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FOREWORD

THE effort is vain to tell in a single volume the whole
of the intensely interesting story of International and State
boundary controversies. If to the facts that are easy of
access to all should be added even the majority of the
stories about the boundaries which are hidden away in
musty records, there would be need for many volumes.

So the author has contented himself with telling a part
of the story, in the hope not only that some readers will
be satisfied with what they read, but also that others will
wish to go on to make independent investigation in the
fascinating subject.

Those who make further investigation will probably find
records that equal in interest any of those that have been
drawn on by the author. As they read they will dis-
cover that patriotic partisanship leads them to alternate
pride and dismay—pride because of the diplomatic tri-
umphs of our own country; dismay because of what seems
to be the overreaching of others, to our cost.

The wider the reading the surer will be the cure for any
unreasoning feeling of boastful pride in American astute-
ness, while there cannot but result a more charitable view
of the activities of those who have been engaged with us
in boundary disputes. Just at first we may not be ready
to indorse words written by Alfred J. Hill in The Missis-
sippi River and Its Sources, but later we shall find our-
selves in hearty agreement with his statement concerning
the attitude of the impartial student:

“He must consider that international treaties are only

[ xiii ]



FOREWORD

bargains on a large scale, in which one or other of the
high contracting parties is liable to be overreached, and
that sometimes the decisions made are not in accord with
reason and abstract justice, but yet, that the compacts have
been signed, the matter is settled. 'When, however, ques-
tions of territorial boundaries have been discussed with a
view to international agreement, faulty decisions in such
cases are by no means always to be attributed to great
astuteness on one side, and simplicity on the other; for a
lack of private correct geographical information, from
which had resulted erroneous and misleading maps, is the
most likely cause. After all, boundary agreements can
scarcely be anything but compromises, and if it should ap-
pear later on that the decision was somewhat unfair to one
party, yet it would not be considered dignified for the other
to clamor then for reconsideration.”

In telling of the boundary disputes between States it has
been neither possible nor advisable to refer to all of them.
Some of the disputes to which no reference has been made
were quite similar to others mentioned in this volume.
But it will be noted by some that there have been omitted
such remarkable stories as that of the Yazoo Fraud, begun
in 1795, when the Georgia legislature enacted a bill pro-
viding for the sale to favored companies of practically all
the area now within the States of Alabama and Mississippi;
the Margravate of Azilia and its strange bearing on the
history of early Georgia; the curious incidents in the his-
tory of the California Missions which had no trifling in-
fluence on the boundaries of that State; the origin of the
St. Mary’s River as a boundary between Georgia and
Florida, as it was for nearly forty years an international
boundary; and the jealousies between Rhode Island and its
neighbor on the north which led to all sorts of bickerings

[xiv]
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FOREWORD

and recriminations, of which a reply from a correspondent
in Connecticut to a man in Rhode Island was typical:

“We must needs say if in your former letter you had
dealt as plainly we should never have given ourselves the
labor and trouble we have had on that account, and now
indeed we cannot but see you never intended any compo-
sure or compliance in the thing in controversy.”

Finally, if there had been room, there might have been
added to the volume some of the numberless tales of
jealousy concerning boundaries between towns—for in-
stance, Cohasset and Scituate, Massachusetts. The nat-
ural boundary between those towns was a bog, a salt inlet,
and marshes covered with salt grass. The ground was
rich, the hay product was worth while, so both towns
desired the marsh. As early as 1637 a joint commission
was appointed, to settle the dispute, and Governor Brad-
ford, Edward Winslow, and John Endicott were members.
When they announced their decision that Bound Brook,
which flowed into the salt inlet, was the true boundary,
Scituate demurred. When Hingham set out the boundary
stakes according to the commission’s award, Scituate
people pulled them up, then proceeded to cut the marsh
grass. Two hundred years were required to settle the
disagreement |

Fortunately, in the case of Cohasset and Scituate, good
will has displaced suspicion and hatred. So with States
which have disagreed with one another on the boundaries,
as well as nations which have questioned the limits claimed
by our country: to-day they are good friends; perhaps the
friendship is all the more worth while because of the in-
cidents that provoke our smiles, though a century, two
centuries, three centuries ago, the smile that made light
of such an all-important matter as a boundary line would
have brought withering rebuke.

[xv]
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The outline maps have been adapted from those given in
Boundaries and Areas of the United States, published by
the Government Printing Office, in Washington, 1923.

Joun T. Faris.
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CHAPTER 1

THE BLOODLESS AROOSTOOK WAR

“We are marching on to Madawask
To fight the trespassers;

We'll teach the British how to walk—
And come off conquerors.

“We’ll have our land right good and clear
For all the English say;

They shall not cut another twig
Nor stay another day.

“Onward! my lads so brave and true.
Our country’s right demands.

With justice and with glory fight
For the Aroostook lands.”

Thus sang, to the tune of “Auld Lang Syne,” the men
of the Maine militia and the volunteers, as they marched
from Bangor to the Aroostook Country in February, 1839.
They were responding to the call of Governor Fairfield,
who had drafted 10,343 men to go to the northern coun-
try “to resist invasion” from New Brunswick. Eight'
hundred thousand dollars had been appropriated by the
state legislature for the expenses of the campaign.

The marching soldiers knew that not only the State,
but the country, stood by them. For had not Congress
authorized President Van Buren to raise 50,000 troops
and to spend $10,000,000, if necessary, in the defense
of the threatened lands of northern Maine?

[3] ;



The ROMANCE of the BOUNDARIES

Sometimes the singing was varied by the words of
another battle song:

“We'll lick the redcoats anyhow,
And drive them from our bounds;
The loggers are awake—and all
Await the Gin’ral’s orders;
Britannia shall not rule the Maine,
Nor shall she rule the water;
They've sung that song full long enough,
Mouch longer than they oughter.

“The Aroostook’s a right slick stream,

Has nation sights of woodlands,

And hang the feller that would lose
His footing on such good lands.

And all along the boundary line
There’s pasturage for cattle;

But what the line of boundary is,
‘We must decide by battle.”

Excitement was at fever heat, not only among the
soldiers, but back in the town which the militia had left
behind. With enterprise worthy of the modern news-
paper man, the editor of the Bangor # hig maintained a
correspondent at the front whose messages were received
with avidity by thc patnots at home. On one occasion
they read:

“The appearance of the troops is such as excited our
surprise and admiration. Coming together at a moment’s
notice, every man seemed to be prepared for duty, and
eager to reach the scene of action.”

Once again the message came:

“The soldiers have erected a fort with logs, and have
five field pieces mounted. . . . Four of the British Regular
troops,deserters from the Provinces,arrived. . . . Friday
night. Desertions are taking place daily. . . .The Stars

[4]



The ROMANCE of the BOUNDARIES

and Stripes will coax many of her Majesty’s subjects to
their ample folds.”

The report received in Bangor of the address of Gov-
ernor Fairfield to the troops provoked cheers:

“An unfounded, unjust, and insulting claim of title has
been made by the British Government to more than one
third of the whole territory of your State. More than
this, it insists upon having exclusive jurisdiction and pos-
session until the claim of title is settled, while in the mean-
time its subjects are stripping the territory of the valuable
growth of timber, in defiance of your authority. . . . Per-
haps before this moment your soil has not only been pol-
luted by the invader’s footsteps, but the blood of our
citizens may have been shed by British Myrmidons.”

The editor at home kept pace with the field correspond-
ent. In one issue he said:

“We stand ready to shoulder our musket and take our
chance in the first rank of our militia—and entertain
not the slightest doubt but that the whole body of our
citizens would rise as one man, to defend the territory
purchased by the blood of our fathers.”

Again he wrote:

“The crisis demands the united energy and action of all
parties and we doubt not that . . . the deep enthusiasm
which pervades every bosom, will continue . . . until the
rights of our noble State are maintained at all hazards.”

On another occasion an editorial appeared under the
caption, “Steady!”

“Our State has been for the third time invaded and
our citizens forcibly arrested, carried away and incar-
cerated in a Foreign Jail. . . . We have remonstrated and
entreated long enough, and to no purpose. We now
appeal to arms. . . . As we are in this city in the midst
of a great excitement it behooves us all to keep calm and

[s]



The ROMANCE of the BOUNDARIES

cool and proceed with the utmost deliberation. Expresses
are passing every day through the city from the Aroostook
and from the Provinces to Augusta and back. Our streets
for the last two days have been filled with the busy prepa-
rations for the Aroostook expedition. Twenty men are
engaged at the Foundry casting balls. Bodies of volun-
teers from the country are passing through the city, and
not less than five hundred are now between this place and
Matawamkag Point.”

The expedition of which the /#hig told with ardent
patriotism was the culmination of more than half a cen- -
tury of waiting for the settlement of the dispute concern-
ing the boundary between Maine and New Brunswick—
a boundary which the makers of the Treaty of Paris in
1783 thought they had settled, though their settlement
proved to be only the beginning of uncertainty and trouble.

During the negotiations that preceded the treaty, Benja-
min Franklin calmly asked that all Canada be ceded to
America, “in order that its lands might be sold to raise
a fund for the compensation of Americans whose prop-
erty had been destroyed.” His request led to the re-
sponse of Lord Grenville; he said he could not see why
England should give away a fourteenth province, when
she had already lost thirteen.

But the wise Franklin was merely playing his cards well;
he proposed to ask for more than he expected to receive,
that he might receive more than some of those who sat
with him in conference proposed to give.

Franklin has been credited with other acts of diplomacy
that were baffling. During the long discussion as to the
meaning of the treaty adopted many references were made
to a mysterious map, reported to have been discovered
in government archives at Paris. On this Franklin, on
December 6, 1782, is said to have indicated in red ink

(6]
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The ROMANCE of the BOUNDARIES

a boundary between Maine and Nova Scotia which was
exactly according to the claims made by Great Britain.
An English politician later declared that this marking
of the boundaries was not done in good faith; that Frank-
lin’s purpose was to “throw dust in the eyes of the French
minister.”” France, he said, desired to keep the United
States and Great Britain from coming to a friendly under-
standing; she hoped that America could be persuaded to
make unreasonable demands which would be refused by
Great Britain. So the possibility has been suggested that
Franklin marked a map incorrectly for French consump-
tion—not as a true record of the preliminary agreement.

However much or little of truth there may be in this
story of Franklin's map-marking, it is true that there
were interested watchers at the conference. For instance,
it has been told that the Spanish representative at Paris
wrote to Madrid:

“The Federal Republic is born a pygmy; a day will
come when it will be a giant.”

The Spaniard was nearer the truth than the Englishman
who made the comment:

“The Americans can never be united into one compact
empire, under any species of government whatever; a
divided people till the end of time, suspicious, and distrust-
ful of each other, they will be divided and subdivided into
little commonwealths or principalities, according to natural
boundaries, by great bays of the sea, and by vast rivers,
lakes, and ridges of mountains.”

If it had been the purpose of the treaty-makers to plant
seeds of trouble and uncertainty, they could not have done
better than when they defined the Northeast boundary.
The St. Croix River was made the beginning of the north-
ern boundary of Maine because, in 1763, it had been fixed

[8]
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as the northern boundary of Massachusetts, of which
Maine was a dependency.

The paragraph defining the line, as it left the hands of
the treaty-makers, read:

“From the northwest angle of Nova Scotia, viz., that
angle which is formed by a line drawn due north from the
source of the St. Croix River to the highlands; along the
said highlands, which divide those rivers that empty into
the St. Lawrence from those which flow into the Atlantic
Ocean, to the northwesternmost head of the Connecticut
River; thence, down along the middle of that river, to the
45th degree of North latitude; from thence, by a line due
west on said latitude, until it strike the river Iroquois or
Cataraquy (St. Lawrence) . . . East by a line to be
drawn along the middle of the river St. Croix, from its
mouth in the Bay of Fundy, to its source, and from its
source directly north to the aforesaid highlands. . . .”

Perfectly simple, wasn’t it? Yet somehow questions
multiplied when the attempt was made to mark boundaries
according to the simple rules laid down. In time five
major questions asserted themselves:

First: Which of the several rivers running into the Bay
of Fundy is the St. Croix?

Second: Where is the northwest angle of Nova Scotia ?

Third: What and where are the highlands, along which
the line is to run, from the northwest angle of Nova Scotia,
to the northwesternmost head of the Connecticut River ?

Fourth : Which stream going to make up the Connecticut
River ought to be regarded as the northwesternmost head?

Fifth: Are the rivers which discharge their waters into
the Bay of Fundy rivers which fall into the Atlantic Ocean,
in the sense of the term used in the treaty?

Thirteen years passed before the first point was decided,
and even then it was necessary to have another treaty, and
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a long seance with commissioners. The Treaty of Lon-
don, in 1794, decided that ‘“‘whereas doubts have arisen
what river was truly intended under the name of the river
St. Croix . . . that question shall be referred to the final
decision of commissioners. . . .”

One commissioner from each nation was to unite in
choosing a third commissioner, and their decisions as to the
real River St. Croix were to be final.

Among the interesting documents which have come
down to us telling of the work of the commission is a
letter from James Sullivan to Francis Joseph, governor of
the ‘“Passimaquody” Indians. This was dated at Schoodic
Falls on September 29, 1796. Joseph was addressed as
“Brother.” This is the message he read:

“I came here with a hope to see you. I am agent for
the United States to appear before men who are appointed
to find the river the United States and the King called St.
Croix. . . . The men who are come and coming want to
hear what your old men can tell them truly on the question.
You know that the United States is your friend, as you
know that Massachusetts ever has your tribe as her chil-
dren, and you must not be unwilling to come at the call and
tell the truth.”

In their search for the true St. Croix the commissioners
had in mind something that they hoped would prove de-
cisive. The St. Croix River had been given its name from
the island, called by De Monts St. Croix, near the mouth
of the stream, where the explorer had made the first Euro-
pean settlement on the continent north of Florida, on June
26, 1604—the settlement that has been called “‘the real
beginning of trouble between England and France.” Find
the island, and they would know the St. Croix! Find the
St. Croix, and the boundary dispute would be settled—or
80, at least, the commissioners thought.
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After long search they were led to Dochet Island, per-
haps half a mile from either shore of a river, and close to
the ocean. The island was covered with dense under-
growth, but they were undismayed by sand and sedge and
whortleberry bushes; they dug and they delved until they
uncovered the unmistakable remains of the foundations of
some of De Monts’ buildings.

On the southern shores of the stream is the town of
Calais, Maine, while on the north shore the New Bruns-
wick town of St. Stephen is located. And this stream was
set down to be known forever as the St. Croix, though it
was then known as the north branch (called Cheputnati-
cook) of the Schoodic. October 25, 1798, was the date
of the decision. The St. Croix was traced to its source,
and there a monument was erected. At last a point on the
boundary had been fixed!

A good beginning—but it was only a beginning. For
forty-four years more were to pass before the four remain-
ing questions raised by students of the treaty of Paris
should be solved.

Something more might have been accomplished in con-
sequence of the action of a convention in London, in 1803,
which authorized the running of the line from the monu-
ment at the source of the St. Croix, to the northwest angle
of Nova Scotia, and then, according to the treaty, to the
head of the Connecticut River. But the agreement of the
London Convention was not ratified, because of its refer-
ence to the boundary line much farther west, which, while
according to the Treaty of 1783, was not according to the
new conditions created by the purchase of Louisiana from
France—a purchase completed only a few days before the
convention agreed on a report. Naturally, the United
States authorities decided to omit this western article from
the treaty, and England was unwilling to ratify a treaty
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with the omission of what seemed to her an all-important
article.

After the fixing of the monument at the source of the
St. Croix River, the next thing was to decide on the point
at the northwest angle of Nova Scotia which was on the
highlands dividing the rivers which empty into the St. Law-
rence from those which empty into the Atlantic Ocean.

Great Britain held that this point was Mars Hill, about
forty miles south of the present northeast corner of Maine;
this, it was held, fulfilled the conditions because it was on
the highlands separating the Penobscot, Kennebec, and
Androscoggin rivers, streams which flow into the Atlantic
Ocean, from the rivers that empty into the St. Lawrence
River.

But the United States contended with equal earnestness
that the true point of departure was 14§ miles north of the
source of the St. Croix, or perhaps seventy miles north of
the present northeast corner of Maine. This point was
on the highlands to the north of the St. John River, which
empties into the Bay of Fundy, and to the south of the
Restigouche River, which finds its way into the Bay of
Chaleur. Then the northern boundary of Maine would
have extended within twenty miles of the St. Lawrence,
thus cutting off the forts and the military roads between
New Brunswick and Quebec.

The argument made by Great Britain controverting
these extreme claims of the United States was that the
Bay of Fundy could not be considered as the Atlantic
Ocean, which was expressly named in the treaty. The
reasoning was ingenious:

“When we speak of the Gulf of Bothnia or Finland, do
we not always consider them as distinct from the Baltic?
Or of the Adriatic as distinct from the Mediterranean?
Would it be correct or consistent with the received use of
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language to affirm that St. Petersburg is built on the
Baltic, Venice on the Mediterranean, Amsterdam on the
North Sea, Baltimore and Annapolis on the Atlantic
Ocean? Yet all the bays and gulfs on which these places
respectively stand, are to the respective seas with which
they are immediately connected, what the Bay of Fundy
is to the Atlantic Ocean.”

But ingenuity was shown by the United States as well.
The reply was made:

“No one can doubt that, when the Gulf of Finland, or
the Adriatic, Hudson’s Bay, or the Chesapeake, are speci-
fied by their distinct names, it is for the express purpose of
considering them, for the time, apart and as respectively
distinct from the Baltic, the Mediterranean, and the At-
lantic. Nor that, when the object is to designate with pre-
cision the situation of St. Petersburg, Venice, Amsterdam,
or Baltimore, the particular inlet, gulf, or bay, on which
the cities are respectively situated, must necessarily be spec-
ified. But this use of specific names does not at all pre-
vent the use, or restrain the meaning of the generic terms,
when there is occasion for them. Thus the British mer-
chant, when speaking of the Mediterranean or the Baltic
trade, always embraces that to Venice in the first instance,
and that to St. Petersburg in the second. And thus a
voyage from a European port, whether to Baltimore, to
Quebec, or to New York, is always and with equal pro-
priety called a voyage across the Atlantic.”

Further, Great Britain declared that by “highlands”
the treaty meant a mountainous country—and this could
not be found, so far north as the United States said the
line should be drawn. The United States said, on the
other hand, that ‘“highlands” simply meant a height of
land, a dividing ridge between watercourses.

The analysis of words and phrases has always been a
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puzzling part of the interpretation of treaties. But in
this case the analysis went so far that there seemed to the
United States to be the utmost justification in the charge of
“incredible misapplication of language” and ‘‘gross ab-
surdity.”

Of course settlers were attracted to the country in dis-
pute, and lumbermen proceeded to cut the pines which
grew there so luxuriantly. It was not in human nature to
keep out of a territory of some 12,000 square miles simply
because its ownership was in dispute. Probably the un-
certainty added to the appeal of the district. Americans
made homes in the Madawaska country far north toward
the St. Lawrence, a region originally settled by fugitive
Acadians in 1756, and desired both by New Brunswick and
by Maine. Titles to lands were given to the settlers by
Maine and Massachusetts. Others made their way into
the Aroostook Country, now comprised in the northern
county of Maine, famous for its potatoes.

Naturally there were difficulties. New Brunswick au-
thorities not only levied taxes on them, but treated them as
undesirable aliens. There was so much difficulty in secur-
ing justice in the courts that a company of American citi-
zens agreed that they would not make any appeal to these
courts, but would settle differences among themselves.

For daring to lead his neighbors in this defiant attitude,
John Baker, landholder by deed from Maine and Massa-
chusetts, was arrested on the charge that he and his neigh-
bors “did, amongst themselves, conspire, combine, confed-
erate, and agree together, falsely . . . and seditiously.”
He was dragged to jail at Frederickton, New Brunswick,
but was released after a time.

All these matters, and many others, were laid before the
King of the Netherlands, when he was selected in 1829 as
the arbiter of the dispute. After thorough sifting of the
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evidence, he decided that the line from the source of the
St. Croix should pass due north to a point where it inter-
sects the middle of the thalweg (deepest channel) of the
river St. John; thence, following the river, to the point
where the St. Francis River emptied into it; thence along
the St. Francis to its southwesternmost branch, thence west
to the line claimed by the United States; thence to the line
claimed by Great Britain; thence to the northwesternmost
source of the Connecticut River.

It was understood that the verdict was not according
to the evidence, but that it was the best which could be
reached under the circumstances. It gave to the United
States a large portion of the territory to which it laid claim.
But it did not satisfy Maine, which had to agree before the
United States could ratify the award, since the nation
could not change the boundaries of a state without its con-
sent. In January, 1832, Maine recorded her dissatisfac-
tion, and the United States accordingly withheld its assent.
This action was certainly justified in view of the fact that
the arbiter had not acted in accordance with the terms of
his appointment; he was not to make a compromise, but
was charged with determining which of the contenders
was correct.

