;me;q:_t{c'o@mp;
icalin even betveen e ot of Gaspé,part of s Bngrin oS

of .the Province of Eow

. - ~
- HL—Hale’s $ap of New England.

Appendiz to First .'Imerican'S.'a!eme;zl, p- 46.

. - .
- ‘Some of the remarks made on the objcctiqns of The United

map apply with equal force to those made against Hale’s
strongly ‘confirms the two following

tates o Gireenleaf™s
map of Nei Eng]
positions, viz. 1st. That no scitled op
the northern boundary of the present State of Maive has ever cxisted

States;" and, 2dly, That map makers having al} facilities, and a
are not to be relied on in the delineation of lines of boundary. It was published in tje
capital of a State greatly interested in this question, in the year 1826, ten years aftey the
dliscussions under {he Treaty of Ghent had directed ihe attentton of -the American public
to the subject of the northers. unds & UNiited States, and the, delineation of vari-
ous rivers indisputably shews that the compiler had access to the maps constructed under
the authority of the I; the map presents a northern boundary of t],
agreeing with the claim of .The United States, nor with that of
» consequently, if not altogether founded in error, expressive of the ay.
thor’s private opinion only. It s worthy of remark, that among the speeific objections
adduced against this map no allusion is made to the location there given to the tract granted -

and.  This map
iion respecting
in The Uniteg
Pparently honest intentions,

* Bouchett’s Topography of Canads, p- 507.




