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This 'deed is according to the fcrms of Canadian Law, duly passed before a notary
t uebec.

- 4 An agreement betweený Henry Qaldwell, and Alexander Fraser, d ted 8th de- vtober, 1801.; This agreement states that -rM Cald'11 had me armnwthr. well a nde-anawreernent %,ith the, 'vi flfit-

trustees and executors of General Murraxy, for the purchase of all his pioperty in Canad
and contains a covenant on.his part, in consideration of the sumn1 of 1 61., stering money
of Great:Britain, received by hiin from Alexandér Fraser by the hand o lalcolmn Fraser,
(as soon as his purchase from the trustees and executors of General Murray is completed)
to convey among other thinigs ' -Ie Segniory of Rivière d Loup,L and Fiefof, ;Ladàioaska

ether wil ihe Lake Temisqpàta, -and ihe lands adjoining thereto, . as particu-
larlygdescribed in. the original title deeds of the said Seigniory of the said Rivière du Loup,
Fie f oMaldawaska and Lake Tenisquatà.: . . as the säme was pirchased by the saidc General Jams Murray of Mr Daùsville, 1)hich stüd lads and &igndorigs arc siuaed in

the said Province of Loicer Canada... . suhject to certain indenturesof leas made
<'by and between the said lenry CaldWell, and the said Malcolhn Frasér, heaing date the

24th·day of September, 1782." This deed is also passed accordinge to theformsof Canaý
Ian law before a notary at Quebec.

15. Deed of sale from Henry Calwell to Alexander Fraser, dated 2nd of Augusi
1802, of the Seigniory of Rivière du Loup, and Fief of Madawaska, in pursuance of the
agreement last above cited (No. 14).

If this be not a regular .and, complete deduction of title to the Fief of Madawaska,
under the original.cncession in .1 G83, and a continucd and uninteirupted holding under the
province of Canada böth before:and since the conquest quite down to the present.day, When
the last purchaser, \.lex;mder Fraser, is proved, even by Amerian t«stim ny, to be in the
actual possessionIand cinjoyment.of the property under this claim:f title,.and subject to the
conditions of thé originalgrant, Great Britain is at a .loss to conceive what evidence can be
required for that purpose. .But, say TheêUnited States, e ndhomage havete ttsýno ýacts:offat an-hma "'
been done sincetlie conquest. These teudaliservices, it is true, may, sircethe conquest by
Great lBritain, haveobeen suffered to fall into disuse with respect to. ail the lands in Canada
held enfef;.but the objection would equally apply to the Seigniory of the-Rivière du Loup,
or any other Canadian Seigniory on the banks of thé St. Lawrence,:as to the Fief of Mada-
waska.

Rircr St. JTo hn.-ppendix to .First Alnrican Statenent, p. 46.

he United tates contend that the boundary along the River St. John, rom its
source to its mouth, first:proposed by the old Congrss as thé most ihvourable line which
they could obtain, was:not inÏtcnded to follow that river from its mouth t the spot now ac-
knowledged as its sorce, but was to run along the river now and avays known by the
name of-Madawaska River- arna to its source beyond Temisquata Lake.. This assertion is
not supported by any proof, and a reference to any map-of anyauthorityat that time wil
sbew, that the extent of the River St. John westward, and the comparative smallness of its
northern brarches, was so welldíown thâtthe erxpession, fom;its source to its mouth,
without atiy further description, coukd meannothing but the whole extent of the RWer S
John, nearly as:at present known. Whether the source was actually at the spot now con
sidered as such, or at tie hîead of the westein branch, is of such trifling momentin the pre-
sent aïgumgnt, that it would be quite useless to discuss this particular point. ,'The only
question ofimportance is, whetherthe old Congress, in speaking of the River St..John from
its source to its mouth considered that source to .be on one of the western or one of the
northern branches, and ail thé maps will shew that the words "source of theßt. John"
rnust refer to one of the western sources of the Trunk, or main River, contradistinguished
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