
Having (lifjKjswl of your financial niis-stutements, let me now demand upon wliit authority you have ventured

to assert that "by uiy intervention people were employe<l to break the law of the United States, and that by my
hands they were paid for so doin;^."" I deny the accusation. I plead, Iwfore the |)eoj'? of England—Not Guilty.

I demand the proof, and, if ever I see England .I'min, will call upon you to pro<luce it before your own Constituents,

or acknowleilge the injustice of the aceu.sation.

I W!us sent into llu- United States in the Spring of IS");"), not to violate the law, but to ascertain llie value of

certain representations nrndc by parties in tliat country, that tiiousaiuls of men wished to eonu' hnvfuUy. ]»eacefully,

and without any infi ingemciit of law. or offence to the authorities, into the Hritish Provinces, there to enlist in tlio

service of the Queen. That duty—one of some hazard and delicacy— I [lerfornied : and I challenge you, if not in

tlie presence of l^u'lialnent. licfore the I'lnpire of which we are citizens, to prove against me one illegal act, done or

instigated in the United States dttring the two nioiitha that I spent in that country.

It is true that the District Attorney laid iK'fore the CJiand Jury of New Yoik, a IJill of Indietiiient against me
for a misdemeanour. Nobody who knows the state of feeliirg in the (rity at the time, or tlie devotion of tiiat fun'j-

tioiiary to the interests of Uus.^ia. will doubt liis anxiety to sustain it—but he could r.ot. It is tiue that a eleik in

my employment, was arrested and tried at Philadelphia— -but he wa.s iiouoiably aeijuittcd, the Judge deciding that

no violr.tion of law had been conimitted. Wliat right have you then to a,ss\ime that I, or any jicrson over whom I

had legitimate contud. violated the laws of the United States I In I>ritisii Uourt.s of Justice you were taught i > jire-

sume tlie iniioL-i nee of persons, arraigned with all the formalities of law. until their guilt was proved. You reverse the

rule. You assume the guilt of a British gentleman, who. for two n.ontlis. walked the streets in the uiidst of his ene-

mies, md the enemies of his country, and whom they d...;;! not try; and of another, who when tried, was honorably

acijuitted.

The only extenuation that I can discover for such folly or injustice, is to suppose that the wretched Philadel-

phia pamphlet, containing the trial of one Henry Heitz atul Emnnuid (,". Perkins, has mislead you. Had you

known that four m<inllis ago. in public letters addressed to the prosecuting oftieer. which have never yet been answer-

ed. I had exposed that poor conspiracy, showing Pel kins to have been insiuie and Hertz uiiwurthy of credit. I cannot

believe that you Wduld have made the speech of which I have so much reason to complain.

Your a'tack on Sir <iaspard LeMarcliant is even more unjust than your attack on me. That officer never

left the Province of which he was the (ioveri.or, w did an act beyond his legitimate jurisdiction. lie opened a

Depot for recruits in Ilr.lifax. on British soil—under our national flag. When Foreign officers came to him and

offered their services or the services of their countrymen, they Avere informed of the terms upon which they would

lie emph>yed and tlieir fi)llowcrs enlisted. The only document \.hieli he sent into the United States, was }ii\ official

public notice that men would be enlisted on certain teims a/ Hulijnx. Judge Kane decided that it was no violation

of law to circulate this notice in the Uniteil States, itliis law be sound, then I challenge yoti to show one act done

by Sir (.Jaspard LeMarch.int. that justifies the coarse language applied to him. As respects the (ioveruor General,

I can only say that I do not believe your allegations. If Sir Edmmid Head erred at all, in this matter, it was on

the side of extreme caution lest offence sliouhl be given. Mr. Crampton has been al'Vised unsparingly in the United

States. He might, however culpable, it appea.s to me, be spared in the British Senate until his defence is coinplete,

and until the peculiar difficulties and delicacy of his position are rightly understood. In a letter which I addressed

to the District Attorney of Philadelphia, on the (llh of November, the conduct of Mr. Urampton, so far as it had

come under my oh.servation, was suceeysfully vindicated. Head a single extract

:

"But all these witiieH!«!S have been summoned to iiiake out, if po.ssihle, a case aguin.st Mr. Crampton. Now I have

evidence to prove the delieiicy and legality of that geiitletiian's (('.iduet and de.aigiis at this period, wortii " a cloud of

witnesses ' .^ucli as you liave conjured up 1 produfe it without tho po.ssibiiily of any concert wit'i ids KxcelkMK-y, whom I

have not s(hmi tor nioutli.-, because I know that it will be weiglx'd in the court to whiih I appeal against the ex pir/e proceed-

ings at Philadelphia. Mv. Bingthal fixes the date of our joint intViietion of uiiu' neutrality laws m\ or about the " 10th or

llith of March." On the 11th of March I received a leMer froin Mr. Cianipton, which I give verliatini. Lot the worKl at

large judge whetlier the wiiter of it was at the time conspire i witli nie to violate the neutrality laws of the United States.

" Washington, March 11, 185,').

My D>;\k Sn-

—

I enclose, for your information and guidance in the nniKer in wlii<l> you are engaged, an opinion which, at my reques*,

has been drawn up liy an eminent American Lawyer, in icg;ird to the hearing of the lUMitrality laws of the United States, upon

the sul)ject. This gentlemen i.- also very well acquainted with the practical operation of the law in this country, influenced as

it always is, more or less, by lln^ pnivalent feelings td' the day, and tlie action of t!ie press. I liaie entire confidence in the

correctnest* of lii.i view.-. Vou will perceive that what can be (Umo in (he U. S. cither by agents of H. >|. tiovernnient directly,

or by American citizens er residents, is reitricti^d within very narmw linii*,- ; and that great caution will be required to avoid

even the least appearance of emtiloyuig any device for eluding the law. I liave entire confidence in your prudence and dis-

cretion in this re.-ipoct, but I would beg of you to inculcate the iiimost cin umspectiou upon all those with whom you uiay havo

to coinuumieato upon this important suhjc't : and to ex[)lain to tluni clearly the true bearings of the case.

I am, my dear Sir, yours truly,

J. F. Cu.\MPT0N."

Having. I trust, sir. taught you a leason of accuracy and circumspection, I beg now to remind ycu that thee was

a time when it was necessary to'send troops from England In British America—when American sympaihizcrs

swarmed upon our frontiers with rifles in then-" hands, and when not $100,000 but £2,000,000 Sterling had to be

expended to preserve these Colonies from the rapacity of the people whose slanders you so readily endorse—who.so

cause y<m are so prompt to esjiouse. Perhaps a little of the zeal in defence of our own nationi.lity and laws which is

now profusely expended upon foreigners, ndght have been appropriate to that pericxl, but I cannot charge my memory

with any very vehement Parliamentary displays.

The Cedar built vessfds of Bermuda pass buoyantly over the waves of o(;ean. and perfume them as they

!>o. You are always liuflettii.g the billows of strife, and leaving x flavor of bitterness behind, Let me, in contdusion,

iidvise you to cultivate hereafter a better opinion of your fellow-ereutures— to display a more generous and genial

wpirit and not to siipintse that, even with the Atlantic between us, you can take imiirojier liberties with

Your Obedient Servant,

JOSEPH HOWE.


