
Statement. 1.'. I.onl Al)(T(K-on'H iiistnicti()ii> U) Mr. I'akciilinm cnnnoi l)c read ho as to cut ,„i^

tlic olU'H of «lic Treaty. Tliov must lie iiitiTprftod so as to corrcsiiond in scoiic J
till' ii-ojcct ol' the Trcaly |>ivpinvd jiiid M'lii (•oiilcinporaiioously liy l-ord AlMn|,,,j

The words (|U<)t I'd \iy Mr. iiaiuTol't (paiii- 7) I'rom Lord Alierdi'i'irs instructions aii!;-

"
l.i';i\iliLr till' /'//!./, ../' riiiinii'i;,'.^ IJi'iifl in'fli //. /n'rl.-i unil Im rlniin-n in /hr iH^Hltasinn

i,f l:„

nril'ii,!."*

Tlio form of cNprcssioii rorpiircs littlo cxplaiiiilion. Lord ,\la>rdeoii iiatiir.illy
,i''i;l

on tlic most proiniuiiit part of the arran,!;(Miu'iit wliicli Mr. I'alvciiliaiu was to i,r,i|,„^

nanielv, the securing- tlio ])ossi<ssion ti> tills coimlry of tlic wlioli' of N'aiicoiivcr's Ui

lie referred only to tlic bro.id u-eou,raithieal lealiires, tlic iiieiitioii of \viiicli \wi> sii|)|)„

to lie sullicieiil for tlie mutter miiU'r diM'U>>ion. Tliere is nothing- in his words lo (\, hj

any additional ad\an'.ai;v which the terms of the iirojeet of the Treaty would -ivc \„[\^

coiiiitry. and more {it is phii.i^ the project did ,;;ive.

K;. lAIr. r.ancroft further cites (jiayv S) a pa.ssai;e fron a report of a siioici.

Sir liobert I'ecl in the Jloiisc (d' C(mim,.ii.-i :—

'Tliiisi' wJHi iviaciiiliri' llir Inr.il innloriiiaiidU ..r ih;ii (•(iinilrv V. ill iitHliTstiiinl tlmi ili,,i v,;,

iiroiPdsca i-i llMMMiniiiniatinn (if tiic I'.Uh i)anillil ,^^ laiiimli' lilj it stiikys ilie .limits i,| lMir::i|i

thill jmralli'l sIkmiM ii"L )"• .niiiinuril us a Imumlarv ai'mss Vaiicimvcr's IslaiMJ, thus ili|(nviii;|

oi'u jiail nf Vaucoiivcv's Islaml, Imt that the middle nrihe chaiini'l >-hall he liir liiiinv liMiiii.lnrv, •J

Iniri'iH/ (', hi /<.),vv vs/,)// "f fif i'-h''li- vf Vdiu-diinr's /i/c//'/, with diual ii;;hl In the iiilvJL'alii'ii M?
StraiU,"

It can scarcely he seriously contended that, liccause Sir TJohert Peel, descrii.in:.

a popular way the ell'ect (d' the Treaty, spoke of it as leaving;- tis in possession dl

^vllole of Vancouver's Island, this amounts to a declaration hy h'm that the ell'ect af

Treaty is to exclude us from any possession other than Van.'ouvcr's Island, altlifiij

lyine' within the future houndary, whi(di lie in the same breath specilies accurately ihl

middle of the channel.

17. In connection with the reference to Sir Robert Pcel'.s speech, Mr. ?>mj\

(page 8) says :—

"Sir lioliiTt I't'cl (|U0tiMl I'l'iii a ilc^patili which pvcvid that lie was awniv nl' lli.- till'

tlobato in th(! Anicvicaii Smatc on the Treaty liet'eiv iis ap]ii'nval."

Here, as in some other jiarts of Mr. Ilancroft's jMcmorial, it is difficult to di^coJ

the object of stntemcnts made hy him, hut not put into an argumentative form,

object of tills statement woidd seem, from the context, to be to suggest that Sir Wtk

Peel was at this time eogiilsant of the iiartlctilars id' a speech olVMr. Benton, a SciiMiorl

the United Slates, niade In the Senate (referred to just before by Mr. liancroft ami Inf

particularly c(nisulered hereafter in this Statement), if this is the suggestion r.ira

there are three answers to it:—
(i.) Til'' (lelliicratiou ni' tiie Senate, reported in Mr. Pakenhiim's despatch, ro;i(l|

part by Sir Robert IVel, was not the debate in which Mr. Kenton's speech wii^i.ia

The desiiatch relates to the deliberation consetpient on the ])reliminary Messiiec i,:

I'resldent, asking the advice of the Senate, not to the debate on tlie ratilication. li

the latter debate in the course of wliicli ]\Ir. Heiiton's speech was made.
(ii.) Ijveii If ^Ir. lieiiLon's speech had been spoken before Mr. I'akenham's il('-i«it|

and the fact had been mentioned therein, there would still Ijc no force in Mr. BniirtiJi

suggestion, inasmuch as the debates in the Senate were secret, jvnd the injunctionj

sccresy was not removed until after the date of the exchange of rati!ic.itii)i:i

London, f

(iii.) Tlie ilos])ateh of ]\Ir. I'ak-ie-aliam (id' which the part relating to this mail!

printed by Mr. liancroft in the extract from SirKidjert Peel's speech in Apjieiulix Xii.l

to the jMemorial) gives no information as to the name of any speaker, or the partid

of any speech, in the Senate. It simply says:

—

X

I'cMIIIK'td do II

111 tliis pnsfafre the words in itahcs arc in Mr. Bancroft's Memorial printed with widened spaces be^

thn letters, the mode of printing used in German to sliow emphasis, corresponding to the use of it.ilir? •it

printiuL' of l',nj;lijii. Tlie like ob^ervation applies to other passages cited in tlii'< Statement from Mr. liwif

Memnriai.

+ Kiiliriealiiiiis i'xclian;_'ed, .liily 17. Iiosohilinn of SiMi.ite removing injunction of ecrosy, Aiipnst fi. EJ

pnlilic-itiun (if Mr. I'entmi's spcccli known to Ilcr .Majesty's Ciovernnient, Anirust 'JU (in Nili'»' M
Heirislir. a weekly iieuajiaper published at iJulliinoi'e).

1 Historical Nute, p. XV.


