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emphatically j5rovided, in the same Article,
that the navigation of the whole of the snd
channel, including c f course ail interm ediate
and subordinate channels, should be free
and open to both parties.

That such wvas the true intendment of the
Treaty is confirmed by the lafiguage of Sir
Richard Pakenhan, the British negotiator,
used at a subsequent period, in explanation
of the transactions Of 1846, and referred to
-by Lord John Russell in his despatch of the
24th August, 1859. lie says: IlIt is ny
belief that neither Lord Aberdeen, nor Mr.
Mcl.tne, nor Mr. Bancroft possessed at that
time a sufficiently accurate knowledge of the
hydrography or the geography of the region
in question to enable thera to define more
accurately what wvas the intended line of
boundary that is expressed in the words of
the Treaty ;'> and again, "lail that wve knew
about it wvas, that it was to run through the,
middle of t/te c/tanne? whic/i st/arakes the conti-
tient frorn Vancouver Island, and thence
southerly through the middle of the said
channel and of Fuca Straits to the Pacific
Ocean."

The same view bas been recently support-
ed by a ver>' great European authority. The
London 7iimes of the i i th Novemb er, 18 72,
contained, as translated from an Italian jour-
nal, a letter from the Chevalier Negra, a
scholar and statesman, now ambassador at
the court of McMahon, whose name alone
commands attention, strongly confirinative
of the view taken above. lie says :

IlBy the Oregon Treat>' Of 1846, English
and Americans agreed that the 49 th degree
of latitude should forai their boundar>' from
the Rocky Mountains to the Gulf of Geor-
gia, and that.. froru that gulf to the Straits oi
Juan de Fuca, the frontier line should mun
in the middle of the channel that separates
the continent from Vancouver Island. * *
But is not the entire space, as 1 think, and
as Capt. Prevost truly said in 1857, a chan-
nel like the English Channel? and should
flot the boundary line, therefore, according
both to the spirit and the lettel of the Ore-
gon Treat>', pass through the nmiddle of the
great channel, of course with the curves ne-
cessar>' to give to the English or to the
United States the undivided property of the
islands through which a straight line would
cut, according as the greater part of the is-
land was found upon the English or Amen-
can side of the line? 1. can discern no

geographical reason for dividing back, as the
English might like to do, the line eastwvards
to the Rosario Channel, or for pushing it
over to thie west to the Haro Channel, as
wvas decided at Berlin. Neither in the first
nor in thr. second case is the line in thie mniddle
o/tte c/wmel, and the channel comprises ail
the space between Vancouver Island and
the continent, and is everywvhere navigable,
aithougli the navigation be better iii the
broader waters of the Rosario, and better
stifl in those of Haro."

Had the Treat>' been thus read and thus
acted ou ab initio, had this dividing line
been insisted upon from the first, we should
possess now as a rig/tt, that which Lord John
Russell proposed as a comn» rom/se.

For take the Admirat>' chart, and with a
pair of dividers trace a line Ilcommencing
in the midst of the channel " oni the line 49
degrees and running southerly down the
middle of the said channel wvhich separates
the continent from Vancouver Island, follow-
ing the curvature of the same, at ail times
equidistant>' from the shore of .he continent
and of Vancouver Islanid, down to Fuca
Straits, regardless of ail secondar>' channels,
and of ail rocks and islets by the way, and
we produce a line in accordance with the
letter and the ';pirit of the Treat>', running
as neani>' as possible through what. is now
known as the Douglas Channel, which would
give to Great Britain the exclusive right to
the Island of St. Juan, and to the United
States an equal right to Orcas Island and
other fine islands; while the Haro Channel
and the Rosario Channel and the Douglas
Channel itself, and ail other intermediate
channels or passages, would have remnained
free and open to the navigation of both na-
tiors. It is dificuit indeed to conceive
how an>' misconception could have arisen.

It bas been before observed that the sub-
j ect was one demanding the foresight and fore-
thought of statesmen. Now, what did the
statesmnen do? Acting under instructions
from bis Governmient, we find that, in 1848,
the British Minister at Washington bland>'
suggested to the American Government, in
the most honied accents of diplomacy, that,
as the Rosario Channel was, beyond a doubt,
the righ t channe], the sooner it was declared
so the more gratifying it would be,-and 50

on, with the usual reciprocations. The
Americans, not to be outdone in Ilbunkuni,"
replied handsomely, and rejoined IlHaro."
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