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nt, by i(a silence,

)U8 expressed bj

Mr Fox in Janunrv, 183S, upon the subject of the destruction of the " Caro-

hn;" were noTdSvowed Ey her majes.y's Government, and have never

'^irir^mdllgrdre'^^^^^^^^^^ cour. mean to say, that the opinion.

«o exme^ed by Mr. Fox, and by himself, were final and conclusive decisions

of iSrTjtty '8 Government in .he case, although .hat given m wiu.ng br

Sr Fox v^as as strong and unequivocal as words could well convey
;
ana t

Tobvious that .hose opinions, having been expressed be ore the date o Mr

Stevenson's note, of May, 1838, coi.ld not at any ra.e have been decision

upon the demarld made'in .hat note And as .hose op-n'ons had
^^^^^^^^^

founded upon the information which her majesly's colonial authouties had

he .nmsmiued to Mr. Fox, and to her majesty's Governmen, • vj«3 Po
^

IS that counter-statetnents, forwarded upon mforma.ion ^o'l^^

«J
"^y

*>«

UnHed Slates Government, might satisfy her majesty's Govemmenl .hat ihei

fi^ vtrof U.e case, and Iheir'first opinion regarding it, however strong ha

onin on might Imve been, were ermneous. The undersigned therefore doe

not me uTtS say, and never has contended, that either h.s conversations w.t

M . S "nison, or Mr. Fox's note to Mr. Forsyth, ought to I'Jje
precluded

lie demand which was afterward made by Mr. Stevenson's note of 1838.

But he undeisi-nicd contends that that demand was made with a previous

know e
1

'e"on I e part of (he United S.a(es Government, of the views and

ipi^'lonrof her majesty's Government, as to the transactions to which the

'

^'S'unSncd has further to remark, .hat the words
f

Mi Stevensoi^s

note of May, 1838, distincUy prove that the Government of the United State.

d?d.)ot entertain any doubt whatever whether the capture and destruction of

Ue
'

' CaSe" hud been the unauthorized act of mdividuals, for which

such individuals were .o be made responsible m .heir private capacny or

whetbJr it had been a public act, done by persons m the service of the

BtiirGovenment, and obeying superior authority and for which, conse-

mently .he Bri.ish Govern to be responsible, because the spec fie

JimXin of Mr. Stevenson was, .hat the act was committed " by a po tion

orthe BriU h forces stationed at Chippewa ;" and that" it was planned and

executed wlh .he knowledge and approbation of the heu.e.uuu governor of

IJDne Canida,'' and that it was " .he invasion of .he territory and sove e.gn-

w of -m "dependent nation, by the armed forces of a friendly power :" and

L necirdTmand which Mr. Stevenson made was " that .he whole pro-

ceedincriuld he disavowed and disapproved, and that such redress as he

naU.re°of the case obviously required should be promptly made," by the

^
Tt'^uS^n^d therefore maintains, that the very contents of Mr Ste-

vensori's ote on838 preclude the United States Government from altemp -

rnfto nunke Mr MoLeod, or any other British subject, personally answerable

fof anv sha^e t ey „,ay be supposed to have had in .he destruction of Uie

'^r3i e
'' and that Mr. Forsyth was mistaken in saying, as he did in hm

no^e to Mr'Fox of .he 26th of December, 1840, that up to .hat t.me he

United States Government hadhad no authentic announcement that the

Suction of .he " Caroline" was a public act, of persons m her majesty s

See obeying the order of superior authorities; for Mr. Forsyth wotild

hav ?ound Ihaf authentic announcement in the note of h.s o^ P^^^'P^^^^

tiarv presented in pursuance of instructions from himself, so >ong ago as

May' 1838 But while on the one haad ihe undersigned contends that the