Then followed eleven years of dissatisfaction, disturb-
ance, disagreements. The incursion of lumbermen from
the north and of settlers from the south continued. Court
officers asserted their authority, and dragged prisoners to
Frederickton, where New Brunswick had established a
military post for the defense of the disputed territory,
Maine having built a similar fort at Houlton. Other
officials took prisoners to Bangor, Maine. A local his-
torian has called attention to the fact that once an Ameri-
can prisoner in British hands was taken to Frederickton
by sled, and found lodging in the jail, while a British pris-
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oner in American hands was taken to Bangor in a carriage,
was lodged at the Bangor House, and was given the best
the hotel afforded.

In 1837 Ebenezer Greeley, who had been sent by the
state of Maine to take a census of the people of Mada-
waska, and to distribute among them their share of surplus
money in the United States Treasury, was arrested on the
charge that he was bribing the inhabitants to become parti-
sans of the United States. Yet the people of Madawaska
considered themselves—as they were considered by
Maine—American citizens; the town had been organized
as a plantation, and had a representative in the Maine
legislature.

Finally, in 1838, the trespassing of the raiders on the
forest wealth was so insistent that Massachusetts and
Maine united in sending agents to study and report con-
cerning the situation. Their report showed hundreds of
lumbermen who were despoiling the timber along the
various rivers; they estimated that the season’s ¢ would
be worth at least $100,000.

So, in January, 1839, Governor Fairfield of Maine
asked the legislature to send a land agent ‘“‘with a sufficient
number of men, suitably equipped, to . . . break up the
camps and dispossess those who are engaged in the work
of devastation and pillage.” An appropriation of $10,000
was made for the purpose and land agents took a civil
force of about five hundred men to the mouth of the Little
Madawaska, where they made camp.

On February 12, 1839, men from New Brunswick sur-
rounded the camp, and three of the land agents were taken
to Frederickton. Next day Sir John Harvey, Lieutenant-
Governor of New Brunswick, issued a proclamation, which,
to the people of Maine, seemed a declaration of war.
More, he sent word to the Governor of Maine, at Au-
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gusta, insisting that American troops be recalled from the
Aroostook, because he had been intrusted by the British
government to maintain exclusive control of the terri-
tory in dispute. This he would do by military force, if
necessary.

Events moved rapidly. Five hundred British regulars
from Quebec went to Madawaska. Canoes were sent up
the St. John River from Frederickton. It was reported
in Bangor that on March 1 a regiment of 800 Fusiliers
from Cork, Ireland, landed in St. John, and that they were
to be sent into the disputed territory.

When the camp of the land agents on the Little Mada-
waska was attacked, messages were sent by swift relays of
horses to Augusta, Maine. There the Governor and the
legislature acted energetically. Soldiers were called out
and a line of blockhouse forts was put in order. Among
these defenses were Forts Kent, Fairfield, and Halifax.
Fort Fairfield guarded the Aroostook River, while Fort
Kent commanded the headwaters of the St. John. Mili-
tary roads were built from Fort Kent and Fort Fairfield
to Houlton, Maine. The soil of Maine had been invaded
by a foreign foel

Action by the United States government followed, as
related in the beginning of the chapter. President Van
Buren sent for General Winfield Scott, and asked him to
take charge of operations in Maine.

“Do you want war, Mr. President?” asked the officer.
“If you do, I have only to look on in silence. The Maine
people could make it hot and fast enough.

“But if peace is what you wish, I can give you no as-
surance of success. The difficulties in the way may be
formidable.”

““Peace with honor is my dream!” was the response.

When General Scott reached Augusta, on March s,
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1839, he opened headquarters, and proceeded to hold a
conference with the leaders. Governor Fairfield was one
of the first to speak:

“The people of the State surely are not desirous of hur-
rying the two nations into a war. Such an event is
anxiously to be avoided, if it can be, without dishonor.
We owe too much to the Union, and ourselves, and above
all to the spirit and principles of Christianity, to bring
about a conflict of arms with a nation having with us
a common origin, speaking a common language, and bound
to us by so many ties of common interest, without the most
inexorable necessity.”

It was soon determined that if the Lieutenant-Governor
of New Brunswick would abandon all idea of occupying
the disputed territory with a military force, and of at-
tempting the expulsion of Americans, the Governor of
Maine would withdraw the militia. The land agent would
remain with a sufficient force to drive out the trespassers,
and to protect the timber from depredations.

Fortunately, it was possible to arrange a truce on such
terms. The further understanding was reached that New
Brunswick should take charge of the Madawaska country
to the north, and that Maine should have control of the
Aroostook region to the south, pending final settlement of
the boundary dispute.

The feeling in Great Britain in consequence of the
events on the border was indicated by an article published
in the London W estminster Review during 1840. The
author—in the course of a review of a Montreal book
which told of the occurrences leading to the bloodless
war—gave a vivid picture of the state of public opinion,
as well as of the slow manner of molding it:

“A war between the United States and Great Britain
would be, without any exception, the most calamitous event
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that could affect the inhabitants, not merely of these two
great nations, but of . . . civilization. No/ittle war could
or would be carried on between them. The mighty ener-
gies of both parties would in such case be put forth to the
utmost. . . .

“Formerly, excited as the American people constantly
were on the topic, the British government and public
looked on it with the utmost indifference. For a week or
two in the course of each year we used to be startled from
our apathy by the receipt of intelligence from the other
side of the Atlantic, which impressed us with the notion
that war was absolutely inevitable. But with the first re-
assuring news . . . our apathy used to return. . . . But
of late the alarms have been too frequent and too seri-
ous. . . . Every fresh packet brings intelligence . . . and
the most reflecting minds in each country begin to be filled
with severe apprehension as to the possibility of preserving
peace.”

The article went on to tell of the necessity of taking
strong steps to settle the question, since ‘‘the irritation now
existing in the United States is entirely the result of a gen-
eral belief that the British Government is not a unit in
the desire to settle the question in an amicable way. It
must be confessed that the many delays which have marked
the whole of the proceedings of our government give but
too much colour to the opinion.”

In fact, a speedy decision was held to be of far more
importance than the character of that decision. “The
value of the disputed territory as property is of little con-
sequence to us; the importance to us, even as territory,
though far greater, has been very much overrated. Many
political considerations would no doubt render it incon-
venient to bring the American frontier so near to the St.
Lawrence and to Quebec as a decision in favor of the ut-
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most pretensions of the United States would bring it.
The disputed territory, if in the possession of the Ameri-
cans, would no doubt be filled in a short time with a host
of speculators and lumberers, who would make a great
profit out of the red pine forests. . . . But we very much
doubt whether it would for a long time be the abode of a
large population. The stream of New England emigra-
tion sets strongly towards the wide and rich regions of
the Far West; and it will not be till after the extensive
and fertile lands of New York, of Ohio, of Michigan, of
Illinois, of Iowa, and even of the districts beyond shall
have been more generally appropriated and occupied than
they now are—probably not till after a large population
shall have settled on the banks of the Oregon, and the
general region that lies between the Rocky Mountains and
the Pacific, that any great number of persons will feel it
necessary to earn their subsistence amid the country that
lies to the north of the St. John.”

At about the same time as the magazine article from
which these extracts have been taken, there appeared, in
London, a booklet saying some startling things about the
war with America which, to many, seemed inevitable.
The anonymous author wrote:

“There is at present very serious danger that the per-
tinacious aggression of a small and not particularly success-
ful portion of the great American Republic, backed by that
unprincipled ambition and restless jealousy of England,
which unpleasantly is so much a characteristic of the more
thoughtless (and apparently more numerous) of the citi-
zens of the Union, will force us, against the most earnest
wishes and deliberate opinion of all that is respectable on
both sides of the Atlantic, into that misfortune to civiliza-
tion, to avoid which we have made so many sacrifices and
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suffered such insults, which we even now most certainly de-
plore—a war with America.”

In the opinion of the writer the feeling between the coun-
tries was so intense that war seemed inevitable, no matter
what the issue of the Aroostook difficulties:

“It is a melancholy consideration too that even the
peaceful settlement of the Boundary Question would not
ensure a desirable peace. There is a party in the States
flushed with the unparalleled progress the country is mak-
ing, eager to assume the sovereignty of the sea and the
leadership of the civilized world, and believing it possible
to do so, who look forward to a trial of strength with the
mother country with exulting anticipation, and whose skir-
mishers have already appeared on the border.”

A word of warning was spoken:

“It would be well if the Americans would be made to
feel that a terrible disaster, which they do not yet fully
understand, is menacing them, and would have to control
that irregular ambition which will surely, sooner or later,
bring its own punishment.”

In another place the author had this to say:

“In the improbable event of a regular invasion of Can-
ada, it may be well to recollect that the strength of the
American regular army is 12,000 men (I am not certain
that it has not been recently augmented to 15,000). That
of these, 7,000 are engaged in an unjust and unsuccessful
war with the Seminole Indians in Florida, as well as in an
attempt to possess themselves of the land of others, and
the rest are mostly in garrisons in western forts. Many
of them are also British deserters. It is clear, therefore,
that any invading army must consist mainly of militia, not
only undisciplined, but who will not submit to discipline.”

Then came a message that seemed to hark back to the
days of General Braddock, when American soldiers taught
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British regulars a lesson as to the best method of fighting
Indians. Such tactics might be useful in our country, but
in Canada “the system of tree fighting, so favorable to the
Americans in their own country,” would be “quite out of
the question.” It must be remembered that “‘they would
have to debate the matter . . . with the British regulars,
and the Lord have mercy on them. A finer body of troops
than those now in Canada never took the field.”

In the war the blockade was to be a weapon. How
could our seven completed ships of the line, eleven frigates,
and twenty-eight small craft, “with numbers of British
seamen on board,” hope to cope with the seventy-five steam
vessels of England, of which twenty-five exceeded 700
tons?

The results of the blockade would be terrible: ‘“When
bale after bale of cotton has accumulated in the Southern
States, till the owners’ eyes ache with looking at them,
and post after post brings news from Egypt and the East
of the increasing production of that article till it became a
doubt whether the return of peace will bring back trade to
the Mississippi’—then the war would be won.

The final word of counsel was frank, to say the least:

“If America will teach us a lesson of self-government,
she must first learn that of self-restraint, and if, with all the
ruin and desolation staring her in the face, she will persist
in wrongfully forcing us into a quarrel on a point upon
which we cannot yield, the consequence must be on her own
head; and if the image of gold and silver, and brass and
iron, and clay, which she has set up and christened with
her own name, and worshipped, has broken to pieces in the
shock, we at least are not to blame.”

With a characteristic appeal to his countrymen, the
author concluded:

“And now let those who shrink with an unreasonable
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timidity from employing the gigantic strength which God
has given us, for the good of mankind, in asserting our
just rights and our national honor, think upon these
things.”

Thus matters stood when, in 1841 Daniel Webster
became Secretary of State in the Cabinet of President Har-
rison, and, later, in that of President Tyler. It was his
opinion that it would be well to settle the controversy by
the choice of a conventional and abiding line; and to cease
quibbling about the meaning of words and phrases in the
original treaty.

His ideas were warmly received in Great Britain, and
very speedily it was arranged that Lord Ashburton should
come to America charged with the task of reaching an
agreement with Webster. The thought that these two
men were to attempt to resolve the difficulty proved popu-
lar in America. Surely Webster would have the interests
of his country in mind. And since Lord Ashburton had
married a daughter of William Bingham, a prominent
Philadelphia citizen, perhaps America would be able to
count on his sympathy.

On April 11, 1842, President Tyler sent to the Gov-
ernors of Maine and Massachusetts a letter telling of the
arrival of the English commissioner. The suggestion was
made that they co-operate in settling the controversy of
such long standing by appointing commissioners to confer
with like commissioners from Nova Scotia. The Gov-
ernors acted on the suggestion, each by authority of the
legislature of his State.

It was not long until a satisfactory line was decided on.
This line gave to the United States nearly a thousand
square miles less than the award made by the King of the
Netherlands eleven years before. Maine consented to the
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treaty embodying the findings, which was concluded on
August 9, 1842.

Maine was made less unwilling to agree to the com-
promise by the promise of the United States to pay all
expenses incurred in the bloodless war, and by the agree-
ment to give her $150,000 in lieu of the land yielded up
north of the St. John River. Speaking in the United
States Senate four years later, Webster said of the award
that it was “a sum which I suppose to be much greater
than she would have received for the sale of it in fifty
years.”

The great American statesman proposed to put the best
possible light on the settlement. For, to his comment on
the value of the land, he added the statement, after speak-
ing of the agreement to allow to Maine free navigation of
the St. John: “I will undertake to say that, for all purposes
of human use, the St. John is worth a hundred times as
much as the Columbia is, or ever will be.”

Naturally, there was criticism of Webster on the part
of Maine people and those who sympathized with them.
It was declared that he had betrayed his country. But
he had a decisive reply to such charges; in fact, he refused
to own that they were made seriously. In the United
States Senate, on April 7, 1846, he delivered one of those
ringing speeches that made him famous:

“Maine, it has been said, was persuaded to part with a
portion of territory by this agreement. Persuaded?
Why, sir, she was invited here to make a compromise—to
give and to take—to surrender territory of little value for
equivalent advantages; of which advantages she was to be
the uncontrolled judge. Her commissioners needed no
guardian. They knew her interests. They knew what
they were called on to part with, and the value of what
they could obtain in exchange. They knew especially that
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on one hand was immediate settlement; on the other, ten
or fifteen years more of delay and vexation. Sir, the
piteous tears shed for Maine, in this respect, are not her
own tears. They are crocodile tears of pretended friend-
ship and party sentimentality. Lamentation and griefs
have been uttered in the Capitol about the losses and sac-
rifice of honor, which nine-tenths of the people of Maine
laugh at. Nine-tenths of her people, to this day, heartily
approve the treaty. Itis my full belief that there are not,
at this moment, fifty respectable persons in Maine, who
would now wish to see the treaty amended.”

The British commissioner, too, found it necessary to say
something to justify his conduct to countrymen who spoke
of the treaty as “The Ashburton Capitulation.” On his
return to England he is reported to have said:

“The truth is that our Cousin Jonathan is an aggressive,
arrogant fellow in his manner. By nearly all our people
he is therefore hated, and a treaty of conciliation with such
a fellow, however conceded by prudence or policy to be
necessary, can in no case be very popular with the multi-
tude. Even my own friends . . . are somewhat afraid
of showing too much satisfaction with what they do not
hesitate to approve.”

It is interesting to note, then, that in 1885 Sir Francis
Hincks, in a published lecture, declared that both Lord
Ashburton and Daniel Webster discharged their duty con-
scientiously. Thus he put himself in opposition to the
opinions of many in Canada—for instance, the author of
the lecture, “How Treaty Making Unmade Canada,” and
the distinguished public man who said, ‘‘All that could on
any pretense have been given away by England on Can-
ada’s behalf to satisfy our grasping neighbours has been
given.” Hincks declared that both countries should re-
vere the memory of these men, for they made a compro-
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mise that saved both from war, which was the only
alternative.

When Miss Martineau wrote her History of England,
she said of the treaty: ‘The agreement gave seven-
twelfths of the disputed ground, and the British settlement
of Madawaska, to the United States, and only five-twelfths
of the ground to Great Britain, but it secured a better mili-
tary position to England, and it included the heights com-
manding the St. Lawrence which the award of the King of
Holland had assigned to the Americans. The best testi-
mony of the equality of the arrangements was the amount
of discontent among American politicians being about
equivalent to the discontent in England. But in both coun-
tries the vast majority were satisfied and grateful.”

In similar vein wrote Otto Klotz of Berlin, Ontario.
Speaking of the treaty of 1783 and the definition of the
northeastern boundary, he said:

“Great Britain now occupied the frontier, as far as ter-
ritory is concerned, that France formerly occupied; and the
United States the position that Great Britain had occupied
at the time of the treaty of Ryswick. Is it not very nat-
ural, most natural, that the United States claimed as their
northeast boundary the very same boundary line that had
been specified, although vaguely, we admit, in the charter
to Sir William Alexander in 1621, a boundary line that
runs up the St. Croix to the remotest spring to the west,
and that is, broadly speaking, our boundary line to-
day. . . . The point that it is desired to make here is, to
correct the very common and erroneous idea among Cana-
dians, that if it hadn’t been for the stupidity of some Brit-
ish official or officials, the greater part of Maine would not
have been lost to us. Utter nonsense! We never had
any claim to Maine or the province of Massachusetts Bay,
of which it originally formed a part.
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“We may speak well of the labors of Lord Ashburton,
for we got more than we were entitled to.”

In like manner, W. F. Ganong, in writing of the bound-
aries of New Brunswick, declared:

“The few New Brunswickers of the present who have
examined the original sources of information have come to
the conclusion that in the question of the northwest angle
Maine was technically right and New Brunswick wrong,
and that the Ashburton treaty took from Maine and gave
to us a great territory to which we had not a technical
right.”

Spoken like a true Briton!

[28]



CHAPTER II

THE LITTLE WAR ON NEW HAMPSHIRE'S
NORTHERN BOUNDARY

NE of the strangest governments in the history of

the United States was that of “The United Inhabi-

tants of the Indian Stream Territory,” in the extreme
northern end of New Hampshire.

The story of that little republic goes back to the treaty
of 1783, which provided that the boundary line was to pro-
ceed along the highlands—the same highlands which led to
the Aroostook War—‘to the northwesternmost head of
the Connecticut River.”

Once more what seemed the plainest sort of statement
caused confusion and debate that lasted for more than half
a century. The confusion was due, in part, to lack of real
knowledge of the country divided on the part of those who
gave counsel to the commissions responsible for the treaty.
This ignorance—so Meade points out in his History of
New England—can be understood when it is realized that
the Indians themselves supposed New England to be an
island.

A local historian of New Hampshire calls attention to
a curious illustration of this ignorance in an old textbook.
“In Geography Anatomized, by Dad Gorn, which was in
its twelfth edition in 1730, the whole Atlantic coast from
Carolina to the polar circle is called ‘Terra Canadensis,’
and is divided into north and south by ‘the river of Can-

[29]



The ROMANCE of the BOUNDARIES

ada.’” New England is said to be bounded on *“‘the West
by terra arctica, and on the North by Acadie—Nova
Scotia.” Terra arctica is described as “all these northern
countries lying either entirely or mostly within the arctic
polar circle.” No wonder the geographer said that the
country was but ‘“‘slenderly known and not to be described
like the §2 counties in England.”

Neither the commissions of Great Britain nor those of
the United States knew what they meant when they de-
scribed the boundary between Quebec and New Hamp-
shire. But when it came to interpretation of the treaty,
Great Britain declared that the only stream to be con-
sidered as “the Northwesternmost head” of the Connecti-
cut River was the stream bearing the name Connecticut,
and the only river fulfilling the conditions was ‘‘a small
brook running into a small lake, being the third and upper
one in the main branch of Connecticut River.”

For the United States the claim was made that the
middle branch of Hall's Stream was the northwesternmost
head.

Great Britain said that it was impossible to consider
Leach’s Stream, Hall’s Stream, Indian Stream, or Perry’s
Stream, since not one of these was the Connecticut River,
so called. They said that the main river Connecticut re-
tains its name and comparative volume far above the junc-
tion with Hall's Stream and Indian Stream—indeed, as far
as Connecticut Lake. The spring head of the most north-
west water which finds its way into Connecticut Lake was
that in the minds of the treaty-makers.

The arguments were continued for many years. At the
time of the Treaty of Ghent in 1814 the controversy was
still in its early stages. C. A. Van Ness, one of the com-
missioners appointed under that treaty, quoted British
opinion in what seemed to him a rare gem of diplomatic
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The ROMANCE of the BOUNDARIES

argument. He spoke of the line from the highlands to
the head of the Connecticut:

“Thence down along the middle of that river to the 45th
degree of North Latitude. (What river?) There being
but one river known by that name, the only river thus emi-
nently called and known by that name must of necessity be
the river here intended. Will it—can it be contended that
Perry’s Stream is the Connecticut River eminently so
called? Or that Indian Stream is the Connecticut River
eminently so called? Or that Hall’s Stream is the Connect-
icut River eminently so called? Or that the west branch
or the middle branch of Hall’s Stream is the Connecticut
River eminently so called? Or that Leach’s Stream is the
Connecticut River eminently so called? Neither of these
questions can ever be answered in the afirmative.”

Those who favored the contention of the United States
were not behind the British in playing with language.
They insisted that the very fact that the branches of the
river so completely ignored in the arguments of Great
Britain were called streams, not rivers, was evidence con-
clusive that they were designed to be distinguished thereby
from the main stream:

“Can the position then be supported that we must follow
up the main stream of the Connecticut River, the course
of which is eastward, through two lakes into a third, and
then take a small brook, less than eighty rods long, as the
northwesternmost head of the Connecticut River intended
for the boundary line between the two nations?”

One of the dependences of the United States was the
survey of 1789, described in Belknap’s History of New
Hampshire, which includes a map based on that survey of
the boundary between New Hampshire and Quebec. *“The
northeastern extremity of the boundary line is a birch tree,
marked ‘N. E. New-Hampshire, 1789. The line extends
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along the high lands, seventeen miles and two hundred and
seven rods, to the head of the Northwesternmost branch
of Connecticut River; at which extremity is a pine tree, in-
scribed ‘N. H. N. W. 1789." Thence the boundary di-
verts to the forty-fifth degree of latitude, along the middle
of the Northwestern branch, which then unites with the
southeastern or main branch of the river.”

