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ANSWER. 3

the Piicific siile of America, north of tho forty-second parallel of lati'ude,

he says, (p. IS,) "Thus was tiic iinilefinctl line from llic Kooky Moun-
tains to the Pacific, iiiscrtcci in tlic; treaty wilii France, converted into

a defined line." Spcakinif of the \vest(;rn limiis of Louisiana, (j). 60,) he
says,— "'I'liere was no strip of land to the west, helon^nii<r to Franc(>, us
nieniioned in the treaty o( INOIJ, ' iyini,' !Ktwce;i tin; territcjry claimed by
Cireat Uritain on the one side, and Spain on tiie other.''" — and (pa<re fil,)

when cornparin<i the provisions of the latter treaty with tin se of the Flor-

ida treaty, he remarks— "The treaty with h" ranee, in JM)H, professed to

give 'a line' across some country lying between the t(;rri;ory claimed
by Spain and (Ireat Hritain."

It is needless to say, to any one acquainted with the history of the

trnnsfcr of Louisiana, by France to the United States, that the treaty by
which that cession was ellected, contains no oilier words respecting the

limits of the country ceded, than those extracted from the treaiv of INOO,

whereby 1*'ranee obtained Louisiana from Spain,— viz.: "the colony or
province of Louisiana, with the same exterit that it now has in the hands
of Spain, and that it had when h' ranee possessed it; and such as it should

be, after the treaties subsequently entered into between Spain and other

states;" and that no other description of Ixumdarics could ever he ob-

tained from the h'reiKdi goverinnent. Mr. Falconer quoted these words
himself; but it is most charitable to suppose that he never saw the treaty,

as he nnist otherwise stand ami^nahle to the chariie of having falsely

brought forwaril the ])assa<:e forming the subject of these remarks, as one
of its stipulations, with the obiect eC defaming the American government.

Mr. Falconer next presents a review of the accoimts in my history, of

the discoveries of the Spaniarils, oi' Cook, and of the fur trac'ers, as also

of the preleiided Mritish settlement at Nootka Sound, of which !.(! says,

"the personal liicts of the case are not of the slightest imp(/rtai;ce;"

tliough upon those facts rests th(> whole quesli(ju as to llu; su|)( riority

of the Spanish, or of th<' British claim to the territory about Nootka.

lie then enters upon the examination oi'the rights derived from discovery

and occupation ot' a country, and (pioles a larife portion ol' the ohscu'va-

tions, in pages 1N7 to INJ) ot' my history, omittinir, however, some which

have an imporlaut 'xMring on the subject. Here be contends that "a set-

tlement nuist he understood to mean thi' estahllshment of the laws or

government of the persons making the settlement, with the consent and

authority of the nation to which they lieloiiij: ;"' that, "discoveries actually

aGCompatu\'<l b\' occupalitju, without such consent, do not entitle the

settlers to anv of tin? rights of their owi; governuieut, or to exercise any
power, (neii of the most inferior description, under liie pretcMice ol' being

a coloiiv ;" and that, " taking possession,"— that is to say, the dceiaratioii

of the rii^ht of a soven.'ign, <jr state, by oik; of its olliecn's, to the pos-

session oi'ati uuoccupieil country, which lie may touch, " is the exercise of

a sovereign powt-r, a distinct act of legislation, by wliiidt the new territory

becomes annexed to the dominions of the crown." Ipon these gniinds

he regards the riiiht of LJreat Britain to the north-west coasts of America,

as paramount ; forgtMting, or concealing the facts, that Spanish oiriccrshad

laiuied on tdl those coasts, and on each occasion ha I most furmally

taken possession, in the name of their monarch, and had m.u'e a settle-


