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Yitle, and its rosuiting corollary of all or nona, It
is assned by the ¢ friends of Oregon’”

ta bea!l\

one ttle ali the way from 42° up to 54 4)'—no |

break in it; an!. censeguently, *allor pone’ 18 the
Ol;[_\‘ lu"-- al
coeive,  Well, thiz ay be Yrace and pateic. 3;
is it judicious pud true? Aol can we, with cle
consch nees :':".J wittont regurd to consequences,
pass a law upon that princinie, and send vur agesnts
tere to exceate 1t?  These are the guestious which
present themzelves to my mind, and 4o answers
ing which 1 wisiio keep hifore my eyes the first
half of the great maxim—ask nothing but what s
right: | amswer, then, that it s oot tree that our
title to what is-calied all Oregan is not one, but gev-
eral; thatsi cons sts of parts, and s good for part,
nnd bad for part; and that nothing just or wise can
be determined in relation to 1t without separating
these parts into their properdivisious, and giving 10
each division the scparate censideration and judg
ment which beiongs to it Thus the title to the
Columbia river and its valley was complete; the
claim to Fiazer's river and ns vailey began,; and
oad the claim to isiands and coasts rests upon a dif-
ferent state of facts, and a different priuciple ot na-
tional Jaw, from that which applis tothe continent,
The title to the Columbia river and its valley
rests upon discovery and sctlicnent, and was com-

sorf

plete before the mequisition of the Spanish title ing

1219, "T'he cladm to Frazer’s river and 1's yalley,
an ! 1o the coasts nnd i<tyads in front of it, began iu
{210 wul rests uponthe dizzoverics of Spauizh nav-
; snd ol wnese i 3. the islans sud the
very different dearees of evidence to

I mention these fferences o ttle as fac's
oo well Knewnto roquire documents to prove them
and the bare etatement of which should be suffisient

1rains covi
. 1 .
Conilthiciie v

ex bt

to ex: tode the dogma of the vonte agd indinsibilice
of the Cregan nide, Itis not *wil one tiile” 1t ;-:
not good * for all 5+ none’ 1t 3s not a unity.—
hereare ureaks mogt; and these breaks are suf

ficiently Lirge o cover lurze geographical divisions
of the country. and re e sepaat consideriticn
and jod2u. o
Lthe proper

Ihat considevation will be civen at
I ot mvself to the
corsection of the error so widely spread over the
preoae mind, that the Oreaon tide 1s all oae title,
from 4.2 deg. to 54 deg. 40,

I come to the line of Utrecht, the existence of
which s dented vpoen this Goor by senatois whose
fat wssert the
that 1s not, and

ee D at present

dseems to Le o exisience of a line
to drny the existence of one that s
A clerk i the Departinent of State bas compiled &
volume of vovages and treaties, and, undertaking
to set the world mioht, has denied that commissaries
ever et under the treaty of Urrechtand fixed boun
darivs between the British nonthers and Frencty Ca.
nadian possessions in Nerth Ameriea. That denial
kas been produeed and aceredited on this floor by a
senatar in s place, [Mr Cass;] and this produac-
vuan of w blowlering book, with this senatorial en
dorsementof its assertion, lays me under the uecess

sty of correcting a thivierror which the “fiftv.four-
fotes’ hug w their bosom, and the correction o!

which beconmes necessary for the vindication of his.
lory, the establishment of a pohitical right, and 1he

protection of ihe Seuute fram the suspicion of i :o-
rauce,
I 9:m that the iine was established : that the

