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;HE ALABAMA CLAIMS—SECRETARY
FISH'S INSTRUCTIONS

I'lhio following is anextiact from M, Fish's

second letter of insttuctions to Mr. Motley:

 Departmont of State,

*Washington, Sapt. 25th, 186‘5.‘
#Sir—1Vhen you left hera upon your mis |

sion the moment was (not) thought to be
the most hopeful to enter upon renesved dis-
cussion on negotiations with the Gevernment
of Groeat Britain on thesubject of tha claims
of this government ngainst that ot Iler Ma.
jesty, and you are instructed to convey to
'Lord Clargndon the opinion of the Presidaent
that the suspansion of discussion for a short
period nmught allow tho subsidence of any
excilement or irrvitation growing out of
events then recent, and might cnable tho
two governmonts to approach more rendily
to a solution of their differences. You have
informed o that Lord Clarendon saw no
objection to this course, and agreed with
you thatit would be wellto give timo for
the emotions which had been exated of
late {o subside. The President is inclined
{0 believo that sufficient time may hiavo now
olapsed to allow the subsidonco of those
emotions, and that thus it may be oppor
tune and convenient at the plf*gsenz conjunc-
tion to place in your hauds for appropriite
usaa dispassionate oxposition-of the just
causes of complaint of the United States
against that of Great Britain.
do thix in a satisfactory manner, it 18 noces:
sary to go back to the boginuning of the acls
and events which have in their progress and
consummation so much distarbed the other-
wise amicable and friendly relations of the
two gbverniments.”

The Secretary then entersintlo ahistory of
the grievances, in the course of which he
writes:

“ The precipitancy of thedeclaration of
the Quecen’s government, as Mr. Bright
characterized it, tho remarkable celerity un-
der and the unfriendly haste with which it
was made, appears in its having beon dotor-
mined_on tho 6th May, four days prior to
the arrival in Jondon of any ofticial knosw-
ledge of the President's proclamalion of
April 17th, 1861, by referenco to which the
Queen's proclamation has since been de-
fended, and that it waz actually signed on
the 13th of May, the vary day of the arrival
of Mr. Adams, the new American minister,
as if in the particular aim of forastalling and
preventing explanations on the part of the
States. ‘The premuaturaness of tho measures
is furtber shown by the very tenor of the
proclamation, which sots forth its own res
son, namely. Whereas hostilities have un-
bappily commenced between the United
States of Americs and cortain States styling
themselves the Confederate States of Amer-
ica,

Hoe then argues ‘that there was no just
ground for the proclamaticn of belligerenc;.
He says thero was no such fact of necessity,
no such fact of continued and tlagrant exist-
ing hostilities, to justify the action of Great
Britain in tho present case. Henco the
United Statesfeit constrained at times to
regard the proclamation as the signof a
purpose of unfriendliness to them and of
friendliness to theinsurgents, which purpose
could not fail to aggravatoall the ovils of
the pending contest, to strengthen thesn
surgents and to ombarrass the legitimate
government; and soit proved, for as time
went on, as insurrection {rom political cune
at lengéh to be military, as the sectional
controversy in the United Stetes procoeded
to exhibit itself information of great armies
and floets, and in prosecution of hostilitics

In order to}

on a scalo of gigantic magnitude then it was
that tho spirit of the Queen’s proclamation
showad itsell in the avant, seeing that in
virtuo of that proclamation marilime entor-
prises in the portsot Great Britain which
would otherwise have been. piratical were
rendered lnwiul and to the end continued to
bo the avgenal, nnvy yard, aad teeasuway of
the insurgent Confederates, A spectacla
was thus presented without precedent or
paraliel in the histovy of civilizod nations
Ureat Britain, although a professed friond of
the United States, yot in time of avowed in-

I ternal peace permitied atmed cruisers to be

fitted out and harboured and equipped in
her ports to sail against the merc?xant ships
of the United Statesand tv burn and des.
woy them until our maritime cunmmeorce was
swopt from "the ocaan. The merchant ves.
sels were destroyed par.cularly Ly the eap
tors who had no ports of thetr owu in which
to refit or to condemn prizes, and whoso only
nationality was the quarter decks of their
ships, built and despatched to sea, and
though seldom in the name still professedly
owned in Great Britama. Earl Russell truly
said: It so happensthat in thus conflict the
Coufadorates have no ports oxcept the Mar-
soy and Clyde from which to send out ships
to cruise against the Federals’. The num
ber of our ships thus directly destroyed
amounts to nearly 200, and the valua of the
property dostroyed to many millions. In-
directly tho effect was to increase the'rate
of insurancein the United States, to diminish
axports and imports, and otherwise obstruct
domestic industry and production, and to
take away from the United States its im-
mense foreign commerce, and to transfer
this to themerchant vessels of Great Britain,
so that while in the year 1860 the foreign
merchant tonnage of the United States
amounted to 2,548,237 tons, in 1866 it had
sunk to 1,496,923 tons. This deprecialion
is represonted by a corresponding incraase
in the tonnage of Great Britain during the
sameo period {o the amount of 1,120,450 tons,
and the amount of commerce abstracted
from the United States and transferred to
Great Britain during the same period is in
still greater proportion. Thus, in effect, the
war againstthe United States was carried on
from tho ports of Great Britain by British
subjects in the nawme of Confederates. Mr.
Cobdan, in the {louse of Comwmons, charac.
terized by these very words the acts permit.
tad or suffered by the British Government:
“You have baeen carryingon thewar from
these shores against the United States, and
have been iuflicting an amount of damage
on the country greater than would have
been produced by many ordinary wars."’

