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article in the " organ" of the Administration of the 27ih iilt., now before i
me, in wliich it is said: " We have before spoken of t!ie Jiao shape which
the Oregon question has assumed," *fcc.? And again: " We then alluded

to this newness of aspect, in the question, by way of suggestion as to the

7iew national duty which, in our judgment, its present position imposes

on us."

The same article, after alluding to a proposal contained in the London
Times, in regard to Oregon, proceeds to implore the British Government to

modify this proposal , so as to make it more acceptable, and then submit it

to this country, and adds: '' It would not then be unreasonable lo hope

,

that on such a proposal, so marie and so earned out to the more ample re-

cognition of ourjust claims,farther negotiation might yet build a peaceful

tnoimment to the enlightened moderation andjustice of tiro great nations

.

'

'

I think the whole of this is intelligible, and not dilficult to be understood;

particularly when it is remembered that It has been said in a leading English

journ:il, that " neither to England nor to the United States is Oregon worth

six months' unrestricted traffic between them.'*'* The '•' new shape" of

this question, then, is its connection with the tariff. Our •' new national

duty" is to abolish this tarilf, and give England ''free traded Then,
if she will make us another proposition '' to die more ample recognition of

-our just claims" in Oregon, " farther negotiation will build up a peaceful

monument" between the two countries.

Are the people prepared for this sacrifice? Is it supposed that the West
is so blind to its true interest, that it will be satisfied with such bargain as

tills? Does the Administration feel authorized thus to traffic with the la-

bor, the industry, the business, the welfare, and prosperity of the country?

If it docs, allow me, sir, to predict that there is a day coming, and it is not

distant, of fearful retribution to the plotters and conductors of this political

iniquity.

In regard to the form, in which this notice shall be given, I desire, Mr.
Chairman, to say a few words. I prefer, very decidedly, the proposition of

thegenlleman from Alabama, (Mr. Hilliard.) This proposition, if I under-

sand it, authorizes the President to give the notice whenever, in his opinion,

the honor and welfare of the country require it. This notice, if not strictly

part of the treaty-making power, is nearly allied to it. It is, at least, most

directly and intimately connected with it. Many of our best constitutional

lawyers consider it as belonging to the treaty-making power. They there-

fore oppose the notice on die ground that it is not necessary; that the Presi-

dent now has the power to give it provided he sees fit to do so. Whether
this be true or not, sir, it seems to me that there is such intimacy of relation

between this notice and the treaty-making power, that they ought not to be

separated; and that the President should be authorized to give the notice,

and Uien be left to his discretion as to the time and manner ofgiving it.

It is not diflicult to imagine a state of things that might render the giving

of this notice unnecessary, if not improper, arising aj'ter the passage of the

resolution here, or if existing bej'ore, being entirely unknown to this House
when the resolution was passed. We do not know what may be the present

state and condition of the negotiation. We did not know, except by rumor,
that negotiations had been resumed, until that fact was announced on this

tloor to-day, by the Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, (Mr.

Ingeusoll,) in answer to the entjuiry of the gentleman from Tennessee,
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