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territory, "provided that it shall not he construed
• niir exccutfd in such a manner as to deprive the
• Biihipf-is of Great Britain of any of the riu'hts and
'pri\ilr<res secured to them by the treaty of 1H27
' with the United States, until the said treaty stipu-
' latidns shall cense by virtue of the notice provided
' for in the second article of the treaty."

The very first section extends the law over Ilrit-

iah Hiilijects after the twelve months; thus it vio-

lates the title of the bill, and the treaty obligations

which the President so earnestly recommends us to

hold .vacrcd. 1 was pleased to sec my colleasrtie

[Mr. Hoi'ston] move an amendment to avoid this

objection, (as he no doubt intended it to do, but
which would not have that effect,) to ."trike out of
the bill the latter clause of the first section, in the.se

words: "until said treaty stipulations shall cease
by virtue of the notice provided for in the second
article of said last mentioned treaty," and so pre-
vent the operation of the law on the British sub-
jects, as well after the expiration of twelve
months as before. But inasmuch as no treaty stip-

ulations will exist after the twelve months no-
tice is given, ths nr.vioO in the section would have
nofhinjT to operate upon, and the section would
ap|ily to British subjects as well with my col-
league's amendment as without it. As my col-

league intended his amendment to limit the opera-
Uoii of the bill to the term of joint occupancy, and
as he must see tiiat it v;ill not effect his object, he
cainiot object to such an alteration of it as will
accomplish what he designed.
Mr. Houston explained that hia colleague did

not understand him correctly. His object m'bs so
to frame the bill as for it to say nothing about the
termination of the joint convention. Let it go into
Operation as a law of the land, and so continue
until it may be superseded by other legislation. He
did not propose to limit it to the abrogation of the
tieiity; but'while he would not consent to legislate

now for the state of things which may exist after

that time, he would also refuse to limit the opera-
tion of this bill, leaving it to be superseded by sub-
sequent legislation.

Mr. Chapman continued. I would not do my
colleague injustice. I will not state what he said
to me and other collea^^cu^s [Messrs. Dargan and
Yancey] at the time; but I will state what he is

renorted to have said in the paper (the Union) to
which I referred.

Mr. Chapman then read from the Union of the
13th of April, as follows;

" Mr. (I. S. Houston moved to nmend the first section of
the bill l>y Kiiikuig out the following words from the end
tlicrcof:

" 'ITntll said treaty Btipulntions shall cPdRp byvirtnc of the
• said notice provided for in the second articlt; in said last-
' mentioned treaty.'

" Mr. G. S. Houston advocated the amendment which he
had proposed. At the end of the year the r-nhject could he
legislated upon. It was tmnecessary to make any pr'^vision
in advance."

The object of the amendment, Mr. Ohaiiman,
could not have been more clearly expressed than
it is in this report of my colleague's remyrks. It

was to limit the operation of the bill to our own
ubjects in Oregon and to the time of joint occu-
pancy.

Mr. Houston again interposed, and said he de-
sired to understand his colleague. He did not
understand him when he says he will not repeat

the conversation which I had with him or with
others of niy colleagues. Now, he certainly know.t
that a remark of that sort is calculated to create

improper impressions, much more no tJinn if he
were to re])eat any conversations I may have hail

with him. I do not now renieinl)er what I may
have said to him; but 1 stale to my collinijue and
to the committee, that I said nothing to him i:i pri-

vate or to any of my colleat;ues which is incon-
sistent with the position 1 iiave assumed now and
previously.

Mr. Chapman. I understood mycolleaguc, then,
as he was reported—that is, that he wanted to limit

the bill to the joint occupancy. So did others uii-

dersUmd him.
Mr. HofSToN said he had mt read his remarks

as reported, nor did he generall}' read the reports-

Buthefound tli t his remarks weiecorrectly report-

ed; that when liie time came for the expiration of
the treaty, they all contemplated further legisla-

tion, and knew it to be neces.sary. He did not
mean to say that this hill would absolutely expire
then, but simply that it would be suspeiided by
further legislation.

Mr. Chapman. I take t'le gentleman by what
he says himself as reported; he admits that he is

correclhj reported, and it is not likely that he is

misreported, as he sits within a few feet of the
reporters. I have said that I was gratified when
my colleague moved his amendment with the avow-
ed purpose of limiting the operation of the bill to

our own citizens—to the time of the joint occupan-
cy—to conform the bill to its title. I regret now
to learn from him that his object was not as I sup-

Eosed, not as declared by him at the time to rne to

e his object. Then, what object had he in offer-

ing the amendment .' I have shown that it would
not change the bill in any way—that its operation
would be the .same icith the amendment as wUhoiit
it. The amendment would render the bill more
objectionable in this: that it serves to conceal, what
without it is avowed. The title of the bill is cal-

culated, as I have shown, to mislead us as to its

object ; the first section goes beyond the title.

My colleague '.? amendment only serves still to

keep up the deception, although I am sure he
would not intentionally practice such a deception,
I will not believe for a moment that the committee
who reported this bill intended to practice any de-
ception upon the House by giving it a false title;

much loss will I suppose that, in adf'ing the tail

which my colleague proposes to cut off, they acted
as a liorse jockey who puts on the price of his horse
ten dollai-s in addition, to fall, if it becomes neces-
sary, in order to effect a sale. But I will say, that

the bill ought to conform to its title, especially in

so important a particular. Bills are often read
here by their titles, and sometimes passed by their

titles, without ftirther examination. The first sec-

tion of the bill, then, is highly object'.)nable: first,

because it extends our laws over British subjects,

after the twelve months' notice, in violation of our
treaty stipulations; because it holds out a threat to

Great Britain that we shall take possession of the
whole territory, when we have, for nearly half a
century, recognised her joint righi to occupy it.

Such a measure at this time, following the notice
we have authorized, will, in my judgment, seri-

ously embarrass the President in his eft'orts to set-

tle the difficulty by negotiation, if it does not bring


