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Mr. DOUGLASS, who was gntitled to the floor
! from yesterday, proceeded to remark: Had a for-
eigner, unacquainted with our proceedings, been
present listening to this debate, he would have come
to the conclusion that we were gravely discussing
! the propriety and policy of a declaration of war
against Great Britain. Geatlemen opposed to giv-
ing the notice, persist in considering it a hostile
movement, tantamount to a declaration of war.
They go so far as to denominate us as the war
‘party, while they call themselves the friends of
peace; and indulge their fancies and fears in giving
the most terrible descriptions of the ravages of war,
{ and beautiful pictures of the blessings of peace.
Mr. D. was unable to coincide with them in opin-
ion that the convention (usually called the treaty of
joint occupancy) was adopted as a substitute for
war, and that its annulment would necessarily in-
volve the immediate dissolution of the ami-
cable relations between the two countries. He
did not undersiand such to have been the object,
the effect, or the history of that measure. If|
i gentlemen will reflect for a moment, they will recol-
ect that the convention was entered into in 1818,
more than three years after the close of the
./ war, when the United States were at peace with the
whole world; and there was not a cloud to darken
the national horizon. There were no wars, nor
| fears, nor - threats, nor panics of war. Peace had
I been restored, and an amicable adjustment had been
! effected between the United States and Great Britain
in regard to the rights of each in the Oregon terri-
" tory under the treaty of Ghent. - The first article of
that treaty provided that ‘‘all territories, places, and
possessions w. ver, taken by either party from the other
| during the war, or which may be taken after the singing
of this treaty, excepling only the islands hereinafler men -
| tioned, [in the bay of Fundy,) shall be restored without
’ h“’."
At the commencement of the war, and for some
% time previous, the valley of the Columbia river had
, been in the possession of citizens ofigthe United
[§ States, under the name of the *Astorif'settlement.”

'| During the war this settlement was, captured and
passed into the hands of the
terwards known'as “‘the settlement of Fort George.”

English, and was af-l

-

When peace was concluded, our government de-
manded that the Astoria settlement ‘“‘should be re-
stored without delay,” in compliance with the first
article of the treaty of Ghent. To this demand, the
British government replied, ‘‘that the place had not
been captured during the late war, but that the
Americans had retired from it under an agreement
of the Northwest Company, which had pur-
chased their effects, and had ever since peace-
able poasession of the coast;” and that “‘the ter-
ritory itself was early taken possession of in
his Majesty’s name, and had since been consid-
ered as forming a part of his Majesty’s dominions.”

Thus the two governments found themselves at
issue in regard to their respective rights in Oregon
under the treaty of How this difficulty was
reconciled and amicably settled, by the parties
themselves, will be seen by the following extraot
from “Greenhow’s History of Oregon and Califor-
nia:"

“‘Mr. Bagot [the British plenipotentiary at Washington]
at the same time communicated the circumstances to his
government, and they became the subject of discussion be-
tween Lord Castlereagh, the British secretary of foreign
atlairs, and Mr. Rush, the American plenipotentiary at Lon-
don. Lord Castlereagh proposed that the question respect-
ing the claim to the post on the Columbia, should be refer-
red to commissioners, as many other disputed points had
been, agreeably to the treaty of Ghent; to which Mr. Rush
objected, for the simple reasons that the spot was in the -
session of the Americans before the war; that it fell, by m
ligerent capture into the hands of the British during the
war; and that ‘under a treaty which -tigulalo-d the mutual
restitution of all places reduced by the arms of either
party, the right of the United States to immediate and fall
repossession couldmot be impugned.’

“The British secretary, upon this, admitted the right of the
JAmericans 1o be reinstated, and ta be the party in possession
while ireating on the title; though he regretted that the gov-
ernment of the United States lfmuld have employed means
to obtain restitution which might lead to difficulties.

“Mr. Rush had no apprehensions of that kind; and it was
finally agreed that the post should be restored to the Ameri-
cans, anﬁ that the question of title to the territory should
be discussed in the negotiation as te limits and other mattere
which was soon to be commenced. Lord Bathurst, the Brit-
ish recretary for the colonies, dccordingly sent to the agents
of the Northwest Company at the mouth of the Columbia a
despatch, directing them to alford due facilities for the re-.
occupation of the post at that point by the Americans; and
an order to the same effect was also sent from the adm
to the commander of the British naval forces in the Pacific.”
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The rights of the parties in regard to the pessession |

of the country having thus been adjusted and de-
fined, the restoration was accordingly made, as’ the
following official documents will show :

*In ohedience to the command of his Royal Highness the |
Prince Regent, signified in a despatch from the Right Hon-
orable the Earl Bathurst, addressed to the pariners or agents
of the Northwest Company, beering date the 27th of Janua-
ry, 1818, and in obedience to a subsequent ofder. dated the |
26th of July, from W. H. Sherifl, esq.. captain of his Majes- |
ty's ship Andromache, we, the undersigned, do, in comformi.y |
to the first article of the treaty of Ghent, restore lo the goveiv- i
ment of the United States, through its ugent. J. B. Prevost |
egq.. he'sc tlement of Fort Georze, on the Columbia river
“(diven under our hands, in triplicate, at Fort George, !
(Columbtua river,) this 6th day of October. 1918 - |
“F. HICKEY

*“( aptain of his Majesty's ship Rlossom
“J-KEITH

“Of the Northwest Company .~ |

The .\‘:r,pXuncc on the part of the United States |
i8 in these words: '

“I do heraby uchnowledge to have this day reccived. in
behalf o the government of the United States rie pesses-
sion of the scbtlement desirni’ed ¢'oce. in corformity to the
first article of the treaty of Ghent. Given under my hard. |
an triplicate, at Fort George, (Colwmbia river ) this 6th day |
of October, 1513,

