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I rcpret to say that the more the subject has been examined, the p;reftler

have bi'cii found to be tiie Icyal dinicultics with which tlie whole (jucstion is

surroniidcd.

Tlu" matter mii;lit l.c ilisposci! of wiih coiniiaraliM' t ase, if nn otiicr |)arty but
the one naturalized were to be atfccti'd by tlic renunciation or rfuiissioii ofiiatur.-l

allefifiancc, llioiij;li men in that cas;' il would Ik- ruTcssary to dcjcrniinc wiv'ther
sucli renunciation or remission should be a!)solutc. or ulieilier rcadinission into the

fold of original allcLriance should be perniitteil; and if so. on what terms, ami under
what conditions.

But other and more ci)m|)licaled matti-rs arise when questions of descent,

succession, title to property, and the y,enerai i)earini;- of munici|)al laws adapted to

the c.vistii.t;' stati; of thin:i;s !ia\c lo be consi lircd, ami nnuh diHieulty mii^ht arise

and much liti^-ation occur in the Courts, and maav (piestions mis;lit come into

discussion betivccn (iovcrnments. unless such m;iltcrs werc^ duiv weii;lied and
discussed, and ilelinile pi'inciples. by which ,ill sucli dilliculties should i)e obviated,

were adopted between I lie countries concerne(l and >vcre sanctioned by their respec-

tive Lei'isl.itures.

As rei;ar(ls this country, if t!:e iirineipics of the Prussian Treaty were to be

adopted as tht" ;L;roini(i\vork ol" a Treaty i)"twe''n (Jrea Hritain ami the United
Stales, it would he iiecessary lo consider tic bearin;;- which such a Ti'catv woidd
have, not only on the common and statute law. but also on the let;isl;>tion of

Uritisii Colonies; and, coiisiderinj"' tiie close res'Mid)lance between the law and
procedure ol' tlii:; couuir, and t!i;;se(il' thcLnited Statics, the s:ime |)rocess wouhl
doid)tl«'ss have to !)(• j;()ne ihiou^li llierc ; an i in l)olli .t w<ni!d probably be found

that a c()nsi(lcr;d)le revision of the law would be ii'tpiired to enable a Naturalization

Treat v to work smoolldy.

'Jlie only instruction. ihercCoie, that lie r Majesty's (lovernment feel can now
be safely ^iven to you is. that you should assure Mr. Seward ol'tluMr anxious desire

to act in concert with the Ciovcrnment of tiie United States in cndeavourinj> to

devise some eU'eclual means foi- setlins;at resl this important and intricate (|ueslion.

Th.e obstacles to immediate action winch lliey see are of a leoal, not of a political

character. 'J'hcy disclaim the idea of dciiriiit;- to maintain and enlorci! the doctrine

of indcrcasiijie .illco-ianc, and are (piitc willing;' to adopt tlu" |>rinciple of expatria-

tion, wliich they thiid\ oup;ht jjroperly to be cimceded by a (iovernmcnl, which h)r

m.any years past, has s.iriclionod, ;ind even encourap;ed. an extensive emigration of

Hritish subjects to lorei<j;'n Slates.

II is llicir intention at once to instil\itc .an incpiiry into the le};al bearin<;s of

the rpicstion, and they hope tiiat tiie result of this intpiiry niav bo the produclion,

without unnecessary loss of time, of a well-considered and satisfactory measure.
You are at liberty lo communicate this despatch lo .Mr. Seward, ami to give

him a copy.

I am, &c.
(Sigjicd) STANLEY.

No. 4.

Lord Stonlcy la Mr. 'r/iornton.

Sir, Foreign Officr. Marrli 21, 1808.

I RECI^IVKD. this morning, your telegram of yesterday, slating that

Mr. Seward is prepared to sign a Nnurali/.ation Treaty between the United Slates

.111(1 England, similar to that between the United States and Prussia, though
modified in certain |)oints which you specify.

Ft is with great regret that I have felt constrained by circumstances which
will have been explained in my «los|)atch of the 14th, and which are fully

explained in my previous despatch of tliis day, to reply to you by teleg.aph that,

although Her JMajesly's (lovei'iiment ha\e no oi)jection in jirinciple to alti'r the law
of naturalization, yet thai the legal details involved in this (pieslion reciuire such
careful consideration, that il is impossible for Her Majesty's liovernmeiil, without

further incpiiry, to authorize you lo sign any Treaty on the subject.

I am, &c.
(Signed) STANLKY.
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