Again ho writes : .

*¢ 1t remains only in this relation to refer
ta one other point, namely, the question of
negligence—neglect on tha part of the offi-
cers of the British Government, whether
superior or subordinate, to detain Confeder-
ata cruisors, and especially the Alabama, the
most successful of the depredators on the
commerce of the United States. On this
point the President conceives that lttle
necds now be said for various cogent rea
sons. The matter has been exhuustively
discussed already by the department, or by
successive Amsrican ministers. If the ques-
tion of nogligence be discussed with frank
noss it must be treated in this instance as o
case of oxtrome negligence, which Siv W,
Jones has taught us to regard as equiva!ent
or approximate to evil intention. Thegques-
tion of negligence, tharefore, cannot bo pre-
sented without dau%er of thought or lan-
guage disrespectful towards the Queen’s
‘ mumisters, and the President, whils propos-

ing. of courso as his sense of duty requires,

to sustain tho vights of tho United States
in all their utmost smplitude, yot intends
to epoak and act in relation to Great Britain
in the same spirit of international respect
which he expoots of her in relation {o the
United States, and ho is sincerly desirous
that il discussions betweon the govern-
ments may bo so conducted as not only to
pravent an sggrayvation of existing difliculty,
Lut, to tend to reasonable and amicable de
termination ns best becomes Lwo great na
tions of common origin and conscious
dignity and strongth.”

Again the Secretary snys ¢

“It is impossible not to compare and cen-
{rast the conduct of tho States General as
regards Great Britain on the occasion of
re rolt of tho British Colonies with that of
Grent Britain as regards the insurrection in
the Southern States. No flects were, fitted
out by America in the ports of the Nether-
lands to proy on the commerco of Great
Britain, Only in a single “instanco . did
American cruisers havo a tomporary harbor
aga in Texel. Yonr after year the cxports
of munitions of war for the Netherlands
were forbidden by the States General; but
novertheless Great Britain treated the do-
claration of neutrality by the States General
and the observance of that declaration as
sufficient cause of war against tho Nether
lands, prior to which the British Govern
ment continually compluined of the oc-
casional supplies derived by the colonies
from the'Jsland o} St. Eustaphe. How light
in this respect would have been theburdens
of the late insurrection if British aid had
been confinad to contrabrand commaerca bs-
tweon the insurgents and the port of Nas-
sau. Not such is the complaint of the States
against Great Britain. Weo complain that
the insurrection in the Southern States, if
it did oxist, was continued, and obtained its
enduring vitality by means of tue resources
it drew from Great Britain,  Wo complain
by reason of the imperfect disoharge of its
neutrai duties on the part of the Queen’s
Government that Great Britain became a
military, naval and financial basis of the in-
surgents against the United States. Wo
complain of the destruction of our merchant
marine by British ships, manned by Britisi
sanmen, armad with British guns, despatch-
od from British dockyards, sheltered and
harboured in British ports. We complain
that by rezson of the policy and acts of the
Queen’s ministers injury incalculable ivas
inflicted on the United States.”

" TOE AMERICAN NATURALISATION
QUESTION.

England isat last about to abandon, by
legislative enactment, her long contested
claim to the abs oluto allegiance of those
born under her flag, a question that has been

discussed ot some length by the American
people, and by them urged upon tho atten-
tion of the British government. This isa
matior of considorable interest {o the many
thousand emigrants from Ireland, especially
those who bhave removed to the UTnited
States. Ina speech by Mr. Otway, Under
Secretary for the Foreign Department, and
member for the House of Commons for
Chatham, made befere his constituents, on
the 20th inst., he expressed his hearty satis.
faction of tho question, and remarked that
an act had boen drafted, which would be
brought lLefore parliamaent at its next ses-
sion, onabling British subjects in thit coun-
try {o divest themselves of their nationality
whenevor they seo fit fo doso. Wa present

below, a racapitulation of the facts and ar