J. B PREVOST |
““Agent of the United States.”

On the consummation of these acts of the restora-
tion of the valley of the Columbia river in conforia-|
ity with the treaty of Ghent, and the acknowiedg-|
ment of our right “to be the party in possesaion |
while treating on the utle,” Mr. Greenhow re-|
marks: {
“The Pritish flag was then formally low crvd. and 13af of the |
‘es ha:ing been Aoisted in ils sieed ocer the fort. |
i by the Blossom. . |
“The documents cited—the omly ones which pazsed Be!
the commissioners on the occasion —are sufficient 1o shanc th ot |
no reservalion or exceplion was made on (he pavt of Great RByat- |
afh, and (hat the restoration of Asloria is 'S¢ United Sle ics |
teas compicle and unconditionsd.”

geen]

These transactions occurred in the year }»‘l";:
and in the month of October, being the same yeer end)
month in which the convention of joint occupancy
was entered inty.  With what reason then—upon |
what evidence—do gentlemen make and reiterate |
the declaration that that convention was adopted as |
a substitute for war, and that its annulmeut would
recessari'y dissolve the amicable relations of the
two countries’? Great Britan had restored the
possession—had acknowledged our night to .-\--:
main in possession, while treating of the title, and
agreeing on the boundaries. Let it not be sawd that
the possession referred to was limited to the walls|
of the fort. Such is not the language of the deed. |
The official act of restoration describes the country |
restored as ““the settlement of Fort George,” which |
was the British name for the American sulement of |
Astoria. The act was performed “at Fort George;”
but the country restored wus “the settlement of Fort
Greorge.” The British commissioners understood
the uzc and value of language in official documents
affecting territorial rights too well to confound words
settiement and fort, and use them as synonyms.
Was it the “limits” of the fort that the two govern-
ments werc to discuss, among other matters, in the
negotiation about to be opened® or was it the title
and boundaries of “the territory itself.” which,
atcording to the claim of Mr. Bagot, the Brit-
ish plenipotentiary, “‘was early taken poases-
sion of i1n his Majesty’s name, and had becn
mince considered as forming part of his Ma-
iecty’s dominions:” Astoria, which the Briiish
restored ander the name’ of the settlement of Fort

ic milicting

Gcoryg, had at that day a local habitation on the
maps of this country, and furnishes the materials
for an itaportant and highly interesting page in its
history. [t was the same settlement whose origin,
objects, incidents, and history, have been so graphs-
cally delineated by lrving in his admirable work,
“Astoria.” It was the valley of the Columbia, the
key of which was Fort George, commanding the
mouth of the stream. This was the country which
Great Dritain surrendered to us under the treaty of
Ghent, and acknow!edged our right to retain posses-
sion of, until the question of title and limits shoald
be amicably adjusted; and that, too, only fourteen
days prior to the signing of the treaty of joint oeco-
pancy. Do these fucts show that the joint occupa-

| tion was agreed to us a substitute for war, and that

immediate hostilities would have ensued, if it had
not been adopted? Or rather do they not ve
that. but for the joint occupancy, the United States
would have been in the exclusive possession of the
valley ¢f the Columbia from that day until the
present moment, with the right, secured by treaty,
to continue in  possession until the adjustment of all
clnima?  But, unfortunately as | com-
ceive, nnd 1 make the remark without intending any
reproach, our goverament thouzht pm}xr to
ender into the convention of the 20th of Oecto-
ber, 1513, usually called the treaty of jount
occupation. It was intended as a mere tempo-
rary arrangement for the reculation of certain
interests connected with the northwest coast, and to
prevent disputes and difficulties between the citizens
and subjects of the two powers engaged in na®
tion and fishing, trading and hunting in those wild
regions. The necessity for this arrangement was
supposed to consist in the fact, that while we were
entitled to the valley of the Columbia without any
defined limits, Spain and Russia owried the country
to the northward, and England was setting up an
adverse claim as against Spain, and was dispats
the boundarties, if not the title, with éach. It shoul

I'he borne in mind that at that time we had not ac-

quired the Spanish title, and therefore had no oiher
title than that derived from the Louisiana treaty and
priority of discovery, exploration, and seitlement of
the valley of the Columbia. To compensate, m
some degree, for its disadvantages, the convention
was sufficiently broad in its ferms to convey many
advaniages, if we had been sagacious enough to
have availed ourselves of them. [t applied not only
to our territory in the valley of the Columina, but
conferred npon us, as agamnst Great Britain, the
right of joint occupancy to the whole country west
of the Rocky mountains as far north as the Frozen
ocean. Independent of the question of title, we
have the same right under the convention to form
establishmeuts and settlements on Portland channel
and the shores of the Arctic sea, that England has
on the banka of the Columbia, the Snake, and the
Umpqua. The convention covers all “the country
that may be claimed by either party en the north-
west coast of America westward of the Stony moun-
tains;” and provides that it is “well ynderstood that
this agreement is not to be corstrued to the preju-
dice of any claim which either of the two high con-
tracting purties may have to any part of the sad
country; nor shall it be taken to afféct the claims
of any other power or state to any part of smd
country—the only object of the high contracting
rarties, in that respect, being to prevent dispuies
and differences among themselves.”

