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he diacovered and entered the river, tan milea above
the entrance, and three ' ys after he sailed

twelve or flfteen milea highi i up. He must, there-

fore, have been from six to fifteen milea above the

site of the nettlement .it Astoria. What, then, be-

comes ofthe attempt of Ilroiightnn, revived by British

statesmen, not ncKoiiators, ^no negotiator nt this

day would so rii.k his reputation,^ lo restrict Ofay's
discovery to the mouth of the ateam

!

Lord Joh i Russell's statement ia equally errone-

ous in other particulars—erroneous in saying that

Vancouver entered the Columbia, or the inlet—cr-

roneoua in saying that he took poseession ofNootka
sound. ' His veasel, the Discovery, did not pars the

bar at the month nf the Columbia river; he did not

take poasession of Nootka; duadra refused to make
a formal surrender of anything but Meares'a
cove, which he wnuld not aeccept; and the formality

of taking poaaesaion of the Columbia river was per-

formed oy Broughton, after Vancouver had left the

coast, much in the same way as it bad been done
ten years before by the Spaniards, «ho were the

first oiacoverers and explorers of the country. I

repeat, and I aay it with regret, that besides the er-

rors in pointof fact, tha leading and material ctrcum-
•taneea connected with the discovery of the Colum-
bia river are kept out of view. 1 do not expect Brit-

ish stetesmen to produce arguments ih fivor of the

American title; but when they undertake to refer

to hiatorieal facta resting on their own aulhori-

tiea, and in their own posseosion, (hey are bound to

state them -^ith accuracy. Sir, we may excuse
illoeical deductions from admitted date, we may
look with indulgence on differences of opinion in re-

gard to the same facte, knowing, M we do, our lia-

bility to be biased by prejudice or by too partial

viewa of personal or nationol interest. But for an
omission of essential circumstarrna in the discus-

sion of an imporiant national qaeation, a discus-

Mon entered upon voluntarily for the purpose of
enlightening tno public mind 6t a nation, there

can be no apology, even thouj^h it arise from
want of a snfliciently careful examination ef the

subject. On the dragon question it is well

known that great excitement existed at the time
in Great Brittiin and the United States—an ex-
citement which exists etill, though happily some-
what abated—an excitement which needs, per-

haps, but little provocation to breuk out into open
hoWility; and no mart who appreciates, as he ought,
the calamity of an interruption of the amicable rela-

tions which e](ist between us, should be willing to

incur the responsibility of misleading the public
judgment of either country; ak, if he does misdirect
It, he should at least have \M 'iJnaolation of reflect-

ing that it was through erroneous deductions, and not
a misstatement offacts fahrly within his knowledge.

Thi. misrepresentationa to which I have alluded
are thr more to be regretted, for the reason, if I do
ot irr, that they constitute atmoat the only viewa
of h J subject which reach the great mass of the
Britiiih people. In this country, sutements of both
aides t*f great natioeal questions are equally dif-

fused. Look at our newspapers, and they will

be found filled with the diplomatic correspondence
betwrien the British and American plenipotenti-

ariee. The letters of Mr. Packenhom arc pub-
lisheiii with those of Mr. Calhoun and Mr. Bu-
ehani^n, and- are aa widely circulated. Alt read,
compare, and judge them. It is not so in Oreat
Britain. As a |^eral rule, the British side of the
quaaiion only is presented to the British public.

Nor ia it the ofitcial aiguraent of the government,
drawr. ap by the diplomatist, undera senaa of his

responaibility le the criticism ef other nations, amt
the general judgment of mankind. No, sir ! It ie-

more frequently the "tirade" of the politician, by
which the public mind of Oreat Britain is msae to
pronounce judgment upon great questions of inUr*
national right and duty.

These miareprescniations are still more lo be r«^

gretted, because they constitute the basis of the
statemeniM which find their way to 'he continent.

Through Galignani's Messenger, (he echo of the
British press, they are (ranslatid into F'renchiand*

widely circulated, poisoning the whole public mind
of the continent, and excilinc prejudice againat us.

I will only add, that ihe Carl of AUirueen in one
houae, and Sir Robert Peel in Ihe other, adverted to

these siateraents .i a manner which, though not al-

together unexceptionable, was in general dicniftsd

and statesmanlike; and it is earnestly to be hoped
that the better feeling which now exists between
the two countries snsy continue unabated, and load

td a settlement of the question on terms hoodrabla-
to both.

I feel that I owe an apolof.y to the Senate for Ihia

long digression. I trust it will be found in tha con-
sideration that the inaccuracies I have endeavored
to point out, did not go to the world with the mere
weight of an ordinary legialative debate, but With'

all the evidences of deliberation and arrangement;
and, therefore, calculated to be mo.e dangerous ii»

propagating e^ror.

It was now three o'clock, and Mr. D. gave iivf
to a mo6on nf Mr. Sevikr to adjourn.

Thorsbat, February 19, 1B46.

Mr. OIX was about to resume his remarks whieh>

he had not concluded at the hour of adjournment
yesterday, but yielded the floor to

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON, who said he desired a»
opportunity to offer a few remarks relative to an al-

lusion made to him by the senator from New York,

SMr. Dix,] in |he opening of hia speruh yesterday.,

ie is reported to have said :

In entering into the dithate on the qurktion uniirr con>
jdvation, I Ivfl constrained todlA'tTln oi'ioion with'twa
diitingiiialied iiinutori who have preceded me. In nlation
to the manner in which Ihe diicuxion should ke conducted.
I allude to the aenator from Ohio, [Mr. Ai.i.i:!!,] who opened
the debate, and the senator from iJelaware, [liir. Ci.i»ioN,}
who followed him Uoth took the ground, and with equally
atrong language, tliat the title to Oregon otiKht not tq be
drawn into this dianuaaion, tut for totnlly ditrrent reaaoae
—the acnator from Ohio, beeanre the ti;ne for ditcuaaing it

had gou« hj, and th« aenalor from Dvlawuic, becauae the
time fur discuaaing it liad not arrived. With tlio uafeignad
respect which I entertain for both aenaton, I diiaent TroBt-

their opiniona with great dilhdence of my own."

As the senator said, he (Mr. C.) was temporarilr

ah - ' from his seat, but came in a few minutes ar-

te . M senator had made that remark. He had mie-
taken his (Mr. C.'s) position. When he had the

honor of addressing tne Senate on the 13th inat., he
did object to the discussion of the title in open ate-

sion, but he avowed distinetly at the time hia perfect

willingness to enter at any moment c^i that oiaeaa-

sion in executive session. He did not mean to say.

.

nor did he think that he was generally underatooa

at the time as meaning to say, that he objected to the
discussion of the question at that very moment.
On the contrary, he thought that he expresaed hih

willingneea to go into it then, if his associatea in the

Senate wished to do so—but in executive session.

And he begged the senator to recollect the reason,

which he asai^ed why the diacussion should ba ao
conducted. He said, that, if the question wera tO'

be settled by treaty between the two govemmenta,
the renurka made in opea seasion were calculated

to prejudge, and ^rnust necessarily prejudge, tli(^
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