There were years when no one objected very much to the
delay in settling the question at issue; the several hundred

. thousand acres in the region were wild and remote, and
their settlement was thought a matter to be long delayed.

But not many years after the treaty which started the
difficulty word came to some venturesome men who lived
farther south that there were, at the headwaters of the
Connecticut, lands whose fertility was remarkable for that
country. The message was given by two adventurers who
had tramped through the country on their way to Canada.

So, about the year 1790, perhaps a dozen farmers from
Grafton County sought these new lands, and made a little
settlement in the valley of the Indian Stream. There
they remained in some comfort until, during the War of
1812, Indians drove them away.

But danger does not dismay the real pioneer, and many
returned, bringing others with them. By 1820 there were
probably fifty families in and near the Indian Stream.
Some of them were attracted to the country by the lure of
adventure, while others were real patriots; they felt that
the best way to prove their belief in the rights of the
United States to the country was to have there a company
of loyal citizens. Among these the dispute as to the ter-
ritory was much more discussed than it was by leaders at
Washington. With them it was the livest sort of live
issue, and they wondered how those in authority could
seem to let it die.

[33]
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The settlers secured title to their lands from proprietors
who had bought them from an Indian named Philip, chief
of the St. Francis Indians. He claimed as the possession
of his people the land between the Connecticut and the
Ammonoosuc, the Plumpelussuck, the Androscoggin, and
the Umbagog lake, extending north to the St. Francis
River region, and from there to the Connecticut River.

There was registered in Grafton County a curious deed,
signed by Philip, “Indian Chief, Native of America,”
Molly Merrill, and Mooseleak Sussop. This deed is re-
markable for the long sentence in its preamble. This, in
part, told of the sale of the lands—

“With the following conditions and reservations,
namely, that I reserve free liberty to hunt all sorts of wild
game on any of the foregoing territories, and taking fish
in any of the waters thereof for myself, my heirs and suck-
sesors, and all Indian tribes forever, also liberty of plant-
ing four bushels of corn and beans; and then my trusty
friend Thomas [Thomas Eames of Northumberland]
having given me security to furnish him and my squaw
with provisions and suitable clothing which I accepted in
full. ...

The New Hampshire legislature refused to recognize
the right of Philip to sell the land, or of the purchaser to
hold it or transferit. So, after investigation in 1824, they
declared titles forfeited, but agreed to give title to the
pioneer settlers, as recognition of the hardships they had
undergone. Most of the fifty-eight inhabitants they found
were given two hundred acres each, though to two of them
much more land was given.

A few years later, in 1829, came the decision of the
King of the Netherlands which gave to Canada all of the
disputed lands of the Indian Stream territory. When the
award was rejected, on the ground that it was not accord-
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ing to the treaty, there was much rejoicing among most of
the pioneers. There were a few of them who hoped to
see Canada given title to the region, but they were in the
minority.

Both New Hampshire and Quebec asserted authority
over the Indian Stream country, but this was done in such
a half-hearted manner, and there were so many vexations
in connection with the lax administration of the territory,
that the pioneer settlers decided to do something for them-
selves. Why not have a government of their own, ‘‘to
prevent anarchy and disorder”—a sort of provisional gov-
ernment that would function until the boundary dispute
should be settled?

On July 9, 1832, by a vote of 56 to 3, a constitution
was adopted by ‘‘the United Inhabitants of the Indian
Stream Territory.” The form of government was pat-
terned after that of the United States and of New Hamp-
shire. But the Preamble was most original, certainly as
original as it was involved. It is of interest if only be-
cause it shows how long the pioneers could hold their
breath:

“Whereas, we, the inhabitants of the tract of land situ-
ated between Hall's Stream and the stream issuing from
Lake Connecticut being the tract of country near the bed
of Connecticut River which is claimed by the United States
and Great Britain respectively and generally known by the
name of Indian Stream, are deprived of the protection of
the laws of any government but that of our own until such
time as the boundary line between the two governments
shall be established, and the time in which that will take
place is to us unknown, and whereas it is our ardent desire
to live in peace, harmony, and good order, and considering
that these good objects cannot be fully enjoyed without
some wholesome rules, regulations, and codes of laws, and
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considering it the inalienable right of all people situated as
we are wherever in the course of Providence their lot is
cast and a privilege which they are in duty bound to im-
prove to strive by all Commendable Means to take and
adopt such measures as shall be best calculated to provide
peace and good order in society among these settlers while
in the present state, as well as to prepare them for useful
citizens should they hereafter become a constitutional part
of some other government, and whereas it has been the
custom of the inhabitants of this place to meet from time
to time and pass such votes and by-laws as they deem neces-
sary for the support of order without annexing penalties
to enforce them, and as the population and improvements
have considerably increased, and considering the great im-
portance of making provision for the benefit of the rising
generation, of adopting and enforcing laws on a more per-
manent basis for the support of schools and other public
improvements and maintaining and supplying good order
in society.”

There is the first chance to breathe in reading this most
unusual document!

The preamble is not finished yet. It goes on to say:
“And believing that the time has now arrived when we
must as a body politick make and enforce laws sufficient
to protect and defend the different members of the com-
munity, and redress grievances and adjust the disputes and
controversies, which occasionally arise among them, or
they will assume the rights of individually redressing their
own grievances and avenging their own injuries. . . .”

There was more to the preamble, but enough has been
given. And when the preamble was concluded, the con-
stitution was added in detail.

This remarkable document, the product of rugged,
courageous pioneers, men of more energy than education,
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showed that they had the ability to forecast the needs of
the community for which they planned. Note Article
XI11, for instance:

“Man being originally formed by his Creator for society
and social intercourse, and for mutually aiding, assisting
and defending each other, and promoting their welfare and
happiness, . . . all societies of men placed by circum-
stances of fortune without the jurisdiction or control of
any other society or government, have a right to unite
together and institute such government for the regulation
of their society as they deem most conducive to the general
good, and when a large majority of the people so situated
unite together and establish a government, the minority of
right ought to submit to the majority and be controlled by
them.”

Could that have been better stated if the majority had
been numbered by thousands, instead of by a few tens?

The second part of the constitution described in detail
the form of government, including the council and as-
sembly which were to meet in March each year, and be
called “The General Assembly of Indian Stream.” Courts
were provided, and plans for furthering education were
outlined.

One of the first acts of the new government was to make
overtures to Maine, looking to the construction of a road
by which farm produce might be taken from the Indian
Stream to markets in the neighboring State. And it is of
interest to note that, as some have claimed, when produce
was taken for sale out of the territory—as into Vermont
and New Hampshire—the federal authorities compelled
the farmers to pay duty. Why not, since they belonged to
a foreign government ?

For nearly three years the Indian Stream Assembly con-
tinued to function. Its last recorded act, passed on April
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18, 1835, looked to the extradition of men accused of
crime who escaped to other jurisdictions. At the same
time it was directed that, if legal process was served on
Indian Stream citizens who claimed to be officers, when
they were not officers under the constitution and laws of the
Indian Stream, they should be arrested and punished.

The chief reason for the adoption of the latter provision
was that, for some years, a Canadian magistrate in near-by
Quebec had been making himself obnoxious by asserting
his authority over Indian Stream men.

In the meanwhile both New Hampshire and the federal
authorities had been showing increased interest in the for-
tunes of the men who claimed independence. Taking note
of this fact, a memorial was sent, in 1834, from the Indian
Stream to the Attorney-General of the United States,
arguing that the territory, if in the United States, was not
in New Hampshire; therefore it was a territory of the
United States. To this came the reply:

“If you are within the limits of the United States, as
has always been maintained by the government, it is be-
cause you are within the limits of the state of New Hamp-
shire.”

On the day when the message of inquiry was forwarded
to Washington, a letter was sent to the Sheriff of Coos
County, New Hampshire, who had been showing signs of
activity among the Indian Stream people, asking him to
suspend the exercise of jurisdiction, ‘“‘until such time as we
can obtain an answer from the United States Government
whether the boundary line has been settled . . . and if so
if we are considered as belonging to New Hampshire.”

A neutral attitude was shown by sending a message to
the Governor of Lower Canada, asking him “to take our
case under your wise consideration, and grant us such relief
as you in your wisdom shall judge proper and just.” Then
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the sizmZaar words were added. “For we expet new
invasion.”

New Hampstre &J not propase to permit the mea who
caimed independence to esczpe the authonities of that
State. For. on September 13, 1334, the chief justice of
the State sent word to the sheri2 of Coxs County:

“It will be the duty of courts to eaforce the laws co-
extensively with the territory the State claims.  Perhaps
your wisest course wou!d be to take the advice of the exevu-
tive and follow that. I trust nothing will be done that
rmay lead to violence and bloodshed.”

By this time there was a division among the people who
had been so largely of one mind. Canada had its par
tisans among them, while New Hampshire claimed some.
Others insisted that the government was that of an inde
pendent United States territory. But most of them
remained faithful to the independent Indian Stream Terri-
tory, “agreeably to our oath until we know to what gov-
ernment we properly belong.” Then, they agreed, their
constitution would be at an end.

In Canada there was evidence of purpose to claim juris-
diction over the territory. Efforts were made to serve
processes in Indian Stream; to Canada it was the township
of Drayton. It was even said that steps had been taken
in Quebec to organize battalions to back up claims of
jurisdiction.

New Hampshire was not slow to take further action.
In response to a message from Governor Badger, sent in
June, 1833, the legislature declared: “The State of New
Hampshire should continue the possession of the Indian
Stream Territory, and maintain the jurisdiction of the
State over the same,” until the dispute should be settled.
More, the Governor was instructed to give any assistance
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needed by the Coos County officials, in the assertion of
their authority.

As a consequence of the legislative action, Governor
Badger ordered the colonel of the 24th regiment to pro-
ceed toward the disputed ground. He encamped, with
his men, at Stewarts Town, in August, 1835. In the fol-
lowing November a detachment of the regiment was sent
into the territory, to hold it by force. This was in conse-
quence of the escape to Canada of a prisoner who had been
arrested by Coos County in Indian Stream bounds. The
escape was made possible, it was said, by help from
Canada.

When armed men came from Canada, to serve a paper
on a citizen of Indian Stream, they claimed to be acting
under the authority of ‘‘the king.” The man arrested by
them was rescued.

A party organized in Indian Stream crossed into Que-
bec, with the intention of retaking the prisoner who had
escaped to Canada. The result of this raid was the arrest
of a Canadian magistrate who, however, was released soon
after he was brought to the Indian Stream.

Naturally, complaint followed from the Captain Gen-
eral of Lower Canada to the British chargé d’affaires at
Washington:

“It has become my duty to communicate to you the de-
tails of an outrage of very grave character which has re-
cently been committed within the undoubted limits of the
province by an armed body consisting principally of citi-
zens of New Hampshire. . . .”

With his protest he sent also to Washington the report
of a commission sent by him to investigate conditions in
the Indian Stream. This commission reported: “The
Territory is now in the possession of a body of New
Hampshire militia consisting of fifty men under the im-
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Hall's Stream was decided on as the ‘“northwesternmost
head” of the Connecticut River.

Naturally New Hampshire took pains to speak in praise
of Daniel Webster, who was there given as much credit
as some people in Maine awarded him blame, because he
did not succeed in winning from England all the territory
that state thought herself entitled to. Edgar Aldrich,
speaking before the New Hampshire Historical Society,
voiced the praise of the Senator’s native state when he
said: '

“It may be safely assumed that Mr. Webster, a native
of New Hampshire, loving his people, and knowing and
loving her rivers, lakes, and hills, and the great highway,
having its source in her highlands, lowing bravely through
the valley of the State of her adoption, prompted by love
for his native State and his vision of the national impor-
tance of the great river . . . brought to the support of
New Hampshire’s claims, and the contention of the federal
government, all his energy, and all the power of his persua-
sive eloquence.”

Again he said: “We must remind the historians of
Maine that if that state through the negotiation lost a
little by Lord Ashburton’s diplomacy, Webster at least
held his own in respect to the boundary upon the Con-
necticut waters which were the northern boundary of New
Hampshire.”

That does not sound as if New Hampshire thought the
story of small importance. What if there were only a
hundred votes in the Indian Stream territory? What if
there were less than five hundred inhabitants? What if
the area was only about 200,000 acres? The story is
told with as much gusto as if the inhabitants numbered

millions and the territory in question was as large as
Texas!
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The settlers secured title to their lands from proprietors
who had bought them from an Indian named Philip, chief
of the St. Francis Indians. He claimed as the possession
of his people the land between the Connecticut and the
Ammonoosuc, the Plumpelussuck, the Androscoggin, and
the Umbagog lake, extending north to the St. Francis
River region, and from there to the Connecticut River.

There was registered in Grafton County a curious deed,
signed by Philip, “Indian Chief, Native of America,”
Molly Merrill, and Mooseleak Sussop. This deed is re-
markable for the long sentence in its preamble. This, in
part, told of the sale of the lands—

“With the following conditions and reservations,
namely, that I reserve free liberty to hunt all sorts of wild
game on any of the foregoing territories, and taking fish
in any of the waters thereof for myself, my heirs and suck-
sesors, and all Indian tribes forever, also liberty of plant-
ing four bushels of corn and beans; and then my trusty
friend Thomas [Thomas Eames of Northumberland]
having given me security to furnish him and my squaw
with provisions and suitable clothing which I accepted in
full. .. .”

The New Hampshire legislature refused to recognize
the right of Philip to sell the land, or of the purchaser to
hold it or transfer it. So, after investigation in 1824, they
declared titles forfeited, but agreed to give title to the
pioneer settlers, as recognition of the hardships they had
undergone. Most of the fifty-eight inhabitants they found
were given two hundred acres each, though to two of them
much more land was given.

A few years later, in 1829, came the decision of the
King of the Netherlands which gave to Canada all of the
disputed lands of the Indian Stream territory. When the
award was rejected, on the ground that it was not accord-
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ing to the treaty, there was much rejoicing among most of
the pioneers. There were a few of them who hoped to
see Canada given title to the region, but they were in the
minority.

Both New Hampshire and Quebec asserted authority
over the Indian Stream country, but this was done in such
a half-hearted manner, and there were so many vexations
in connection with the lax administration of the territory,
that the pioneer settlers decided to do something for them-
selves. Why not have a government of their own, “to
prevent anarchy and disorder”—a sort of provisional gov-
ernment that would function until the boundary dispute
should be settled?

On July 9, 1832, by a vote of §6 to 3, a constitution
was adopted by ‘‘the United Inhabitants of the Indian
Stream Territory.” The form of government was pat-
terned after that of the United States and of New Hamp-
shire. But the Preamble was most original, certainly as
original as it was involved. It is of interest if only be-
cause it shows how long the pioneers could hold their
breath:

“Whereas, we, the inhabitants of the tract of land situ-
ated between Hall's Stream and the stream issuing from
Lake Connecticut being the tract of country near the bed
of Connecticut River which is claimed by the United States
and Great Britain respectively and generally known by the
name of Indian Stream, are deprived of the protection of
the laws of any government but that of our own until such
time as the boundary line between the two governments
shall be established, and the time in which that will take
place is to us unknown, and whereas it is our ardent desire
to live in peace, harmony, and good order, and considering
that these good objects cannot be fully enjoyed without
some wholesome rules, regulations, and codes of laws, and
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considering it the inalienable right of all people situated as
we are wherever in the course of Providence their lot is
cast and a privilege which they are in duty bound to im-
prove to strive by all Commendable Means to take and
adopt such measures as shall be best calculated to provide
peace and good order in society among these settlers while
in the present state, as well as to prepare them for useful
citizens should they hereafter become a constitutional part
of some other government, and whereas it has been the
custom of the inhabitants of this place to meet from time
to time and pass such votes and by-laws as they deem neces-
sary for the support of order without annexing penalties
to enforce them, and as the population and improvements
have considerably increased, and considering the great im-
portance of making provision for the benefit of the rising
generation, of adopting and enforcing laws on a more per-
manent basis for the support of schools and other public
improvements and maintaining and supplying good order
in society.”

There is the first chance to breathe in reading this most
unusual document !

The preamble is not finished yet. It goes on to say:
“And believing that the time has now arrived when we
must as a body politick make and enforce laws sufficient
to protect and defend the different members of the com-
munity, and redress grievances and adjust the disputes and
controversies, which occasionally arise among them, or
they will assume the rights of individually redressing their
own grievances and avenging their own injuries. . . .”

There was more to the preamble, but enough has been
given. And when the preamble was concluded, the con-
stitution was added in detail.

This remarkable document, the product of rugged,
courageous pioneers, men of more energy than education,
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showed that they had the ability to forecast the needs of
the community for which they planned. Note Article
XIII, for instance:

“Man being originally formed by his Creator for society
and social intercourse, and for mutually aiding, assisting
and defending each other, and promoting their welfare and
happiness, . . . all societies of men placed by circum-
stances of fortune without the jurisdiction or control of
any other society or government, have a right to unite
together and institute such government for the regulation
of their society as they deem most conducive to the general
good, and when a large majority of the people so situated
unite together and establish a government, the minority of
right ought to submit to the majority and be controlled by
them.”

Could that have been better stated if the majority had
been numbered by thousands, instead of by a few tens?

The second part of the constitution described in detail
the form of government, including the council and as-
sembly which were to meet in March each year, and be
called “The General Assembly of Indian Stream.” Courts
were provided, and plans for furthering education were
outlined.

One of the first acts of the new government was to make
overtures to Maine, looking to the construction of a road
by which farm produce might be taken from the Indian
Stream to markets in the neighboring State. And it is of
interest to note that, as some have claimed, when produce
was taken for sale out of the territory—as into Vermont
and New Hampshire—the federal authorities compelled
the farmers to pay duty. Why not, since they belonged to
a foreign government ?

For nearly three years the Indian Stream Assembly con-
tinued to function. Its last recorded act, passed on April
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18, 1835, looked to the extradition of men accused of
crime who escaped to other jurisdictions. At the same
time it was directed that, if legal process was served on
Indian Stream citizens who claimed to be officers, when
they were not officers under the constitution and laws of the
Indian Stream, they should be arrested and punished.

The chief reason for the adoption of the latter provision
was that, for some years, a Canadian magistrate in near-by
Quebec had been making himself obnoxious by asserting
his authority over Indian Stream men.

In the meanwhile both New Hampshire and the federal
authorities had been showing increased interest in the for-
tunes of the men who claimed independence. Taking note
of this fact, a memorial was sent, in 1834, from the Indian
Stream to the Attorney-General of the United States,
arguing that the territory, if in the United States, was not
in New Hampshire; therefore it was a territory of the
United States. To this came the reply:

“If you are within the limits of the United States, as
has always been maintained by the government, it is be-
cause you are within the limits of the state of New Hamp-
shire.”

On the day when the message of inquiry was forwarded
to Washington, a letter was sent to the Sheriff of Coés
County, New Hampshire, who had been showing signs of
activity among the Indian Stream people, asking him to
suspend the exercise of jurisdiction, “until such time as we
can obtain an answer from the United States Government
whether the boundary line has been settled . . . and if so
if we are considered as belonging to New Hampshire.”

A neutral attitude was shown by sending a message to
the Governor of Lower Canada, asking him “to take our
case under your wise consideration, and grant us such relief
as you in your wisdom shall judge proper and just.” Then
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the significant words were added, “For we expect new
invasion.”

New Hampshire did not propose to permit the men who
claimed independence to escape the authorities of that
State. For, on September 18, 1834, the chief justice of
the State sent word to the sheriff of Cods County:

“It will be the duty of courts to enforce the laws co-
extensively with the territory the State claims. Perhaps
your wisest course would be to take the advice of the execu-
tive and follow that. I trust nothing will be done that
may lead to violence and bloodshed.”

By this time there was a division among the people who
had been so largely of one mind. Canada had its par-
tisans among them, while New Hampshire claimed some.
Others insisted that the government was that of an inde-
pendent United States territory. But most of them
remained faithful to the independent Indian Stream Terri-
tory, ‘“‘agreeably to our oath until we know to what gov-
ernment we properly belong.” Then, they agreed, their
constitution would be at an end.

In Canada there was evidence of purpose to claim juris-
diction over the territory. Efforts were made to serve
processes in Indian Stream; to Canada it was the township
of Drayton. It was even said that steps had been taken
in Quebec to organize battalions to back up claims of
jurisdiction.

New Hampshire was not slow to take further action.
In response to a message from Governor Badger, sent in
June, 1835, the legislature declared: “The State of New
Hampshire should continue the possession of the Indian
Stream Territory, and maintain the jurisdiction of the
State over the same,” until the dispute should be settled.
More, the Governor was instructed to give any assistance

[39]



The ROMANCE of the BOUNDARIES

needed by the Coés County officials, in the assertion of
their authority.

As a consequence of the legislative action, Governor
Badger ordered the colonel of the 24th regiment to pro-
ceed toward the disputed ground. He encamped, with
his men, at Stewarts Town, in August, 1835. In the fol-
lowing November a detachment of the regiment was sent
into the territory, to hold it by force. This was in conse-
quence of the escape to Canada of a prisoner who had been
arrested by Coés County in Indian Stream bounds. The
escape was made possible, it was said, by help from
Canada.