The reference to the claims of any other power or
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siate, cvidently alluded to those of Russia and Spain;
the daims of the former were subsequeptly abandon-
ed as 1o the country called Oregon, and those of the
latter were purchased by the Florida treaty. I have
already remarked that this convention was intended
as a wcre temporary arrangement, without being
comstrucd to the prejudice of either of the contract-
ng parties. It was foreseen that the country and
the interests connected therewith must neceasarily
undergo such great and rapid changes as to re qlnn;'.\
correspondirg change in the regulations for ifs gov-
emment. Henee the provision that the convention,
by its own limitation, should expire in ten years
from its date. At the expiration ot the ten ycars,
the two countries would have been pl;\n'»-'i. mn re-
spect o thewr nnghte, 1 lnru'm-fy the same position
they weie on the 20th of October, 1813, or that
they would have been, had the convention of joint
occupancy never heen entered into; that is Xn.ﬁ."y.
the United States would have been entitled to be re-
instated, and have continued the party in possession,
while negouating for the scttlement of the title and
boundaries. A different course of policy, however,
prevailed; and, by the treaty of the Gth August,
1827, the convenrtion was continued in foree for an
wdd finite period—reserving the right o either party
o termumate 1t at any time by giving to the other
twelve months® notice. The

these words -

sccond article is in

It ¢bail be competent, however, tn cither of the con
tracling part.cs, in case either should think fit, at anv time
afler the 20th of Octoler, 18X, on giving due notice of

twelve moalks to the other contracting party, to annul and
shrogate this convention: and it shall. in such a case
accordizgly entinely annulled and abrogated, after the ex
puration of said tém of notice.’

Let us pause for a moment, and inquire what gen-
Uemen mean when they deny our right to give this
nouce as a peaccful remedy. Can laneguage be niore
explici’ Can a right be more clearly defined? ls
not the right to give the notice and abrocate the con-
venticn dwtinetly secured to each purty by the
treaty itse'(, in terms which admit of no doubt or
equivocatcr?  flow, then, can it be said, with any
appesrance of plauaivility, that the notice will be a
hosule movement—equivalent to a declaration of
war? Whether war will ensue, I will pot pretend
tosay. Thats entirely a different guestion—de-
pending, not upon our action, but on the wishes of
Great Lrtain. 1T she clinoses to consider the exer-
of an undoubrted right on our part a cause of
offence 10 b or, the fauit will not be ours.  We have
ker own acknowledgment of our right to give the
notior;

we conceive that our Intercsts require the

immediate exercise of this right; but we are
mld_ that we must be cauttous how we
performa the duty. lest Great Britain  may

treal it 1s a declaration of war. Whether she will
take offence, 18 & matter of no consequence with ref-
erence to its producing any effect on our action.
The question i= not whether she will be offended,
br® whether the measures we are about to adopt
will afford any any just cause of qffence—not whether
sac will declare war, but whether the exercize of
an undeniable right will furnish any just cause of
wer. If it will, we ought to pause and consider
":“ before we proceed. But it is no argument
agzainst the measure, to say that Great Britain will
choose to make a rightful act a pretext for a decla
ration of war. [Itis incumbent on gentlemen who
maintain that the notice is a hostile movement, to
show what treaty stipulation it would vinlate—what
principle of the law of nations it would infringe—

he |

whot established right it would involve. No at-
tempt has been madc—and, | apprehend, none will
be made—to point out the right, the treaty, the
law to be violated by it

Having, a3 [ think, satisfactorily shown, by refer-
ence to the treaty itself, that we have the right to
give the notice and annul the convention as a
peaceful remedy, I now propose briefly to inquire
what will be the effect of the measure, rot only on
the rizhts of the parties, but upon the amicable re-
lations of the two powers. When the notice shall
have been given, and the convention termirated, the
United States and Great Britain will occupy the
same relative poeition to each other tha they did
bhefore the convention of 1818 was entered into.
The third article of the treaty of the 6:h of August,
1827, 13 conclusive on this point. It reads thue:
Nothine contained in thie convention, or in tle
third article of the couvention of the 2uth of October, 18's,
heteby continued in force, stall be construed 1 Paiy, or in
affec’, the claims which cither of the contracting
parties way have to way part of the country v.estward of
the Stony o~ Rocky mouantains.™

Ot
any maine

This article is based on the supposition, that in
the cougse of time the notiee would be given by one
party or the other, ao in thatevent, 1t pros ides that
the two parties shall stand, 1n respect to therr rights

nd elatinsg; In prec arly the position they were on
th of October, 1818, the day of sizning the
onvention of joint oceupancy. We have already
seen what that position was, as agreed upon by the
parties themselves—the two countries at prace with
each other—the United States in the actual posses-
sion of the valley of the Columbia river, by virtue
of its restorafion 1n conformity to the treaty of
(Ghent, with the richt to remain in such possession
while negotiating for the amicable adjustinent of the
questions of ttle and limits. I wish gentlemen to
understand me in this position—the ¢ffect of the notice
will be to revive in the Uniled States the undeniable
right to the exclusive possession of the valley of the Co-
lumbia, and the right (o hold the possession while treal-
ing of the title and bowndaries.

The convention of joint occupancy suspends our
neht of exclusive asion, but providea that
nothing in it contained shall be construed to impair
or in any manner affect the claims of either party.
Our claim to possession, aa well as to the ol and
soverciznty, i3 saved by this reservation. Hence,
if you give the notice, and annul the convention, the
richt of the United States to the exclusive posacs-
sion under the treaty of Ghentis revived, and Great
Britain cannot—dare not—refuse restitution. It is
no canse of war—no war moveraent. It i3 the
peaceful remedy to secure the enjoyment of an ac-
kinowledeed right; the faithful execution of a solemn
treaty stipalation. Is it a matter of no consequence
which party is in possession pending the negotia-
tions’> Reopen them now, continue the joint ocen-
pancy, and you leave Great Britain in the actual
posseasion of the country. But give the notice, an-
nul the convention, demand restitution, and yeu
find the United States in the peaceable possession.
1s it not wiser and better to secure the possession
by the use of peaceable means, and the pursuit of
“arizhtful remedy, than to resort to force, stratagem,
or fraud?

