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tary offieen ir. le Mrrice or th« United Statei, and
then by Thoinpaon nnd others, in tho aervice of the

Brilisli and American fur companiet. But no
particular explomtionn, I believe, were made in

tiie year referred to. The acock and property of
the American company at Aatorin were aold to the

North wcet company in that year; but the pim-.e

wua reitored to the Utiited Statea in 18 IS,

and no attempt waa made by the goTernmRiit
of Qrcnt Britain to extend its laws over any part uf

the territory until 1831, eight years after the time at

which Lord Clarendon represents Astoria as being

under the government uf British laws, having the

character oi a national establishment of Qreat Brit-

ain, and recognised as such by foreign nations. Sir,

it baa never possessed such a national character, or

been so recognised. If his lordship had taken the

taouble to look nt the statement of the British com-
missioners, '(Measrs. Huskisson and Addington,)

in 1836, he would have founjl they distincuy de-

nied that it was "a national possession" or "a mil-

itary post" in the hands of the Americans; and they
endeavored to' show by argument that it was not
such in the hands of the Northwest Company after

its purchase. Its restoration to us in 1818 is in com-
patible with the assumption that it has such a na-

tional character now. The as4umption is equally

inconsistent with the conditionp of the treaties be-

tween Great Britain and the United States, which
virtually preclude such an exclusive exercise of

sovereignty on hor part as to give any establish-

ments made by her subjecis a character of nation-

ality. Nay, sir. it i* inconsistent with the claims of
Great Britain nerself, whose eommisaionera in

1826 expressly renounced all pretensions to a right

of exclusive sovereignty over any portion of the

Oregon territory.. It is difficult to fancy a paragraph
of as many worda so replete with error as tne

one on which I am commenting.
I regret to say that the subject waa presented to

tiie House of Commons with, if possible, stiil great-

•r misrepresentations, and from an equally distin-

guiiihcd source; though I might not have felt myself
called on to notice them, but fur their connexion
with tho incidents I have been examining, and par-

ticularly the question of title.

The subject was introduced into the House of
Commons by Lord John Russell, much in the same
manner as it was presented to the House of Lords

—

not in thesUape ofa call for infurmntiun, but in the

nature of a protest ag.iinst some of the positions

taken by the Presideqt in his iiuiugural speech. This
gentleman is a distinguished member of the whig

a, a member of a former ministry, and was re'

/ called on by her majesty to form another,

but did not succeed. I will now read to the Senate
that part of his lordship's remarks which relates

ta the discovery of the Colambia river, one of the

principal hiatorical facta on which the United States

rest their daim to the Oregon territory:

"New, it ap^srs tkat Captain Vancouver wu >ent .it
by the British gavernment to di4oeTer tlie line of coast, »ui

.

to take nosteuion of certain parti laid down in bis inatruo-
tioB<; and hero we esme to nnotiier part oftheclaimi of the
Unitad States—to a part of their clnimt where they nut in
their claim to dlacovory vpon a tnuiiaotlon which I will
now proceed to relate. It appears that a merchant veitel
callvd the Columbia, under a Captain Oray, diicovered
an inlet, which wai lupposed to be an inlet of a rirer.

It appaari that after lomedaya in the month of Mav, 1791,

paaaed partly at anchor and partly inendaavoring to aacer-
tain the limits of that bay. that tola veaael lailed ent again
into the PaeUe ocean. There ii a very clear account gnren
by Captain Ony. the commander of that veaiel, that 'after

some oaya,' he aayt, 'we thought we had found a channel,
we found we were mislalcen. There ia no channel in the
part which we eodeavsre<l to penetrate, and therefore we

moat return ' Rhortly after thia. Captain Vaneoavri' arriosct

on the coast. He not only weat into the sama inlet, but he
sent his liautenant—a Lieutiinant Rroii^htou— to discover
the river, anil to go in a boat to a distance up the river. .

