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his reply -
Queoen's praclamatior
snys i —

1 of ncutrahty.

noto of tho 30th ult., ot the subject of the
blockade of the porls in several of the
Statos, I deem it proper to state “for your
information :— )
11, That thoe blockade will bo strictly en.
forced upon the principles recoynized by the law
of nations.
“ w2, That armed vessels of neutral states
will have right to enter and depart from the
interdicted ports.”
Now, observe, first of all, the blockade
was not, as Mr. Seward now pretends, o
municipal closing of the ports; it was “a
hlockade on the principles recoguized by the
law of uations,’” and the fundamental prin-
ciple of that law is that no bleclkade can be
declaved except where a war exists.
But, again, what is the meaning of the
words “necutral States?” Mr. Seward writes
to the same effect to Iord Lyons on May 9:
—«T¢ will be seen that there are yet five or
six days for neutrals to leave."
It is not a little amusing to sec how the
tipeutrals” of the * blockade™ of 1861 be
came the *strangers’ of the *closing of the
ports' in 1867. On May 2, 1861, no Gov-
ernment had issued a proclamation of neu.
trality, why does Mr. Seward talk of “neu-
teals 7 Why but because the word “neu
trals? flowed to his pen spontaneously as
tho natural and necessary result of o stato
of “open, flagrant civil war,”” and of a
“blockade to Lo enforced on the principles
recognised by the law of nations 2" If there
was no war, and if there were no belligerents
on May 2 and May 9, 1861, how came Mr.
Seward at these dates to be treating all for-
eign States as *neutrals?” Who first utter-
ed that terrible and odious word, **neutral-
ity,” for which we are now called to account;
who first **baptised” England as a ‘'neu-
tral?  Was it Mr. Seward, in his official
despatches on May 2 and May 9; orwas it
the Queen of England, in her proclamation
of neutrality, on May 13?2 If Mr. Seward
could inforin tho English minister on May 9
that in five or six days all neutrals would
E have to leave, how comes it to besucha
hostile act on the part of the English gov,
ernment to issue a proclamation of neutral-
ity four days after? IHas Mr. Seward ever
2 rcad the fuble of tho wolf and the lamb?
We can perhaps hardly be surprised that
B Mr. Seward maintains that the blockade is
§ no proof of war, since he contends that there
BB might bo m:utrals, but there ought to have
MR Leen no neutrality.  The question, in short,
j which Mr. Seward wants us to refer to arbi.
% iration is whether, when ho served a notice
on us as neutrals, we were cntitled to issue
f o proclamation of neutrality.
8 | think, after this review of Mr. Seward's
g language in 1661 and 1867, I am entitled to
ask whether the annals of the intercourse of
avihzed nations present any examnple of a
smilar contradiction between the lauguage
ol the same minister with referenco to the
Esame facts at different objects? 1 cite these
assages not raatuly as o revelation of Mr.
feward’s ideas of diplomatic consistency; I
Edduce them as a proof that this is & ques-
ion on which we cannot be expected to sub-
it to arbitration. No man is entitled to call
hpon you to subiit a question to arbitration
hen you hold under his own hand the ad.
mission that his claim is unfounded. I cite
ese despatches of Mr. Seward to prove
hat not only in Europe, but in America,
1876 WAS N0 one who é’oubtcd—-nnd leastof

!

character of the blockade. Mr. Seward pons
on May 2—i. ¢., 11 days beforo tll;o
e

“In ackndwledging the receipt of your

in the fullest senso of the word existed bLo. eringfair terms of accommeodation on evory
fore the English proclamation of neutrality pomnt which could be regarded as doubtful,
was published, that that proclamation was .and opposmg a firm front to unjust and un-
consequently justifinhlo and necessry, and  reasonablo demands, tho Government have
that tho assertion that it ereated the Amer  done their duty by thoe nation, and earnestly
ican civil war is one which is too absurd to  hiope thut they will receive the support they
be made the foundation of a reasonabloclaim  ave entitled to expect from a just and a
for arbitration. - courageous people.

If this letter were not already too long, [
might point out the singalar absurdity of,
mixing up the question of the rocognution of
belligerent vights with the claims in tho case
of tho Alubama. Bven Mr. Seward hardly
pretonds that at the time the Alabama sailed
civil war did not exist, and that the United
States had not treated the South as bellig-
erents.  The “pemature vecognition then,
cre;xllf1 it was a ’soun(l grlouud oll‘lcomlplaint,
could have nothing in the world to do with sy s N X
the caso of the Alabama, £2; Major F. E. D, £2; Capt. P, F.B., $2;