- . . . 2 1
commssartes niet, and did their work; and that

what thev did was cequicseed o by aii the powers
interested from the yene 1713 down-to tne present
trrne, "Phis as e sflfirmation ) and, wm support of
it, and without itinz anything said beretofore,
I shail produce some new proofy, uwnd lake scme
new pesiions, the first of which 13, that this line
was eufureed by us (without anything else but the
treaty of Utrecht to stend upon) for fifteen years—
from 1203 to 1218 —=as iiie northern bounda:y line
of Lousiana, and submitted {0 as such by the Bri
ish goverament; and  Bruish traders thereby kept
cut of our territories west of the Mississippi, while
our own (reaties let thar into our territories or this
side of the civer, In a word, I wili show that this
treaty of Utrecht saved us fion: a calamity for fif
tren vears, in our new térritory of Lovisiana, ac
qQuood from Erance, which (he treaty of peace of
1733, and Nir, Jay's treaty of 1784, exposed us to
1 our old territories of the United States, conquer-
ed for vs by our fathers in the war of the revolu
ton,  ‘Thisis vy fiest position, =nd this is the case
w hich sustains it
In the vear 1803 the United States acquired Lou-
istana, and with it became®a'party to all the treaties
which conceined the bounduries of that province.
The treaty of Utrecht was one of these, and the
parallel of forty nineone of the lines established by
itf and governing its northern houndary.  We soon
B\ oeeasion for the protection of that boundary.
Spanish conaivance and weakness had suflered Brit.
1sh lrauers to 1nvade the whole northern flink of
Louisiana, from the Inke of the Woceds to the head.
waters of the Mizsouririver; and on our acquisition
of that province we found these traders in the aetual
fpossession of the Indian trade thisughout all tha
extzusive region,  I'hese traders were doing im-
mense mischief among our Indians on this side of
the Mississipp, by poisoning their minde and pre-
paring them Jor war against the United States.—
'I'he treaty of peace and Me, Jay'streaty, under the
gelusive idea of reciprocity, gave themthis privilege
of trade in the old territories of (he United States
I <perience of its evil effects h.ad tavei a lesson of
wisfom; and, while vainly siriving to get rid of the
treaty stipulatens which admiuced these Indians on
this sude of the Mississippi river, the treaty of
Uirceht was eagerly seized upon to expei them from
the other.  Mr. Greenhow's compilatien was not
published at that time, and Mr, Jeflerson and his
e binet, preceeding according to the lights of thei:
Jitle farthina candles, in the absence of ‘hat vast
Juminary, just tock the line of forty-nina as the
gorthern boundary of Louisiana, ard drove all the
£ ritish traders to tha north of that line.

| Thesa traders complained loudly and appealed to
their goverament; but the British ministry. jost as
much inthe dark as Me, Jeflerson and his cabinet,
Relusod to take ollicial notice of the complaint, only
prosented it nnofficially 1o the United States minis.
tis 0 London, aud asked as a favor. not as a richt.
#he nrivilego of Lonisiana south of 49°.  Of eonrse
this favor was not granted: and thus British traders
$ore excloded from Iouisiana by the treaty  of
_!i_!\:-“ﬂ. while admitesd mtothe old northvest terri
wry of-the Uuion by virtee of our treaties with
€ reat Botain,  The treaty  of Utrecht did for us
Wliat oor onnp treaties did not. And this was (he
@:s- from the year 1203 the year of the acquisition
8 Louisiana, until 1218, the vear of concluding
‘e conventinn with Gireat Britain which adopted
e line of U rechit as far as the Rocky mountains
hen, for the first time, tha.northern line of Louisi-
a was agreed upon in a treaty hetween the Uni.
d States and Great Britain,  That convention was
) act of supercrooation, so far es it followed the
ne of TTirecht—an act of deep injury eo-far as it
&nnpwd t. The line of 49° was just as well eMab.
hed and 93t as well resnecged nod observed from
the T.:k2 ol the Wuods toihe Recky mouatains be-
farc that convention asafter it.  Nay. more; it was
th= understood iina hotween thase mountains to the
peo g and wonld itsell have settied the Oregen ques-
, and settled it wisely and beneficially, if it had
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| 1 Loudon, and by them eomuunicated t

a which cur ¢iatm to 1t caa yes

Lt
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| restored 0 i,

{ land and Lord Aukland, on the part of the Canada |

{0 Utrecht.
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I+ =d extocts from an unuiilcial communication |
made by the Dritish Muisters, io 1806, to Measrs
Ylonroe and Pinckusy ; our Ministers at that time

our gav.
niseat  luis the subjeci of the compl intz of the
Canada merchaots against the Governor of Lonisi-
ana for eaciuting tiv.w from that provinee, and
theis application to the British Goscinment ic be
The whole paper isin our S ate pa.
veis of that perind, and may th-re be read at length
by any one wio desiresit,

« Extra official communication with recard to the
Canada Trade™ December 31, 1506.
“ A memorial lins heen presented to Lord Hel-

merchants setting forth a variety of injuries which |
they complain of having sustained from the gov-
crnment and servants of the United States, and
praving that their complaints may be atterded to,
and redress c¢htained for them in the discussions |
which are at present pending between the American
and British comniissionera,

“ The injuries brouglhit forward 1n their memorial
may be red]uced to the three following heads: 1. |
Their exclusion from Louisiana.

“ By the third article of the treaty of 1794, it is
agreed that it shall atall times be free to his Majes-
1v’s subjects and the citizeps of the United States
freely to pass by land. o1 inlaad navigation into the
respective territories and countries of the two par-
tieg o the continent of America and to navigate all
the lakes and waters thereof aund [reely 1o carry on
trade with cach other.