When armed men came from Canada, to serve a paper
on a citizen of Indian Stream, they claimed to be acting
under the authority of ‘“‘the king.” The man arrested by
them was rescued.

A party organized in Indian Stream crossed into Que-
bec, with the intention of retaking the prisoner who had
escaped to Canada. The result of this raid was the arrest
of a Canadian magistrate who, however, was released soon
after he was brought to the Indian Stream.

Naturally, complaint followed from the Captain Gen-
eral of Lower Canada to the British chargé d’affaires at
Washington:

“It has become my duty to communicate to you the de-
tails of an outrage of very grave character which has re-
cently been committed within the undoubted limits of the
province by an armed body consisting principally of citi-
zens of New Hampshire. . . .”

With his protest he sent also to Washington the report
of a commission sent by him to investigate conditions in
the Indian Stream. This commission reported: ‘““The
Territory is now in the possession of a body of New
Hampshire militia consisting of fifty men under the im-
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mediate order of James Mooney.” It was further related
that in the course of the commission’s progress through
the Indian Stream country it was stopped in the highway
by a military guard, “who, at the point of the bayonet,
ordered us to stand and would not permit us to pass, al-
though made aware of the authority under which we were
acting.”

It was of this period that McClintock’s History of New
Hampshire told:

“In the year 1836 Congress voted to distribute about
$36,000,000 of surplus revenue then lying in the Treas-
ury, among the several states. These millions had ac-
cumulated from the sale of public lands, and they were still
increasing. . . . General Jackson told his party that the
money was a source of danger to the liberties of the coun-
try. The Democratic party in those days was hostile to
all internal improvements. . . . The money was to be dis-
tributed in four installments, three of which were paid
when an angry cloud hovered over the northern border,
threatening war with England, and the fourth installment
of seven millions was retained to pay the expense of trans-
porting troops to Maine, to Niagara, and to the Indian
Stream Territory in northern New Hampshire.”

Perhaps the historian was not entirely accurate in all his
statements, for no United States troops were sent to the
Indian Stream country, even if the situation did seem to be
acute.

But only for a time. Suddenly the clouds vanished.
Troops were removed, for Canada gave assurance that
there would be no attempt to interfere with the jurisdic-
tion of New Hampshire until the decision was made as to
the ownership of the region in dispute.

That decision was made in 1842. By treaty the United
States became possessor of the fertile acres desired, for
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Hall's Stream was decided on as the “northwesternmost
head” of the Connecticut River.

Naturally New Hampshire took pains to speak in praise
of Daniel Webster, who was there given as much credit
as some people in Maine awarded him blame, because he
did not succeed in winning from England all the territory
that state thought herself entitled to. Edgar Aldrich,
speaking before the New Hampshire Historical Society,
voiced the praise of the Senator’s native state when he
said: '

“It may be safely assumed that Mr. Webster, a native
of New Hampshire, loving his people, and knowing and
loving her rivers, lakes, and hills, and the great highway,
having its source in her highlands, lowing bravely through
the valley of the State of her adoption, prompted by love
for his native State and his vision of the national impor-
tance of the great river . . . brought to the support of
New Hampshire’s claims, and the contention of the federal
government, all his energy, and all the power of his persua-
sive eloquence.”

Again he said: ‘“We must remind the historians of
Maine that if that state through the negotiation lost a
little by Lord Ashburton’s diplomacy, Webster at least
held his own in respect to the boundary upon the Con-
necticut waters which were the northern boundary of New
Hampshire.”

That does not sound as if New Hampshire thought the
story of small importance. What if there were only a
hundred votes in the Indian Stream territory? What if
there were less than five hundred inhabitants? What if
the area was only about 200,000 acres? The story is
told with as much gusto as if the inhabitants numbered
millions and the territory in question was as large as
Texas!
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Ask about those days of the right people in the town
of Pittsburg, which succeeded the Indian Stream territory
in 1843] With true Yankee shrewdness they will prob-
ably tell you that one of the most satisfactory features of
the settlement was the reply made by the United States to
the argument set forth in 1836 by the New Hampshire
legislature, that the expense incurred in the course of the
problem was a proper charge on the national government,
since it was incurred in defending the territory against a
foreign government. That reply was quite deliberate;
Congress did not make provision to pay the bill until 1849.
But the important thing is that it was paid because an in-
ternational dispute was involved.
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CHAPTER III
IN THE COUNTRY OF “FORT BLUNDER”

“ HAT is that odd-looking building on the point to

the north?” was the query of a passenger on the
train from Burlington, Vermont, to Rouse’s Point, New
York. For two hours he had been reveling in the won-
derful scenery spread out on either hand as the railway
plunged across the waters of Lake Champlain or skirted
its beautiful islands. Then, while crossing the mile-long
trestle that reaches between Alburgh, Vermont, and
Rouse’s Point, his attention was held by a fort near the
mouth of the River Richelieu, where he had not expected
to see such a structure.

“That is Fort Blunder!” the conductor told him.

Fort Blunder is a nickname. Fort Montgomery is the
more dignified and respectful appellation. But the nick-
name was as appropriate as the story is unusual.

In 1816 Colonel Totten, in carrying out a commission
to select a site for a fortification that would enable the
United States to command the waters of the Richelieu
River and of Lake Champlain, fixed on the jutting penin-
sula above Rouse’s Point. An admirable location! The
authorities agreed with him. Some thirty thousand dol-
lars were paid for the site and the erection of a sturdy
building was begun. About one hundred thousand dol-
lars—a large sum for those days—had been expended be-
fore the discovery of the disconcerting fact that the fort
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was being erected on Canadian soill The real boundary
line was nearly a mile south of the site!

It seemed wise for the astronomer who discovered the
truth to keep silence concerning the facts, for fear of a
local uprising. But soon it became necessary to let the
facts become known, not only to the authorities, but to
those who lived in the neighborhood. Then there was
pandemonium. How had it been possible to make an
error of 4,326 feet, when an error was freighted with such
consequences ?

The explanation of Colonel Totten, that he had relied
on the observations of his assistants, was hardly satisfac-
tory. His words did not ease the mortification felt by
Americans as they read of the incident, or the wounded
pride of the residents as they looked out on the unfinished
walls frowning above the waters of the Richelieu. For,
of course, work on the fort was discontinued as soon as the
discovery was made. Twenty-four years were to pass be-
fore the masons once more began operations.

But because it was thought of so much importance to
have a fortification that commanded the approach to the
lake, engineers were commissioned to examine the waters
and make a recommendation for the location of a possible
new fort. After careful investigation the engineers told
of two spots, Windmill Point, on the northeast side of the
lake, and Stony Point, on the west. Why not fortify both?
Yet it was decided that neither location was satisfactory;
a fort built there could not begin to do what the fort
above Rouse’s Point could do. Guns mounted there
would be able to sweep any vessel entering or leaving
the lake. Even if forts should be built on both the sub-
stitute points selected, a vessel could pass between them
and be out of the limited range of the guns of that day.

The story of the error that threatened to lead to un-
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pleasant consequences went back more than a century.
The forty-fifth parallel of north latitude was recognized
as a boundary in the days of the grant by the Dutch gov-
ernment of territory between the fortieth and forty-fifth
parallels.

At that time, then, the line was the boundary between
the Dutch and the French. And when the English dis-
placed the Dutch on the south, and, later, the French on
the north, the same line was retained—though when
France was the neighbor on the north there was less de-
sire to stop at the parallel of 45° than there was later.
Perhaps this was the reason for the indefinite statement
made by Governor Andros, in 1678, that the boundary
went ‘“north to ye lakes and firench.”

In 1738 Cadwallader Colden, Surveyor-General of New
York, wrote to the Governor of the Provinces:

“I know no Regulation for Determining the Boundaries
between New York and Canada—Its probable each will
endeavour to extend themselves as far as they can. The
French have lately made a wide step, by building a Fort
at Crown Point, which alarms the English colonies by its
being a Pass of great Importance. By the Pass there is
access to Canada from the English Colonies, from there
the French will be able, in War time, to send on parties
to harass & plunder the Colonies of Massachusetts Bay,
New York, & Connecticut. - The Building of this Fort de-
serves the more notice by reason, it is not half the Distance
from the settlements in New York, that it is from the near-
est settlements in Canada. . . . If we are to Judge of the
Pretences of the French by the maps lately published in
France by Publick authority, they not only claim this part
of the country and the countries of the Five Nations, in
New York, but like wise a considerable part of what is
actually settled by the Inhabitants of New York.”
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Colden indicated that the British could hardly expect to
hold their own against the French, since ““the English maps
are such servile copies of the French that they make out
the Boundaries between the English and the French, with
the same Disadvantage to the English, that the French do.”

Came the day in 1766 when Governor Moore of New
York sent word to the Governor of Quebec, suggesting
that it would be as well to locate the forty-fifth parallel,
since this was the boundary agreed on between the nations.
Governor Moore said that he was going to the Mohawk
country for a conference with the Indians; he thought this
would be a good opportunity for Governor Murray to
meet him at the mouth of the Richelieu River. Together
they could “endeavor to obviate any disputes which [may]
arise in future.” To make sure that the work of locating
the line was done correctly, he would take with him “the
mathematical professor of the college here, and a very fine
instrument now in his possession.”” Moreover, “every ob-
servation made” was to be “in the presence of several
Gentlemen of Fortune in the Province who have promised
to attend me in this troublous expedition.”

In the absence of Governor Murray in England, the
Lieutenant-Governor, Guy Carleton, kept the appointment,
taking with him the deputy surveyor of Quebec.

But when the surveyors, working independently, made
known the results of their observations, it was discovered
that the professor of mathematics had placed his line five
or six miles further south than the representatives of Que-
bec. It has been pointed out that ‘‘this was rather odd,
for in each case the man made his own province smaller
than did his adversary—an occurrence which is perhaps
unique in the history of boundary disputes.” The agree-
ment was just as surprising, for it was decided to adopt
the line of the Quebec surveyor, because his instrument
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was thought to be the more accurate. Accordingly, the
all-important parallel went north a few miles farther than
had been expected.

An official Order in Council, on August 12, 1768, con-
firmed the location of the line, and at the same time
ordered that it should be extended eastward to the Con-
necticut River. In this way New York (Vermont) was
robbed temporarily of the panhandle which was to cause
so much trouble in later days.

It was 1771 before the order to extend the line eastward
was carried out. In that year John Collins, deputy sur-
veyor-general of Quebec, met Joseph Smith, of New York,
on the shore of Lake Champlain. Before the approach of
winter put a stop to operations, they surveyed the line for
twenty-two miles, or nearly halfway to Lake Memphrema-
gog, which later surveys showed was cut by the boundary.

Lawrence Shaw Mayo, in telling the story of the work,
says:

“The bill for ‘sundrys’ is an interesting document. It
totals £146 6s. 615d. Of this amount the men’s wages
were £51 3s. A ‘Quarter Cask of Madeira’ was £16;
‘Mr. Morrison’s bill for Rum and Wine’ was £10 7s. 4d.;
six gallons of French brandy were £2 8s.; and they ‘paid
the Cooper for Kegs and drawing off a Cask of Wine at
Quebec’ £1 1s. 7d.”

Then the account of their activities is concluded by Mr.
Mayo, “Yet some have marveled that the line they sur-
veyed was so far from straight!”

An examination of the present-day boundary will show
the justice of the contention, at least so far as the depar-
ture of the line from the horizontal is concerned.

It was desired to complete the work as soon as possible.
The governor of Quebec, a newcomer from England, who
was unacquainted with the climate, was hardly willing to
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wait for the spring of 1772; he wanted the surveyor-gen-
eral of New York, with his assistants and attendants, to be
on the line on March 1, ready to resume the task. The
surveyor-general of New York showed knowledge of the
bitter climate of the boundary, even if he did not give evi-
dence of diplomacy, when he replied:

“As I have had several attacks of the Gout, not only in
my feet but likewise in my stomach, and dayly find symp-
toms of it hanging about me, I have great reason to be
aprehensive that travelling and lying in the woods in the
cold months of February and March might bring a severe
fitt of that disorder upon me which would not only retard
the Service but would endanger my life.”

So Thomas Vallentine was chosen as a substitute for the
victim of gout. His instructions were to run the line with
care; he was “to blaze the Trees on the East and west
Sides as you pass along Cuting down only such Trees as
stand directly in the sight of the Compass and at the Dis-
tance of every three miles lying together in large heaps of
stone, and cutting a few knotches on the Trees nighest
each pile of Stones.”

What a treat it would be to read a diary of the expedi-
tion of that second season! The brief reports that have
come down to us tell of breaking through the ice, travel in
water covering the melting ice, and fighting impassable
streams.

What was considered more important than a detailed
account of difficulties was the statement of the completion
of the task, in September, 1772, when the company reached
the Connecticut River. Their chief trouble in the latter
stages of the survey was the fact that the Abenaki savages
“were much displeased.” They said their hunting-
grounds were encroached on. Their anger was shown
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when they “pull’d down a Post that had been erected on
the east bank of Lake Mamraatagak” (Memphremagog).

During the following year a substitute had to be pro-
cured for Vallentine, New York’s representative ; as Joseph
Smith had yielded his place, because of the gout, to
Thomas Vallentine, so Vallentine sought delay because of
‘“a Billious complaint, attended with a Choke in my
Bowels. . . .” It was decided that the boundary could not
wait on the colic, any more than on the gout. Therefore
a surveyor named Sauthier became New York's agent in
running the line westward from Lake Champlain. At the
end of the season, the parallel was located to within ten
miles of the St. Lawrence.

Perhaps Quebec’s representative was fearful that, in the
following year, Sauthier might develop a complaint. So
he proposed that he be permitted to run the line the re-
mainder of the distance, for a payment of £100. Gov-
ernor Tryon of New York agreed that the man who made
the proposal was a gentleman in whose integrity he could
confide; therefore he accepted the offer. So in 1774 the
line was fully completed from the St. Lawrence to the
Connecticut.

The year 1774 witnessed less satisfactory events in the
history of the boundary. The British House of Lords
passed the Quebec bill, which fixed the boundary to the
south. Edmund Burke did not like the bill, and he in-
sisted on an amendment in the interest of New York.
Even as amended the bill was, in the words of the Earl of
Chatham, “a most cruel, offensive and odious measure . . .
one that should shake the affection and confidence of his
Majesty’s subjects in England, and Ireland, and finally lose
him the hearts of all the Americans.”

In a letter to the Committee of Correspondence of the
General Assembly of New York, dated August 2, 1774,
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Burke, who represented that Colony at the Court of St.
James'’s, told of his complaint to the Board of Trade that
the bill was unfair to New York, while it favored Quebec.
But he was told “that in questions of boundary, when the
jurisdiction and soil of both the litigating provinces be-
longed to the Crown, there was no rule but the King’s will,
and that he might allot as he pleased, to the one or the
other”; that ‘“even when the King had actually adjudged
a territory to a province, he might afterward change the
boundary; he might even erect the territory into new
provinces, at his discretion, as he had done in the case of
Carolina, out of which had come South Carolina and
Georgia.” '

It had been Burke’s hope to fix the south boundary of
Quebec with certainty; his complaint was that it was not so
fixed. It was his fear that, if the southern boundary was
not fixed definitely, some day it might be put ‘‘at the very
gate of New York, perhaps in the very town itself, and
subject that colony to the liability of becoming a province
of France.”

The fears of Edmund Burke proved groundless. The
Quebec bill did not rob New York. The forty-fifth paral-
lel continued to be looked upon as the boundary to the
north; and when the treaty of 1783 followed the Revolu-
tion, it was cited as the line to be followed.

In 1796 fears were expressed that the forty-fifth paral-
lel had been placed too far to the south. In 1806 an in-
vestigation in behalf of the United States prepared to show
that the line was so far away as to rob Vermont of more
than 400,000 acres. And in 1807 the Canadian surveyor-
general gave it as his opinion that the line was too far
north. ,

So matters stood at the time of the making of the Treaty
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of Ghent. Was there anything to do but to determine
that the line had not yet been found?

Now the story has come to the time of the fixing of the
site of Fort Montgomery and the building of the walls, and
the discovery that the fort was nearly a mile within the
limits of Canadal

In 1829, when the King of the Netherlands made his re-
port as arbitrator of the dispute as to the northeastern
boundary, his verdict was for the forty-fifth parallel from
the northeasternmost source of the Connecticut to the St.
Lawrence, but he expressed his opinion that the boundary
should be defined “in such a manner, however, that in all
cases, at the place called Rouse’s Point, the territory of
the United States of America shall extend to the fort
erected at that place, and shall include said fort.”

The solution suggested fell by the wayside; the award
was not ratified by the Senate. Fort Montgomery was
still an orphan.

Perhaps this was just as well, for the plan called for a
jog in the boundary, so as to include the site of the fort.

The treaty of 1842 cared for matters in a much better
fashion, a fashion that showed the readiness of Great
Britain to make a generous concession. The line was to
follow Hall’s Stream until it reached “the old line of
boundary surveyed and marked by Vallentine and Collins,
previously to the year 1774, on the forty-fifth degree of
north latitude, and which has been known and understood
to be the line of actual division. . . .”

There was joy in the United States when the decision
was announced. Daniel Webster, in a reply given in the
Senate on April 7, 1846, spoken for the benefit of those
who had attacked the Treaty of Washington, which made
the concession, said:

“T do believe it was an object of importance to repossess
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ourselves of that fortress. . . . The cession of Rouse’s
Point by her [England] must be, and is considered by
those best capable of appreciating its value, of more im-
portance than all the cession we made to England as a
military post.”

The settlement not only gave to the United States the
site of the fort, but from 30,000 to 40,000 acres between
the true parallel of forty-five degrees, and the old line.

At once work on the fort, interrupted since 1818, was
resumed. ‘“The ink with which the treaty was signed was
hardly dry when engineers were dispatched to that place,
who examined its strength and proceeded to renew and
rebuild it,” said Webster. ‘“And no military work, not
even the fortification of the defense of the Narrows ap-
proaching New York, has been proceeded with by the Gov-
ernment with more zeal.” This, in spite of the fact that,
in 1817, an exchange of diplomatic notes between Great
Britain and the United States agreed that war vessels
would be barred from Lake Champlain as well as from the
Great Lakes.

Fort Montgomery is useless, but it marks a spot historic
as well as picturesque. It stands at the gateway from the
Richelieu, the river that has been called “the valley of
beauty and the highway of war,” to the waters of Lake
Champlain, waters at which Samuel de Champlain mar-
veled in 1609, when he found himself there with his little
vessel of discovery.

For centuries the Indians, on errands both of peace and
of war, had passed through what they called “Caniade-
riguardunte,” the Gateway. And during later years the
French, succeeded by the English, had moved up and down
between Canada and the United States, on business bent
or, more often, seeking to destroy their enemies.

Major Israel Putnam knew the place. One day in
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August, 1758, not far below the site of the fort, while he
was watching the French and Indians who were in his way,
he was captured, and was saved from being put to death at
the stake only by the intervention of a sympathetic French
Officer.

Benjamin Franklin, too, passed this way. In 1776,
when on the way home from Montreal, where he had
been representing the Colonies in the attempt to win Can-
ada to the cause of the patriots, he was carried through
the Richelieu River into Lake Champlain in an open boat.
He was an old man, and far from strong, but he did not
complain because of the privation.

In 1776, also, the Richelieu’s waters bore the fleet of
Sir Guy Carleton, sent south to cut off the northern Colo-
nies from their brethren at the south. Six vessels, which
had been built in England, sailed to the foot of the rapids
on the Richelieu, and there were taken apart. After being
transported to St. John, they were rebuilt. Others were
added to them, until there were, in all, thirty-one vessels,
with from one to eighteen guns each. Seven hundred vet-
erans manned these boats. On October 1 the fleet was
ready for its antagonists.

Antagonists were ready for them on Lake Champlain.
General Arnold was put in charge of a fleet built from
timber that was standing in the forest a few weeks before-
hand. Carpenters were scarce, and materials had to be
transported a long distance. But Arnold managed to
have ready a flotilla of fifteen vessels, manned by 350
men. It is true that all of these men were absolutely with-
out experience. But what of that? They were American
patriots|

And what a fight there was on October 11, off Valcour
Island, a few miles below Rouse’s Point! Arnold cov-
ered himself with glory. Against tremendous odds he
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fought, and, while he did not win, he inflicted such dam-
age on the enemy, and showed such tremendous endurance,
that he won great fame for the infant navy of the United
States!

Captain A. T. Mahan, writing in Scribner’s Magazine,
February, 1898, said of this combat:

“Considering its raw material and the recency of its
organization, words can scarcely exaggerate the heroism

. which undoubtedly depended chiefly upon the mili-

tary qualities of the leader; the little American navy on
Lake Champlain was wiped out, but never had its force,
big or little, lived to better purpose or died more glori-
ously, for it saved the lake for that year.”