Lieutenant Brougntnn fas mora successful tiian Cap>aia<
(iray. H« actunlly discovered the cntmncx at the Columbia
rivnr. IIn went up it in his l>o.it sevrrnl iIati, to thx dis-

tance, I thinlc. ofiiomK VOor ino miles. Ila ilitcoveied the
territory surrounding It. It was agreed thai the river should
be rallnil l>y the name of (Columbia, and Lieutenant llraugb-
ton rrturnvd to his ship, ilut Captiain Vancouver took pos-

session ol that river, the coast ai'ijaeent. ami the Nooike
aeond, in the name of his majesty the king of F.ngland.

,

(Hear, hear.) Then, sir, there was something of valid Itlla."
'

I confess it was with emial regret and aurpiiae

th(\t I read thia statement of a transaction which has
become mntler of history, and in respect to the facta

of w4tich there is no reasonable ground for seriouv
misconception. I have looked in vain for the qno-
tation Lord John Ruoaell profeseea to make from
Captain Gray. There is no such statement in the

only account which I have seen given by the lat-

ter of the discovery of the Columbia river—tb*
certified copy of his log in the Stale DepartiQcnt. Hie^
lordship goes on to state that Vancouver shortly af-

ter arrived on the coast, and not only went into the-

inlet, hut sent in Lieutenant Brougbton, "who ac-

tually discovered the entrance to the Columbia
river." Now, the Senate will obaerve that, in or-

der to suaiain thia moat unauthorited asaumptioa,
almoat all the important facta relating to the

discovery of the Columbia river—facta ahowa
by Vancouver's own ioomal-T-are kept out of

view:—the meeting of Gray with Vancouver on
the 99th April, 1792, five montha previously,

near the strait of Fuca; the information |(iven by
Gray to the latter of the diaoovery of the river, and

.

of his unsuccessful attempta to enter it; the in-

credulity of Vancouver, and his continued con-

viction that no such river existed; Ihe return of
Gray to the river, his success >in entering it, the

arrival of Vancouver at Nootkn where he obtained

copies of Gray's charts, left with Uuadra, by the aid'

of which Vancouver, was enabled to find the stream,

and send up his lieutenant, Broughton, to explore it.

I say, sir, ail these material facts are suppressed—

I

trust not intentionally—to sustain the anfounded as—

-

sumption that Broughton was the discoverer of the

Columbia. But it is worthy of remark that Mr. Fal-

coner, a respectable British writer, who has recently

published a pamphlet on Oregon, and who wrote
nbouithe time Lord John Russell spoke, admits that

Gray was the first person who noticed the Columbia •

river after Heceta, and concedes the discovery to the

latter. Happily, the historical facts are too well au-

thenticated to be permanently misunderstood. They
were so well known at the time, that even the ri-

valry—not to say the detraction—of the day eoncad-

ed*to Gray the merit of the discovery by deaignating

the river by the name he gave it—the name of the-

vessel that first entered its waters. In regard to the

attempt to restrict Gray's discovery to the bay or

mouth of the river, it is.only neeeaaary to say that

the settlement at Astoria is aniversally admitted to

bo on the Columbia river. Ia it not so, sir? It ia

designated "the settlement on the Colum^nia river,"
'

in the despatch of Earl Bathurst directing it to be re-

stored to ua ill 1818, as well as in the act of restora*

tiun. Now, sir, Capt. Gray ascended the rivernot

oaly aa high as Astoria, which is ten miles from the

Pacific ocean, but at leaat aix milea above it aecord-.

ing to Broughton himself. Look at the mup of-. ^> <

Oregon on your table, by Cant. Wilkea, «n4 yott ...» j

wilffind Gray's bay, so named by Broognion, (see pet,,,

Vancouver's Journal, vol. 3, page 93,) an the Dorltk j^ v
'

aide of the Columbia and higher up than AatorW%iMi4»^;

-

According to Gray's own log, he anchored the da/
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