“ But potwithstanding thia express stipulation
whizh secures to hiz majesty’s subjects without
livitation ar regervation. the rigiit of commercinl in-
tercourge by land or inland navication with ali the |
teriiaries of the United States on the continent of|
America, the Governcr of Lowisiana has thouzht
proper to exclude theu from the commerce of Lial
e.rtensive province, un'ess they abjare their allegi-
anee to his majesty, ana take an onth of allegiance
to the United States ; and tice eame Governor has
alzo 2ken it upon him to prohihit the introduction
ot any goods or merchandise whichare not the pro-
perty of citizens ol the United States.

“Tlis arbitrary proceeding, hesides being a di-
rect violation ol the treaty of 1794, it is highly de-
trimental to the private interest o! the Canada mer-
chaats, for it exciudes them {rom a country where
they have been carrying on trade successtuily for
many vears without iuterruption rom the Spamards,
haviee [aterly pushed therr commercial posts even
to the banks ol the DMissauri, and aggmented the
siale of the goods in Loulsiana 1o the amount of
about forty or fiity thousand pounds annually.”

T'his is the complaint—exclusion from Louisiana
v the Uulted States governor of that provinee —
We tock possession of Upper Lonisiana in March,
1804 ; the complaint was made in London in 1706
cunsequently, the exclusion was enforeed very soon
aflter we touk possession.  The question now s,
upon what authority éid the governor act in mak-
ma s exclusion, and to what line did he extend
1?2 Doutiliss by order of his own government;
but it i1s good to be certain; and jo the case of Mr
Greenhow’s overshadowing authority, backed as it
13 by the senator lrom Michizan, it becoms necessary
to prove cverything, even that a governor of upper
Louisiana had the authority of his eovernment for
the bouundarirs his rrovince.  Furtunately the
first governer of upper Liouisiana was a man o
letters as well as of the sword, and employed his
lvizure hours in drawing vp a history of the coun-
try which he was sent to govern. It was Major
Amos Staddard, wro afterwards lost his life at Fort
Meigs during the late war with Greo! Biitain —
[n hs useful work, modestly called  Sletchos of
Louisiana,’ he thus speaks of the northern boun
dary of his province:

“« The commerce of Crozat, by the terms of the
patentextended to the utmost limit of Louisiana in
that quarter; which, by the treaty of Utrecht, was
fixed at the 49th degree.”

This is Major Stoddart’'s account of this northern
boundary, and of the line from wh:ch and by which
he excluded Oritish traders from l.ouisiana. He
did it by virtue of the line of Utrecht; and no Brit-
ish minister in that day did or would deny its ex-
istence, or impugn its validity.  Lords Holland and
Aukland, to whom the complaint of the Canadian
merchants was made, refused to present it officially
to cur munisters,  ‘I'hey do not, in fact, anpear 1o
have spoken a word on the subject, or done any-
thing more than present their memorial to our min-
isters.  Certain it is, the complaint remained with-
out redress.

Dut the cflorts of the Buitish furtraders did not
stop at this repulse.  The pext year the Earl of
Selkirk, head of the Hudson Bay Company, went |
to London to renew the complaint of the fur-traders
in a more formal manner, and (o claim their resto
ration to the privilages of trade within the limns of
Louisiana.  That genideman, as head of the Hod
son Bay Company—as founder of the colony on |
Lake Winipee—as the person most injured by the |
exclusion of British traders from Louisiana—ought |
to know something about his own rights and |
wrongs; and in bringing these before the British |
wninistry for redress, ought to be supposed to staie
his case as strongly astruth and justice would allow,
He does so; but not strongly enough to deny the
fact of the line of 49 degrees under the treaty of |
Utrecht. That line was doing him all the mischief:
the short remedy was to deny ils existence if it
could be denied, Oa the contrary, he admits the
fact of former existence, and ouniy argues against
present existence, and present applicability.  His!
argument 1s, first, that the treaty of Utrecht was
not revived by the treaty of Amiens, of 1201 ; and,
therefore, that it was abrogated by war; nod secrnd
ly, that the long occupation of the St. Peter's river, |
and of the Missonri above the Mandan villages,
without objection from the Spaniards, was an ad- |
mission of their right to trade in Louisiana, and
shonld be conclusive upon the United States. In a
memorial to Lord Holland w 1807, he presents |
these views at much length, and sustaics them by
arguments, of which these are specimens:

