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of navigation. It would seem to have been accitlcntali)' distinguished by a name,

])efore and at tlic date of the Treaty, from tlic circumstance tliat it obtained a name

(Canal do Lopez de Ilaro) on the Spanish -.nap of Quiniper's observations of the Straits

of Fuca in 1790.* 15ut it was little known except byname at the date of the Treat v

and for some time after.

38. Her Majesty's Government have non finished their examination of JMr. Bancroft ^.

^lemorial. They do not trouble the Arbitrator with any remarks on such ])arts

of it as refer to tlie Lecture or Pamphlet of Mr. Sturgis, the observations of Mr. Bates,

the articles in the Quarterly lieview and tiie Examiner, and other matters wiiicli sccni lu

them to have little (if any) bearing on the (piostion to be decided. The interpre'iiidn

of the Treaty cannot be affected by the public discussions which preceded it, nor cai;

any amount .'^ unofficial declarations as to what ought to be done be evidence of what

the Governments of tlic two countries intended by tlie Treaty to do.

39. Nor have Her Majesty's Government thought it necessary to examine in dotnii

the passage in the ilomorial (page 23) whicii is headed " I'lea for tiie integrity of Sir

Robert reel's Ministry," or the corresponding passage (page 31) whicli forms the concludinr;

paragraph of the ^[emorial. Her Majesty's Government see no necessity for any sucli

plea, and no ground for the sug^^ostions in the passage last referred to. The charactcr>

of Sir Robert Peel and Lord Aberdeen place them beyond suspicion of having acted with

insincerity or duplicity in any part of this transaction. Moreover, the frankness witii

which Lord Aberdeen communicated to Jlr. MacLane the project of Treaty, in which \h\

mention is made of the Canal de Haro as the channel througli whicli the boundary should

run. sufliciently shews tliat Mr. MacLane had no sure ground for his surmise that theCanai

de Haro was contemplated by Lord Aberdeen as the boundary channe!, or, at all events,

was so at the time when Lord Abetueen framed the project of Treaty.

40. The Arliitrator will not fail to observe that the explanation given in this Statement

of the mention l)y Mr. MacLane and Mr. i;ent(m of the Canal de Haro, far from involvin;:

any ilishonouring imputation, is entirely consistent with the view, which Her IVfajesty')-

Government sincerely er.tertain, that Mr. MacLane, and all those who in any decree

represented tlie United Slates on the occasion of the Treaty, acted with perfect good

faith. ^Ir. MacLane, it seems almost certain, misled liiniself by a misapplication d!

Wilkes's map, and Mr. Benton was misled either by Mr. MacLane's letter, or hv a

misapplication of his own geographical knowledge, or by l)oth.

41. Ilcr Majesty's Government then submit to His Majesty the Arbitrator, on thi

wliole case, tliat, whether he looks at il^ "cneral position of the two natioi.s wit!,

reference to tlieir claims to the Oregon district, or at the circuni'-tancei attendinir the

• A copy iif tliis map wn3 not in tlie possession of Hit M;iji'sty"s (lovcrnmoiit at iho liino of tlie preparation <

•'

their Casp presented to llio A riiitrator in December 1871. 'I'liu mnp, wliiel' „,., « to be tlic result of mere cv'-

tketelies, is of small value in itself. It describes itself as made by tiuimper's " primer piloto" (first male, or master).

Dun Gonzalo Lopez do Haro. This fact may account for the prominence given to the channel bearing the name

of ll.iro. I5ut iin'e moie than the southern mouth of the channel is ahewu. The soulliern lutrauce of Koaurw

Straits is Indistinctly shewn as Boca de Kidulgo.


