
to share in the burtlions imposed upon other subjects whose position would be
invidious as compared wilii tliat oi' tiic former.

It (Inns not seem tliat sucii a provision would lie iiuii^|)Ciis;il)le in a Treaty with

Knjjland ; op. tli '-oiitrarv. the (|ii('.sti(>n ol' rcjjjilrialiiiii liad hctlci' perhaps be left

to the internal lei;i.slalion of each country.

No. 9.

Lord Stanley to Mr. Thornton.

Sir, Fornign Office, .lune I (i. 1 Hiix.

THE United States' Charo^c d'Affaircs lias intjuircd of nic, by direction of

Mr. Seward, wliethor Ib-r .Majeslv's (lovcrnment were prejiarod at once to enter

into a Treaty with (he United States on (ho sid)ject of naturalization.

I reminded .Mr. .Moran, in reply, of the statements which some weeks a^o I

made in the House of Commons, and which were received, as 1 hclieved. with

general approv;\l. that Her Majesty's tiovornment were prepared lo entertain in

principle the cpiestion of a Naturalization Treaty, and no longer held to the doctrine

of indefeasible a'legiance.

Ibit, I observed to .Mr. !\Ioran, that with every ^ood disposition on their part

to contribute to seKiii",- at rest a question which, as it now stood, was calculated (o

interfere with the maintenance of good understanding between this country and the

United States, Her .Majcs(y"s (lovcrnment found it was inexpedient, not to say

impossible, to proceed hastily in a matter which involved points of great legal

difticulty, and might adect the interests not only of persons now in beiisg, but of

persons still unl orn. It was neccssarv, therefore, to consider how British law bore

on the question, ;uid the similarity between the laws of the two countries need scarcely

be insisted upon in sui)p()rt of the statement that there are many legal points to be

considered and determined before either a Treaty can be concluded, or legislation

attempted, by this country.
ller Majesty's (iovernment, I said, have lost no tinu' in seeking to elucidate the

questions to he considered. A Royal C'onunission, composed of very eminent
]iers()ns, had been ai)pointed, and were now engaged in investigating those

questions ; it was imjiossible to sav how long the inquiry would take, but even
apart from the (jiiestion of the inexpediency of anticipating the Hepurt of the

Commissioners, I thought it right to remark that, in the actual state of public

all'airs in Parliament, and considering the general anxiety felt to restrict legislation

to what was al)soiutely recjuired with a view to an early dissolution, it would be

impracticable, even if the Report of the Commission had been agreed upon and
published, to introduce into the House of Commons, with any chance of its imme-
diately becoming law. a Hill for giving effect to the recommendations of tiiat

Report. It could not be expected to pass without much discussion, and for this

there was not now time.

It 'eemed to me. therefore, inevitable that legislation on the subject must be

deferred till the meeting of the new Parliament, and, as the Treaty must be made
c'3pcndcnt on such legislation, it was useless to conclude it at once.

I am, &e.
(Signed) STANLEY.

:

No. 10.

Lord Stanley to Mr, Thornton,

Sir, Foreujn OJfice, September 19, 1868.

THE United States' Minister called upon me this day, and stated to me that

he would hold liiniscif ready, in case Her ^Majesty's (iovernmenl are villing to

agree, to conclude a Treaty of Naturalization between the two countries, generally

similar to those made by the United States with other Powers; such Treaty to be

conditional on tin; passing by Parliament of an Act to enforce its provisit)ns. He
was not authorized, he said, to discuss with me officially the " Alabama" question

until this nuitter had been disposed of.

I was unable to give an immediate reply to Mr. Reverdy Johnson's proposal,