“ Understanding that you are at present engaged
in gettling with the American plenipotentiaries the
houndaries detween the prevince of Louisiana and
the British American dominions, [ beg leave to call
vour attention Lo some suggestions, o * *
To the upper part of Missouri, Britain has a prefer-
able claim. About latitude 47 the British traaers,
coming in frem the Hudson Bay territories man-
rained a traliic with the Mandan Indians, Theee
rraders were the first Europeans wio obiained any
tnowledge of the sources of the Misscuri, and they
ned laid down the course of that river from the
Mandans, up to the Rocky wountaine, with great
minuteness. many years before the journey of
Messrs. Lewiz and Clarke. The ciaim of Great
Britain to the vpper Miesouri country is equally
~ahid. and rests on the same ground as iver elaim to
Nootka sound. and the country west of the Rocky
mountaing, on the Pacific ocean. 5 8 i
T'here are abundance of erounds for depying that
ihere are any rights i1 tlie Anicrican government
to found its claim on the stipu'ntions af the treaty
* i e The stipulations of
the trealy of Utrecht. as to the lunite of the Hud-
son Bay territories, dc uothear atall upon the ques-
tion. The limits fixed by that treaty were for Can-
ada, not Lo lina. y T S Allow me
only briefly to observe ihat the treaty of Utrecht.
not having been rencwed at the peace of Amiens,
wou'd pnot have teen available even to Franee, it ehe
had remained ai peace with us and in possession of
Louisiana.”

- el -

| and only arguing againt the present existence and

| quite idle enough, in any sense of the ward, to de.

fact of boundaries fixed under the treaty of Utrechr,

applicability of these boundaries. Lord Holland
alopted none of these views; he presented the pa-
per, without comment, to the American ministers,
who. in sending it home to their government, char. |
acteciz-d it asan “1id/e paper,” and teok no further
noice of it. It was. in fact, an idle paper. but not

ny the work of the commissaries under the treaty
of Utrecht.

But to go on with the proofs.

In the year 1805. being tne second vearafier the
acquisition of Liowisiana, President Jefferson sent |
ministers to  Madrid, Messrs. James Monroe and

| Charles Pinkney, to adjnst the eastern and south.

i complete to the point in question.

degrees , and that this was the reason why, in our |
treaty with the English, in 1783. our northern boun- |
dary was placed at the Lake of the Woods, which
was in latitude 49 degrees.’

“ Nothaving seen Hutchine mentioned, or referred
to in this debate, [ have been induced to send you
this extract from him, and also my above memoran-
dum, to bring the same to your uotice and recollec- |
tion, (valeat quantam valere potest.”) i

|
|

This is the letter of Mr. Prkin, with the extracts | 18h Hudson bay
' sions:

from Mr. Pickering. It 13 not the recollection of an |

old man, but the written-down account of what he !

saw and knew forty years ago, and written down
at the time he saw it and knew it, It is full and
The reference
to Hutchuins's bistorical narrative, and topographical
description of lLouisiana, is correct. ‘I'ne work is

western boundaries with her; and, in doing =o. the ! not in our library, but several friends have sent me
principles which had governed the setlement of the | copies of it from different parts of the United States,

northern boundarv of the same province became al

nroper 1!lustration of their ideas. ‘They quoted
these principles, and gave the line of Utrechtas the

' example; and this to Don Pedro Cevallos, one of

the most accomplished siatesmen of Europe. They
say to him:

% It is believed that this principle has been ad-
mitted and acted on invariably since the discovery
of America, in respect to their possessions there, by
all the Europeau powers. It is particularly illus-
trated by the stipulations of their most important
treaties concerning those possessions, and the par-
ties under them, viz: the treaty of Utrecht in 1713,
apnd that of Paris in 1763, In conformity with the
tenth article of the first mentioned treaty, the boun-
dary between Canada and Louisiana on the one

| side, and the Hudson Bay and Northwestern Comn-
panies on the other was established by commissa- |

ries, by a line to commence at a cape or promonto-
ry on the ocean, in 33 degrees 31 minutes north lati-
tude ; to run thence, southwestwardly, to latitude
49 degrees north from the equator ; and along that
line indefinitely westward. Since that time, no at-
ternpt has heen made to extend the limits of” Liouisi-
ana or Canada to the north of that line, or of those
companies to tie sonth of it. by purchase, conquest,
or grants from the Indians.”

I'his is what Messrs Moaroe and Charles Pink-
ney said to Don Pedre Cevallos—a minister who
must be supposed to be as well acquainted with the
treaties which setled the boundaries of the late

' Spanish province of Louisiana as we are with the

treaties which setile the boundaries of the United
Statee.  The line of Utrecht, and in the very words
which carry it from the TLake of the Woods to the
Pacific ocean. and which confine the British to the
no:th, and the French and Spanish to the south of
that line, are quoted to Mr. Cevallos as a fuct which
he and ali the worid knew. Fle received itassuch;
and thus Spanish avthority comes inaid of British,
French. and American, to vindicate our rights and
the truth of history.

