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sometimes consldersd the case, in
which the govertiment of the United
.Btates and that of (hlle should faii to
agiee when the investigation should
be terminated and the two govern-
ments should have formed their fiual
opinion,and we agreed that arbitration
would be the best means of settling
the difficulty, and, advancing farther
in this conciliatory spirit, we sven
formally agreed that the differences
that might arise should be submitted to
arhitration. This agreement to accept
arbitration has been Lhe basis of seve-
ral of our conferences, especially that
of the 18th Jinetant, and no incident
or fact intertering therewith has come
to *my knowledge.?? On the contrary
I took the occasion to inform you on
the first of Japuary that my govern-
ment had authorized me to conclude
an agreement looking to arbitration
and my government, subsequently,
approved the agreement concluded hy
me with you of which I also informed
you. Agsthe criminal trial initiated at
Valparaiso has not come to a:f end,
m¥ government hms not yet been
rhle to reply to the demands of the
Unopited Btates. Various documents
and antecedentsto which I have called
Your attention 1n my foregoing com-
municatione, were designed to inform
the United Btates government of the
progresa of tbe judicial invesligation
. and of the fucts thereby elicited;they do
not, however, constitutea reply which
cap only be given when the facts
are kpown.

The testimony which the govern-
ment of the Tulted States has
caused to be tuken in Califucnia from
the .crew of the “Baltimore’’ cannot
‘take the place of the trial belug beld
at Valparaiso where the offense was
committed. ‘The testimony may be
usefn] for disciplinary or admlinlstra-
tive purposes in the United Btates, but
it capnot serve as n basle of a judicial
sentence, sither in Chlle or the United
Statee.

The copy which I have today had
the honor to kend you of the statement
made by one of the eseamen of the
¢“Baltimore? at Valparaiso shows that
the seaman made no charge against the
police. The charges which he makes
here, in the absence of the accused
parties, 'o contradiction of his first
statement have no value either in law
or in your enlightened opinion,

It in to be observed, moreover, that
a statement was maude by this sea-
man at Valparaisco and attested by the
udge, by the signature of the seaman

imself and by that of the interpreter
who was an officer of the ‘*Baitimore,”’
who had been appointed for the ex-
prees purpoee of inspiring the depon-
ents with coofidence. You were
pleased to state io your in-
atructiors to Egao that under-
signed has npot communicated
to the TUnoited Btates government
the note addressed to him by Matta on
thellth of December last. 'The first
time the honorable secretary of State
saw Bt to call my attention to the
aforesaid note of Matta, I told him
that the note cootained instructions
addressed to me by Matta, and that as
I had pot been directed to communi-
cate it officially to the depart-
ment of BState, there was no rea-
son why the honoorable secretary
shiguld take cognizauce of it.
I further reminded you that it was the

THE

doctrine established by the American
government that documents ex-
ehanged between the Presldent and
Cougress, or between the department
of Btate and "diplomatle representative
of the United States in foreign
countries could pot form the subject of
4ligcussion for foreign governments, I
also took the lJiberty to remind
you of the  illustrious Web-
ster and the representative of
Austria in 1850,

The Austrian government com-
pluined at time because it considered
the lnstructions sent to the represe-ta-
tive of the United States unjust
or ddisrespectful to Austrla, said in-
structions baving been published in
the message of the President, who sent
it to the Benate. “This department,?’
said Mr. Webster, **bna on former oc-
casions informed the ministers of for-
eign powers that any communication
from the President to eitber House of
Congress is regarded as a domestic
communication of which ordinarily no
foreign Htate has cognizance, apd im
more recent cases the great improprie-
ty of making such communication
subject of correspondence and diplom-
atic discussion has been fully shown.
The ocircumstances of publieity does

not change the character of
the ecommubnication in the opio-
fon of Webster, because such is

