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THE ALABAMA QUESTIUN.

To the Fitor of the T'imes.

Stp—Tt s the groat privilege of uations
who onjoy tho blessings of free government
thut the policy of their rulers, whether in
domestic 2r forcign affairs, must ultimately
he deotermined by tho public opinion of tho
people themseolves. Tho question of the
velations Letweon England and Awmesiex
does not halonte tinally to tho disposal of
any Seoretary of Suite on oithor side of the
Atlantic 1t must be docided by tho deli-
berate veordict of the national judpment,
formed upon ndequato kinowledgo nnd ma-
ture consideration.  When such tremendous
issues are at stako, no tronble is superiluons
which tends to the formation of a ripe judg-
ment. ‘Tho substantial is—Has Mr. Seward
deminnded that wineh was obviously unfair,
or has Lord Stanloy declined what was
raasonable?  Upon the determination of
these questions must depend tho responsi
Inlity of tha failure of tho settlement of the
mattors in dispute. I shall, therefore, at
risk of exhtusting yowr patience, offer soine
furthor observations which bear upon the
uestions on which it so much concerns us
toarrive nta just conelusion.

I havoalready pointed out my grounds for
affirming that Mr. Seward, on belmlf of
himself and his Guvarnment, is debarved by
his own comlust and statements from con
tending now that at the time of the publica.
tion of the Quecn’'s Proclamation of Neu
trality a state of oivil war did not exist in
the United States, or from asserting that the
assumption by the Governuient of the
Umited States of the belligerent rights of
block+do did not imipose on Lnglinid the
situation of neutrals— situation which we
accepted but did not create.  If that bo so,

then.thedemand onwhich the nogotiation hns -

gone off was demonstrahly unfue and unjust
Beforo I leave Mr. Seward, I must call
attention to another document that places
the mitter, if possible, in a clearer light
than those I have already cited.
19, the President of rhe United States signed
a Proclamatin of Blockade  This was
communicated officially by My Seward to
Lord Lyons on April 27. Ou that day a
further proclammtion was issued. On the
20th, Lord Lyons had an mterview with 3r
Seward, in which he sought information as
to the mnner in which the blockads was to
be enforced. e communicated the result
of this interview in n despatch to Lord
Rassell duted May 2. On that oreasion, Mr
Seward promised 10 give Lord Lyons scopy
of the instructions issued to the blockading
squadron. On May 4, 1861, Lord Lyons
writes to Lovd Russell:—

1 took measures this morning to remind
Mr. Seward privately of this promise, and in
return I recetved the following communica
tion from the State. Department :— .

¢‘The Sccretary of the Navy has furnished
us with a copy of his instructions about the
blockade, butas we have not been able to
find a precedent for communicating.them: to
foreign Governments, you must not expect
a copy at present.  You may, however, be
thus informally assred that the blockade
will be conducted as strictly according to
the recognized rules of public law. and with
as much liberality towards neutrals, as any
blockade ever was by a belligerent. '—Par-
liamentary Papers, 1861; Correspondence
Respecting Blockade, page 6.

Nov, Sir, it is itapossible to exaggerato tho
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phrase inaidentally dropped in some casual
despatch, It is tho official reply of the
Departmont of State to o request on tho
part of tho English Minister that the Amor-
reun Governinent would define precisely the
respectivo situntions of England and Amor-
icn.  Lord Lyoms, with tho nccustomed
;n-udenco of that cxperiencedl diplomatist,
ud not, in his provious. conversation with
Mr. Seward, employed the woids ** neutrals ™
or ““delligerents.”” " Ho had asked what
would bo thd manner in which tho blockade
would bo dnforced on “foreiyn Hufions.”
And what is tho written answor of M.
Seward? e says:—'‘The blockudo is to
bo onforced according to the recoghized
rules of public law.”* ~ And this is tho Min-
istor who now says that it was a ** closing of
the ports by municipal law." It is Mr.
Soward who, on May 4, 1861, in a puper
drawn updivectly ad hoc, with the distinct ob-
jeet of defining the situations of the two coun-
trics, designates the United States of Amer-
ica as belligerents and the English nation
as neutrals, o claims for himself the one
situation, and lio nssigns to us the other.
It is this Ministef who vow denounces the
Queen’s Proclamation issued nine duys after

-which was nothing more not less than.

substantially tho same as his own declaration
—as **an act of wrongful-intervention, with
out the sanction of tho law uf nations."”
And, this document having been handed to
tho representative of tho English nation by
My Saeward himself on tho 4th of May, we
aro required by the samo man to submit to
arbitration the question whether wo awe
teparation to America fou, usperting Quy the
13th of May that the United Suites wore
belhigerant and Englaml neutral. ,in the
faco of this document, I inyite .any wan,
either in England or Amorica, to disprove
wmy assertion that tho first man who * bap.
tized ' England a neutral snd Awmerica o
belligerent, was Mr. Seward himself, the offi-
cial organ.of tho United States.