Mr. President, when a man is struggling in a
inst cause, he generally gets help, and often from
unforeseen und unexpected quarters. So it has
happened with me in this affair of the Utrechtirea-
ty. A great many hands have hastened to bear evi-
dence of the truth in this case; and, at t*= head of
these opportune testimonies, I place the ietter of a
oentleman, who, besides his own great authority,
gives a reference to another, who, from his long po
litical positien in our country, the powers of his
mind, and the habits of his life, happens to be, of all
living men, the one who can shed most light upon
the subject, I speak of Colonel Timothy Picker-
ing—the friend and companion of Washington—.
nis quartermaster general during the war of the re-
volution—-his Dostuaster General, Secretary of
War, and Secretary of State, during his presidency
—a member of this tody at the time the treaty was
ratified which made usa party of the treaty of
Utrecht—and always a man to consider and to un=
derstand what he was about. In fact;, Washington
wanted no other sort of men about hig.  The wri-
ter of the letter, {"Timothy Pitkin, author of the
work on statistics,) on reading sdme account of the
tallk here about the treaty of Utrecht, and secing
what lack of information wasin the American Sen.
ate, wrote a letter 10 a member of this body, [Mr.
WeEBsTER ] to give him his memoranda of the trea-
ty some forty years ago. I'bis letter is an invalua
ble testimony of the events to which it relates; it
combines the testimony of two eminent men; and I
send it to the secretary’stable to be read. It is dated
Utica, New York, April 9, 1846G:

“[ perceive by the debates in the Senate on the
Orecon question, that, in the decision ot this iimpor-
tant subject, wno little stress is laid by some of its
members on the line setiled between France and
Encland, under the treaty of Utrecht; in 1713, and
that by others it is contended ihat no evidence actu-
ally exists that such a settlement was made under
that treaty.

“1 was somewhat surprised that General Cass
should have ventured, in a public speech to have
placed himselfamong the latter upon the statements
of Mr. Greenhow, a clerk in the Department of
State. 1 have for a long time considered that this
line was adjusted by commissisnaries appointed un-
der that treaty; and in reading the speeches of
Meesrs, Cass and Benton, and your own significant
questions on the subject. Ithought proper to exam-
ine my documents and memorandums for some
proot of the opinion I had thus formed. On such
examination | lound the following extract on this
gubject from Mr. Hutchins’s Historical Narrative
and Topographical description of Louisiana and
West Florida, printed at Philadelphia in 1781,

“ Afier stating the grant to Crozot, of Louisiana,
Hutchins, who was then, I believe, geographer to
the United States, proceeds to zay : ‘As to Canada
or New IFrance, the French Court would scarcely
admit it had any other northern boundary than the
pole. The aviditv of Great Britain was equal; but |

| France, having been urfortunate in the war of 1710, |

the northern boundary of Canada was fixed by the |
treaty of Utrecht in 1713. ltassigns New Britain
and Hudson's Bay, on the north of Canada, to G.
Britain ; and commissioners alterwards, on both
sides, ascertained the limits by an imaginary line
running ‘rom a cape or promontory in New DBritain,
on the Atlantic ocean, in-fifty degrees thirty min-
utes north latitude ; then routhweet 10 the Lake
Misgasing, or-Mistassin ; from thence luither fFouth-
west direct to 1he latitude of forty-nine degrees.—
All the lands to the north of the imaginary line be-
ing assigned to Great Britain, and all southward of
that line, as far as the river St Lawrence, to the
French.

“¢There were at that time,” he adds, ‘ the true
limits of Louisiana and Canada, Crozet's Grant
not subsisting long afier the death ot Louis XIV.

¢ The above extract is taken from a lone commu-
nication made to Mr. Jeflerson, by Col. Pickering.
on the 1Sth of Jannary, 1804, when the treaty of
Mr. King, and of boundaries, was under considera-

tion ; and. of course, after our purchaee of Louisi-
ana. [ presume, therefore, it is correct, though re-

Jative to King’s treaty some difference of opinion
existed between Jeflerson and Pickering. 1 have
been enable, in this place, to have access to this
work of Hutchine; it was. no doubt, well known to
Mr. Jefferson.

“ 1 am not atle to inform you whether he answer-
ed in writing, the ahove communication of Colonel
Pickering ; but fromn Lis declarations made to me
and others, on the 23d of January, 1806, he then
fully beiieved this line to have been thus seutled, in
pursuance cf the treaty of Utrecht.

* At that time, conversing wirh ine and others, at
a dinner party, on the favorite subject of Lewis &
Clarks expedition 1o the Pacific, he declared. (ac-
cording to wy memorandum made at the time,)
* that by the treaty of Utrecht, in 1713, between the
English and French, the line between Loulsiang

o =

i and, on comparison, I find Mr. Pickering's extract
i to be correct to a letter.

