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thntNootkft should in the mean time he consiileicil

a Spanish sctticniont, and to romaiii in tiio jios-

Bcssioii of Spain. In OctobtM-, Vancouver left

.Nootka. In 1794, he a2;ain visited Noolka, and
found I]|-iii:adier Alva, a S|)anisii olTic.er, in pnsse.s-

sion and conmiand of tlie place; Cinadra in the

mean time havini; died. Vam-uiivcr ii.ivini; re-

ceived no furtlierinstriulinns fniniliisGoviTiiiTient,

he returned iioine in 171)4. Tiierc is no autiienii<'.

evidence lliat Nootka ever passed from tlie jios-

se.«!sion of Spain to that of Rn;;!and. Ik'Isham,
a iJritisli iiislorian, .says tliat the Spanisli fia^^

never was strucl<, and ihat the torritnry was vir-

tually aliandonedl)y the En<;lish. What inlcri^ri:-

tation was p;iven to the convention hy British

statesmen after its adoption ? I,et them sj.cak for

thenisclves. (sharks .Tames Fox, opiiosini; the

convention, says: " What did we oUject to Ijcfore
' the convention hut to the indefinite claims of
' Spanish America.' Tliat ohjection still remains,
' for the limits of Sjianish America were .still un-
' defined."
" Thus we liad girrn up all r\e;ht to srttle, except

' for temporary purj^oses, In the south of the Spmiif-h
' settlcincnls, or in the intervals belii'cen them, if they
' hapjiened to lie distant. We had olttaiiied an ad-
' mission of our ri^ht to settle to the north, and
' even tliat we had not olitained with clearness.
' As Spanisli settlcmcnis were the only mark of
' limits, s'lppose we were to meet with one farther
' to the north than wo expected, and a disjuitf; were
' to arise, whether it was new or old, it would
' be some diiricultv to .send out our builders to de
'e,ide,"&e.—;). 995.

What was the reply of William Pitt, then
Prime Minister of Ena;land, and the. defender of
the convention? lie .says: "Althouf,^h Britain had
acquired no new ri!,Hits,shc certainly had acijuired

new advautaijes."' Thus, sir, it will he seen that

Fox, Pitt, and duadra, put upon the ,'itli article of
that convention the same constructifin we now [)ut

upon it—the oidy true one its lanijuasi^e will admit
of: which is, that Britain had precludeii herself
from claimiiii^ any territorial rights situate to the

.south of the parts of said coast already (October,

1790) occupied by vSpain, and had secured nothini,'

but a joint right with Sj)ain to trade in the country
north of the most northerly Spanish settlements

on that coast, lea.-ing the question of sovereignty
ill abeyance. If, then, I have shown that there

was a Spanish settlement at Nootka on the 28tli

day of October, 1790, that John Meares liad " no
tracts of land or liouses" there to be surrendered,
and that the possession of the Spanish fort and
settlement at Nootka never passed from Sjiain to

Britain, the conclusion must follow that our Span-
ish title alone is good against Britain U[) to that

point—she, by the terms of the convention, hav-
ing relinquished all territorial rights south of that

place. If Great Britain had no title South of Noot-
ka in 1790, she has none now, she has ac(|uircd none
since; and we take up the question of title at this

time—so far as we rely upon our Spanish title

—

just where Florida Blanca, the Spanish Minister,
left it in 1790. On the 5ih day of April, 11S24, a

treaty was concluded between the United States

and Russia, by which the division line lietween

their territories in Oregon waa fixed at 5 J° 40'

—

Russia on the north, and the United States on th(>

' .south, of that line. Theri, .sir, the rights (,f all

chiiinants in Oregon have been (jxtinguished, and
acquired by the Uniti'd States, except that of the

Knglisii; ami she herself has thrice graiUi-d them
;\way to others, from whom wc have a< (piired

them. In the sixU'cnth century, she granted all the

rights she then had to iier colonies, and confirmed

the grant at the treaty of 17K;J. In 1714, she

grantt:d all to Fr.ance south ol' 49°, and wc now
own that. In 1790, she extinguished her claims

south of Nootka, acknowledging the right to be

, in Spain, and we now hold Spain's riirhis. Add
to these our own title by discovery and setilenient,

and by explorations, contiguity, and inevitable

destiny, and you have before you the Anii'rican

title to Oregon, which vests in the United States

: the absolute and exclusive title south of Ni>otka,

i

and also the l>ctter title north of iliat point. Sir,

: wt! hold too clear and strong a title to Ore^jon to be

j

bullied out of it, and too high and valuable a her-

;

itage there to be bought out.

Mr. Chairman, two things yet rem:iin to be brief-

' ly consideri;d; first, our conventional stipulation.-j

! with England touching Oregon ; and, sei-ondly,

; some of the objections urged against the passage of

! this resolution. Our conventional sli|mlations,

: what are they .' I will endeavor to show. At the

Ghent treaty, in 1814, amongst other important
national questions which were left unsettled, Wiis

I

our northwestern l)()undary. Shortly after that

i

time, negotiations v.pon that subj(>c,t were renewed,
! and continued up to the year 1818, without arriving

! at any satisfactory conclusion. On tlhe i20lh of Oc-

I

tober of that year, a convention for the joint use

of the territory was concluded between the United
States and Great Britain, to prevent difficulty and
collision between the citizens and subjects of the

two countries who might inhabit that country, until

the question of tith; should be settled by their rc-
' spective GovormneiUs: of which conveiitioa the

j

third article is as follows: «

j

" It is agreed that any country that may be

j

' claimed by either party on the northwest coast of

j

' America, westward of the Stony Mountains,

I

' sliaii, together with its harbors, bays, and creeks,

j

' and the navigatini of all rivers within the same,

I

' be free and open for the term of ten years from
1

' the date of the signature of the present coii-

' vention, to the vessels, citizens, and subjects of
' the two Powers: it being well understood that
' this agreement is not to be construed to the
' prejudice of any claim which either of the two
' liigh contracting parties may have to any part
' (jf the said country, nor shall it be taken to aU'ect

' the claims of any other Power or State to any
' ))art of the said country; the o.ily olijcct of the
' high contra(;ting parlies, in that respect, being to

' prevent disj^utes and dilferences among thcm-
'.selves."

This convention of joint use continued in force

near ten years more of* fruitless negotiation; when,
on the 6lh day of August, 18:27, another conven-
tional agreement was made by the negotiators of
the two Gover.nments. By tin; first article of th

;

convention of 18:27, tin; third article of the con-
vention of 1818 was extended indefuiittty. The
second article provides that either of the contract-

m