The gentlemen who oppose the notice say the
are for getting possession too; that itis only a dit=
ference of opinion as to the mode of attaining the ob-
ject. Their plan is to continue the treaty of joint
accupancy, and at the same time quietly, anfly se-

the <

l.ll.‘

cretly if you please, pour in a torrent of emigration
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that shall be sufficient to take and hold the country. | the utter hopelessness of any effort to convert theny
“This is what they call the peaceable, friendly mode |into a British colony.

of proceeding. {lolding on to a convention guaran-| England has learned lessons of wisdom from thyg
tying joint rights; and, under it, seizing the exclu-|result of her diplomatic intrigues in Texas. Shd
sive possession in violation of solemn treaty stipula- | then discovered the true character and feelings of
tions. Would not such a course lead to war’|[the American people, and their devotion to the polit§
Would it be deerzed a friendly act, consistent with | ical principles nmrmsmulmns of their native land, ng
honor and good faith? Or rather, would it nat{ matter where their residence. Her designs upor
wound the pride of Great Britian, and compel her [ the inhabitants 4f Oregon will be equally fruitless
to fight, whether she desired it or not> Sir, in the | They will increase in numbers and grow in strength
rame and for the honor of my country, I protest | driving the savage and the fur bearing animal befor:
against such a proceeding,as perfidious and dis- | them. The fur and Indian trade will become value
graceful. | aver that any attempt to practise so | less, and the Hudson Bay Company will be compel
1usidious a policy—any effort to steal into the coun- | led to abandon their establishments for the wan

try under cover of the treaty of joint occupancy, and
seize it in violation of its provisions, must lead to
inevitable war—to
which our country would be placed in the wrong.
It would convictour government of duplicity and

}of business to sustain

a dishonorable war—a war in | the President’s message.

|

them. This will be th
natural result of the policy recommended 1
It will give us poasessior
not only of the valley of the Columbia, but of th
whole northwest coast. | do not wish to be extray

perfidly—would array the whole civilized world | agant in our demands, nor to claim more than ri

against us, and junllg' subject us to the charge of a
want of honor and fidelity.
selves on our undeniable rights—if we rely on our

cannot successfully assail, and dare not resist.

It will not do for gentlemen to say that England |

ill not acknowledge o o the possession, | .
» ge our right to the pos e"m""n;wned to us by a route so direct, cheap, and

To ac’
| complish these results, we must deprive her of th

when the convention shall have terminated.
has already acknowledged it—has guarantied it by
an irrevocable treaty—has once made the surrender

estopped from ever interposing a denial. Hence, I/
isist that the notice is the rightful remedy—is the
eaceable remedy, and the only peaceable remedy,
»y which we can recover the possession of the val- |
ley of the Columbia. Those who are opposed to the
notice, must, therefore, discover, and avow, either |
that they are against obtaining the possession, or |
that they are in favor of war as a substitute for this |
pacific reniedy.
,
When the restoration shall have been made, and |
the United States placed in the quiet possession, as
they were on the 6th of October, 1818, we will be, as
we were then, on the most friendly terms with
Great Dritain, ready to adjust all disputes
amicably, and by negotiation, if she chooses.
We will then be in a position to say to
her, that we deprecate war—that we love peace
—that we are ready to negotiate, and that she
can take he: own time to bring the negotiations to a
termination. We ure willing that she hould proceed
with all due care, and diplomatic formality, and take
another third of a century for deliberation if she de-
sires it. But in the mean time we will be in the
posseasion, with the acknowledged right to remain
until there shall be an amicable adjustment. Such
I conceive 10 be our rights under our treaty stipula-
tions with Great Britain, independent of the ques-
tion of title, and such the reasons which should im-
pel us to guard those rights strictly, and to do no
act which would surrender them, or place ourselves
in the wrong.  When, under the operation of this
»acific and rightful remedy, we shall find ourselves
1n the exclusive possession of the valley of the Co-
lumbia, our settlements will spread on the north as

| and justice will award us.
But if we plant our-| 1 will never be satisfied with the forty-ninth paralle
| nor with any other boundary
treaty stupulations—give the notice, ahnul the con-,
vent'on, demand the possession, we place our mun-(
try in an impregnable position, which Great Britain |
| rights will Jusllff' it.

She‘.

|

in pursuance of the acknowledgment—and is now |

rh
But I say frankly ttu

which shall recog
nise the right of Great Britain to any part of the
northwest coast. Our interests manifestly require
us to assume and maintain this position, if ow
The free navigation of the
Pacific—the trade of China and the Indies—the
eastern world—will b

commerce of the whole

safe, as to exclude successful competition.

maritime ascendency on the Pacific, which can nly

»

be done by excluding her from the best harbor: -

on that coast. She has now no colony west of the
Rocky mountains, and no title to the country which
would authorize her to establish one. She only
claims the right of joint occupancy by virtue of the
treaty of Nootka sound with Spain, and the con-
vention of 1818 with this country. She makes no
pretensions to title, but claims simply the right of
Joint occupancy in common with other nations. Our
government has always denied her title to any por-
tion of the country west of the Rocky moun-
tains, and alro her right to joint occupancy, excep!
by virtue of the convention which we now propose
to terminate by giving this notice. During the ad-
ministration of Mr. Adams, his Secretary of State
in his instructions to our minister to England, used
this emphatic language:

““Nor is il conceived that Greal Britain has, ov can make owl
even a colorable title to any portion of the novthwest coast.”

In the British statement submitted to Mr. Galla
tin, Decgmiber 16, 15326, the English commissioners
define their claims thus: “

“Great Britain claims no erclusive sovereignly orver an,
part of that tervi ory, Her présent claim, not in respect to
any part, but to the whole, 1s limited to a vight of a joint oc

cupancy in common with other stales, leaving the question o
erélusive dominion in abryance.”

