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Statement. It is clear, tlicroforc, that Sir Robert Peel had not at the time of speaking (if lio

ever had) any loiowlodge of what was said by Mr. Bontou in tlic Senate. If tliis is not

tlie point of Mr. Jtaiicroft's reference to the debate in the Senate, Her Majesty's

Government do not know why the reference is made.

III.

IS. The third division of Mr. Bancroft's arf,niinents comprises his endeavours to shew

tliat there is evidence, contemporaneous witli tbc making of the Treaty, in support of tlie

contention of tlie United States. Mr. Bancroft says (page 18) :—

' Willi this kii(i\\kMl;4o (if Mr. MixcLane's diaractcr, mid of the coiifulenro reposi-d in him 1iy Lord

Alipnlfi'ii, I rciiiU'st tlio iiiipcriiil Arlnlratdr U< tiilce iti hiuul tlic map of thu Ort-goii Territory hy Wilkes,

whicli hntl lu'oii jmlilislu'il in Kii^'liiiid as wi-11 us in America in IHlTi, ami wliieh was the latest, most

autlifiitic, r.nil Ih'sI map ><{' tlie teiiitcny, as well as the only one ieeo.i.'iuzed by the American Seiiaff.

niid, with this iii;ip ill Imml, to ivail the I'ollowiiig extract from Mr. MacLane's ullicial rejiort of the

iiitevview. ma«lc on tlic ISth of May, 1840 ;

—

"'I have iiiiw to sttiti' that iiistruelions will he traiismitteil to Mr I'akeiiham hy the steamer of

to-miir-iiw tn Milmiit a new ami fiirtlicr projiositiuii on the part of this Government, for a partition of

the territory in cjispute.

'"The jiropositioii, most prohahly, will offer stihstanlially :

'' First. To diviih' the tciritnry hy the extciisimi of the line on the parallel of forty-niuo to the sea,

tliat is to sav, to the arm of the sea called liireh'a liny, thence hi/ the Canal de Arro and Straits of

Faai tit the oivnii.'

"Hero follow otlii^r cl.iiise.H. conceiliiiL,' to the Ihulsnn's liay Coinjiany n temporary use of the

Ore;_'nii llivcr I'nr luivi'ialinii, witii other ailvanla;,'es. and protecti-.'ii to ]5ritish subjects who wotilJ

suddenly come under the Jiirisdictioii of the I'liited States. To these clauses the iihrasc 'most prohnhly'

applies, for tlieV wi-riM lot |ireei.sely asccrtaiiu'd : I'Ut not to the hoiindary : on that point the further

gtatenieiit nf Mr. M;ie|.aiie in llie same des|iat(li leaves no rnmn for a dnulit. Ilis wcirds are: ' lllirilig

the iirecediiiLi Administration of our (.iovernmenl, the extension of the line on the -Hith jiarallel tn tlie

Straits of Kiica, c.^ tiinf priifii^eil hi/ /.un! Alunlnii, van ''uli/ siiy^it^tid hy my immediate 2>i'edtei.s.iur

(Mr. Ererett) as one he llioiiudit his (iMVernnieiit iiiii^ht accejit.'

" Now what tlie jiropesal .i Kveictt had heeii we know from the citations which T have made

from his dfspalehes ; and 1 liav.^ actually referred to the fact that he liad drawn the line of demarcation

upeii the map. ami specially dirt'ctcd the attenlinn of Lord Alierdcen to it."

19. In tliis passtiec Mr. llancmfl puts forwaril prominently Mr. MacLane's letter, but

lie nowhere deduces distinctly the inference be v islies the Arbitrator to draw from it. In

whatever liebt, bowovcr, tbe letter is regarded, it will appear that, when all the c'rcnni-

stanccs are I'amlidly considered, llie letter furnislies no ground for any inference favour-

able to tbe United States in tlie present discussion.

|i.) Mr. MacLane does not profess in his letter to report the words of (he coin.ni-

plattd Trciity. He had seen the words, and knew that the Canal de Haro was not

specilied. He nuist then (it would seem) have eonsiilercd the words he saw as amountiiig

RiibstiintitiUy laccording to bis own expression) to the proposal of a line by tlic Canal de

Haro. He apidied (wli"tlier accurately or not is not the question) his geograi»hical infor-

mation to the words shewn to him, and inferred, in his own mind, that a line such as he saw

described would run ibrongb the Canal de Haro. Under this impression he wrote to bis

Coverninent. If this is tbe true explanation of the facts (and no other explanation is

apparent), bis slateiiient is of no weight on the (pie.stion, what is the clianncl of tbo

Treaty. That question, which is the question now under arbitration, remains unaffected

by his letter.