The reference of Mr. Pit
kin to what passed, in his presence, at Mr. Jefler-
son’s table, in 1806, in relation tojrhe Lake of the
Woods, recailsa fact which ought 1o be taught in
the schools, to the little girls, in their tiny geogra.
phies, instead of being disputed by bearded men in
the American Senate.
| and thirty years, has been a landmark among na.
tions; for more than sixty years—from the date of
our national existence—it has been a prominent
mark in our nationa' boundaries,

The treaty of Utrecht made it so! and he that
does not know this great historical incident may find
it out by tasting the intellectual crumb which fell
i from Mr. Jeflerson’s table in 1806, and which Mr.
Pitkin has preserved for a feast this day in the A-
merican Senate.  Mr. Jeflerson's 1able was one at

which something else besides the body was fed. 1
| was never at it but once, and then | sat there five
i hours; not for the Bargundy. which was, in fact—
| what a certain American minister said of the king
| of Portugal's dinner—# ezcellent,” but for the con-
versation, which was divine.  And now I will say

stances to remember him also. It was at the extra
session of Congress, in 1813 —he a member of the
House of Representatives, 1 a looker-on from the
hot and suffocating gallery, better paid for my suf-

saw an aged man alwaysin his seat, always atten-

dact struck me; [ ingnired his name; it turned out
to be one who had been
Washington, of whom 1 knew but little up to that
time but through the medium of parly watchwords,
and of whom [ then said, that if events should ev-
er make me a member of Congress, I should love
to imitate the decorum.

T4e line of Utrecht 1s termed, by Mr. Picker.
ing an  imaginary’ line. ‘I'bat is correct. It
was never run. 'I'te treaty required it to be ¢ de
termined ;" and it was determined by astronomical
points and lines and by gengraphical features —the
highlands parting two systems of watere—those of
FHudson's Bay and those of the Canadian lakes.—
And here I will say there were two sets of boun-
daries to be established under this "same treaty of
Utrecht: one on the norta of Canada which was
done as stated within the year limited; the other on
the south of Canada, between Acadia and the Bri-

liited, and which was never done. Confounding

these two sets of boundaries, one of which was de-

minds into error—those miads which cannot apply
words to things.

Mr. Pitkin, in this letter, speaks of a long com-
munication made by Col. Pickering on the 18th of

Mr. King was under consideration, and after the
purchase of Louisiama. Without doubt that was
the identical paper transmitted by Mr. Madison to
Mr. Monree, with his official despatch to that yiin
ister of February 14th, 1884, as *“ @ paper stating
the authority on whickh the decision of the commis.
stoners under the treaty of Ulrecht rests, and the

Louisiana™ I mentioned that paper once before,
when it was pretty well cried down by the senator
from Michigan, [Mr. Cass] [ mention 1t now
again, under belter aunspices, and with hopes of bet-
ter results. ‘I’he anthor is found, and found where
he ought to be, among those who feared the effvet
of rejecting the fifih article of Mr. Rufus King's
treaty of 1803. That treaty settled our whole
northern boundary with Great Britain, from Passa
mavuoddy bay to the Liake of the Wooads, and to the
head of the Mississippi; the fifth article of it brought
the line from the lake by the shortest course to the
versy about the course of that line. Now, it hap-
was negotiated in Paris about the same time that
Mr. King’s treaty was negotiated in London, and
without his knowledge.  ‘I'he two treaties ar-
rived in the United States together—went to the
the Senate tngether, with a strong recommendation
from Mr. Jeflerson to reject the fifth article of Me.
King's treaty, because the acquisition of Louisiana
gave us a new line from the Liake of the Woods
which would run clear north of the head of the
Mississippi, preventing the British from getting to
the river, and thereby rendering nugatory the trea
ty stipuiations of 1783 and 1794 which gave themn
a right to its navigation,

The maintenance of this new line, which was
not only to protect the Mississippr river, but ail
Louisiana, from British ingresston was a pinmary
object of Mr. Jeflerson; and for that purpose the
rejection of the fifth article of Mr. King’s treaty be
came indispensable. The New England senators
dreaded the loss of the whole treaty. if the fifth ar.
ticle was expunged : nine of them voted agatust the
striking out; and it was while this treaty was under
consideration in the Senate that Mr. Pickering, one
of the nine. communicated this paper to Mr. Jeffer-
son, not at all denying the 491h parallel as the line
of Utrecht, but arguing against the construction
which would now makethat line the northern boun-
dary of Louisiana. ¢
not given; possibly the Earl of Selkirk fell upon
some parts of it in his memorial to Lord Holland.