I do not propose at this time to argue the question
of title, but simply to state, in general terms, the
grounds on which it rests. [ do not deem it neces-
sary to go into an elaborate discussion of the vari-
ous modes by which title to an unoccupied country
may be acquired, nor to trace the devious course of
discovery and diplomacy in connexion with this
question for the last three centuries. | am willing

well as the  south of that river, on all its branches | to rest that branch of the subject on the discussions
and tributaries, on Puget’s sound, and the straits of | which have taken place between the accredited
Fuca, until ouripeople there will become so numer- | agents of the two governments, and invoke the e
ous and powerful that Great Britain will discover' lightened judgment of the civilized world upon them
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{ will only remark, that we hold the vailey of the Co-
lumbia in our own right, by virtue of prior discovery,
exploration, and occupation, and that we claim title to
the remainder through the Louisiana and Florida
treaties. Th¥yoriginal charters of the British colo-
nies on the Atlantic extended westward wnd north-
westward to the Pacific. The treaty of 1763 estab-
lish the Mississippi as the irrevocable boundary be-
tween the English and French possessions in
America, and vested in France all British claims to
the country west of that river. [rance transferred
the same to Spaia, and Spam to vs. Thus, hy
these several treaties, the Spanish titfe, the French
claims, and the English pretensions, were all uni-
ted and vested in the United States, and added to
our original title by discovery to the valley of the
Columbia river. Our Spanish title, thus acquired,
founded on priority of discovery, exploration, and
occupancy, and absorbing the old :'rench and Eng-
lish claims, was valid from California to the Russian

ssessions It 18 true, that the line of demarkation

stween the Russian and Spanish possessions re-
mained undefined, although the prevailing opinion
was that the Spanish title wus good to the viciniy
of Mount St. Elias, under the 61st parallel of north
latitude; and | have the authority of the unanswered,
and, I believe | may add, the unanswerable letter of
the Secretary of State to Mr. Pakenham, for saying
that “‘this ancient claim of Spain was acquiesced in by all
European nations for centuri-s.”” In confirmation of
this position, I will invite attention to the facts sta-
ted in the following extract from Mr. Buchanan’s
despatch, to which I Kaye just referred :

“And, inthe first place, he cannot but commend the frank.
ness and cAndor of the British plenipotentiary, in departing
from the course of his predecessors, and rejecting all dig
coveries previsus to those of Captain ook, in the year
1778, as foundations of British title. Commencing with dis-
covery ata periol so late, the Spanish title, on the score of
antiquity, presents a strong contrast to that of fireat Brit-
ain. The undersigned had stated as a historical and ‘strik
ing fact, which must have an important bearing against the
claim of Great Britain, that this convention, (the Nootka,)
which was dictated by her to Spain. contains no provision
impairing the ultimate sovereignty which that power hai
asserted, for nearly three centuries, over the whole west
ern side of North America gs far north as the Glst degree
of latitude, and which had never been seriously questioned
by any FEuropean nation. This had been maintained by
Spain with the most vigilant jealousy ever siuce the dis-
covery of the American continent and had been ac
quiesced in by all European governments. It had been
admitted cven begond the latitude of 54 degrees 40 min-
utes north, by Russia, then the only power having
claims which could come in collision with Spain, and that,
too, under a sovereign peculiarly tenacious of the territo-
rial'rights of her empire’ These historical facts had not
been, as they could not be, controverted Ly the British
plenipotentiary, although they were hrought nnder his par-
ticular observation, and were even quoted by him, with ap-
probation, for the purpose of showing the inconsistency of
the several titles held by the United States. In the lan
guage of Count de Fernan Nunez. the Spanish ambassador
at Paris, to M. de Mo.tmorin, the secretary of the foreign
department of France, under date of June 16,1790, - ‘By the
treaties. demarkations. takings of possession, and the most
decided acts of sovereignty exercised by the Spaniards in
those stations, from the reignof (Charles il, and authorized
by that monarch in 1692, the original vouchers for which
shall be brought forward in the course of the negotiation,
all the coast to the north of the western America. on the
side of the Southsea. as faras beyond what is ralled Prince
William’s Sound, which is in the 618t degree, is acknowl-
edged to belong exclusively to Spain

“Compared with this ancient claim of Spain. acquiesced
in by all European nations for centuries, the claim of Great
Britain, founded on discoveries commenced ut so late a pe
riod as the year 1776, must make an undavoerable first im-
pression ™

N

This Spanish title, “acquiesced 1n by all Euro-
pean nations for centuries,”

.

gree, has been vested in the United States Ly the
treaties already referred to, together with the Biitish
and Krench claims prior to 1763. By the Tth article
of the treaty of that year it yas provided

“In order to re-establish peace on solid and dnrable fonn
dations, and to remove forever all subjects of dispute with
regard to the limits of the Britisk and French territories on
the continent of America, it is agreed that for the futur
the confines between thy dominions of his Britannic Majes
ty and those of his most Christian Ngjesty. in that put of
the world s shall be fixed ivrevocably by aline drawn along

the middle of the river Mississippi. from ats souice to the
river Ilberville, and thence by o hine drown aloug the mid
1le of this rviver, and the lulies Maurcpas and Pontchartrain
to the sea.™ «

This treaty, declared to be trrevocahilei its terms,
established a north and south hine across the conti-
nent of America as the western boundary of British
possessions, and estopped Great Britain from ever
seting up a claim west of that lme. In view of
thiz fact, it may be asked what rizht she has to
claim any portion of the country east of the Rock
mountains even, and west of a line drawn due north
of the source of the Mississipp’ | answer that she
has none, except the advantages she derived by the
unfortunate oversight of our government, by the
second article of the treaty of the 20th of October,
1818, agreeing to the 49th parallel as our northern
boundary ‘from the Lake of the \Woods to the
Stony mountains.” [ do not intend to cast reproach
on the authors of that treaty, unfortunate as it was
for our country; for it 18 well understood, that it
was agreed to under the erroncous impression that
the same parallel had been determined on under the
treaty of Utrecht as the line of demarkation between
the British and French possessions. But for that
unfortunate provision the British possessions in
North America could never have extended as far
westward as the Rocky moantains. As it is, she
i limitdd by that natural boundary, and I protest
against any act of our government which shall give
her permission to go beyond it. She must abide by
her own treaty stipulatione, which have irrevocably
fixed her western boundary, and we must insist on
all ot rights under the Louisiana and Florida trea-
ties, which secure t6 us the Spanish title, and forever
extinguish the French and British claims to any
portion of the northwest ‘coast. Russia iy the only
remaining power whose rights and claims we have
not extinguished and =ecured to ourselves by treaty
She undoubtedly has title by discovery, exploration |
and occupancy, as far south as Mount St. Elias ,
and has at various times act up ¢laims to the coun-
try lower do®wn the coast. As yet, no treaty of de-
markation and boundary between the United States
and Russia has been agreed upon. [am aware that
many are of a different impression; and without
carefully examining the subject, have been led to
suppnsé that the treaty signed at St. Petersburgh ir
April, 1824, had fixed the line of 54° 40’ as our per-
manent territorial boundary in Oregon. Any one
who will take the trouble to read the treaty. will dis-
cover that such 1s not the case—that it mukes
no provision in regard to the title or sov-
ereignty. Like the Nootka Sound convention,
it was’ a mere temporary arrangement regu-
lating trade and intercourse with the Indiars,
hunting, fishing, and navigation; and providing for
such temporary settlements as should be necessary
for these purposes, leaving the question of title in abey-
ance. With the view of preventing collisions between
the citizens and subjects of the two powers engaged
in the prosecution of these pursuits, it provides that

