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success in entering it; the arrival of Vancouver at

Noolka, where he obtained copies of Griiy s charts

left witli auadra, hy tlie aid of winch, Vaucouver

WQH eiml.lfd to find the stream, and send up his lieu-

tenant, Broushton, :o explore it. I :^ay, sir, all

thef-fi material focts are suppressed—! trust not in-

tentionally—to s\istain the unfounded assumption

that Brou''ht(iii was the discoverer of theCohimhi;..

But it i':! worthy of remark that Mr. Falconer, a
^

rcspeclahlc British writer, who has recently Pub-
,

lishfd a pai.iplilet on Oregon, and who wrote about

the time Lord John Russell spoke, admits that

Gray was the first jierson who noticed liie Colum-

bia river after Heceta, and concedes the dl.scovery

to the latter. Happily the historical facts are too

well authenticated to be pcrmanentlv misunder-

stood. They were so well known at the time, that

even the rivalry—not to say the detraction—of the

day conceded to Gray the merit of liie discovery

bv dcsi;;imting the river by the name he save ii

—

tlie iian"e of the vc.'^sel that first entered Us waters.

In regard to the attempt to restrict Giay's discov-

ery to the bay or mouth of the river, it is only ne-

cessary to say that the settlement at Astoria is uni-

vci-sally admitted to be on the Columbia river. )s

it not so, sir.' It is designated " the settlement on

the Coluiiiliia river," in the despatch of Karl Ba-

thurst dinctinu; it to bt, restored to us in 18J8, as

well as in the act of restoration. Now , sir. Cap-

tain Gray asrendid the ri\er not only as high as

Astoria, which is ten miles from the I'acifie. ocean,

but at least six miles above it, according: to Droudi-

lon himself. Look at the map of On -on on your

t;il)le, by Captain Wilkes, and vm will find Gray[s

bay, so named by Brouiibton, (see Vancouver's

Joiu-nal, vol. 3, pa;,'e '.)'-',) on the north side of the

Columbia and hi-her up than Astoria. According:

to Grav's own lo^', he anchored, the day he discov-

ered and entered the river, ten miles above the en

-

traiK c, and three days after ho sailed twelve or fif-

teen miles hi-her up. He must, therelorc, have

been from six to fifteen miles aljove the site of the

settlement at Astoria. What, then, becomes of

the attempt of Brou-liton, rev' ved by British states-

men, not neirotiators, (no nearotiator ut this day

would so risk his reputation,) to restrict Gray's

discovery to the mouth of the stream!

Lord John Russell's .statement is eiiually erro-

neous in other particulars—erroneous in sayinu;

that Vancouver entered il!eColum!)ia,or ihe inlet-

erroneous 111 sayins that he took possession of

Nootka Sound. Ilis vesel, the Discovery, did

not pass the bar at tie mouth of the Columbia

river; he did not take possession of Nootka: Ciua-

(lia icfased to make a formal surrender of anything

but Meares's Cove, which he W(Uild not accept: and

the formality of takiiii: |)ossession of the Colunil)ia

river was performed by I'.roiighton, after Vancou-

ver had left the coast, mu<'h in the same way as it

had been done years before by the Spaniards,

vviio weic the first discoverers and explorers of the

country. 1 repeat, and I say it with regret, that,

besid( s the errors in point of fact, the leading and

material circumstances connected with the discov-

ery of tlie Colund)ia river are kept out of view. I

do not expect British statesmen to produce argu-

n.Jnts in favor of the American title; but when

they undertake to refer to historical facts, resting

on th.eir own authorities, and in their own pos.ses-

sion, they axe bound to state them wUi accuracy.

Sir, we may excuse i!lo?;ical deductions from ad-

mitted data; wc may look with indulgence on dif-

ferences of opinion in regard to the same facts,

knowing, as wc do, our liability to be biased by .

prejudice or by loo partial views of personal or

iiat"ional interest. But for an omission of essential

eircumstances in the discussion of an important

national question—a discusion entered upon volun-

tarily for the purpose of enli:rhtening the public

mind of a nation—there can be :io aoology, even

though it arise from a want of a suffic-ently careful

exatuination of the subject. On tlie Oregon cjucs-

tion it is well known that ^renl excitement existed

at the time in Great Britain and the United States

—an excitement which exists still, though happily

somewhat al>ated—an excitement which needs,

perhaps, but little provocation to break out into

open hostilities; and no man, who appreciates as

he ou-ht the calamity of an interrupuon of the

amicable relations which exist betv.-een us, should

be willin'' to incur the responsibility of m..sleading

the public judgment of either country; or if he does

misdirect 'it, he should at least have the consola-

tion of reflecting that it was through erroneous de-

uctions, and not a misstatement of facts fiurly

within his knowledge.
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The misrepresentations to which I have alluded

are the more to be regretted, for the reason, if I

do not err, that tliey-constitute almost the only

views or the subject which reach the great mass

of Ihe Biitish people. In this country, statemerits

ofboth sides of great national questions are equally

diffused. Look at our newspapers, and they will

be found filled with the diidomatic correspondence

between the British and American Plcpipoten-

tiaries. The letter'^ o,' Mr. Pakenham are puD-

lished with those of Mr. Calhoun and Mr. Bu-

chanan, and are as widely circulated. All read,

comoare, anJ judge them. It is not so in Great

Britain. As a general rule, the British side of the

question only is presented to the British public.

Nor is it the official argument of the Go\er iment,

drawn up by the diphimatist, under a sense of his

iTsponsibility to the criticism of other nations, and

the general judirment of mankind. No, sir. It is

more frequently the " tirade" of the iiolitician, by

which Ihe pul)lic mind of Great Britain is made to

pronounce judgmeiu upon great questions of inter-

national risht and duty.

These misivpresentalions are still more to be

regretted, because they constitute the basis of the

statements which find their way to the continent.

Through Galignani's Messenger, the echo of the

Britisirpress, they are translated into French, and

widely circulated.' poisoning the whole public mind

of the continent, and exciting prejudice against

i will only ad<l, that the Earl of Aberdeen in one

house, andSir Robert Peel in the other, adverted

to these statements in a manner which, though

not altogether unexceptionable, was in general

dignified and statesmanlike; and it is earnestly to

hehoped that the better feeling which now exists

between the two countries may continue unabated,

and lead to j. settlement of the question on terms

honorable to both.

I feel that I owe an apology to the Senate for

this long digression. I trust it will be found in

the consideration, that the inaccuracies I have enj

deavorcd to point out did not go to the world will:

J


