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Statement. Mr. JIacLane says tliat the line proposed liy Ijonl Ahenleen liail l)Con su,'4-irc.stci|

Mr. Everelt. voiild not be so reniole or so weak as it is,

(ix.) Tile slatomenls ol' .Mr. MaeLane to iiis own (Jovernnient can in nii w.w ||j,J

Her Majesty's Liovernnient. Mr. MaeLane does not say tiiat lie did. aiul t'ui\> i< nj

evidence tliat lie did, ever speeity any ehannel in his conversations witii Lord .Vhenloeni

There is no evidence lliat he ever tohl l.iord Aberdeen wliat lie was i^'oini;' to rtpoit tihiJ

Gevernmenl, 'I'lie jiresuinption to he drawn from Lord Aherdeen's despateli of :",( ,Iui,l

184(). to iMr. Pakeiiiiani, is to the contrary.* .Mr. AIacLaiie"s letter was uu |iiil,ii.

even in the I iiited States nntil after the exchanue of ratitieations in London.* It mui

not. tlierefoie, have naelied liord Aherdeen's knowledije hefon; tlie traiis.u linn ^
closed.

X. Xnr is there anythinu' to alleet Her Majesty's (Joverinnent tlirounii Mr. I'aliiJ

ham. Thne is no >iii;i;'esti()n Iliat Mr. linelianaii eommnnieated to Mr. I'akinliai

Mr. MaeLaiii's letter. On the cdiitrary. it is evident, from Mr. I'akenllaln'(l(^||;|l,.|

of the :.'1H!i .)ii!y, is Hi. that the letter was unknown to him till its unauthorixeu pinili,.!

tion, as mentioned in tiiat ilespatch.* N'ln' did Mr. liuelianan in any maniu'r in!;,

Mr. Pakeiiham of .Mr. MaeLane's view. In a ^riMiioraiHlum,t written in If^oH, Sir Rioiiart

(formerly aAIr. i I'akenhain. states that Mr. Jkiehanan on the oeeasion of the 'rreatviiiaj

no mention whatever ol' tiu' Canal i\v llaro as that throiiuh whieli the line ol' hdiiiulaij

should run. as understond liy the United .'^^tates' (jovcrnment." If, indeed, .Mr. I'iuImiJ

had ill. lie so. that mere fact would he of no im])ortance as af!;ainst ]ier Miij..'stv|

(.Jovriniiient. Mr. I'akenham was aetiiii;- under strict iiistrnelions. fl' Mr. Uiicliai.

had inilieated the Canal de llaro as the boundary ehannel. Mr. Pakenham emild

have aiisui'ied as he did on tl'.e (piestion of the elfect of Article 11, naniclv.-ili

Article speaks for ilsilf'^: He had no power to modify the project of Trcaiv J
substance, and no ])o\ver to bind his Government by assc ntin;.!,' to or ae([ui(.'S(in;;'

an interpretation which would have been ecpiiv.ileiit to a serious inoditicaiion.

I'D. It apjiears to Her Majesty's Government that this »\aminatii)n of Mr. MackanJ
letter iustilics iheni in .-ul)inittin<;- to the Arl)itrat()r that the letter alfords no .^uppm;

!

the conleiitiuii of the United States.

21. In adilitiou |o ^Ir. MaeLane's letter. Mr. I'ancrol't rei'ers to the spcecii i

Mr. Benton iu the Senate bel'ore mentioned. The passai^e in Mr. IJancroft's Moni"

is as i'lijlow.^ >p'ii;e 7) :

—

A .sui-iiiri'in nl' a!ulii;.iuil y limlil ii.il lark in tlic uiilld nt'aiiv nuc. Mr. i'.i'Mtoii Inuud tlu'laiiui

Ml cl.'ai ili.ii li |n|itcil it ;i.; Iii> ipwii. In hi.s .'Sjiijei-li in llir ."^rniiir i>n ilir (lay III' till' lalilii'iiiial

till' Tl'i'Mty, lir -.liil ;
-

' The lii>i .\itirli' lit iin' 'I'l'i'iily is //; ///. (•.,// /'v. ,</,. wliicli I ni\-i'ir wiiulil liavc mvd il' tin-

(Invi rniiii'nt.- ii;iillrri it tn lu.' tu draw ihr liDundarv biir liriwcm li mj
•••'I'lif line istiibli.-hiil I'V llu' tir.sl .\rliele lollows liie paridK 1 (jf t'.t td ihc sc.-i, willi a -'::\

cicllci'tii'n liiiMii Ji ilic .'Siniit< III' l-"ui;i /u ii(-i:iil ii'tliiii/ ii[l' llh -di'l/i I It'/ if rmii'tifin r'a Is/nvi/

Wlirn till' line tv;;rlies ilii; rluinnrl wiiii'li Miianiti.-. \'aiiciiavcr's Isianil I'idni lln' ('niftini'nl, it ]i:iv-

til till' niiiMlc I't till' cliinncl, iinil tliianf tuiniiii; .<Mnlli (hniihili /lir ('/iii,iiii f </. //en (wmnirlv wi'itJ

.Vri'i nil ihc iii,i|..; In till' Si 1 .lit- I il' I'l '.';), ain I tlicii west tlinmi^li tlir iiiiildlr nt iIiik Strait tn thi'<

This '^ivrs 11-
, , . till' i/ii-i/ii- iif isliiiiil.^ l'rt\\'ti'II (/( Ifdlii's C/l'iillliJ ti !' '

Cimliiii lit.'

'2'2. Her .Majesty's (iovernmeiit subnnt that the speech iif Mr. i'enlon is even i

less value, as evidence in supiiort of the contention (d' the I'nited States, tliiiii

.Mr. .MarL.ine\ letter.

(i.i It seems probable that Mr. l>enton founded his exjiositimi of the draft Imi
on Mr. MaeLane's letter,^ "^tracts from which bad been eummnnicaled by the I'rcsiilei

of the I'nileil States to the Senate. If so. Mr. ISenton's interpretation is ii;ilv|

reilection of Mr. MaeLane's.

(ii.) Mr. lU'uton may ituleed have I'oraied his opinion not directly on Mr. ^facLani

letter, but oii llie same sort id' ground mi which it woiilil appear .Mr. .MaeLane's slatonu'I

was made, namely, a knowledj;e (whether complete, or accurate, or not) of the i*"!

tocnusMess oi'

•''
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