18 valid to the Glst dre! neither should be disturbed in ravigation and fishir g,
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an' in rczoctire to the noc ipied rarts of the
coast for parpose 3 of trede ~with the natives; that
nei‘her «lionll resoet to any place where the otiier
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The sixth section provides for exercis ‘
risdiction of the courts of Upper Canado,

rica. 'The £t
nies
i

i
Vil

as

the ju-
In certain

1 lions.

cages, “within the said Indian territories, and othey
parts of America, not within the limits of cither of the
provinces of Lower or Upper Canada, or of aeny civil
government of the United States” In other parts of
the act the country is described es lying “*‘to the
northward and westward of the provinces of Upper
and Lower Canada, and of the territories of the
United States of America,” and ‘‘not being part of

e ) ' 2 I : ~ *
¢ - lany of his Majesty’s provinces in North America.”

From this act it is clear that the English Parlia-

! ment does not regard the country west of the Rocky

mouhtains as forming a part of the British colonies
on this continent. Thia brings me to the con-

|sideration of a portion of the President’s mes-

zage, bearing directly on this branch of the
which 1 read with the greatest pleas-
ure and delight. If 1 ever indulged a feeling of

subject,

| disappointment and chagrin at the offer of the forty-

ninth parallel in August last, I confessthat [ freely
ind heartily forgave all when I saw that part of the
messave which recites and adopts as the settled
rolicy of the country the memarable declaration of

Mr. Monroe against European colonization on the

Awgerican continent, and especially in the clear and
emphatic language which, i its application, points
o directly to the country west of the Rocky moun-
taina. The President, at the commencement of his
Iministration, found himself surrounded by diffi-
en'ties and embarrassments. It was known that he
ana impressed with the firm conviction that our title
to the whole of Oregon was clear and unquestiona-
ble. He had 20 expressed himself before his nomi-
nadon—the Daltimore convention had unapimously
1fiirmed the declaration—he had been ,m:tcd on
that issue, among Bthere, and had announéed, in his
inangural address, his unalterable dete.mination to

carry it out as the chief executive magistrate of the

No man who knows his character can
doubt his sincerity of purpose in all these declara-
But when Le was inducted into the secret
mysterics of the executive department, and looked
irto the exact state of the question, he discovered,
to"his astonicshment no doubt, that there was a
r negotiation, commenced on the principle of

naliop,

endinz
ompromise, and not yet brought to a terinination,
of which the country had not been informed. Here
was an unexpected, an unforscen’ difficulty, impos-
ing shackles on hig free uction. Of the reasons
which induced the offer of the 49th parallel I will let
the message speak for the President:

When | came into oftice, ! icund this to Lie the state oi
; Though enteriaining the settled convie
British pretensions of title conld not he main-
| to any portion of the Oregon territory upon any
iple oipublic law recognised by nations, yet, in defer
* ‘o what had been done by my predecessons, and es-
ially in consideration that propositions ol compromise
been thrice made by two preceding administrations, to
wdjust the question on the parallel of forty-nine degrees,
and intwo of them yielding to great Britain the free navi-
gation of the Colambia, and that the pénding negotiation
had been commenced on the basis of compromise, T decmed
it to be my duty not ahruptly to break it ofi. In considera
tion, too, thit under the conventions of 1818 and 1827, the
citizens and subjects of the two powers held a joint occu
pancy of the conntry, | was induced to make another effort
to settie this long pending controversy in the spirit of mod-
eration which had given birth the renewed discussion.”

He was compelled either to disavow the acts of
his predecessors, to abruptly break off the negotia-
tion, endanger the amicable relations of the two
countries, and perhaps plunge them into immediate
war, or to continue the negotiation on the basis of
compromise on which they had been commenced,
and thereby hezard a portion of our ?rrilmy to