Clinton Scollard well said, in his pleasing poem written
for the celebration of the Tercentenary of the Discovery
of Lake Champlain:

“Here Arnold strove (alas, the later hours
That stained a patriot’s name otherwise pure!)
Whelmed, yet undaunted, by the foeman’s power,
Beneath thy coppiced headlands, green Valcour!”

Between Valcour, the scene of Arnold’s heroism, and
Rouse’s Point, in New York, are other spots of real his-
toric import.

On Windmill Point is Alburgh, where the French tried
to gain a foothold in 1731, but failed.

At Point au Fer, General Sullivan built a fortification
for the patriots, in 1776, though the British took posses-
sion of it in the following year.

And on Isle La Motte, Champlain set foot in 1609;
probably this was the first land trodden by him within the
present limits of the United States. More than half a
century later the French built old Fort Ste. Anne on the
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island. This event is commemorated by a bowlder tablet
erected on the beautiful island:

In Honor of the First White Men who Fortified this
Island in 1666
In Memory of the Sacrificial Valor of
Colonel Seth Warner and Captain Remember Baker,
Eminent Green Mountain Boys and Patriots
and
To Commemorate the Campaign of General Montgomery
Who Encamped on the Spot with 1200 men in 1775
This Tablet is Erected by the
Patriotic Societies of Vermont Women

1909
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CHAPTER IV
ON THE NIAGARA FRONTIER

“ OU cannot have permission to stay in the country;

you must leave it, sir!” So spoke the commander
of Fort Niagara to Major Andrew Ellicott, whom Wash-
ington had sent to the Niagara frontier on a public
errand.

Yet Fort Niagara was in territory awarded to the
United States by the treaty of peace arranged at the close
of the Revolution! After leaving the St. Lawrence, the
line was to pass into “Lake Ontario, through the middle
of said lake until it strikes the communication by water
between that lake and Lake Erie, thence along the middle
of said communication into Lake Erie.”

Still it was not until 1796 that the British withdrew
from Fort Niagara, the stronghold at the mouth of the
Niagara River which they had held for many years. They
were loath to yield a frontier that was the key to the
important country westward from Lake Ontario.

A writer in the Royal Magazine of London, in 1759,
said: ‘“Niagara may, in some measure, be said to com-
mand all the interior parts of North America, and to be,
as it were, the key to that noble continent.”

The unwilling surrender was made in consequence of a
visit made to London by John Jay, whom Washington
sent to arrange for the transfer. At the conference he
held with the Britons he learned that they felt justified
in holding on to the fort because, so they claimed, America

[s571]



The ROMANCE of the BOUNDARIES

had been slow to pay debts owing to merchants in Great
Britain before the war. Jay suggested the appointment
of a commission of award to care for all claims. Then,
having no further excuse for insisting on the retention of
Niagara, the agreement was made to deliver it to Amer-
ica not later than June, 1796.

The importance of the fort, and the unwillingness of
Great Britain to yield it, may be understood by those who
read the words of Frank H. Severance of the Buffalo His-
torical Society, in an address delivered in 1896. He said:

“The story of Fort Niagara is peculiarly the story of
the fur trade and the strife for commercial monopoly, and
it is, too, in considerable measure, the story of our neigh-
bor, the magnificent colony of Canada. . . . It is a story
replete with incidents of battle and siege, of Indian cruelty,
of patriot captivity, of white men’s duplicity, of famine,
disease, and death—of all the varied forms of misery, and
wretchedness of a frontier post, which we in days of ease
are wont to call picturesque and romantic. It is a story
without a dull page, and it is two and a half centuries
long. . . . I cannot better tell the story . . . than to
symbolize Fort Niagara as a beaver skin, held by an
Indian, a Frenchman, an Englishman, and a Dutchman,
each of the last three trying to pull it away from the
others (the poor Dutchman early bowled over in the scuf-
fle), and each European equally eager to placate the
Indian with fine words, with prayers, or with brandy, or
to stick a knife into his white brother's back.”

The story begins in 1669, with the first efforts of the
French to secure possession of the Niagara country. It
includes also the romance of the building of the Griffon,
the first vessel on the Great Lakes, and the episode of
the early fortification of the late seventeenth century. But
it was not until 1726, the year of the building of the stone
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castle near the mouth of the Niagara River, that the fort
had its real beginning. The French felt compelled to
build the fort because the activity of the English was
interfering with their own fur trade with the Indians, and
their plan to build Fort Oswego would increase the diffi-
culty. No time was to be lost; Governor Joncaire felt
that he could not wait for the approval of the authorities
at home. To these latter he sent word that he must build
a fortress, and he asked for an appropriation; to the
Indians he declared that he wished to have a mere trading
station. His real purpose was indicated when he wrote
to France that the building “‘will not have the appearance
of a fort, so that no offense will be given to the Iroquois,
who have been unwilling to allow any there, but it will
answer the purpose of a fort just as well.”

The first step was the construction of two barques for
use on Lake Ontario, to carry stone and timber for the
building, and later, to cruise on the lake and intercept
traders bound for Oswego.

After the construction of the barques had been begun,
the consent of the five Iroquois nations was secured. Lon-
gueuil promised them that it would be to them “a House
of Peace” down to the third generation and farther. To
Gaspard Chaussegros de Lery, engineer, was committed
the building of the structure. He determined to make it
fireproof. ‘“Instead of wooden partitions I have built
heavy walls, and paved all the floors with flat stone,” he
wrote in a report sent to France. The loft was paved
with flat stones ‘“‘on a floor full of good oak joists, upon
which cannon may be placed above the structure.”

The trade with the Indians at the completed stone house
on the Niagara increased. So did the activities of the
English. Governor Burnet of New York craftily per-
suaded the Onondaga Indians that their interests had been
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endangered by the building of the French fort, since it
penned them up from their chief hunting-place, and was
therefore contrary to the Treaty of Utrecht; they agreed
with him that the Iroquois had no right to the territory,
which was really the property of the Senecas, and they
asked the Governor to appeal to King George to protect
them in their right.

Therefore the suggestion was made that they ‘‘submit
and give up all their hunting country to the King,” and
sign a deed for it. Accordingly, Seneca, Cayuga, and
Onondaga sachems deeded to the English a sixty-mile
strip along the south shore of Lake Ontario, which
included the Niagara frontier, the Niagara River being
the western boundary.

“From this time on the ‘stone house’ was on British
soil; but it was yet to take the new owner a generation to
dispossess the obnoxious tenant,”” Frank H. Severance
writes in An Old Frontier of France.

The story of the next thirty years is a story of plots
and counterplots, of expeditions threatened and actual, of
disappointing campaigns, of imprisonment and cruelty and
death. More than once Indians promised the English
that the house at Niagara should be razed. Spies reported
that the defenses of the castle were in bad shape; *’tis
certain that, should the English once attack it, 'tis theirs,”
one report ran. ‘I am informed that the fort is so dilapi-
dated that ’tis impossible to put a pin in it without caus-
ing it to crumble; stanchions have been obliged to be set
up against it to support it.” Another report disclosed
that if the cannon were fired the walls would crumble.

But the French were not ready to give up. They felt
that Fort Niagara was the key to the Ohio Valley, which
they wished to control. They strengthened the defenses
of the fort. The defeat of Braddock at Fort Du Quesne

[60]



The ROMANCE of the BOUNDARIES

and the strange decision of General Shirley to stop at
Oswego instead of continuing with his force to Niagara
gave the French a new lease of life.

In 1759 came the end of French rule. General Pri-
deaux’s expedition from New York began the siege of the
fort early in July, and after several weeks it capitulated.
Until 1796 the English flag floated above the “castle.”
The commander of this post, like the commanders of six
other forts, refused on various pretexts to surrender to
America, in spite of the terms of the treaty of 1783.
Attempts were made to secure possession, but none of
them were successful, and it was not until 1794 that Great
Britain agreed to evacuate Niagara and the other forts
still held, “on or before the 1st of June, 1796.”

The rather aggravating incident of the emissary of
General Washington who was ordered away from Fort
Niagara seven years before the British reluctantly yielded
the fort is a sprightly record. It is told in a letter from
the officer to President Washington, dated January 18,
1790. The letter is preserved in the archives of the
Department of State at Washington.

Major Ellicott’s errand was to make certain investiga-
tions as to the western boundary of New York, especially
to learn if Presque Isle, now Erie, was located west or east
of the western boundary of New York.

Determination would prove of special interest to Phelps
and Gorham, who had bought the pre-emption claims of
Massachusetts to lands in western New York. They
wanted Presque Isle. So did Pennsylvania. Major Elli-
cott was to decide between the claimants.

In preparing for the expedition, Major Ellicott pointed
out the fact that ‘“because the point which limits the state
of New York to the westward lies within the British set-
tlements in the west end of Lake Ontario, it will be neces-
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sary to obtain leave to go within the British line to com-
mence the business.”

Accordingly, President Washington sent an express to
Lord Dorchester (Sir Guy Carleton, famous in the annals
of the Revolution), the Governor General of Canada,
asking him to send authorization for the Americans to go
to Fort Niagara. He was asked to send the response to
the fort, to which the surveyors were on the way.

Major Ellicott can best tell the story from this point.
If all the documents in the State Department were as racy
as his letter, the files would be turned over frequently!
He wrote, nearly three months after reaching the fort
(evidently a reasonable lapse of time in the days of
leisure).

“On my arrival at the Garrison of Niagara on the 21st
day of October last, I was introduced by the officer of the
day. I produced my commission, which the colonel looked
over, and then addressed himself to me in the following
words:

‘“ ‘Pray, sir, what request have you to make from this
paper?’

“To which I replied, ‘In order to execute the duties of
my appointment it will be necessary to go into the Terri-
tory of his Britannic Majesty, but as you may not be
authorized to grant such permission, an express has been
sent on by our Secretary of foreign affairs to his Excellency
Lord Dorchester, governor general of Canada, to obtain
the privilege, and if the express has not yet arrived, my
present request is only that myself and party may have
the liberty of staying in the country, with such privileges
as are allowed other Gentlemen from the United States,
and await their arrival.’

“‘You cannot have permission to stay in the country;
you must leave it, sir,’ the colonel said.
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“I then informed him that our going away so precipi-
tately would be attended with inconveniency to ourselves,
and the great expense of the United States sacrificed to
no purpose, and as I was confident that the express would
arrive with the first Vessel, and from a desire to have the
business executed with all possible dispatch, I should not
be very punctilious about the privilege but would willingly
be confined to one single acre of ground, or any space,
and under any instruction, which he himself should pre-
scribe, to which he replied:
~ “‘Your request cannot be granted, sir. You must leave
the country, and that with expedition.’

“I then informed him that myself and companion were
much fatigued with a long and painful journey, and our
Horses broke down . . . and that our return home might
be marked with some degree of certainty I requested the
privilege of continuing some few days in the country to
refresh ourselves and recruit our horses. To which he
returned,

‘I cannot be accountable for your situation. You are
not to continue in this country, and if you stay anywhere
in it I shall hear of you and take measures accordingly.’

“I then observed to him that I had some Gentlemen in
my party, who were very desirous to view the falls of
Niagara and as this was the only probable opportunity
which would ever fall in their way, I requested that their
curiosity might be gratified, particularly as the falls were
not near any of the forts. To which he answered,

“‘Your Gentlemen cannot be gratified. They cannot
see the falls. Too many people have seen the falls
already.’

“I then began to make some observations on the com-
mon usage of all civilized nations with regard to the mat-
ter of science and natural curiosities, but was soon inter-
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rupted by the Col. who desired that I would ‘not multiply
words on that subject,’ that he ‘was decisive and we must
depart.’ ,

“He then addressed himself to Col. Bull of the Rangers
(who was present) as follows:

“‘Colonel, it is Luncheon time, will you go and take
a cut with us?’

“Then turning to me, he said, ‘you may return to the
Tavern in the Bottom, and procure such refreshments as
you may want, in the meantime I will take a copy of that
paper (pointing to the Commission) after which the adju-
tant shall return the original.’ "

One more request was made. Might they go to Buf-
falo Creek, which was in the territory of the United
States? This request, too, was refused. The only thing
he might do was to go away at once, using a pass given
to him for the purpose. The pass stated that the juris-
diction claimed by the British garrison at Niagara
extended to the Jennesseo River.

In the effort to gratify the commandant of the fort,
Major Ellicott wished to depart at once. There was
necessary delay, since the camp was five miles distant.
But he was soon waited on there by a messenger who told
him that the commandant desired “that our departure
might be attended with expedition.”

Surely that was speeding the departing guest with a
vengeance, even if there had been no welcome to him as
he arrived!

With difficulty the party proceeded one hundred miles.
Then the express overtook them, and they were given the
desired permission to work from Fort Niagara. But the
horses were unable to travel. So, wrote the Major, ‘“‘we
employed Canoes to carry our Instruments and Baggage
down the Jennesseo River to the Carrying place, where we
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procured a Boat, and returned up Lake Ontario to Niag-
ara.” The closing statement of the narrative is notable;
“On our return we were treated with politeness and
attention.”

At length came the day in 1796 when Great Britain,
no longer able to find excuses for remaining in possession
of Fort Niagara, retired from it, to remain away until
1813, when the Union Jack replaced the Stars and Stripes
for a season.

One of the most interesting records of the War of 1812
has to do with the Indians who were allies of the United
States in the struggle, one issue of which was the return
of the historic fortress to its owners. The Indians had
always played a prominent part along the Niagara fron-
tier. In fact, the failure of the French to win the coun-
try to the south was due in large part to the opposition
of the Six Nations, who claimed the country through which
they desired to pass.

In the War of 1812, it was feared, for a time, that the
Indians along the frontier would cast in their lot with
Great Britain. At any rate, it seemed probable that they
would at least remain neutral. In fact, a chief of the
Senecas announced that the tribe would not take up the
quarrel of the United States, but would remain at peace.
Yet only a few days after Red Jacket made that statement,
the Senecas were angered by the British seizure of Grand
Island, in the Niagara River opposite the mouth of Tona-
wanda Creek. Now not only was Grand Island the prop-
erty of the Senecas, but on it had been buried the ancestors
of many of them. It was true that hundreds of years had
passed since the burial; it was also true that the tribe of
those whose last resting-place was there had disappeared:
in 1651 the Neuters—so called from their refusal to war
on the Wyandots, the Hurons, and the Iroquois—had
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been conquered by the Iroquois. Their town, near the
site of Buffalo, had been destroyed. And the remnants
of the tribe had been incorporated with the Senecas.

And now the British had laid careless hands on the
island where there rested many braves of the Neuter
nation! Very well; they would have to take up arms
against the invaders—not only the Senecas, but all the Six
Nations. The proclamation in which they declared their
purpose had a glorious ring—in the ears of the Americans:

“We the chief and committee of the Six Nations of
Indians residing in the State of New York, do hereby pro-
claim to all the war chiefs and warriors of the Six Nations,
that war is declared on our part against the provinces of
Upper and Lower Canada. Therefore we hereby coun-
sel and advise all the war chiefs of the Six Nations to. call
forth immediately the warriors under them, and put them
in notion to protect their rights and liberties, which our
brothers the Americans are now defending.”

A paper in the records of the Buffalo Historical Society
speaks of the retention by the Indians of lands -on the
Niagara frontier which they then defended at such cost:

“The Seneca Nation never gave up their title to the
bed of the Niagara River. To-day they own it and a strip
along the shore. It is theirs, and some day the State of
New York must reckon for its payment. The State may
wriggle and squirm, it may balk . . . asit did in the tardy
justice it has given the Cayugas, but even as the 118-year
fight was won by the Cayugas, and the 6o-year fight of
the Six Nations for payment for the Kansas Raids, so some
day must the land and the river defended by the Senecas in
1812-13 be paid for by the Sovereign State.”

Since 1815 old Fort Niagara, the stronghold of that
frontier for which the Senecas, the original owners of the
land along the Niagara frontier, fought so valiantly, has
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been in the possession of the United States. The Daugh-
ters of the War of 1812 long ago placed a tablet on the
walls of the old castle, which recounts the outline of its
history.

Perhaps twenty miles from the fort is the tremendous
spectacle, Niagara Falls, half on the American side of the
border, half on the Canadian side. To-day the way is
open to any visitor to gaze on the sublime wonder, on
either side of the border. As he looks in awe and wonder
let him recall the days when the commander of the British
Fort Niagara, located in American territory, said to an
emissary of the American President that he could not lead
his party to the falls! Let him be grateful that he is able
to see the majestic plunge of the waters over the Horse-
shoe Falls of which Anthony Trollope, a visitor when the
nineteenth century was young, wrote, after sitting on the
rail of the bridge, from which he had a view of the Horse-
shoe Falls:

“It is glorious to watch them in their first curve over
the rocks. They come green as a bank of emeralds; but
with a fitful flying color, as though conscious that in a
moment more they would be dashed into spray and rise
into air, pale as driven snow. The vapor rises high into
the air, and is gathered there, visible always as a perma-
nent white cloud over the eastward; but the bulk of the
spray which fills the lower hollow of that horseshoe is
like a tumult of snow . . . The head of it rises ever and
anon out of the caldron below, but the caldron itself will
be invisible. It is ever far down—far as your own imagi-
nation can sink it. But your eyes will rest full upon the
curve of the water.

““The shape you will be looking at is that of a horseshoe,
but of a horseshoe miraculously deep from toe to heel;
and the depth becomes greater as you sit. . . . That
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which at first was only grand and beautiful becomes gigan-
tic and sublime till the mind is at a loss to find an epithet
for its own use. To realize Niagara you must sit there
till you see nothing else than that which you have come
to see. You must hear nothing else and think of nothing
else. At length you will be at one with the tumbling river
before you. You will find yourself among the waters as
though you belonged to them. The cool liquid green will
run through your veins, and the voice of the cataract will
be the expression of your own heart. You will fall as the
bright waters fall, rushing down into your new world with
no hesitation and no dismay; and you will rise again as
the spray rises, bright, beautiful, and free. Then you
will flow away in your course to the uncompassed, distant,
and eternal ocean.”

Visitors to-day have an opportunity to see the Falls
from a point of vantage not open to those who went there
in the early days of the Niagara frontier—from the sus-
pension bridge that succeeded the kite string sent across
the chasm by a boy who, in competition with many of his
fellows, won the prize offered by Engineer Ellet, to whom
had been committed the task of building the first suspen-
sion bridge.

Even before that bridge was ready some venturesome
spirits were able to view the Falls from below, and far
aloft. They were passengers in the iron car which moved
on cables from bank to bank, one hundred and sixty feet
above the angry waters. That car, which now reposes in
the Historical Building of the Buffalo Historical Society,
was planned primarily for the transportation of the first
materials for the bridge, but it was used by thousands who
wished the thrill of going where once it was impossible
to go.

The story is told that the form of the basket was fixed
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when the engineer asked a local ironmonger for sugges-
tions. They were seated at the time in a hotel near the
Falls. The man of iron rose, placed two rocking-chairs
together, after the manner of a child playing house, and
said, “There is your basket.”

It is remarkable that of those who crossed the chasm
by the carriage thus arranged for, at least two-thirds were
women. The first passenger was a woman who went on
a dare from a fellow traveler, a man. There is a story
that when Millard Fillmore, then a Congressman, visited
the Falls, with a young woman, she wished to test the car.
He tried to dissuade her. She would not be stopped, but
stepped into the basket. ‘‘Her dignified companion, too
gallant to permit her to go alone, silently took his seat,
and together they made the passage,” wrote the builder of
the car, when he was an old man.

The moral of the incident, if it has any moral: Why
not say that if you wish to be President of the United
States, you must cross the gorge below Niagara Falls, in
an iron basket, with a young woman who will go into risky
places? At any rate, her escort became Vice-President,
then President, only a little later.

Among the early visitors to the Falls were pioneers,
westward bound, who were taking their way to Black Rock
Ferry, within the present limits of Buffalo. This old
ferry dated from Indian days. It was named from a
great black rock, on the edge of the river, three or four
feet high and of great and irregular extent. A natural
harbor was found between the angle of the rock and the
shore. This fact, together with the lessened width of the
Niagara River at that point, made a natural place for a
ferry.

The rock long ago dropped, after blasting. The ferry
is gone. But Black Rock is 2 name familiar to the Buffa-
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lonians, as well as to the traveler who makes the long
circuit about the city from the main station to the frontier
station at Black Rock, where customs and emigration offi-
cers make known to all who cross the river that they are
passing between two nations—nations that for more than
a century have been at peace, nations which have no need
for military guards or ships of war on the border.

Perhaps the nearest approach to a clash on the Niagara
frontier during the generations of peace came in conse-
quence of the haste of misguided men. In Niagara River,
about two miles above the Falls, is Navy Island, the pos-
session of Great Britain. This was taken possession of
by a company of young men from Buffalo, who wished to
help the so-called Patriots in their rebellion against the
authorities in Canada. That rebellion had been severely
handled, and the insurgents had been compelled to flee
across the border.

One of these insurgents, William L. Mackenzie,
addressed a large public meeting in Buffalo. He reminded
the Americans of their successful efforts to throw off the
yoke of English tyranny, and said that he “wished to
obtain arms, ammunition, and volunteers to assist the
reformers in Canada.” He asked that arms be deposited
at the Eagle Tavern. “All night and the following day
great activity was displayed in the collection of arms, and
munitions of war, and in the enrollment of names. . . .
Shortly after midnight they seized from the sheriff two
hundred stand of arms, took two field pieces, and marched
off to Black Rock.”

