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from it that she acquiesced in thn continued exiNtrnce of the Nootka Convention.
ir Spain iiud entertained the lount idea that the Nootka Convention was still in

force, her good faith and her national honor would have cauRed her to rommuni-
eatc this fad to the United States before she hud ceded thin territory to tlieni for

an ample consideration. Not the least intimaiion of this kind was ever conimu-
oicated.

Like Great IJiitain in 1818, Spain in 1819 had no idea that the Nootka Sound
Convention wuh in furco. It had then pawacd away, and was forgotten.

The lirilish plenipotentiary alleges, that the reiiHon why Great Hritnin did not

assert the existence of the Nootka Convention during the negotiations bi-iwecn

the two Governments in 1818, was, that no occasion had arisen for its interposi-

tion, the American Government not having then nrciuircd the title of Spuin. Ft

» very true that the United States had not llien acquired the Spanish title; hut is

it possible to imagine, that throughout the whole negotiation, tlie British cominis-

•ioners, had tlu-y supposed this convention to have betn in existence, would have

remained entirely silent in regard to a treaty which, as Great Ikilaiu now alleges,

gave lier ecjuul and co-ordinate rights with Spain to the whole northwest coast of

America ? At that period. Great Britain confined her claims to those ariising from dis-

covery and purchase from the Indians- How vastly she could have strengthened

these claim?, had she then supposed the Nootka Convention to be in force, with

her present construction of its provisions-. Kven in 1821 it was first introduced

into the negotiation, not by her commi.«sioner.s, but by Mr. Rush, the American
plenipotentiary.

But the British plenipotentiary argues that "ilie United States can found no
•lairn on discovery, exploration, and settlement ellected previously to the Florida

treaty, without admitting the principles of the Nootka Convention;" "nor can

they a|)peal to any exclusive right as acquired by the Florida treaty, without up-

setting all claims adduced in their own proper right, by reason of discovery, ex-

ploration, and settlement antecedent to that arrangement.'''

This is a : mst ingenious method of making two distinct and independent titles

held by the same nation worse than one— of arraying them against each other,

and thus destroying the validity of both. Docs he forget that the United States

own both these titles, and can wield them either separately or conjointly against

the claim of Great Britain at their pleasure ? Krom the course of his remarks, it

might be supposed that Great Britain, and not the United State.'', had acquired the

Spanish titlj under the Florida treaty. But Great Britain is a third parly—an en-

tire stranger to both these titles—and has no right whatever to mar.^hal the one

against the other.

By what authority can Great Britain interpose in this manner ? Was it ever

imagined in any court of justice that liie acquisition of a new title destroyed the

old one; and vice t'cr.w, that the purchase of the old title destroyed the new one ?

In a question of mere private right, it would be consulered absurd, if a stranger

to both titles should say to the parly who had made a seldemenl : Vou ."hall not

avail yourself of your possession, because this was taken in violation of another

outstanding title; and although 1 must admit that you have also acquired this out-

standing title, yet even this shall avail yon nothing, because having taken posses-

sion previously to your purchase, you thereby evinv '

"
; t you did not regard such

title as valid. And yet such is the mode by which the British plenipotentiary

has attemj)ted to destroy both the American and Spanish titles. On the contrary,

in the case mentioned, the possession and the outstanding title being united in the

same individual, these conjointed would be as perfect as if both had been vested

in him from the beginning.

The undersigned, whilst strongly assertin? loth these titles, and believing each

of them separately to be good as against Gi • it Britain, as studiously avoided in-

stituting any comparison between them. i-Jt admitting, for the sake of the ar-


