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General Government, to take the sense of this State in roo-.rd to the expe-

diency of openinir u direct ne.irotiation for the estabhslnneut oi a conven-

;;o>nd linr and if Maine should deen) an att-nnpt to adinst the matter m

iZ^Jovl^sy m that Ibrm advisahlo, then to ask the a.,.ent ot Mame to tlic

'""The o-rave and important (piestion, therefore, presented for your consid-

eration "as vou will more fully perceive hy the docnments reterred to s,

w e er you will clothe tlJ Executive of the United States w.th he

unlimited power of fixmg a new and conventional line m hen ot the

''tClSnlJinfv'gratifvin. to perceive that the right of Maine to be haird
§

.nd onsnUeybetbre\he^reW i^ abandoned, is fully rocogmsed by

he Gene d Governnient ; and 1 have no douhl the Legislature ot Maine

vHl pp i ch the considel-ation of the proposition m the same spirit it ,s

X^i,^and with an anxious desire to ternnnate this long pending and

emban'asshig quesdon, if it can be done without too great a sacnhce ol

honor and r^dit. Although the documents are somewhat vohiniinous, li-

proposition is single and smiplc in ,ts character, and easdy understood

I have criven to the subject all the retlection and examination 1 have

been ablelo bestow since the reception of the docnments, and witli a mast

anxious desire to acquiesce in any leasible scheme of adjustment or any

reasonable proposition for a settlement, 1 feel constrained to say that 1 can

see little to hope, and much to fear, from the proposed departure irom the

^''T Uiinkthat the most cursory examination of the correspondence and

movements on the part of Great Britain, must satisfy any one that thej

leadino- obiect which her diplomatists have had m view, since the result ot
^

the arbitration, h.as been to destroy or lay aside the treaty line
;

to lead us :

•iway from the clear, unambiguous, delinite terms of that treaty, and involve^

us in interminable discussions, propositions, and replies in relation to con-^

vcntional lines, no one of which would be accepted unless it gave to them

a laro-e part of our territory. We find that in May, 1833, very soon alter

the Pre 'ident, in pursuance of the advice of the Senate, had opened a new

nerrotiation to ascertain the line accordiv,^^ to the trcuti/ oj l^^.i, to which

treaty line the negotiation, of cours(>, was confhied, the British minister

suo-o-csted"thattliis perplexed, and hitherto interminable, question, could

only he set at rest by an abandonment of the defective description oi

boundarv contained in the treaty, and by the two Governments mutually

ao-reeino-" upon a conventional line more convenient to both parties. 1 lie

same imention is apparent in the refusal to acquiesce in the proposition to

refer the settlement of the treaty line to a commission, to be constituted o

an equal number chosen by each party, widi an umpire to be designated

by a friendly power from the most skilful men in Europe; or, secondly,

that the commission should be entirely composed of such scientific men of

Europe, to be selected by some friendly power, to be attended in the survey

and view of the country by aiients appointed by the parties. It was in

answer to this proposition that the suggestion of the impracticability ot the

treaty line was made, and the intention became apparent to lead us away

from that inconvenient obstacle to their wishes atid plans, the treaty language.

The proposition was so equitable and fair, so just to all parties, and so iiill

of promise of adjustment upon proceedings satisfactory to us, that it could

not' be peremptorily rejected. Hut although it was entertained, the answer


