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wttM said that umong our neighbors extradition was a judicial not, and not an u Imiiiistra.

live niintsuro. In doiunnding liainirando, the KngliHh (lovornuiont would g>vo the linul

blow to this doctrine; for if liaiiiirando hiis been given up in virtue of a judiiial dcoisirui,

how can the a<luiiiii»trative power nrrogato to ilscU tho riglit to jud'j;o, nfMreciato and
roviso that judicial decision, which has iicf|uirod tho authority of a matter ndj idgod ;*

Again, if tho Knglish (iovernmont believes that, in tho oounlrics inidei its rule, ex-

tradition is u judicial act, there is no explanation for tlio talked of doniaml.

L<Vir, it is to be noticed, according to what is H.iid ol this dcmuiid, that no (|uostion in

raised on those points advanced before tho French tribunal iu tho interest ol' Latnirande.

Thus, the Knglish (Jovernmetit does not complain of a judicial decision v/hi(!h was
not deilnitivc, having been executed in spite of an appeal, or tl.o right of appeal,

by Jjamirando. Wo could understand, to u ocrtaiu point, tho executive power of a

country which gives executive force to the decisious of justice, eoiuplaining of the

execution of a decision to which it has not given this executive force ; or that tim

executive force, which can only emanate from itself, hsis been erroneously given to tho

sentence of a judge. Wo may reply to a demand placed on these picas, that it was
tho business of tho tlovcrnment whirji makes the demand to watch the execution of tho

acts of tho tribunals or of tho administ. itivo agents in its territory, but that, the acts

once carried out can no longer bo revised, sinoo tho p'^rsons to whom they apply are no
longer within its jurisdiction. JJut, wo repeat, in thi;. case tho demand might bo intelli-

gible to a certain point; whereas iu tho demand, ori it i.at present framed, Knglaud avow.s

that she has no formal objection to iiiako • ,;ainst tho aeoision of tho -fudge who ordered

tho extradition—she only pretends that the Judgo l.as given •. srrong decision, that ho
ought not to have entertained the demand.

What becomes then of that grand principle of tho a\i!l")riiy of nn adjudged matter,

which is acknowledged, proclaimed and respected by all gov. r>imonts '/

Does the Cabinet of Ijondon wish to protend , t tho extradition ' Lamiraude has

been granted in contempt of iCnglish law ; that n ilto country un>lei tho sway of tlio

English Crowu extraditions can only bo granted i : oa.^os provided for by law ; that tho

law which regulates this matter of extradition with respect to Franco is the liiil widch
approved tho Treaty of 18 l.'J, and that this IJill doe.s not permit tho granting an extra-

tion on the demand of a consul ibr u crime which the J'juglish law docs not recogni/.e as a

forgery '{

To this it is ea.sy to answer, that foreign powers who demand and obtain tho

extradition of criminals who have taken refugo ia England, are not obliged to trouble

theiiiselvcs with tho ((ucstiou whether tho i'Jnglish authorities who decided on tho extra-

ditions have observed, or not, tho special laws of their country.

Tho English Mini.ster cannot, indeed, maintain that there has been a violation of the

principles of international law, for Lamiraude has not been taken by violence or fraud from
British soil.

Wn tan understand a diplomatic demand with refercuco to an act which has been
djiie against the will or in contempt of tho rights of tho power making the demand. jJut

there is hardly any explanation for •• '•. mand by a government with reference to an act

that emanates from itself. If tho cx.:.;adition of Lauiirando ought not to have taken place,

according to English law, its consent ought not to have been given. ]Jut extradition, onco

effected, it cannot possibly be retrncted.

French justice has now pi nounecd sentence. It has condemned Lamirando for tho

crime of forgery, if, after tiio decision of tho French jury, it should bo necessary to

restore Lamiraudo to li^oiLy, to send him back to England, there to enjoy with impunity

the Iruits of his misdeeds, this would bo a public scandal. It is only with great reluc-

tance that the French Government can entertain the demand of England. Happily there

exists in the treaties no stipulation which obliges Franco to restore Ijamirande.

But if, through some impossibility, Franco found herself forced to mnkc this restitu-

tion, this would bo tho most manifest condemnation of tho Treaty of lS4o.

Up to tho present time this treaty had remained u dead letter. Tho French Govern-

ment hud not boon able to obtain any extraditions from England.

I ' pre, liovrovcr; an extradition b»s been granted, oa accouut of a cr|iuc that ha^


