79

“been gmnted in contempt of English laws That in th&country under the swa) of the
English Crown extraditions cari only be granted in cases provided for by law ; that the
- law which regulates this matter of extradition with respect "to France is the Bill which
. approved . the Treaty of 1843; and that this Bill does not permit the granting an
~ extraditibn on thé demand of a Consul for a crime which the English law does not
: recogmze as a forgerw 2
B To this it is easy to answer, thqt foreign Powers who dem'md and obtam ‘the extra-
dmon of criminals who have taken refuge in England are not obliged to trouble-themselves
with the question whether the English authontxe: who decide on the e\tradltlons have.
observed, or not, the spceial laws of “their country. .
- The Enﬂhsh Minister cannot, indeed, mamtam that - there has been a vmlatxon of the
- principles of 1ntemat10nal law; for Lamirande hns not been taken by violence or fraud ftom
" British sail. - . Ui
‘We can' undexatandn ‘diplomatic demand with reference to an act which has been
.. doné agamst the will or_in -contempt of the rights of the Power - maku}g thesdemand.
¢ But there is hardly any ~explanation for 2 demand by a Government with referencétosan
“act that emarnates from itself. If the extradition, of Larnu'ande ought .not to haxe tali‘n*
place, according to the English law, “its cops"nt nunht iot to’ have been vwen. " But
extradition once effected, it cannot possibly be: rétracted. N
- French justice has now pronounced sentence. It has eondomned Lamlrande for the’
crime of forgery. If, after the decision of the French jury, it should be necessary to
_ restore Lamirande to liberty, to.send him back to England, there to-enjoy with impunity
_the fruits of his misdeeds, this would be a- pubhc scandal. Tt°is only with great reluc- -
* tance that the French Government can chtertain the demand of - hn"land Happily
- there exists in the Treaties no stipulation which obliges.Frauce to restore Lamirande.
' But if, through some impossibility, France found Tesell forced to make this restitu-
tion, this would be the most manifest condemnation of the: Treaty of 1843. ‘

Up to the-present time this Treaty had remained a dead-letter. The French Govern-
ment had not been able to obtain any extradition from England. :
‘ Here, however, an extradltlon has beg¢n rrranted on account of a crime that had

strongly excited public opinion. +The culpnt sunendeled to ‘French justice has been
condemned by a jury of his country,- and -flow we must restore h1m to Enoland in
order to hinder him from undergoing lis penalty’!

This Treaty of 1843 between Eriglan# and France, which has been denounced by our
Government, and which has since only: Ben prowsxonally prolon"cd six months at a time,
ought to be definitively adjudged. Even white appealing to -it in cases which were
expressly provided for in it, France, previous to 1866, was not able to obtain the extia~
dition of accused persons. who had taken refuge-ir England:  Matters of fact have always
hindered the demands for extradition of accused persons from succeeding. Neither was it
possible to obtain the extragition of persons who had taken refuge in British Fossess.xons,
on account of a strict legal technicality, derived from the -fact that the Treaty only
mentioned accused and not ; condemned - -persons. * So thiat, whether from considerations of -
fact, or from consnderatlons of law, accused and condemned were able to ﬁnd 1mpumty
in England P o~ .

In this instance, were the dema.nd adrmtted it, would be necessary that the operatlon
of justice should be stopped®again on a fresh ground for thie result would be impupity for
accused persons dehvered up by England and condemned after thexr extradxtlon oy our
tribunals.

Would there not then, be occasion to acknowledge that the- Txeaty of 1843 has- been .

‘trxed long enough for "the dignity of France? '
S (S.!B,F!?ﬂ?ff g CH DUVERDY

i

No. 38. ' ’
Mr. Fane'to‘ Lord Stanley.——;;(Receivec_i Februa;y 27.).‘ '

.
(Extract) : ' ' -+ Paris, February 25, 1867.

" THE- brother of M. La.mlrande called upon me thls day for the purpose of Yacmg in
my hands two letters addressed to Earl Cowley, copies of which I have the ﬁqnour to
inclose. The one. is from M. Lamirande himself, withdrawing the appiication made by
him to Lord Cowley in Septeémber ‘last, that Her MaJesty s Governtent would, demyand his .
surrender by the French Government ; the other, which is signed by the father and brother
of M. Lamirande, transmits his letter and approves its contents,