superseded by the connivance of the Spaniards in
nermitting the British to occupy the whole leit flank
of Louisiana as low down in places as 45°. Mr,
Jefferson adhered to his new line.
was struck out. ‘I'he whole treaty was risked and
lost, and it wae forty years alterwards, and we all

gers of war, witk whatexpense of money in calling
out troops, this long contesteld boundary was at last
establisned. All this was risked, all this was en.
countared, to save the line of Utrecht! Yet we
now find that line denied, and all the organs, great
and small, blowing away with might and main to
swe!l the loud noes of denial. and to drown the
voice which speaks up for ihe truth,

Several copies of Hutchin's geographical work
have been sent to me,all containing the words trans
cribed by Mr. Pickering. Other works also have
been sent me. | have more material on hand then
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{ Lake Abnibis, d

That lake, for an hundred ‘

that I saw Mr. Pickering once, and under circum- |

ferance than those who are listoning to me now. 1
tive, always respectful. The decorum of his con- |

formed 1n the schoo!l of |

tish colonish on the Atlantic, for which no time was |

termined and the other no!, may have led some |

January, 1804, to Mr. Jeflerson when the treaty of

reasoning opposed to the construction making the |
40th degree of latitude the northern boundary of |

Mississippi; it ¢losed up the long-standing contro- |

pened that the treaty for the pnrehase of Louisiana |

‘I'he tenor of his argument 1s |

when he supposed it to be abrogated by war, and |

The fifth article ‘

know with what angry discussions, with what dan. |

ty—the geograpl

geographer to g
Wales, printed 8! hi
near Charing Cis ]
royal geographeafl a-h

bl of Thomas Jeffreys, esq.,
ol bighness the Prince of
orner of St. Martin's lane,
don. A. D. 1753. This
vould bardiy curtail the fair
proportions of 3k omiions to whose heirapparent
(afterwards Gedige [J§) he was addressing his
woi k, thus speal@® «f 8 line W hich parts the Brit-
1q French Canadian pos:cs.

“ Beginning agP wisglnle!, on the east coast of
Labrador or N tritaip. in the latitude ol about
. 'Y ritain, ] vo.ill o
| 56 degrees, and @k wing it with a curvel irough

to the 40th degree of latitude ;
ntinaed to the northwest ocean,
b commissioners under the treaty

| from thence to b
jas it was settle
i of Utrechr”
Mr Jeffreys nd
i Utrecht, remark
‘by D'Anville, 18

:0 this dizcription of the fisie: ot
yon the same line as lax down
\ yal French gengrﬂph”’ o
‘,oul what he dee®8 .rroneouns in .1, and luk&s‘cn-d!t
'to himself in maki® - it more favorable to the E n-t;qch
'than the Frencht® ) made it to themselves. The
!atitude of 49 toffl . western ocean is his limu of
' the British posséss ,p, )
. I have said th@ ore material has been furnished
to me than I cdl jse. Amonc these I must ac*
'knowledge the ki®t yess of M: Edmund J. Forstall,
'of New Orlean#fz man of |- tters, and who em3d&
[me a reference t@!l gsilethwait's Commercial Dic-
|tionary, which, in ict, 18 the dictionary of Suvary,
| inspector gvnem’ af French manufactures and com-
;merce in the timet Louis XV, and hose work
! was done into Edgl sh, with improyvements, by Nir.
 Malachi PL)S(I&[‘\' i[, whose name it bears with
| English readers. §"'his dictionary ef Savary con
:lﬂlns, in the bO!l.\" {[he wWoi k’ the dt‘SCprl:‘“n ol tha
t Utrecht line as s 1 om the maps, and tous gives
authorty for wh ppears there.

Another conttfBt:ion, which [ have pleasure to
acknowledge, is8kim a gentleman of Baliimors,
formerly of the 3Bl nse of Representatives. (M-,
Kennedy.) whollg ves me an extract ihe
| Journal of the Bl b House of Commons, March
S5th, 1714, directing 3 writ to be issned for electing a
burgess in the plae of Freldrick flerne, esq. wha
since hiselection, I h accepted, as the Journai says,
the ofRce of one o! nis maj y's commssares for
treating with comnmi saries on the part of France tor
setthing the trade betveen Great Britain and France,
The same entry oc¢ urs at the same timme with re-
| spect to James Mur ay, esq, and Sir loseph Mare-
tyn. The teatharnt -le of the treaty of Utrecht np-
plies to Limits in Nerth America, the eleventt and
fifteerith to commerc:; and these commissaries wera
appointed under som: or all of these ~roeles. Oth-
e18 might have been (ppointed by the King, and not
metioned in the jou nals, as not being members of
Parliament whoe  acated seats were to be fiiled
! All three of the art :les of the treaty were equaliy
| obligatory for thedqp oimtment of commissaries | and
' here is proof that three were appointed under the
I commercial aiticles, ’