On December 13, 1840, the company, led by an Amer-
ican, departed for Navy Island. There a provisional gov-
ernment was formed, and a proclamation was issued, signed
by Mackenzie. The proclamation, according to Orrin
Edward Tiffany, the historian of the movement, stated
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that for fifty years the government had “languished under
the blighting influence of military despots’ ; that the stand-
ard of liberty was raised for the attainment of a written
constitution—perpetual peace based on equal rights to all,
abolition of hereditary honors, a legislature of two houses
chosen by the people, an executive elected by public voice,
a judiciary chosen by Governor and Senate, trial by jury,
vote by ballot, freedom of trade, exemption from mili-
tary service, ‘‘the blessings of education for every citizen,”
the opening of the St. Lawrence to the trade of the world,
and the distribution of the wild lands to the industry, capi-
tal, skill and enterprise of worthy men of all nations.

The Patriots hoisted above the island their flag—two
stars to represent the two Canadas. Government bills
were issued, and were accepted on the American mainland.
A treasurer was appointed to secure subscriptions made
in the United States. It was thought that large amounts
could be counted on, since sympathy among many of the
Americans was strong.

Then followed an event which, for a time, seemed to
some to threaten war between Canada and the United
States. Supplies for the Patriots were accumulating at
Buffalo; these were needed on Navy Island. The little
steamer Caroline was fast in the ice, but she was cut out,
and on December 29 she began her first trip, ostensibly
to carry supplies to a number of points, but, as it appeared,
with Navy Island especially in view. After several trips
to and from the island, the Caroline was docked for the
night at Schlosser, on the American side. On board were
ten members of the crew, and twenty-three others.

But the British troops had been watching. From Chip-
pewa an expedition was sent to destroy the vessel, which
was thought to be the property of the insurgents. In
seven boats, with seven or eight men in each, they stole
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out from the mouth of the Chippewa River, crossed the
stream, and reached a point close to the Caroline, but
within the shadow of a protecting island.

When the moon had set they approached within a few
yards of the steamer. They were hailed and asked for
the countersign. “I'll give it you when we get on board!”
was the reply of the commander of the expedition. There-
upon the vessel was boarded. ‘“The shot of the pistol and
the stroke of the cutlass mingled with the fierce oaths of
the contestants and the deep groans of the wounded. The
conflict was brief ; the sleepers on board the boat, entirely
unconscious of the premeditated attack, were easily over-
come. The mélée over, the Caroline was loosed from her
moorings, towed into the stream, set on fire, and allowed
to drift toward the Falls.”

Indignation in America was great. Governer Marcy of
New York sent a special message to the legislature; in
this he spoke of the thirty-three persons on board who
“were suddenly attacked at midnight, after they had
retired to repose, and probably more than one-third of
them wantonly massacred.”

President Van Buren sent a message to Congress, to
tell of the ‘“‘outrage of the most aggravated character,

. . accompanied by a hostile though temporary invasion
of our territory, producing the strongest feelings of resent-
ment on the part of our citizens.”

Secretary of State Forsyth, in a letter to the British
minister at Washington, called attention to the destruc-
tion of property and the assassination of citizens of the
United States ‘“which would necessarily form the subject
of a demand for redress upon her Majesty’s government.”

General Scott was ordered to the Niagara frontier, and
New York and Vermont called out the State militia to pro-
tect ‘““the frontiers of the United States.”
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Fortunately, the delay necessary for investigation of
the tragedy gave opportunity for excitement to die down.
Again General Scott proved himself a real peacemaker;
the citizens of the United States were ready to listen to
his appeals for calmer consideration of the events, of
which, it soon appeared, too much had been made, since
but one person was known to have been killed.

The matter was reopened by the arrest of Alexander
McLeod, a British subject, who boasted of his part in the
affair, saying that he had killed the one victim of the
tragedy. He was apprehended at Lewiston, and was put
in the Lockport jail. Great Britain demanded his release
because the destruction of the Caroline was due to the acts
of those obeying military orders; only the governments
could review it, not the courts.

McLeod came before the Supreme Court of New York,
by writ of habeas corpus, but this was refused. But
before he could be brought to trial the administration at
Washington changed; Harrison was the new President,
and Daniel Webster became his Secretary of State. ‘“‘The
British Government boldly renewed its demand for the
immediate release of McLeod,” Mr. Tiftany writes. He
advised the President to take into his most deliberate con-
sideration the serious nature of the consequences which
might ensue from a rejection of the demands.

“Pretty strong language had been used in some of the
notes from her Majesty’s government, which Webster in
his reply called to the attention of the British minister:
he emphatically denied that the American sympathizers
were ‘American pirates,’ or that they had been ‘permitted
to arm and organize themselves within the territory of
the United States.’” He said that on a frontier ‘long
enough to divide the whole of England into halves,’ vio-
lence might sometimes occur, ‘equally against the will of
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both countries,” and that such things might happen in the
United States, without any reproach to the Government,
‘since this institution entirely discourages the keeping up of
large standing armies in time of peace.’”

Finally, Webster said that McLeod could not be
released until the courts had their say. He intimated
that if such things were allowed to occur, “they must
lead to bloody and exasperated war.” In this particular
case the United States could not believe that necessity for
the acts perpetrated by those who attacked the Caroline
existed, as claimed by Great Britain.

The trial of McLeod lasted from October 4 to October
8, 1841. Attorney-General Crittenden was sent from
Washington to manage the defense, while General Scott
was present, to protect the prisoner from possible mob
violence.

The jury found the prisoner “not guilty,” and he was
released. The difficulty was solved in a manner satisfac-
tory to all.

The final chapter in the controversy was introduced by
Mr. Webster’s note to Lord Ashburton, who had come to
the United States to negotiate a treaty on the northeast-
ern boundary. Webster spoke of the affair as “a wrong
and an offense to the sovereignty of the United States,
being a violation of their soil and territory, a wrong for
which to this day no atonement or even an apology has
been made.” Lord Ashburton made no apology, but he
stated that “the British officer who executed the transac-
tion, and the government who approved it, intended no
slight or disrespect to the sovereign authority of the
United States.” Moreover, he regretted ‘‘that some
explanation and apology for the occurrence was not imme-
diately made.”
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CHAPTER V

WHEN THE FUR TRADERS HOPED TO DISREGARD
A TREATY

HY did the flag of Great Britain continue to fly
over Detroit for more than twelve years after the
definitive treaty of 17837

It was not because there was doubt as to the terms of
the treaty as to the boundary on the Great Lakes and the
connecting rivers; those terms were set down so clearly
that there could be no mistake.

Was it because of reluctance to yield the old North-
west, a country rich in furs, where the Northwest Com-
pany had been trading for generations?

Was it due to the belief that the country which had won
its independence would be unable to maintain itself?
When it fell into pieces, some one would have to pick up
the pieces. Was Great Britain planning to be in a favor-
able position to grasp the Northwest? What better posi-
tion could she have than that of one who had never yielded
possession ?

During the Revolution a post had been maintained
there; from this as a rallying point there were sent out
influences calculated to inspire the western residents with
such terror that they could not aid their comrades on the
Atlantic coast.

It was important that the Indians who came to the post
by the Detroit River to trade their furs, and other Indians
in the interior who could be influenced by them, should
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have a lavish supply of presents. So one of the expected
charges of war was for the goods shipped to Detroit for
distribution among the Indians, who came to look on the
periodical visits to the post as a season of festivity. “On
their arrival they were feasted and flattered without
stint,” said a historian who wrote of those days. *‘Cloth-
ing, trinkets, firearms and ‘red-handled scalping knives’
were supplied to them in enormous quantities.”

But the victory of Colonel George Rogers Clark at
Vincennes in 1779 made inevitable the demand that the
country west of the Alleghenies be given to the country
which won its freedom by seven years of struggle.

Yes, the terms of the treaty promising their surrender
were clear as they could be. But Detroit was not surren-
dered. On the contrary, the defenses at Fort Lernoult
were increased, the garrison was enlarged, and greater
supplies than before were sent for distribution among the
Indians, that these savages might be ready to do the bid-
ding of those who had held the country so long, and
oppose the coming of the Americans, whose colonizing
threatened disaster to the fur traders.

Wkhien the centennial of the evacuation was celebrated at
Detroit on July 11, 1896, the trying events of the years
which followed these actions by representatives of Great
Britain were narrated by Henry M. Duffield.

In July, 1783, President Washington sent word, asking
that Detroit, as well as a number of other posts, be evacu-
ated, according to promise. The denial was prompt and
decisive; General Haldeman, the Governor-General of
Canada, said that the request could not be considered.
Washington was not surprised; when the terms of the
treaty were made known, he declared that England would
retain the posts as long as they could be held under any
pretense whatever.
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When, in 1784, General William Hull was sent by Con-
gress to interview Haldeman, he was informed that there
could be no change in relations.

John Adams made the next attempt. In 1786, as min-
ister to England, he asked that the terms of the treaty
be observed. But he was told that, since many of the
states had violated the treaty, Great Britain had ample
justification for remaining in control of the strategic points
on the lakes.

Soon the efforts of those who were trying to use the
Indians for their own advantage began to tell. In 1786
there was held at the north of the Detroit River a grand
council of the Indians northwest of the Ohio River.
Hurons, Ottawas, Menominees, Shawnees, Chippewas,
Cherokees, Delawares, Pottawattomies, were there, to-
gether with representatives of the Six Nations, and of the
confederated Indians of the Wabash.

The Indians made complaint that they had not been
included in the treaty between Great Britain and the
United States. They declared their intention to keep the
Americans south of the Ohio River.

With rare cunning Lord Dorchester managed to arouse
the Indians while seeming to make efforts to quiet them:

“In the future, His Lordship wishes you to act on a
hint for your interests. He cannot begin a war with the
Americans because some of their people encroach and
make depredations upon parts of the Indian country; but
they must see it is His Lordship’s intention to defend the
posts, and that while they are preserved, the Indians must
feel great security therefrom, and consequently the Ameri-
cans’ greater difficulty in taking possession of their land.
But should they once become masters of the posts, they
will surround the Indians and accomplish their purpose
with little trouble.
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“You seem apprehensive that the English are not very
anxious about the defense of the posts. You will soon be
satisfied that they have nothing more at heart, provided
that it continue to be the wish of the Indians, and that
they remain firm in doing their part of the business, by
preventing the Americans from coming into their country,
and consequently from marching to the posts. On the
other hand, if the Indians think it is to their interest that
the Americans shall have possession of the posts, and be
established in the country, they ought to declare it, that
the English need no longer be put to the vast and unneces-
sary expense and inconvenience of keeping the posts, the
chief object of which is to protect their Indian allies. . . .”

In spite of all these evidences of purpose to hold
Detroit, the merchants of Montreal became fearful lest it
be given up, and with it the wonderful fur trade from
which they were making great fortunes. So, in 1787, they
made the plea that two years more would be required to
repay the £300,000 still owing to Quebec from the country
about the western lakes. Three years later they declared
that they had extended their trade to such an extent that
they would be bankrupt unless they had five years, at the
minimum, to continue uninterrupted trade. More, if, at
the end of that period, it should seem advisable to yield
the posts, they hoped it would be arranged to consider
the Indian country “neutral ground free and open for the
purpose of trade.”

But by this time the Indians were showing themselves
anything but neutral. Encouraged by such messages as
that of Lord Dorchester, as well as by the action of Colo-
nel Simcoe, in increasing the garrison and the defenses of
Fort Lernoult, and in building a fort at the rapids of the
Maumee, near the present site of Toledo, they decided to
make war on the Americans wherever they could find them.
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Followed four years of struggle between the govern-
ment and the Indians. In October, 1790, General Harri-
son, with 1,400 men, was defeated by the Indians, who
returned to Detroit, bearing bloody trophies and boasting
of their prowess. Likewise in 1792 Governor St. Clair,
after destroying Indian villages, was surprised and
defeated by Little Turtle.

But the tables were turned when Congress sent General
Anthony Wayne against the savages, who soon learned to
call him the Black Snake. In 1794 he built Fort Deposit
not far from the British fort on the Maumee, and on
August 30 he defeated the Indians in the battle of Fallen
Timbers. Again the Indians went to Detroit, not to boast
of their prowess, but to seek protection from those who
held the post.

The efforts of Governor Simcoe to arouse them to fur-
ther efforts were futile, and in 179§ they were ready to
make a treaty of peace.

While these events were transpiring, the fur merchants
of Montreal were becoming still more fearful that the
rich country should slip from their grasp. In December,
1791, they addressed the Canadian authorities, suggest-
ing a number of lines between the United States and Can-
ada that would answer their needs—though each sugges-
tion after that first made would prove less satisfactory
than its predecessor.

These attempts of those who had a very natural desire
to conserve profits which they knew would vanish with the
settlement of the country, were quite remarkable.

First of all, they said they wanted a line that would
follow the Allegheny River to the Oth, and so to the
Mississippi.

If they could not secure this concession, they were will-
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ing to let lines be fixed from Presque Isle (Erie) to French
River, and then to the Ohio and the Mississippi.

The third choice was for a line up the Maumee River
from western Lake Erie, then down the Wabash River to
the Ohio.

If they had to be so generous, they would agree to let
lines follow the Great Lakes to Mackinac Island, then
along the eastern shore of Lake Michigan, and around the
head of the Lake to the Chicago River.

If concessions had to go still further, they were ready
to see the line follow the Fox and Wisconsin route of
the fur traders from Lake Michigan to the Mississippi
—the route followed by Marquette and Joliet in their
explorations.

The last resort was to be a line from Sault Sainte Marie
River to the Apostle Islands in Lake Superior, “then
ascending a river which falls into Lake Superior, across
to the Chippewa River, and down this to the Mississippi.”

The merchants thought that the last named route should
surely satisfy the most grasping.

But John Jay, who had been sent to England to reach
a different agreement, was so successful that, on November
17, 1794, he secured a promise to evacuate Detroit and
the other posts not later than June 1, 1796.

One last effort was made by the merchants to retain
for themselves some of the territory that had been so
profitable to them. Much of the southern peninsula of
Michigan was bought from the Indians for £25. Argu-
ments were then made by the purchasers that the Indians
had not been effectively subdued by the United States, and
the fur traders alone could hold them. Then why not let
them hold the country?

But Congress refused to listen to the arguments or
recognize the purchase of the land.
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In spite of the limit for British occupation set by the
treaty, it was July 11, 1796, before the Stars and Stripes
took the place of the flag which had flown over Detroit
for so many years.

On the Federal Building in Detroit there is a tablet
which reads:

1796-1896

This Tablet Designates the site of an English Fort erected in 1778
by Major R. B. Lernoult as a defense against the Americans. It was
subsequently called Fort Shelby, in honor of Gov. Isaac Shelby of
Kentucky, and was demolished in 1826.

The evacuation of the Fort by the British at 12 o’clock noon, July
11th, 1796, was the closing act of the War of Independence. On that
day the American Flag was for the first time raised, all of what was
the Reserve or the Western Territory becoming at that time part of
the Federal Union.

But not even yet was Great Britain content to let the
western country go. If they could not have the territory
tributary to the Great Lakes for their own, they wanted
to make of it a sort of buffer state of Indians, under their
influence. This purpose was made known when the com-
missioners gathered to make the Treaty of Ghent, which
followed the War of 1812. At the very outset the Eng-
lish commissioners asked that the American commissioners
agree to set apart for the Indians in perpetuity the vast
territory now composing the states of Michigan, Wiscon-
sin, Illinois, and large parts of Indiana and Ohio! In
fact, they said that agreement to this demand should be
the necessary preliminary to any negotiations. Further,
they demanded that engagement be made that the United
States would not attempt to purchase the lands from the
Indians.

But the commissioners from Great Britain had to deal

[81]



The ROMANCE of the BOUNDARIES

with John Quincy Adams, Henry Clay, and Albert Galla-
tin, and it did not take long for them to make plain to
those who would treat with them ‘“that until the United
States had lost the sense of all independence, they would
not even listen to such propositions.”

The treaty as finally ratified arranged for a line up the
middle of Detroit River, through Lake St. Clair, and
the River St. Clair, then through the middle of Lake
Huron. _

In accordance with the treaty of 1783 the line then
passed through the water connection between Lake Huron
and Lake Superior.

Thus Sault Sainte Marie became a point on the boundary
—the little town at the rapids where Indian boatmen and
French voyageurs had dared the dangerous rapids in their
trips to and from Detroit; where the French Repetigny
had built a stockaded fort in 1750; where, in 1797, the
Northwest Fur Company had built a canal and lock for
the fur batteaux, in order to overcome the rapids.

That canal and lock were destroyed by the United States
troops when, in 1814, they demolished the post at the
Sault. And they remained hidden until they were uncov-
ered in 1894. Later the lock was rebuilt in stone as nearly
as possible like the original lock. The oak floors and
walls, scarred by the batteaux of long ago, are still pre-
served underneath the modern stone.

Thus the old lock at Sault Sainte Marie—the spot
which Laurence Oliphant, in 1855, said was ‘‘the dim
Ultima Thule”—became one of the most interesting of
the monuments along the boundary between the United
States and Canada.
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CHAPTER VI

HOW DIPLOMACY WON MINNESOTA’S NORTHERN
BOUNDARY

T\ HERE would have been no story of the northern

boundary if it had all been as easy to fix as the part
of it which passed along most of the waters of Lake
Superior.

This line left far to the south the famous Pictured
Rocks, which stretch for twelve miles along the south-
erly shore near what is now Munising, Michigan—great
water-worn cliffs, many of them two hundred and fifty feet
high, whose colors and caverns and weird formations
made the Indians and the fur traders marvel. These are
the rocks which Longfellow said were guarded by “The
Old Man of the Mountain,” who

“Opened wide his rocky doorway,
Giving Paupukewis shelter,”

from the pursuit of Hiawatha.

Hundreds of miles farther on, clustering about Chequa-
‘'megon Bay, are the strange Apostle Islands, where more
grottoes and red stone cliffs under evergreen canopies lure
the modern traveler as they lured the Ojibways who sought
Madeline Island, it is said about the year 1490, when the
Iroquois drove them westward. Until about 1620 they
remained there, thousands of them, and deserted the
entrancing surroundings only when they felt that a curse
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was upon the island because of the deceit of medicine men
who, after demanding maidens as sacrifices for the gods,
were found to have sought them merely for their own
feasts. Many of them went to Minnesota, where they
left their impress on lakes and rivers later fixed as part of
the boundary.

In later years some of the interpreters of treaties would
have been glad if the boundary line had been placed just
north of the Apostle Islands. Instead, however, it had
been fixed most definitely to the north of Isle Royale, a
rocky, forbidding island containing several hundred square
miles. The Indians would not visit it, for they thought it
was the abode of the Great Spirit, Menong.

Fortunately the dread of the Indians for the picturesque
spot is not shared by those who have succeeded them. In
fact, so much interest in the island has been shown that it
will probably be set apart as a national monument—that
is, if privately owned lands are added to the gifts of the
nation and the State of Michigan, so that the whole of this
natural wilderness—which is but thirty-five miles from
Duluth—may be dedicated to public use. Then the vir-
gin forests, and the twenty-one inland lakes, where moose
and caribou wander, will no longer be overlooked by
civilization.

Isle Royale was specifically mentioned in the provisional
treaty of 1782. So was the mysterious Isle Philippeaux,
which never existed, though early map-makers insisted
that it was as large as Isle Royale. In fact, it appeared
boldly in the famous Mitchell map, which was in the hands
of the treaty-makers—a map published in England in 1755
by a botanist who had gone to America about 1700. This
credulous map-maker had set down fact and fiction in
such close proximity that it was hard to separate them.
Another of his vagaries was the careful disposition of the
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twelve Apostle Islands; he thought there ought to be that
number, because of the name. But—to the joy of search-
ers after wild beauty—there are scores of them.

The passage by the fabulous Philippeaux to water above
the real Royale, and then to the mainland, marked the last
bit of certainty as to the intentions of those who had
attempted to describe the boundary in the treaty.

Where was the Long Lake through which the line was
to leave Lake Superior? What water was it to follow to
the Lake of the Woods? Where was the most northwest
point of the Lake of the Woods, to which the boundary
was to extend? And where was the source of the Missis-
sippi, to which a line was to be drawn directly west, before
it followed that river down to the parallel of thirty-one
degrees? Mitchell’s map said that the Mississippi River
was supposed to rise at about the parallel of fifty degrees.
If so, such a line would have been possible. But the river
simply was not there.

Add to these errors another of great moment. It was
the design to make the boundary line through waters
extending to the ultimate source of the Great Lakes. The
Lake of the Woods was supposed to be the ultimate
source, the head of the St. Lawrence system of waters.
Yet that lake drains to the northeast; it is related to
Hudson Bay rather than to the St. Lawrence. To quote
the lament of Otto Klotz of Canada concerning the lan-
guage of the treaty:

“The object was to reach the most westerly head of the
waters of the St. Lawrence, and this was supposed to be
reached in the Lake of the Woods. Unfortunately, the
inaccuracies of the map cost us the possession of what is
now Duluth and the northeast part of Minnesota.”