which he helieved “the

tionable.”
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which he helieved “the title was clear and unques-
tionable.” He deliberated well on the alternatjves—
chose the latter—run the hazard, and; fortunately, |
escaped the disaster. The negotiations have been |
terthinated by the rude, act of the British goveru-|
ment; the proposition of compromise withdrawn;
our title to the whole territory reasserted, and the
President relieved from ‘all embarrassments in his fu-
ture action. We have the strongest assuraces in the
message that there are to be ncither compro-
mise nor propositions of compromise in future;
that our government will stand upon all its rights— |
will give the notice—demand the possession of the
valley of the Columbia, under the treaty of Ghent,
and resiat the establishment of any future European
colony on any portion of the centinent.  The mes-
sage 18 satisfactoty and conclusive on all these
points. The withdrawal of the proposition of com
promise—the assertion of our title to the whole terri-
tory, and its maintenance by irrefragible facts and |
arguments--the recommendations for the extension |
of our laws, eivil and criminal, for the csml.h:ah-l
ment of Indian agencies, military posts and mail- |
routes, and for raisinz regiments of mounted rifle-
men to guard and protect emigrants and settlecy,
clearly show that the President is determincd to
maintain, at all hazards, the position he has os-|
sumed, 1in opposition to any future European colo~ |
I inyoke attention to the
passage in ghe raessage in which this principle 18 59|
admirably wet forth: A ‘
““We must ever maintain the principle, that the people
this continent olone havedhe right to decide their own des
tiny. Shounld any portion of them, constituting an inde
pendent State, propose to unite themeelves with our con
toderacy, this will be a question for them and usto deter-
mine without any foreign ioterposition. We oan
consent that Kuropean powers shall interfere to prevent
such a union. because it might disturb the ‘balince of pown
er’ which they might desire tomaintain on this contine
Near a quarterol a century ago, the principle was distinclly |
snnounced to the world, in the annual messagze ol one of
my predecessors that the ‘American continents.” by the free
and independent condition which they have ussumed angd

never

maintain. are henceforth not to be considered as subjecty
for futuse colonization by any Kuropean poy This
grinciple o (!l apply with greatly increassd jo should o ny,

altempt to estubiish any new colony i1 No
existing circumstances of the world, the
sion to reiterate and realllr

European powcer
JAmerica. «n th
present is Ccoaed a properocces

the principie avowed l’f Mr. Monroe, and to stute my cogidial
concurrence in its wisdom and sound policy. The reatner
tion of this prineiple, especially in reference to No:wth
America at this day, but the promulgation of a poiicy

which no | uropesn power should cherish the disposit
to resist.  txisting rights of every European natjon shoui !
be respected; but it is due alike to our safety and our
terests, that the efficient protection of oup-Muys should be
extended over our whole territorial limits, and that it shou!d
be distinctly arnounced to the werld as our settled polacy, that
no future apcan colony ov dominion shall, with our co
be planted or established on any part of the North Jime:
can continert.”

Here we have the salemn assurance that during
the admunstration of President Polk no compromise
will be made on the Oregon question which shall
recognise the right of Great Britain to plant a colo-
ny on the northwest coast. | have already shown

that she has no colony there now—that it is notem- |

braced within the limits of any of the British prov-
inces in North America. The President has made
the distinct announcement “to the world as our set-
tled*policy, that no future European colony or do-
minion shall, with our consent, be planted or estul:-
lished on any part of the North American conu-
nent.” To what portion of the continent does this
announcement refer?  Certainly not to California,
and the other Mexican departments, for they are in-

S

depeddent states, and come within the previous dec-
luration that ““we must ever maiatain ege principle
tha: the people of this continent a’one have the right
to decide their own destiny;™ it cannot apply to
Canada, or any other British colony on the conti-
nent, nor to the R 1 posscssions, for the Preae
dent says that these “should. be respocted To
what portion of the continent, then, could the Presi-
dent hinve referred? For itia not to be presumed that
he would fprmally and boldly prdmulzate a great
principle of action as t' e cettled pol y of our gov-
ernment, without iutending 1t to have some practical
upplication

The President is not in the Labit of usiug words
of mere sound, without meaning or rense.  Ile in-
tended thisgreat principle tdupply to all that part of
the contment to which it was adapted—to ail the va-
nt, unoccupied country, not witlin the limits of
\ e=nl u.!nhy.

e lap is clear and explicit—is susceptible of

regularly estal.lished gover o1

il guaz

this meaning and nore other—und as evidently re-
fers to the country vest of the Rocky mountams,

as if he had deseribed il y nav end bounds.
This view 1z consistent' with the.whole teiior of his
messaze, and known opinions, as well be-
fore as ofter his clection.  He was oaly prevented
trom taking this posiffon_at the eommencement of
his admivisttetion, by the pending negotiations,
which, for the time being, tied his hands, snd cou:-
ted his governnient to the principle of compro-
mice.  The monient he had extricated himself and:
e government from these enmbarrassments, he em-

e metes

with his

mit

{1 raced the hi rh Amcrican ‘nruu']'\h' to which I have

elluded, and proclaimed it to the world as the settled

poliey of the country. He who thinks thet this seliled
pelicy will be ungett'sd by his administration, knows
"but nttle of the ¢har :':‘.' ond history of the erninent
tatesman v ho fills U, preaidential chair. 1, there-
fore, ascume, on the authority of the messs e, that
no copromitse will be paad- “and that no northern
boundary tn Orcgon will be agreed ujon which
Ul recomise the niaint of Great Brisam to plant or
establish a futore colony on the nosthwest coast If
Wi ree to 492, ¢r to-any other line uth and
« of the Qi ) DOSECSSION we do thereby
onsent” 1o the ¢ ! fiient of o future  uropcan
co! ( the convnent of Narth America, in direct
conflict of “our settled policy™ uy aunounced to the
worid
Beor i ihis poiat mindg, g temen will (‘:»|]‘\'
un e id the me i of the MiesJent in all his
cndationg, and ol sorve thar counsstency
with his previously ex e I opmions, that our
title clear and unqrieatiorable ! mpro=
m could be effeeted which the States
0 ht to acee the notice s rFiven

and the ot occupancy ermm ited—that our laws

a=d institutions should te extended over the eoun-
try—and that no future Iu opean colony stould be
catablishied on the continent. | most heartily acree
with President in all these posttions, and shall

yield hin my zraleus support in sustaining them.
But gentlemen in the opposition tell us that we must
not advance this broad doctrine—-tius principle of

