
NORTH-WEST AMERICAN \VATEIl lUlUNDARY,

ISi'iund and Definitivi! Sliilcnicjit on bclialf of tlio Governuient of

llor Jiritiiiiiiic jMajcsty.

I. TIIR Covornmont of Her Britannic Mnjosty, in piirsuanco of Article XXXVI of

Tiviitv of W.isliinuton of IS" I, Iiavo (Iniwii u]> ami now lay before His Majesty the

;iinir of (}orniany. as Arbitrator, this their sccoipi and di'linilivo Statement, in reply to

iln .Memorial or Case presented in the luune of tl i United States' Government by

Ur, Bancroft.

Siatement,

2. The matter of Mr. Bancroft's Memorial (as far as it is of an argumentative

|;ani'toi) may, for the purposes of the examination to wliieh Her Majesty's Government
>(. hire to subject it, be ranged in the following divisions :

—

I. yh\ I'ancroft assumes that at the date of the Treaty of 1840 the United States

M;irl ill' title to the whole Oregon di-ilriet, up to the lOtli parallel of latitude at least;

-nils tiie arrangement embodied in the Treaty as a pure concession on the part of

i' InitOvl Slates ; and contends that llie concession shoulii consequently be confined

Itiiiu the narrowest limits.

II. lb> maintains that the object of the arrangem mt embodied in the Treaty was to

[cure U) Her Majesty the whole of Vancouver's Ishmd, and no more.

III. He adduces what ho considers evidence to show that llie construction now
BlHuk'il fer by the United States was the admitted construction at the lime of the

piiiir of the 'I'reaty.

IV. He represents the Treaty as specially tlie work of ITer Majesty's Government,
Monis to suggest that they are eonseciuently precluded from maintaining any

^stniction of the Treaty not admitted by the other side.

V. lie maintains that the language of the Treaty admits no interpretation but tiie

ktrican, and that it points to the Canal de Haro, and to that channel alone.

3. An examination of the arguments on these points, to bo intelligible, must be
Niaiiied l)y an hi.storical explanation of the circumstances attendant on ; tlie Treaty.
Itliiit jjurpose many documents must be set out at length. It is, therefore, more
p'tninit to present the explanation in the form of a sei)arate ]);i])er. It is aceonlinuly
I'iii'.l to thi^ Statement as an ilihtorienl Nolo; and Her .Mjijcsty's Government lieg

|t!iu Note, with the other papers appended to this Statement, may be taken as part
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