There is another point which scemis to Ensign R. Y. E., §2; J.S. McD., $1; Dr. L.,
hl-.we escaped Mr, lScw:ml's :wutelncss.b Ilf §2; Capt. E,, 25cts.; Lt. W.D. R., 2 cts. 5
there was no war, there was no right of bel. 9% nhe o . 2 92 . Tnal
ligerent capture.  Consequently, all the . J, Z5cts; Lt..Col. . ? S $2.25; ,};' nsign
American condemnations of English vessels IL. S, $2; Lt. W. J. R, 815 Lt. D, §2.
for breach of blockade, contraband, L., are tlaystrox.—Capt. C. AL, §2;5 J. A, $1: Lt
illegal l; and tl:;n'elbrlc all tl'xcstla dcnpt.urcs J. 3.0, LD, §2; Lt.-Col., V.B.M., $2; Col.-
must be restored, with costs and damages. . r A . N s,
I really hardly know why, on this footzi;ng, + Sergt. W. 8, 81 Cnp'uun G. B S"‘I“B" =i
we should not take Mr. Neward on his own - J. 11 R., $2; Dr. T. W., (Sur. F.B.)) §2;
ground, for the balance of compensation due  Sergt.-Major J. B., §0cts.; Alex. I, $1.
would be immensely in our fuvour. Axcaster, (Ont.)—Lieut. W. D., $2.

Sir, no man values at 2 higher rate than [ -~

do the friendship of America, 1 hope, as far  Cvaen.—Capt JLIL S, &2

as it has come within my sphere, L havedone  Marcarrr, (Osgoode)-~Lieut. J. 1., §1,

what 1 could to contribute to the mainten- 4, 50 _Dp. J. K. R, $2.
Braxteorv.~W. P, 81,

HISTORICTS.
January 1sth.

REMITTANCES RECEIVED.

During the week endmng Feb. 15th, we
, hmve received, on aceount of subscriptions,

as follows :—
Toroxto.—Gen. 8., C.B., §2; Lt.-Col. G.,
). ).

ance of that friendship.  But the friendship
of nations, like that of individuals, can only
Le safely and permanently founded on the
basis of mwtual respeet. Where we ave
wrong, let us confess it; where the question
is doubtful let us rvefer it; where we aro
clearly in the vight let us assert that right
<likemen. [ think I know something of the
Ameriean people, and 1 am sure that it is
not by timlbxty or vacillation that you can win
their friendship or purchase their respec:.
Theirown position among mankind is due to
the astonishing fortitude with which in cir-
cumstances of weakuness and difficulty they
have ever vindieated the rights of an inde
pendentnation. They respect inotherswhat
has constituted their own greatness. 1 be.
lieve that & war between England and Ame.
riea would be the greatest calamity which
cam befall not only cither nstion, but the
whole of mankind. But depend upon it, Sir,
ina great cause timidity is not the path
which leads to peace. Danger, like death,
pursues those who fly it most:—

“Mors et fugneem }vcrscqui(ur vinun

Nee parcit Imbellis juventa

Poplitivus thimldove tergo.” .
IT the Government of the United States
quarrels with us on the guestion of the re- !
cognition of belligerent rights, it can only be:
because they are determined in any event |
to quarrel with us. 1 do not belong to the
political party of whicih lLord Stl:mk-y 1Isan
clinent ormamient.  But on the question ¢ . . el cepmab t .
where the reputation and the «a(‘ct)! of the , he is there fm some mxssxonyof greabimpor
country are mwolved L can recognise no dis- * tance. It iy feared there is not now the
tinction of party. I secin the Government . remotest prospect of that evactuation by
of thie Queen nothing clse but tho legitunet f prance of the Roman States which the Queen
representative and guardian of the honour}mN advised 1o say in her spech last No-

of the English nation. I believe that on - o2 . o
this question the Government are emphatic. | vember was desirable.  Civita Veechia is
beiny fortified as if it were a permanent

ally in the right. I, therefore, protest
against anything which may tend to weaken | french possession; under the pretence of
sanitary cansiderations, Viterbo has Leen

thewr hands or to impair their credit.
Nothing is more likely than such a course ) ) .
to produce the very evils which persons like | occupied: and the ofticers of the French
army of occupation—amounting m 1its re-
duced state to §,000 men, and susceptible

Lord lobart desiro to_avert. it cncour.

ages a beliel that the opinion of England 13 ien,
of indefinite asugmentation in a few hours—
talk habituully, we are told, as if war were

ANSWERS TO CORRESPONDE

NoTicE.~All communications nddressed to the
Faltor of the VoLUNTEER REVIRW, must be
accompanicd by tho correct name and ad.
Aaress of the riter, to insure attentlon,

NS,

Civis, Guelph.—Thanks. Your remarks
are just and pertinent: local jealousies
should not he allowed to interfere with the
matter of Volunteer accommodation.

Mu. B., Ottawa.—The article - being
+ translated, and will appear in our next.—
' We would be obliged for more of the same
kind.

1. C., Hamilton.—Will be very happy to
see you, and rectify the misiakes of which
you complain.

V. ., Brantford.—If you send us the
ate-of the missing number, we will try and
supply it.

Admiral Farragut has been fefed in Flo-
rence, and the Italian Journals wsist that

B did Mr. Soward Qoubi—thai & civil war

distracted, and incites the American Gov.
ernment to hope that by persisting in such | talk 7y We,
claims they will ultimately prevail.  In off { inevitable mnd imminent.




