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10 it cloooed the proposiiioii with m) many conditions, and so hmiled iho

i)Owers of the counmssioner.s, and rerpiired the concession, on our part, ot

the ail mi|)orlant fact that the St. John's and Restigouclie uie not Atlantic

rivers tliat the oriuinal i)laii was at once de])nvyd ol ad vitahly,or powci,

or usl' and in lad the lelcronce would have been merely an agreement to

abide by the decision, provided both parties should be ^.atished and assent

to it.
, 1 • •

•

it is certainly somewhat remarlvable that il uio assuuiod lact is true, viz:

ihat the ireatv line caunot be laid down or li>:ed accordmg to the treaty,

that so mucirunwillinirness should be exhibited to have an atlempt made

to ascertain it: or, if Great Britain is so strongly convinced ot the justice

.rJstrcir'ihoV h-r argimuDit and claim, that she should be so reluctant

lo rel'er the whole question to disinterested and scientidc Europeans, there

is an apiiarent, and I dou!>t not, a real anxiety to avoid discussion or ex:nm-

nation u'/.v^n/ upon ll,r /rcut^; and I fear that if we once a )andon that line

in seardi of a coiivenliona! one, we shall never be able to bring them back

a-ain to consider the present line, or to recognise the treaty as ol any binUmg

rFilcacy. I fear, too, that the only (luestion in negotiation lor a conventional

line, will be how lar-e a portion of our terri;ory we must vi^/^ "P; ^"^

su'.'>-(.stioii made bv our Government to take the river St. Jo ms, Irom its

nuMUh to Its source, as the boundary, was rejected, with a simple cxpressi.Mi

of wonder that it should have been made: and our Government is told

.'xi.liciilv that "his Maiestv's Government cannot consent to embarrass the

lu'niiiaiion lespectmir' the boundary, by mi-m,.r u). with it a discussion

ivaudin'r (he uarii^cdhm of the St. .ichifs, as an integral part ot the;

(iire.lion'." The intimation seems plain, that no ncgotialion lor an excliange

of territorv or privik-'es will be eiitned into, but the single point will be

1-.VV shall "the ui \m\'-A ierrito;'v be divided between the parties / 1 lear that

if wcabaudui. the Iroatv language, so clear and so decided m our htvor,

ai.d ^o much at variance' with their claim, we shall leave a certainty lor an

iuicenaintv, and throw doubt, cnfusion, hud embarrassment over our

d,,;. :.nd our cours. of action, anc? yield to Great Britain the un.at obstacle

we now present to her grasi)ing spirit, the solemn treaty ot \tb6.

And what securitv have we tliat any line can be hxed upon which shall

bo pernianeul, or wliiit ceriainly is there that the new line '"^y not be

declared to be - impracticable;' whenever it may come
"^^"f"^Vn nl' to

of the plans or wishe. of CJreat Britain? It would certain yb<= dillicult to

pivseul a siruim-er and clearer case than we now do
;
and if diplomacy and

skill can manuf.ctnre doubts a.,d embarrassments in the ^I'^^ussion ot die

.na.slion as now i.r.s,mted, we. may well despa.r ot ever nxmg a certa

J,a u,„Uerable line ol' boundary. If I am accused of "'J''^^}*^':;:^;^;^

m these remarks. I would point, in justihcatiou, to tlie remaikable piogiess

of the doubts and assertions in r.^lation to the treaty nie oi bomdarj

V/ben the qu.slion as to which river wao the true St. C roix of the treaty

.which was the onlvqneslion Iho, m dispute) was befl)re the commissioneis

under the (ivatv of 1791, the British agent founded his prmcipa argnmeni

tor the westernmost river, upon the -round that a line due "oi'll^.^'O'" «

source of that river would only include a part ol one ot the r've's (the

St. Johns) which have their mouths wiUnn .\ew t^''^'^^/^''^^-.
."f .f^^

-the most accustomed and convenient rule, m cases of this kind, is to

leave to each power respectively the sources of those rivers that empty

,ljcm.=p!ve.s, or whos-.; montlis arc within its territory upon the sea coast, it
:ii