3
|
|8

from

| One more niega of testimeny and | have done,
! And, firet, a lilllv-_s!a ement to iutroduce 1it.  We all
' know that one ofg#le debates which took phice in
' the British Hovsdls ~ Commons on the Ashburton
‘treaty, and after@E  treaty was ratificd andg past
| recall, mention wiii ade of a certain map eallvithe
{king’'s map, whi€h ad belunacd tohe late King,
| (George 1il)) arid vng in his Library dunine hs
| ifetime, and 1\(\3{\\![(}5 in the formen oflice, from
which said officetthe said map silontly disappeared
i about the time ofth Ashbuiton treaty, and which
certainlv was not be are our Senate at the trime of
the ratification of£t at treaty.  Well the member
who mentioned ii* Pacliament said there was a
strong red line uois it, about the tenth of aninch
wide, running all@¥a1g where the Americans sand
the true boundary® v:as, with thise words wotiten
talong 1t in four §d tes in Kine Grorge's hand.
cwriting: ¥ This 1@ vald's Line,”” meanine, tis the
| line of the treaty o -ace negotiated by M1y Oswald
{on the British side; 'od therefore called Oswald's
Hine.. A

Now, what | 1\ to say is this: That whenevor
this royal map sht! merge {rom s retreat and ra-
| sume its place inthe Foreign Otfice. on 1t will be
| fonnd another strofig red line, about the tenth of an
inch wide, in anoth@r place, with these waords wi-
Iten on § s between the [ nnd

in: Bmmdg
America “as fved o treaty

. French possessionaht
of Utrecht.” '1'0‘0 iplete this fast and cionmng

| piece of te s(imnny,}'l’ wmve to add that the evulence
jotit is in the Departarent of Stute, as is nearly 1he
i whole of the eviden@e which 1 have used i erush-
Ling this pie-poudre in”g‘ rrection “(hrs puddlelane ye-
bellion”—agninst fedruth and majstv of history,
t which, beginning Wi a clerk 1o the Depariment
l'of State. spread to all 1e organs, bix and Tutie; then
| reached the Senate he United States, held divid-
led empire in this cli@ ber for four months, and now
dies the death of th@t liculous.

I have now got teht e end of theerrors which 1
propese tocorrect atl e presen time. | have consuin-
ed the day in getting ready to spenk—in cleaning
away the rubbish whs h had been piled upin my
tpath.  On anotner ¢4y if the Senate whll indules
‘me, [ will goto wotl 0 the Orecon question, wnd
iendcavor 1o show haw r we shall be right, and how
'far we may be wrps. . 10 exercizing the Jurisdic.
| tion and sovereignity’ w ich this byil propases Cwhich
|18 nota copy of the .B’ Ash act, but goes far bevnnd
li1) over an undefinedies ent of territory, to which we
 know there are congiz' ing claims. Light upon ks
| point, at this ime, m@y e of service 1o cur country-
land I mean to disch#eg: my doty to her, regard.
less of all consequeneesto myscli.

What we are —Nﬁ‘ country has a finntjer Jing
of more than 10 000Fni les.  We have a line of seq
coast of nearly 4 000 piles; a Like const of 19200
milez.  One of our WMEnse rivers istwice the sjze
of the Danube, the lafest river in Europe. I
Ohio is 600 miles longhr than the Rhine, and 4o
| Hudson has a navigal@@ of 120 miles longer thyy,
i‘the Thames. The rle State of Virginia is o
third largor than Esghnd. Ohio contains 5192
000 acree more than @cland—from Maine 1o (s
'is farther than from @ 1on to Constantinople, ang
!so we_migh! go on g fill pages, cnumerating
tances, rivers, lakes, "»s and bays, with cump
tive estimates of size 8 ver, and populaticn.
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“ Not Bad'-—An
| ing her fare on the Ha
ed a bright Mexican
| Mr. Marks, the agent,
| She looked at the déal
handed it back. W
Fsaid Mr. Marks, ©
'+ No | dou',” was t

lady the other dﬂy, :
pm raitroad cars, was ho).
(lar of recent coinpoe by
making change (or 5 bill
for an insiant, ang then
1s the matter, 9004 lady 2
¥, :
."‘ you like the money 2"
pNSWVEr. Y And why not?
(Is itnot good 7" said Mr Matks. Yo, oon Mwaid
the old lady, * we've @ #0108 war wyh the ’\lhex"
cans, and their money | von’t be good for nr;th‘r;)'-
inow.” Mr. Marks puf the Mexican shiner in hg
pocket, and h{mdpdg 3 CUBlomer a gy u(,n.::
‘““ promise to pay.”! _Bl€ Was satisfied, and "\'l
. Marks passed along. | | =

Tt is said that thera

Ace on the. Islang of

s ‘ obacco, and the turkics
on't believe i,
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