If I continue tho examination of M.
Seward’s cofrespondence, it is not for the
purpose of achieving a too efsy triumph
over a politician who makes Ins statoments
of liet'acdommodato thomselves to the exi
genries of the oceaston.  Mr, Seward is the
uwnthpiece of the Americin Uovernment,
and wa are entitled to say to that Govern-
ment, ** You havs no right to come forward
and make a demand upon.us at one time
upon ono statement of facts, and then como
and make another demand upon us founded
on an exactly opposite statement of the
tho same facts, You shall not demhnd and
obtan from us in 1861 a recognition and
submission to your Llockadeiontheavorment
that there existed an * open, flégrant, deadly
war,”” and then turn rotnd.upon.us in 1867
and demand.reparation on the assertion that
there was no blockade and nosar.. ‘There
is an old saund muxim of the law, ! allegans
on st qudiendus.” 1 ask you to submit the
followmg account of the state of afliurs in
America at the time of and mmediately
preceding the Queen’s, Proclamation of
Neutrality, as given by Mr. Seward m the
year 1861 and the year 1866, to the judgment
of the public opinion of. England and.Amner-
ica, m order that a just deciston may be
arrived ap-whather Mr, Sgward s entitled to
be heard on thiy subject.., It is_the mare
necessary that these citations should be
muoltiplied because I see Lotd Hobart sup-
gestscthat I have “ocauglit Mr, Seward tyip-

ping’’ on & single occasion. 1t.is my object.

that not on one occssion, or in n casual
expression, but in his whole conduct and
correspondenco with Europe m the end of

April and the beginning of ‘May, 1861, Mr. linevita
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facts of the political situstion of Amoricay
that whioh led the English Government, o
May 13, {oissuc tha Proclamation of Ney
trality.  And that being so0, T any he is ny
now to be heard when ho says that the facy
aro axnctly the opposite of what ho the.
asserted. 1 have drawn up his statemen,!
of 1561 and 1867 in parallel columus in orde:
that they mny be the moro readily compare),
I invito Mr. Bemis’ attention fo thos
parallel pnssages, of what T may call My
Seward's "l’olyglqtf-." e
#3[n, Sewanb. 70 M. Me -SewARb vo Lom

Scuurz, T AMERt-  STANLEY.
OAN MINISTER AT 4 Jan. 12, 1807,
Manpy. . “Beforo tho Queen

# 4pril 27, 1861— l’mclg‘nm}tfbn of New
ixg., 16 days bolara trality, (e, befor
du’s Quécn's Pro- May 13, 1861, or s

clamation, feen glays nfter the de

# For the firsh, tipo spateh of M, §churs,
since (hd foundations the disturbuncain the
of the Federal Bepnb United  States  was
liowere laid with such merely a_local insu
pious care und con- rection. It.acanted the §
sunimate wisdomn, an name of €y to cnabl
insurrection kas.dede- il to fie w civilwar, unl
Iopi}l‘t'(sel/'a:,ul ussupe- to, livo éndowed as
ed {ke arganizalion and such™ witls, maritime
atlilude of a serarats and. othey belligerent
vovimoat rowsn. This rights, ithout that
organization consists authorized name it
‘of several mepbers of might dio, and was
this Union under the unol expected {o liveand §
uame of *Tho Confe, be a flagrant civil war, &
deyate States of Ame, but, 'to, perish a merc §
vica.,, That ‘i;'m%ulnr insurrection. It was,
and usprpingauthori thoreforf, notwithon
ty has instituted civiL design that the Presi §
wat TheGovernment dent: declined to con
of thé Uaited States, for upon the insur. §
in the first place, in- rection the pregnant B
duljes ho profound baptismal name of
approliension for its civil war, to' the pre
safoty, even altliough judice 6f the nation
the Governmeént to whose:destiny was in
wltich yéu are acerd ‘his hands. ° Whait the
dited and manyothers President thus wisely
of the European Con. and humanely daclin
tinent should inter ed to do, the Queen
veho in THIS UNHAPPY of G‘rcn‘i* Brit;in tt())o
CIVIL WAR," romptly periormed.

e Yantised ik slaze
insprrectionwithin the Z’niledsllzt acl
and this, 'do faras the British ndtion and
its influence -tould o, gisk it h fhne to live
and'Poursh and triom \h&ve}- 1h Amneiicon
Union. _By “this’ proteéding the Qutén of
Great Britain’ intervened in the ' purely
domgsiic and' internal affairs ‘of fic United
Statesrand derogiited from tiig authority of
theit Govertiment.  Referznes'to (he éeends of
the Gmewill shew that ‘shé misunderstood the
actunl sttuatiow entirely> - “

«Pho Prasident of  “The disturbances
the United States A 'yoing, “at the time
adopred  défensive veferred to (5., May 8
and’ represive niea 18, 1961)) ‘6fficinlly
sures, cluding the and legally held by ¥
om{frloymer;t of Fed tlie Govermeépt of
cral forces by land the Unitedl States to
and’ by sea, with the be a leedl Theuprection
éstablisment of 1 Mar- this Goverament ha
mye pockane.”? (It the right to ¢r,08E Tus
18 t0 be observed that porrs n  the States
the Prosident's Pro- within the: scefie of
clamation of Blockade insurrection’ by Musi
of April' 19, 1861, crear, 1w, and to for-
states on the {ace of bid stranfigrs from
it thit it is declred all intercdursé.”
in pursuance of “‘lmes "
of ndllgis’") ) ’

«Thorevolutionisis ¢ While as yet the

have oi;’)osedto thesd c ¥, WAR WAS UNDE-
e measares VELOPED, and TBE IN

importance of this document. Itis no loose ,Seward took precisely the same view of the fan ARMY OF INVASION SURGENTS WERE WITH-

itles a civil wwr,