It will be seen, then, what a marvelous chance there was
for misunderstanding, scheming diplomacy, and long-
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drawn-out negotiations. The story of the sixty years that
followed the treaty of 1782 shows what full advantage
was taken of the opportunities presented.

With the foresight shown by the Colonists in so many
instances, a committee of Congress urged, in 1779, that
when the boundary line of the new country was drawn it
should extend from Lake Nipissing west to the Mississippi
River, thence down the middle of that river, to the latitude
of 31 north.

When the treaty of 1783 was in the making, a plan dis-
cussed was to fix on the parallel of 45° as the boundary.
But such a boundary did not suit Great Britain. To her,
frontage on four of the Great Lakes seemed far more
important than mere territory. So she agreed to the
water boundary, thus making it possible for the United
States to retain nearly half of Lakes Huron and Michigan,
half of the states of Michigan and Wisconsin, and a part
of Minnesota, which, otherwise, would have become Brit-
ish territory.

No wonder the remark was made to Vergennes—the
French minister who, in 1777, had informed the Ameri-
cans that France was ready to recognize the new republic
and to enter into an offensive and defensive alliance with
it—that the United States had secured more than was
expected by the most optimistic; they had received title to
“points that they had found it impossible to capture.”
Was America thinking of the remote possibility of con-
nection with the Pacific?

But in 1790, before anything was done to perfect
the title to the territory awarded by the treaty, Mr.
(afterward Sir) Alexander Mackenzie made a tour of the
northwest, in the course of which he followed the water
communication between Lake Superior and the Lake of
the Woods. Noting how well adapted the country was
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to the needs of the Northwest Company, he found him-
self wishing that it might be retained as a British posses-
sion. So, when he wrote his book, The History of the
Fur Trade, he urged that the boundary line, when finally
fixed, should, after passing to the north of Isle Royale,
turn to the south, some two hundred miles, to the mouth
of St. Louis River, at the southwest corner of the lake.
Soon the suggestion was taken up by the Earl of Selkirk
in behalf of the Hudson’s Bay Company. It was natural,
then, that those in authority should begin to find—as will
be indicated later—that the treaty defining the boundary
really called for delineation that would have put the site
of Duluth on Canadian soil, and, with it, some fifteen thou-
sand square miles of territory whose riches afterward
proved to be almost fabulous.

It was felt in 1794 that such rectification of the bound-
ary would be easy because, by that time, the impossibility
of drawing a line due west from the Lake of the Woods
to the source of the Mississippi was becoming apparent,
and because John Jay was in London, charged by President
Washington with persuading Great Britain that the time
had come to give up the posts occupied on the frontier.

Lord Grenville was the spokesman for the British pro-
posal. Why not agree that a line be drawn from West
Bay of Lake Superior, westward toward Red Lake River
of the Mississippi, this line to intercept at right angles
a line drawn due south from the angle formed by the
junction of the St. Croix with the Mississippi? Such a
line would preserve to Great Britain the treaty right to
navigation of the Mississippi, and it would provide a line
at the forty-fifth parallel which could be extended to the
Pacific coast.

Once again Alexander Mackenzie let his voice be heard.
Not only would the proposed line be a good thing, but it
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must be continued west, even to the Pacific Ocean, to the
south of the Columbia.

But John Jay had his eyes open; he was not to be stam-
peded, to the detriment of his country. His objections
were that the British proposals would call for an impos-
sible cession of territory, and his proposal was that, since
the location of the source of the Mississippi was uncertain,
there should be a joint survey to determine it; if the survey
should show that the Mississippi would not be intersected
by a line westward from the Lake of the Woods, the coun-
tries could then proceed to negotiations for a new line.

While that proposition was accepted, the survey could
not be made before it became unnecessary; in 1798 David
Thompson visited the source of the Mississippi, and found
it to be nearly two degrees south of the northwest corner
of the Lake of the Woods. . His findings were generally
accepted, for all had confidence in his ability as well as his
judgment.

A dramatic and most unexpected turn in events followed
the decision of a convention, in 1803, to draw a line that
would give to both countries the free use of the Missis-
sippi, and to Great Britain “the shortest line which can be
drawn between the northwest point of the Lake of the
Woods and the nearest source of the Mississippr.” Twelve
days before the signing of the terms of the new conven-
tion, Louisiana, recently acquired by France, was sold by
Napoleon to the United States! Naturally, then, when
the Senate was informed of the agreement of the conven-
tion, it refused to ratify the third part which referred to
the northern boundary. The entire convention failed in
consequence of the exception, since Great Britain refused
to accept a partial agreement.

But this failure was considered of far less moment than
the possible signing away of important rights to northern
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territory which would probably emerge as a result of Jef-
ferson’s gigantic deal in real estate. There was no means
of telling the exact northern limit of Louisiana. What
folly, then, to agree to a line which might in the future
limit the claims of the United States because of the
purchase!

In fact, American statesmen soon ceased to think of
the possibility of a line fixed on the parallel of fifty-five
degrees. For, as John W. Davis pointed out in an address
before the American Geographic Society on April 2§,
1922: “At the peace of Utrecht, which closed the War
of the Spanish Succession, Great Britain and France had
undertaken a century before to fix their respective claims
upon the American Continent. France contended that her
territory extended to the north to within fifty miles of
Hudson’s Bay, while Great Britain insisted that the Hud-
son's Bay Company possessed the land to the forty-ninth
parallel. No express agreement was reached, but there-
after, upon all English maps, the forty-ninth parallel was
carried as the boundary line.”

As successor to France, then, the United States had the
right to say that the forty-ninth parallel is the uncontro-
verted boundary line.

The first record of the intention of the United States
to claim such a boundary was made by James Madison in
1804. And in 1806, when Monroe and Pinkney were
appointed to meet British commissioners, in the hope of
framing a treaty, they proposed “a line drawn due west
from the Lake of the Woods along the forty-ninth paral-
lel ... as far as the pretensions of the United States
extend in that quarter.”

To this proposal the British commissioners agreed.
But they were careful to wish to add the words: “Pro-
vided that nothing in the present article shall be con-
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strued to extend to the northwest coast of America, or to
the territories belonging to, or claimed by, either party,
on the continent of America, to the west of the Stony
Mountains.”

Thus Great Britain proposed to safeguard, and post-
pone settlement of, the disputes as to possession of the
Oregon country.

The American commissioners were wide awake. As a
substitute they suggested that the boundary be a line drawn
north or south (as the case may require) from the most
northwestern part of the Lake of the Woods to the paral-
lel of 49°, and then due west.

That convention might have been a maker of history.
But, unfortunately, a change of ministry in England inter-
fered, and the controversy was back where it started.

The matter came up again when the commissioners of
both countries met at Ghent, to draw up the agreement
that was to end the War of 1812. The British com-
missioners stated most positively that they must insist on
a line westward, not from the Lake of the Woods, but
from Lake Superior to the Mississippi. The representa-
tives of the United States were just as insistent on the line
southward from the Lake of the Woods to the Missis-
sippi. The differences of opinion were too great to be
harmonized, and the treaty finally provided for two com-
missioners, one from each country, who should settle the
boundary.

Soon the day came when Great Britain was eager for a
convention before which the dispute might be renewed.
America was ready to take part in the fresh attempt. But
by 1818, when the negotiations were resumed, the eyes of
John Quincy Adams, Secretary of State, were open. To
the American commissioner he wrote:

“From the earnestness with which the British govern-
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ment now returns to the object of fixing the boundary,
there is reason to believe that they have some other pur-
pose connected with it, which they do not avow, but which,
in their estimation, gives it an importance not belonging
to it, considered in itself.”

It has been suggested that one reason Mr. Adams was
puzzled was because, as he thought, the boundary was to
pass through the depths of the desert. Probably the Brit-
ish had more accurate information as to the value of the
country through which it was proposed to run the line.

The fruitless attempt of 1818 was followed by a meet-
ing of commissioners in 1822 which selected surveyors to
make accurate report concerning lines from Lake Superior
to the Lake of the Woods. These surveys led to other
meetings in 1824, and to further surveys. One of these,
made by order of the British commission, was from the
mouth of the St. Louis River to Rainy Lake. There were
two unexpected results from this—the first survey of
Duluth Harbor, in 1825, and the earnest contention by
Great Britain that this lower line not only answered all
the demands of the original treaty, but that it was the most
reasonable boundary.

The arguments for the St. Louis route were numerous,
and they varied from serious to ludicrous.

Of arguments that commanded respect was the one that
called attention to the fact that the St. Louis River
becomes a lake before entering Lake Superior—and the
treaty demanded that the line enter Long Lake after leav-
ing Lake Superior. Moreover, the Ojibway name for the
St. Louis River, Kitchi-jami-zibi, meant Long Lake River.

But the argument on which much reliance was placed
was fantastic, to say the least. They said the line, after
passing to the north of Isle Royale in Lake Superior,
should turn south, not north. “If they intended the bound-
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ary to go to a point north of Isle Royale, it would have
been easy to say that the boundary should go to that pre-
cise point without mentioning Isle Royale.” But because
it said “north of Isle Royale,” the intention was that it
should go south afterward!

The remark made by Senator Thomas H. Benton con-
cerning the contention certainly was worth as much atten-
tion as the argument to which it was a reply. He says
that the description of “to the north of Isle Royale” was
for the obvious purpose of taking the shortest course to
the Long Lake, or Pigeon River. ‘“After going to the
north of Isle Royale, to get out of the lake at a known
place, it would be absurd to turn two hundred miles south,
to get out of it at an unknown place.” Surely if the inten-
tion had been to go to the St. Louis River, the line would
have been put through the middle of Lake Superior, as it
had been put in the middle in other lakes. Instead of this
it turned north so as to include as United States waters
two-thirds of that lake.

The American commissioners proved that they, too,
could suggest another route. They talked of the best
portage route—that from the present site of Fort Wil-
liam, up the Kaministiquia, and so to Rainy Lake. From
that point the routes suggested coincided.

Again years passed. The various surveys, which cost
in all nearly one million dollars, seemed to be useless.

But in 1842 the question was finally settled. Lord Ash-
burton managed to secure a definition of the line which,
while it followed the Pigeon River or central route of the
three, still preserved for Great Britain exclusive possession
of the desired system of communication with Rainy Lake,
and a joint possession, with us, of the boundary route.
Could they have asked for more? At any rate, both
countries were satisfied with the result.
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What a marvelous canoe voyage can be made along the
line as finally agreed to! There are a few portages, it is
true. But it is easy to forget the hardships encountered
in the course of passing from one stream to another, in
the joy of gliding quietly along shady reaches of still
waters, or riding roughly over rough waters, shooting
breathlessly through rapids, gazing in wonder at water-
falls, or stealing up on a moose as it makes majestic
progress from one country to its neighbor.

The start for the trip is Pigeon River. The Ojibways
called it Omimi-zibi, a name translated by Longfellow in
his line

“Cooed the pigeon—the Omemee.”

For this was a favorite trading ground of the passenger
pigeon, which once flourished by the million, though it
disappeared long ago.

Pigeon River is the only real river on the route to Rainy
Lake. For this water boundary is really a long series of
lakes.

“The lakes lie in rock-bed basins—clear and deep.
From one of these rocky basins a short, rapid stream car-
ries the water down to the next lower basin. The shores
are covered with green—green of pine and spruce, of
balsam fir and birch.”

There are twelve fascinating lakes on the route from
the Pigeon River to Lake Saganaga. One of the twelve
is named Lake Long. Was this Mitchell’s reason for
putting Lake Long farther down toward Lake Superior,
and so giving opportunity for much controversy?

Beyond Saganaga Lake is the curious Hunter’s Island,
featured by all maps, and worthy of its prominence
because the running of the line to the south instead of to
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the north deprived the United States of some eight hun-
dred square miles. It is not really an island, for, while
the water passage is complete on the north, there is on the
south a portage of perhaps a quarter of a mile. Since
the boundary was to follow the water route, the northern
water should have been chosen. Geologists have wished
that Hunter’s Island was a part of the United States, since
the rocks of the Vermilion Iron Range lead directly to it.

But why should we stop to think of possible copper veins
when we can see Crooked Lake, which the French called
Croche, because of its irregular outline; the Portage de
Rideau, the Curtain Portage, so named because it shows
the way around a fall where the water, in its thirty-foot
drop, is like a filmy curtain; the Flacon (Bottle) Portage,
named for its peculiar shape, which leads to the Lake La
Croix?

Lake La Croix, too, is named for its shape; it is said to
be like a cross. The Ojibways, in their picturesque man-
ner, called it Nequaw-rauna, ‘‘a piece of wood put in the
incision of a maple tree.” It is said that it was the custom
of these Indians to make from one hundred to five hun-
dred pounds of maple sugar for each of their lodges.

But one name was not sufficient for such a curious body
of water. So the Ojibways called it ‘“‘Sheshibagumag
sagaligun,” ‘“‘the lake where they go every which way to
get through.”

More lakes, more portages, more connecting streams.
Then come Chaudiére Falls and Portage, at the entrance
to Rainy Lake. The mere name rouses anticipations that
the reality satisfies abundantly. It is indeed “a great boil-
ing kettle.”

Beyond Rainy Lake are International Falls, where a
dam has raised the level of Rainy Lake, so permitting the
lake stream to approach the busy little city whose paper
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mills take advantage of the power supplied by falls over
which once the rainbow played so constantly that the
Indians found it easy to name Rainy Lake and its outlet,
Rainy River.

Beyond Rainy Lake the country changes. Instead of
the barren rock and the luxuriant evergreens there are
fertile clays and hardwood forests. But the fascination
of the canoe journey is not lessened; it is only varied.

When the boundary surveyor reached the Lake of the
Woods the problem was by no means solved. They had
to discover its northwest arm. The result is the curious
jog of the boundary which finds Minnesota to the east of
a section of Manitoba, and includes in the United States
scores of square miles of territory which is not accessible
to those who would keep within the territory of the United
States. By land this bit of soil—or, rather, bog—can be
reached only by passing through southwestern Manitoba.

The route of the boundary from the Lake of the Woods
to the Rocky Mountains, or the Stony Mountains, as they
were called in the early treaties, has been described by
John W. Davis:

“At the Lake of the Woods, it turns due south twenty-
six miles to an intersection with the forty-ninth parallel
of latitude. Here uncertainty and deviation disappear.
Regardless of obstacle it plunges to the west, across the
swampy timbered country of the Roseau River, then over
many miles of fertile and untimbered prairies to the Turtle
Mountains, rising one thousand feet above the plain.
Here are trees again, but after thirty-five miles of grate-
ful shade the traveler diverts to a semi-arid and treeless
plain extending to the foothills of the Rocky Mountains
with their forested slopes. The divide is crossed at an
elevation of 7,300 feet; and after a succession of rivers
and mountains, plains and lofty summits, much of the time
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through heavy timber, one comes to a level country in
approaching the sea and reaches salt water at the Gulf of
Georgia.”

The marking of the line through the difficult Rocky
Mountain country was a tremendous but picturesque task.
The surveyors climbed great cliffs, perched perilously on
the edge of crevasses in glaciers, and cut vistas for miles
on the timbered slope of mountains—as, for instance, on
the ridge which bounds the south end of Waterton Lake,
which is partly within our own Glacier National Park, but
mostly within the park bearing that name on the Cana-
dian side of the line. The traveler who pauses in a motor-
boat, on the bosom of the lake, long enough to look up at
the broad swath cut through the trees by the surveyors,
gains a new idea of what it must be to make ‘“the
unguarded boundary” for more than three thousand miles
from the Atlantic to the Arctic.

Again let John W. Davis speak :

“In all that distance the only sentinels that guard the
line are the silent monuments erected by the joint action
of the two nations; the only vessels are the unarmed ships
which carry the commerce of the common waterways;
the only weapons are the woodsman’s ax, the huntsman’s
rifle, and the tools of fruitful trade and agriculture.
Peace reigns from end to end as profound and undisturbed
as the quiet of the primeval forest that still clothes many
reaches of the boundary line. It is a peace, moreover,
not of monotony or of solitude, for a journey along the
windings of these far-flung frontiers is an epitome of the
industrial and commercial life of the two countries.”
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CHAPTER VII

THE FORTY-NINTH PARALLEL BECOMES A BOUNDARY

CURIOUS dilapidated building on a little island in

the Straits of Juan de Fuca, within less than a score
of miles of Vancouver, capital of British Columbia, has an
interesting story. For it is the reminder of one of the
most picturesque bits of opera bouffé warfare in the varied
history of the United States boundaries.

When, in 1846, the treaty between the United States
and Great Britain outlined the boundary between the
United States and British Columbia, the line was to pass
down the channel of the Straits, from the parallel of 49°,
to the south of Vancouver Island, and so to the open
Pacific. The exact wording of the agreement was:
“ .. . to the middle of the channel which separates the
continent from Vancouver Island; and thence southerly
through the middle of the said channel, and of Fuca's
Straits, to the Pacific Ocean.”

Now that specification looked very simple. Those
who made it probably thought that there could be no pos-
sibility of misunderstanding. But, like many other treaty-
makers, they had not visited the waters they attempted to
divide, nor did they examine men whose familiarity with
them would have saved them from error.

The difficulty was that, in one place at least, there were
two channels, either one of which might, conceivably, have
satisfied the conditions. Later on the fact was discovered
by settlers on an island in the Straits. This island is one
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of the San Juan group, between the channels. It contains
fifty square miles, and so is one of the largest of the group,
of which there are 172 in all, 116 of them having no names.

In course of time settlers were attracted to San Juan
Island. Some of them were citizens of Great Britain, and
some were loyal Americans. They discussed the national-
ity of the island; the men from the Canadian side of the
border declared that the channel toward the mainland
of the United States was meant by the treaty, while the
men from the United States were just as earnest in their
belief that the channel between San Juan Island and Van-
couver Island was the all-important reach of water.

At first the question was purely academic, though the
State of Washington had asserted authority by selling the
effects of the Hudson’s Bay Company for taxes, and the
company, supported by the Governor of Vancouver
Island, had insisted that this was done without warrant,
since the island was British territory, according to orders
from Great Britain. The squatters lived in peace until
1859, which later became known as ‘““The Year of the Pig.”
For in that year an official of the Hudson’s Bay Company
named Griffith had a pet pig which was permitted to run
about the island at will. Incidentally, the Hudson’s Bay
Company had many cattle and sheep. But these caused
no trouble, for they were confined within specified limits.

One day the wandering pig entered the potato patch of
a United States man named Culver, who had planned to
supply the winter potato needs of the little colony of his
fellow Americans. The pig liked the tender potatoes so
well that he found his way to the patch on many other days.
When it became evident that something was wrong, a
watch was set, and the pig was caught in the act.

Of course the next step was the entering of complaint
with the owner of the privileged pig, and the careless re-
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tort made by the Englishman to the request that the ani-
mal be kept safely in a pen angered the man of potatoes.

The pig continued to visit the field of the succulent
tubers until the day when he was seen by Culver, who had
a shotgun with him. The gun finished the pig, which had
done his best to finish the potatoes. The man told on
himself, and offered to pay double damages for the pig.

The Englishman’s reply was to send word to the authori-
ties to come and arrest the malefactor for a trial in the
courts duly provided in Victoria. Culver was not averse
to trial, if trial must come, but he said that the trial must
take place in an American court, since what was held to be
the offense had been committed on American soil.

Then the question of the ownership of San Juan Island
ceased to be academic.

“The island is ours!” insisted the Governor of Van-
couver Island. ‘““The sovereignty of San Juan Island, and
of the whole of the Haro Archipelago has always been un-
deviatingly claimed to be in the Crown of Great Britain.
Therefore I . . . do hereby, formally and solemnly pro-
test against the occupation of said island or any part of
said archipelago.”

“The island belongs to us!” was the retort made by
Americans.

So the only way out was by an appeal of plaintiff and
defendant each to his respective country. Feeling was
rather bitter in Victoria. There were people who thought
the war vessels of England, stationed in the waters adja-
cent to Vancouver Island, should assert themselves and
take down those who had the temerity to claim San Juan
and the other islands of the Haro Archipelago.

Fortunately the admiral was too cautious to go to such
an extreme in what seemed to be a trivial matter. Just
as fortunately his views were shared by General Scott,
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whom the United States sent on the long journey to the
Pacific coast to make investigation. He found American
troops from Oregon camped on the island, and several
vessels, mounting 167 guns in all, belonging to the navy of
Great Britain, standing guard in the waters near by.

But why should there be a clash when it was surely
possible to reach an understanding? “It would be a shock-
ing evil if two nations should be precipitated into a war
respecting . . . a small island,” he argued.

Would it not be a good thing for the countries to agree
to submit the disputed line to arbitration? In the mean-
time it would be all right, surely, to maintain on the island
a small garrison from each nation, not for war, but to in-
sure peace. At first Governor Douglas of Vancouver
Island was unwilling to agree to this joint occupation; but
in March, 1860, he gave his assent.

