
Il

Sill" .1,111. 3. An examination of tlio arj^unieiits on these points, to be iiitclligiblo, must be

nccomimnieil by an biHtorical expi..- 'Hon of the circunistances attendant on tlio Trciilv

For that purpose many dofumcnts must be set out at length. It is, therefore, more

eoiivenient to present the explanation in the form of a seimratc paper. It is aceoidingiy

sul)j(iincd to this Statement as an llistorienl >'o.e; and Her Majesty's (Jovernment lieg

that tlie Note, witli the otlier papers nppeiuh .i to this Statement, may be taken as part

thereof.

•i. The Note shews the relative positions cf the principal actors in the matter of the

Treaty, in London, the Karl of .\berdeen, Her Majesty's Pi ineipal Secretary of State for

Foreign .Ml'airs. and Mr. MiU'I.ane, the Ihiiled States' Minister PleMipntentiiiry ; nt

AVashington, Mr. Pakenham, Her Majesty's Minister IMenipulentiiiry, niid Mr. Hucl.aniui.

the United States' Secretary of State.* It is de.signed to bring out the facts which will U
seen in the course of this Statement to be of cardinal importance, namely,— that the

Treaty was formally negotiated at ^^'ilshington between ^^r, Pakenham and Mr. JUiehanan
;

that it was on two distinct occasions discu>sed and approved by the Senate of the United

States, in their capacity, under the Constitution, of a c.i-ordinate branch of the treaty-

making power ; that the project or draft of the Treaty was prepared in London by Lord

Aberdeen, and sent to Mr. Pakenham, aa embodying the propo.sal which Mr, Pakenham

was instructed to make to the Government of tlie United States; that this project was,

as regards the words now in discussion, identical with the 'i'reaty as signed and ratified :

and that, although Mr. MacLane was not formally empowered to conduct negotiations in

the matter on behalf of his Government, yet Lord Aberdeen discussed with him the

nature of the proposal which Her ilaje.sty's Government contemplated making to the

United States, and even bhewed him the project of the Treaty before it was sent to

Mr. Pakenham.
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I.

i>. Mr. Bancroft's assumption ihat the United States were clearly entitled to the

whole Oregon district up to the lOth parallel is not warranted by the facts of the case.

Territorial rights in the whole district were claimed by both parties with equal persistency

and their respective contentions were supported l)y arguments drawn from like sources,

such as the history of discovery and the terms of international engagements. In the

OiKciul documents on botii sides the alternative of war was shadowed forth. In the end

there was a compromise; each party yielded a j^ortion of what it had contended in

argument was its right.

G. When, on one occasion in the course of this long controversy between the two

Governments, Mr. Cass, the United States' Secretary of State, had put forward an

assumption like this of Mr. Bancroft, Lord John Uussell, then Her Majesty's Principal

Secretary of State for Foreign AH'airs, said :—

}

" IJiidoubtodly, tho title by wliidi Great lirilain now holds liritish Coluiiihia and Vancouver's

Island is the same as tliat by wliiuli tlio IJiiilud Statis jKissess the Uivgciii Stutc and WusliingtoD

• I'ur tlie coiiveiiioiii.1! ut' the .Arbiiraior, ilieie arc iipjeiidi'd to thu llistcrical Note (1) a Chronologic il I.i^l,

slicwinjf tlic names an , dales iif iipiioimimut of liii' Viinous I'liiicipal Seireiaries of Slate for l''oii'i)in AfTaira iu

Cirvat lirituin and liriti..|i .Mihi..it>'i8 at V\ ashii gior, and of tliu various I'lesidents and Seen tarics of State of the

United States and United Statis' .Miuistira at London, fioui Ibl8 to 1872; and (<!) a Moinoianiluin relative to the

origin and privdeges ot the liudsou's liav Coiniianv, a L'oi|ioraiiou Ireiineiillj named in this di»cus.-ion.

• llistoiiral Note, ]). XX.

I L')Tii John llutsell to Lord Ljons, Ueceinher IG, IboU ; read, an 1 copy given, to United Stales' Secretary of

State.
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