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Mr. OWEN said:

Edmund Burke, when a member of the British

Parliament, was once asked, why minisleus, when,
in any case, they had a well ascertained majority,

did not press the question at once, without the

trouble of discussing its merits. "That has been
tried," was his reply; "but it would not do. The
Yninister who should persevere in it would soon have
to ^o out."

And yet, there is no direct responcibility of the

British Premier to the people whom he governs.
Powerful he is; absolute, almost, while he re-

tains a controlling majority at his beck; but still,

ke must defer to public opmion; or, if he neglect

such deference, loi«s of power and degradation from
place, is the spedy penalty.

And thuSj wc of these United States, while we
at« responsible for our acts as a nation to no hu-
man powur, must yet defer to the public opinion of
mankind, if we would retain our station and in-

fluence among the nations of the earth, not only
must our public acts be justifiable, but, before we
consummate, we must take the trouble to justify

them.
My motive in rising now is to furnish siich small

contribution as I may to the mass of evidence and
argument so ably supplied from our Department of

State, in vindication, to the world, of the course
pursued by our government, on the great question
of the day.

Accusations of a grave character are brought, in

respectable quarters, impugning' the justice of the

measures recommended by the President and now
under consideration by the House, in regard to the

rrilory of Oregon. I do not speak of charges
ming from foreign and interested sources; but of
nguage used by the press here at home, and

y members on this very floor. Weof fhe major-

y may feel exceedingly well satisfied, that our
urse IS just, and these charges unfounded; but it

not the less an imperative duty to defend the
e and repel the other.

I select, as a specimen of the ground assumed by
Iportion of the press, a paragraph from a New
~rk paper of good standing. Speaking of our ti-

tie to Oregon, the Journal of Commerce, in an edi-

torial of December 25, says :

" The evidenne, even as far south as Toliimbia river, ii

not all on ont- side, by a great deal. And when we come to

latitude 4'J, the Knglish claim is better than our own."

If this be truQ, then the President lost sight of
right and justice, when he adhered to the offer of 49
as an ultimatum; and Mr. Pakenham was justified

in expecting from our government some " further

proposal more consistent with fairness and equity."

And, when some London journalist triumphs itiy

quotes against us such a paragraph ns that, drawir

from the pages of one among the leading periodicals

of the Union, he will find, in further aid of an argu-

ment about the reckless and grasping ambition of
these State's, certain resolutions touching war and
Oifgon, offered at your table, not by some young,

rash, hot-headed partisan, but by a member from
Massachusetts, [Mr. WihJTHROp,] both able and ex-

perienced, a gentleman whose tulent and standing

no one disputes. The second of these resolutions

declares:

"That it would be a dishonor to the age in w liich we live

and in the highest degree discreditnble to both the nations

concerned, it they should sutiUr thcmselviifi to be drawn into

a wai' upon a (|uestion of no immediate ur practical intereit

to eithc r of them."

An eminent British statesman once said, that •* as

we ought never to go to war for a profitable wrong,

so neither ought we to go to war for an unprofitable

right." There is much good sense in the maxim

;

and the gentleman from Massacliusctts doubtless

considers it slricdy applicable in the prescn aae.

The direct inference from his resolution is, in the

first place, that the right in dispute, if indeetl it be a
right at all, is an unprofitaole right; that it is of no

practical importance whether we cede to England a.

part, or even the whole, of the territory lying south of

49 and north of the Columbia. He esteems it our

imperative duty, rather than resort to war, to make
some compromising division of this disputed tract.

I will ask the gentleman to take map in hand,

and answer me a question or two.^ It avails nothine

to talk vaguely of tome compromise. Let him teU

me what compromise, beyond that already offered,

he suggests. If he recede but half a degree south
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