Mmerican independence of all European erowns,
becatire, they say, 1t vwi'l lead 1o war. | Lknow not
whether it will or will not prodice war; ror do |

care, 80 far as that consideration is to have any ir-

fluence on our action. 1 prefer peace to wary but it
must be an honorable peace—aone vhich will not
sacrifice the national Lonor or territory. The ques-
tion which ought to he considered 19 not whether
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these principles, carricd into effect, will- produce
war, but whether they are right and ought to pre-
vail. Our forefathers did not- stop to inquire
whether resistance to thé stamp act would lead to
war. They did pause and investigate the princi-
ple of “‘taxation without representation,” and de-
termined to resist it, because it was subversive of

the northeastern boundary, and then refused to
abide the award, because of the palpable injustice
done us by the royal umpire. If we should again
resort toit, we have no reason to aaticipate an
award more compatble with fairness and justice.
Theimportance of Oregon to us is too great, and
our right too clear to be hazarded by such an ex-

their liberties. There was a panic—a peace party | pedient.

in the country then, as now; but the principle of | Its value is not to be measured by the number of
American independence of all European powers | miles on the coast and the quantity of - land; nor
was declared and "“““W"? At a later period, | does it depend upon the character of the country, or

they did not ""I'"s"!"h their pppomtion to the im- | the quality of the soil. These considerations are
ressment of American searhen, because it would |not unworthy of attention; but its great importance
ead to war. They preferred (o fight the war of | results from its commanding position with reference
indepcndenre over again to a surrender of their na- | to & maritime Mrendency on the Pacific. [t has
tional rights and honor.  Our country did not falter | been-the policy of Great Britain for the last centu-
on the French indemnity question, nor the right of | ry 1o seize every impodant point—maritime and
search, nor the annexation of Texas, because of | military—on the face of the globe, with the view of
the threats of war. The hlllol" of these memorable | controlling the commerce of the world' by main-
events shows that in every criss the action of our | taining her ascendency on the seas. The geograph-
government has been characterized hy a firm adhe- | jcal position of her own sea-girt isle naturally con-
rence to principle, which maintains the national!trols the trade of the Baltic and northern Europe.
hte and honor, and leave the consequences to | Gibraltar, Malta, and the lonian isles command the
take care of themselves. FExperience has shown|commerce of southern Europe, of nagthern Africa,
that the surest way of avoiding war is to he fearless | and westerm Asia, and convert the Mediterranean
in doing right and calmly wait the issue. | sea into a British lake. St. Helena and & cordon of
Passing from this branch of the subject, [ have a | fortified islands stand sentinel on the western coast
few words to say upon the proposition to settle the | of Africa. Cape Town and the Faulkland islands
controveray by arbitration. In the early part of the | guard the only navigable avenues to the Indies.
session | had the honor to introduce a resolution in | Her possessions in the east are as numerous as
opposition to the series of resolutions proposed hy'the islands in those seas—each a British fortress,
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Win-| watching the channels of commerce, and allowing
THROP,] expressive of my unwillingness' to adjust | no flag to wave except by her permission. Her
the question by arbitration. Arbitration is a fair | possessions in North America—the Canadas, New
and just mode of settling disputes only when the | Brunswick, Nova Scotia, the Burmudas and Ba-
parties can mutually agree upon a disinterested and | hamas stretch around us like a military netwerk,

impartial umpire. The arbiter should not only be | prescribing limits to our advancement, and terms to-

free of the bias of interest, but of prejudice, fear, our intercourse with other nations. All that is ne-
and affection. 1 know not where an umpire free oflccuarv to make her system complete, is the pos-
all these influences could be found to J:trrmmc a ! session of Oregon, with its innumerable bays, har-

political principle or a question of territorial-bound- jbora' and maiitime advantages. These are the

,12' between the United States and Great Britain.
"he principle of resistance to future European colo-
nization on this continent which is involved in the
Oregon question is sufficient of itself to array all the
great {:_oweu of Europe against us in this controver-
sy, whil

| considerations which lend‘t‘mpol tance to the Oregon
| question —considerations which induce England to
| cling to it with a tenacity which rejects all honora-
| ble compromise. A h

it consists of ridges of barren rocks, or feriile plains

What matters it to her whether

e the smaller ones are too weak and depend- | and rich valleys? What difference does it make to
ent on England to be impartial. Besides our coun- | her whether Gibraltar, Malta, St. Helena, or_the
try occupies a peculiar position, .with feelings, Burmudas, are steril rocks or fertile gardens? They
principlee, inatitutions, and forms of govern-!aregreat military and maritime stations, commanding
ment peculiar to ourselves and variant from |the commerce of the world, and protecting and sup-
the rest of the world. Th:se considerations are!plying her navies. They aid her to\maintain her
sufficient to disqualify all the great powers of the ' ascendency upon the seas, and this isnh'she expects
globe from being impartial urnpires,and the weaker | or desires from them. So it is with Oregon. That
ones are too much under the influence of the strong- | coast is as essential to the success of her policy on
er to be selected for the pirpose. But it has been | the Pacific, as those are on the Atlantic and in the
said in debate that we dare not, in the face of the | Mediterranean. We. have the means of defeating
civilized world, refuse so fuir and honorable a mode | her schemes in that quarter, and of setting bounds
of settlement as arbitration. Did not England re- ' to her future progress. Hold on to Oregon, ex-
fuse the mediation of Russia between us in the last | clude Great Britain from the northwest coast, al-
war?  Did she not refuse to arbitrate the difficulties ; low her to establish no future colony on the conti-
between her and Spain in 1790 in relation to this ' nent, and open a direct trade with “China, Japan
same Oregon territor§ And did we not, in 1815, | the Indies, and all the islands of the Pacific, an
refuse the proposition™of England to arbitrate the | the work is done. This | understand to be the
question of our right to lhe‘rolscuinn of the valley | policy of the President, as developfd in his mes-
of the Columbia river under the treaty of Ghent’ sage, and I am prepared, and I believe the ooum:{
When did this doctrine of arbitration become so ' is prepared, to sustain him in it, regardless of all
firmly engrafted on the laws of nations that neither | consequences.
party dare refuse to accord to iV We tried it once on \\
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