In the meantime attempts were made to reach a perma-
nent understanding. The commission appointed met at
Esquimault Harbor, Vancouver Island.

The United States claimed that the Canal de Haro was
the main channel south of the 49th parallel, leading into
the Straits of Fuca.

The British commission, in claiming Rosario Strait as
the line, declared that this separates the continent from
Vancouver Island, whereas the Canal de Haro separates
Vancouver Island from the continent.

To most readers there will not seem to be any differ-
ence between these statements. But the British contended
that there was a great difference. It is of interest to study
the argument put forth in support of the claim, for it shows
how easy it is to find reasons in favor of any position a man
feels it incumbent upon him to take:

“T would ask your best attention to this most peculiar
language of the treaty, in which the usual terms of expres-
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sion appear to be designedly reversed, for the lesser is not
separated from the greater, but the greater from the
lesser—not the island from the continent, but the continent
from the island, and, therefore, it would seem indisputable
that when several channels exist between the two, that
channel which is not adjacent to the continent must be
chosen which separates the continent from any islands lying
off the shore, however remote these islands may be.”

Clear and convincing, wasn't it?

But the reason did not seem sufficiently cogent to enable
the commission to reach a decision. So the joint occupa-
tion became the dependence of both parties.

The American soldiers occupied the southern end of San
Juan, while the Canadian camp was a dozen miles away, at
the north end. There they arranged for a rather com-
plete equipment of blockhouses, barracks, and all the other
necessities for a permanent encampment.

It proved fortunate that the British commander had de-
cided to make life comfortable for his men. For the
guardians of San Juan Island were all but forgotten by
their compatriots. Canada had other problems nearer
home, and the United States was engaged in the fearful
struggle of Civil War.

Thus years passed. Naturally the men in the hostile
camps became quite neighborly; they played together, they
talked together, they ate together. And the cause of their
presence on the island was lost sight of before the Emperor
of Germany was given a chance to arbitrate the dispute
which had been precipitated by a pig that was fond of
young potatoes. His judgment was that San Juan was
American soil, because the line really passed through the
Strait of Haro, not the Rosario Strait, nearer the shore of
Washington.

To-day the ground where the English encampment stood
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belongs to a farmer who has preserved the blockhouse built
for defense by the English, as well as a few other things
that tell of the thirteen years of uncertainty from 1859 to
1872. Sometimes visitors from the United States who
find them there become interested in going back of the pig
to the fascinating story of the events that led to fixing on
the Straits of Juan de Fuca as a part of the northwest
boundary of the United States.

It is a singular story of brave men who, through several
centuries, paved the way for a dispute that was not settled
until 1846.

Many of the early sea rovers found their way to the
North Pacific. Sir Francis Drake went there in 1578, and
there is a legend that a Greek named De Fuca (or Apos-
tolus Valserianos, some call him) in 1592 sailed northwest
from Acapulco, Mexico, and finally entered a strait up
which he sailed for twenty miles. When he returned to
Europe he declared he had found a passage to the Atlan-
tic Ocean. His name was given to the Straits that, since
1846, have formed a part of the northern boundary of the
United States. Why, then, should some declare that he is
a mythical navigator? Do not the Straits prove his
story—even if they terminate far from the Atlantic?

Another mythical voyager is said to have visited the
northwest coast in 1646. There is much more certainty as
to the adventurous Perez and Hecata, who, in 1774 and
1778, respectively, entered the same waters. And in 1778
Captain Cook visited Nootka Sound, on the western coast
of what became known later as Vancouver Island. Perez
had visited the same port, and had named it San Angelo.
His visit was, in part, Spain’s ground for claiming title to
the country.

An Indian legend, referred to by Lyman, in his book
The Columbia River, tells of the first ship that reached the
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land, perhaps about 1725. A woman aroused her people
by telling them that she had found on the beach what she
thought was a whale, but the sight of two trees standing
upright in it had led her to decide that it was a monster.
On the trees were many ropes, and the body shone with
its copper covering. A bear with a man’s head came out
of the whale, and frightened her. When the men of the
tribe heard her story they rushed down to the beach. To
their surprise there were two man-faced bears. As they
watched the strange beings went ashore.

But authentic history says that not until 1792 did the
first navigator enter what is now American water, and land
on the shore. One day the Indians, who lived on what is
now known as the Columbia, saw a ship pause long at the
entrance to the river, only after nine days to pass on its
way. This was the American ship Columbia, whose cap-
tain was Robert Gray. He was sure he had found the
long-sought entrance to the fabled river of which explorers
had long told stories, but he was unable to enter because
of the strength of the current. A little later he fell in
with Captain George Vancouver, the British commander
who had been visiting the coast farther north. To him he
told his purpose to renew the effort to enter the river. He
asked Vancouver to accompany him, but Vancouver de-
clared that there was no river there. So Gray went back
alone.

On May 10, 1792, he reached the headlands. Next day
he sailed up the stream until he was twenty miles from the
ocean. There he anchored. From far and near the In-
dians came to look at the strange visitor. In the canoe
they swarmed about the ship, eager to see the white men
at close range, and to trade their furs for the baubles
offered by the sailors.

After remaining at anchor a few days, the Columbia

[103]



The ROMANCE of the BOUNDARIES

sailed slowly up the river some miles farther, then returned
to the sea, and disappeared, carrying to the world the
story of the discovery of the great river which was named
for Captain Gray’s vessel.

Thus, in the name of the United States, action had been
taken which later was relied on as one of the chief points
in the claim to possession of the whole northwest country,
bordering on the coast. This country was long known as
the Oregon country, from the name once given to the
Columbia River, its chief water.

In the meantime history had been made at Nootka
Sound, the inlet about midway on the western coast of
Vancouver Island, which was already a favorite port of
the trading vessels, lured there by the readiness of the
natives to barter furs almost priceless for tinsel and gew-
gaws. Spain claimed the sound, and in fact the entire
country, not only by reason of the lavish grant made to
them by the pope of all the lands bordering on the Pacific,
but also because of the visit there of men who sailed under
her flag.

Great Britain, also, claimed Nootka Sound, because all
the country was surely hers. Had not her navigators
entered the waters? Then Captain Cook had been there.
And in 1788 his merchants had established a post for trad-
ing with the Indians. Their right to Nootka had been
recognized by Spain, after Spain’s seizure of British vessels
and buildings there, in the attempt to assert her own pur-
pose to hold the country. By treaty in 1790 the property
taken was returned to Great Britain. But another pro-
vision of the same treaty was that Great Britain should not
permit her ships to approach within ten sea leagues of any
part of the coast occupied by Spain.

Spain had maintained her rights in the face of Russian
purpose to occupy the country south of §4° 40’. In 1787
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the Viceroy of Mexico, learning that Russia was establish-
ing ports on the coast, sent an expedition to investigate.
When the expedition discovered that Russian settlements
were encroaching on territory claimed by Spain, protest
was made to the Emperor of Russia. This was effective;
answer was given that there would be no Russian settle-
ments in country claimed by other nations.

But America’s chief dependence, after the discovery of
the Columbia by Captain Gray, was the overland journey
to the Pacific made by Lewis and Clark in 1803 to 1806.

Behind the expedition there is a story only less inter-
esting than that of the expedition itself.

One day Thomas Jefferson had a long talk with John
Ledyard, who had been with Captain Cook on his voyage
to Nootka Sound. He had seen the Indians with their
rich furs, and had taken part in the trading for these which
seemed almost robbery. He had known of the fabulous
prices secured in Canton, China, for the pelts bought at
such an absurd price. He explained that the whole North-
west was full of fur-bearing animals. What a mine of
wealth it would prove!

Ledyard’s tales made the statesman anxious to secure
the country for the United States. For a long time he
studied how he could bring to Atlantic ports the peltries
of the West.

He did not see the way until he became President. Then
he engineered ‘‘the greatest real-estate purchase ever
made.” France, which had bought Louisiana from Spain,
sold her interest to the young country that had so recently
started as an independent nation.

The territory bought extended from the Gulf of Mexico
to the British possessions on the north, and from the Mis-
sissippi River to the Rocky Mountains.

The next step was to arrange an expedition to traverse
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the purchase, and then go on to the Pacific Northwest.
They were not to go by sea, as other explorers had gone,
but were to go west by land, cross the Mississippi into the
almost unknown country beyond, go up the Missouri to its
source, and see if they were not within a few miles of the
source of the Columbia.

The men selected were Captain Meriwether Lewis and
Captain William Clark, young men who had lived on the
frontier. Undaunted by thought of the hardships in pros-
pect, they set out in 1803. Followed two years of Hercu-
lean effort and bulldog tenacity before the end of the jour-
ney was reached and the Pacific was in sight. Is it strange
that the entry made in the official journal on the auspicious
day said: “Great joy in camp. Ocean in view!”?

An entire winter was spent at the mouth of the Colum-
bia before the return journey was begun, but not until, on
a great pine tree near the mouth of the river, Captain
Clark left this record:

“Wm. Clark December 3d 1805 by land from the U.
States in 1804 & 5.”

Not many years after the return of Lewis and Clark to
the east came the final event on which the United States
would rest her claim to the Oregon country—the expedi-
tion of John Jacob Astor to the Western coast, in search
of a share of the wealth in furs. His ship, with its sixty
men, reached the mouth of the Columbia on March 22,
1811. Some distance up the stream a fort, a store, and
other buildings were erected, and the place was called
Astoria. This was the first settlement in the Oregon coun-
try. In 1812 reinforcements came both by land and by
sea. Trading posts were opened at a number of points in
the interior. Thus the Pacific Fur Company, as Astor
called his company, became well established.

Later events in the brief history of Astoria were destined
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to strengthen still more the pretensions of the United
States.

Thus the United States rested her case on the discovery
of Captain Gray, the expedition of Lewis and Clark down
the Columbia River to the Pacific Ocean, and an establish-
ment by the Pacific Fur Company of a fur-trading settle-
ment near the mouth of the Columbia River.

Great Britain likewise made a threefold claim for her-
self to the Oregon country on the explorations of Captain
Cook in 1778 from 45° north; on the establishment by
British merchants in 1788 of trading posts at Nootka
Sound and Spain’s restoration of that post after her repre-
sentatives had taken it; and on the explorations of George
Vancouver in 1792-94, and those of Alexander Mackenzie,
who, in 1793, followed the Fraser River to the Pacific, as
well as on the activities of the Northwest Fur Company
and the Hudson’s Bay Company in founding and maintain-
ing trading stations at various points on the coast and in
the interior.

So the stage was set for one of the most tremendous
dramas in the history of America—a drama of determined
contest between Great Britain, which agreed with the
words of Sir Alexander Mackenzie: “Let the line begin
where it may, on the Mississippi; it must be continued west
till it terminate in the Pacific Ocean, to the south of the
Columbia’ ; and the United States, whose most fiery citizens
shouted “54° 40’ or Fight,” while others declared that the
line of 49° would be a satisfactory boundary. At a num-
ber of times during the long-drawn-out controversy Great
Britain might have had all the territory above 49°. But
her statesmen were unwilling to yield what they thought
was the better part of the territory, a part which they
claimed tenaciously.

The first chapter in the dramatic contest centered about
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Astoria, the lonely fur station established by the Pacific
Fur Company. While the second war with Great Britain
was being waged with little success on the land, and with
great success on the sea, the men in charge of the interests
of America at the outpost on the lower Columbia began
to wonder how soon they would be swallowed up by the
enemy. What would they do if a British warship should
appear? Would it not be better to accept the overtures
of purchase made to them by the Northwest Fur Company?

At length an agreement was made to transfer to the
British Company, on payment of $58,000, all buildings
and equipment. This would involve the retirement from
the field of the American company. If the transfer had
been fully accomplished, the history of the Pacific North-
west might have been changed. But in the nick of time
for America—though the commander felt his interference
was most timely for Great Britain—the British ship Rac-
coon entered the Columbia River, and took summary pos-
session of the trading post. The flag of Great Britain
was raised and the transfer of the purchase price agreed on
became unnecessary. For some years from that day the
post was known as Fort George.

In March, 1814, when the commissioners of the United
States, appointed to treat with representatives of Great
Britain in a conference which resulted in the Treaty of
Ghent, were about to cross the Atlantic, President Mon-
roe wrote to them a very astute letter. Some say that,
although he did not have information that Astoria had
been taken over by Great Britain, he assumed that this
had been done. At any rate, he was foresighted enough
to say to those who were to safeguard the interests of
America:

“Should a treaty be concluded with Great Britain, and
a reciprocal restitution of territory be agreed on, you
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will have it in recollection that the United States had in
their possession at the commencement of the war a port
at the mouth of the river Columbia, which commanded
the river, which ought to be comprised in the stipulation,
should this possession have been wrested from us during
the war. On no pretext can the British Government set
up a claim to territory south of the Northern boundary
of the United States. It is not believed that they have
any claim whatever to territory on the Pacific Ocean.
You will, however, be careful, should a definition of
boundary be attempted, not to countenance, in any manner,
or in any question, a pretension in the British Govern-
ment to territory south of that line.”

The instructions were carried out to the letter; the
treaty as ratified provided for the restitution of all ter-
ritory, places, and possessions whatever, taken by either
party from the other during the war.

Then the drama becomes a comedy. One day Presi-
dent Monroe called the attention of John Baker, the
British chargé d’affaires, to Astoria, reminding him that
this possession of the United States should be restored,
in accordance with the treaty. But Baker said he had
received no instructions, so could not give any information.

Monroe waited for a time. Then he sent personal
word to Baker that Astoria belonged to the United States
and that it should be restored. Moreover, he was in-
formed that the United States knew how to make her
claims effective, if they were not recognized.

Yet several years passed without definite action on
either side. Then, in November, 1817, British Min-
ister Bagot hurried to John Quincy Adams, the Secre-
tary of State, with the word that he had been disquieted
by hearing that the commander of the American vessel
Ontario had been sent to the Pacific, under instructions
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to carry out the provisions of the Treaty of Ghent, as to
Astoria. To his surprise, he was informed that his fears
were not groundless; the vessel had sailed as he had been
told. The commander was to see that the flag of the
United States floated once more over Astoria, though he
was not to disturb the Northwest Fur Company in their
trading with the Indians.

From the White House Bagot went to his desk, where
he prepared a message to London, informing his govern-
ment of the fact that the President of the United States
dared to take seriously a statement in the treaty. Of
course he did not put it in that way; he was too busy
thinking how the Oregon country might be retained for
Great Britain to argue the case with himself. A second
letter was sent to Canada, with the suggestion that the
Governor-General plan to forestall the Ontario both by an
overland expedition and by a ship which might confront
the American vessel.

The amazement of the British envoy can be imagined
when he received from London a message which told him
that the United States was entitled to ‘“‘the same state
of possession which they held at the breaking out of the
war.” He was also informed that Astoria (Fort George)
was to be given up to those appointed by the United
States to receive it.

So far good. But the letter went on to make a sur-
prising distinction, which comforted the envoy not a little.
The United States had a right to Astoria, according to
the treaty, but not to the soil on which it was built;
Great Britain would still maintain her claim to that soil
‘“upon which the American settlement must be conceded
to be an encroachment.”

Finally the British message proposed that the United
States submit the whole question to arbitration. “But
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what is there to arbitrate?”’ was the question. The
United States had a claim to the territory; Great Britain
had none.

A few years later some British statesmen felt that a
fatal error was made even in conceding soil-less Astoria
to the United States; that concession made more difficult
effective reply to the refusal of America to arbitrate.
In 1826, for instance, George Canning told Lord Liver-
pool that he regretted the surrender of Astoria as a grave
blunder. Yet he felt that the case was not hopeless,
“if we maintain our present ground immovably. If we
retreat from that, the cession of Astoria will have been
but the first symptom of weakness, the first of a series
of compliances with encroachments which, if not resisted,
will grow upon success.” Then he went on to say that
“the ambition and overbearing views of the States are
becoming daily more developed, and better understood.”

Yet, regret the action as many did, Astoria was trans-
ferred, on October 6, 1818, though this did not settle
the main question. So Commissioners Gallatin and Rush
received instructions to go to London and talk over the
situation, remembering always the contents of a letter
given to them by John Quincy Adams. The letter read,
in part:

“The new pretension of disputing our title to the settle-
ment at the mouth of the Columbia River, either indicates
a design on their part to encroach, by new establishments
of their own, upon the forty-ninth parallel of latitude,
south of which they can have no valid claim . . . or it
manifests a jealousy of the United States, and a desire
to check the progress of our settlements.”

Great Britain was unwilling to consider the claims of
the United States. Her representatives would have been
ready to accept the Columbia River, with the assurance
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that the harbor and the mouth of the Columbia should
be free to both nations.

The final result of the conference was the proposition
that both countries should occupy the Oregon country
jointly for a period of ten years from 1818. This joint
occupancy was not to be allowed to prejudice the sov-
ereignty of either nation.

During that ten-year period the British trading com-
panies continued and enlarged their work. In 1824 the
Hudson’s Bay Company, successor to the Northwest Com-
pany, built Fort Vancouver on the Columbia, near the
site now occupied by Portland. And the claim of the
United States was strengthened by a treaty with Spain
in 1819 by which she ceded to the United States all her
claims to territory bordering on the Pacific Ocean north of
the parallel of 42°. Five years later Russia agreed to
turn over to America all claims of which she was possessed
to territory south of §4° 40’, though the claim was made
by great Britain that she owned the territory south of
that line, by reason of a treaty with Russia in 1825.

For many years there was no change either in the
status of the Oregon country or in the feelings of America
and Great Britain. This became evident when, in 1826,
Albert Gallatin was sent to London to see if he could
persuade Great Britain to abate her demands, although
he proposed the freedom of the Columbia River for both
nations, with the understanding that the boundary was
to be the parallel of 49°. He reported, however, that,
‘“‘since there was no harbor on the Pacific coast between
San Francisco and Puget Sound, fit to receive a warship,
the British Government would be willing to make over
to the United States Port Discovery on De Fuca's Strait,
with a radius of five miles of territory about it; or . . .
they would even be willing to give up a triangle of land,
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with all the harbors pertaining thereto, bounded by the
Pacific on the West, Fuca’s Strait on the North, and
Hood’s Canal, with a line drawn from its southern ex-
tremity to a point ten miles south of Gray's Harbor, as
the other boundary.”

Convinced that there could be no settlement without
the appeal to arms, Thomas H. Benton urged the United
States Senate to make an appropriation ‘“to enable the
President to act efficiently.” It was the intention to
authorize him to make full use of the army and the navy.

There were opponents of this strenuous policy. *“What
do we want of Oregon, anyway?” one Senator asked.
Could a State be made there? Would it be possible
to get a Senator from such a State to Washington? How
would he travel? Should he round Cape Horn, or would
it be better to search out a new route by way of the
North Pole? Should mountains be climbed, ‘“whose as-
piring summits present twelve feet of defying snow to
the rays of a July sun?”’ Another Senator declared, “We
are nearer to the remote nations of Europe than to
Oregon.” And there were many who agreed with the
men who declared, “The ridge of the Rockies should be
forever a national boundary.”

Thus there were in America those who agreed with the
editor of the Edinburgh Review when he said that Oregon
could not be settled from the Atlantic States, though the
long line of coast invited emigration from the overpopu-
lated shores of the Old World. ‘“When once the Isthmus
of Darien is rendered traversable,” the editor wrote, “a
voyage will be easier and shorter than that to Australia,
which 30,000 of our citizens have made in a single year.”

The molder of British public opinion went on with his
significant message:

“Let us not then rest under the idle persuasion that
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we have colonies enough; that it is mere labor in vain to
scatter the seed of future nations over the earth; that
it is but trouble and expense to govern them. If there
is any one thing on which the maintenance of that perilous
greatness to which we have attained depends, more than
all the rest, it is colonization, the opening of new mar-
kets, the creation of new customers. . . . What we want
is not to draw off driblets from our teeming multitudes,
but to found new nations of commercial allies. . . . The
uttermost portion of the world is our inheritance; let us
not throw it away in mere supineness, or in deference to
the wise conclusions of those sages of the discouraging
school who, had they been listened to, would have checked,
one by one, all the enterprises which have changed the
face of the world in the last thirty years.”

The division of opinion in America is evident from a
study of the maps of the period. One, dated in 1830,
indicated by a dotted line a boundary at 49°, extending
directly across Vancouver Island. Another placed the
line, according to the wishes of the author of a book of
history, at 54° 40’.

There were Americans who refused to believe the dis-
couraging words of English critics, that colonization of
the territory, however bounded, was impossible except
by men from the Old World. Immigration societies were
formed. One of these was the Oregon Colonization So-
ciety. In 1830 a pamphlet issued to arouse interest in
the country told how Thomas Jefferson had first sug-
gested the plan of colonizing the territory in dispute.
The author of the pamphlet, who was no mean real-
estate boomer, thought that ‘“the time had fully come
when that uncultivated tract is to be changed into a fruit-
ful field; that haunt of savages and wild beasts, to be
made the happy abode of refined and dignified man.”
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Once again a writer who held a brief for the new
country said: .

“The Oregon Territory holds out to the American citi-
zen every inducement to settle. The valleys of the Co-
lumbia River and its tributaries alone are estimated at
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