the common and usual mode of pro-
ceeding of communicativns of the
- Presideut and Benate. It was there-
fore on the nature of thelnote and on
noother reason that I passed by absten-
tion from communicating to you the
instructions which Matta had sent me
on the 1ith of December, and of which
I bad the honor o inform
you. I added, however, that it was far
froro being the purpose of my govern-
ment to act in 8 mapner at all offen-
give to the Presldent of the [Jnited
Btates or any ‘member of his cabinet,
and that Matta’s note, if rightly inter-
preted, admitted of no such construc-
tion. I alterwards had the hooor toin-
form you that I had received instruc-
tions from my government to inform
that of the United States that in con-
aideration of the views expressed by
Buchapan and Webster 10 1849 and
1850, messages sent by the Presi-
dent to Congress were domestic com-
munications which ecannot serve as
basis. for interpretations to foreign
powers or representatives, My govern-
ment hau oo objecticn to striking out
of the note of December 11th such
words as might be considered disagree-
able by the United Btates government.
On the 18th inst., an official telegram
was published which hae been address-
-ed by the commander of the “York-
town?’’ to the secretary of the navy,
and couched in terms offensive to the
government of Chile, and in view of
what we had said concerning the note
of December 11th, I deemed it my duty
te call your attention to that telegram.
The lofty spirit of justice which char-
acterizes you, did not permit you to
hesitate to tell me that the wording
‘of eaid telegram was improper
and objectionable. Thls declaration
on your part, which was a8 impartial
a8 Just, terminatea the incldent. Bince
the early part of the month of October,
when I had the honor to be invited to
unofficial conferences with the repre-
sentatives of the department of state
(as the oredentials which accredited
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me as minister ¢f Chile bad not yet
arrived), it had been repeated to me
on various occasions by the Tnited
Btates government that if the repre-
sentative of the United States waa not
a persona grata to the government of
Chile, it was sufficient for the govern-
ment of Chile so to state and that said
representative weuld be succeeded by
another. It isthe rule based upon the
nature of the diplomatioc relations, and
designed to make them frank and cor-
dial, that the representatives of a na-
tion must be & persona graia to the
government to which be is accredited.
In the conference with which you
were pleased to favor me on the Z0th
inst.,, I had the honor to state that
the representative of the United States
at Santiago was not a persona graia to
the governmentof Chile, which would
be very glad to receive another repre-
sentative from the United Btates, and
you were pleased to acknowledge that
the government of Chile hag a
right  to  ask that a change
should be made. Afterwards, having
your notice, I addressed to you in writ-
ing the same communication which I
had made to you verbally. I have
deemed it my duty tostate in this pote
tbe foregoing facts which show the
friendly aod ‘cordial purpose of our
conference in which you took a most
important part.
With sentiments, etc.,
PEDRO MoxTT.
Hon. JAMES 3. BLAINE, eto., ete.
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BLAINE TO MONTT.

DEUrARTMENT OF BTATE,
Washington Jan, 27,1892,

Bir—I have the honor to acknowl-
edge your favor dated the 23rd inst.,
but Dot received by me until Monday,
the 25th. 1 beg to comment on two or
three of its recitais, I think that, from
zeal for your country, you bave made
wome mistakes which I shall proceed to
correct, You are right in saylog that
I considered the proceedings of the
government of Chile in making a ju-
dicial investigation of the unhappy af-
fair at Valparaiso entirely praisewor-
thy. But you will remember that as
early as the 25th of November, I com-
plained of the length of the judicial
proceedings, and from time to time
renewed the complaint; saying to you
Iately that the court had already been
eighty days in mession, eor eidering &
matter which in the [Jnited States
w uld bhave been whclly disposed of in
two or three weeks. You replied that
Bpanish law was glow in its processes,
but exact in its conclusions, and with
your statements I had to be content,
though impatient for a final Judgment.
Your offer for arbitration was never
unconditional and exact. Had it been,
I would bave insisted on your redue-
ing it to writing, for it would bave
been my duty to lay it before the
President for copsideration, but unable
to report a mere verbal exchange
of views between use as ano agree-
ment to arhitrate. You did say
to me several timea that, in
that distant future, when the Chilean
court should order its judgment (if the
United Btates should pot be satisfied
with it), the two countries could ar-
bitrate the matier, and even then you
always mainiained that Chile would
pot voluotarily propose arhitration,
but would do so when required by
some [riendly power lo take that course.



