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was not, in liis cj)inJon. n.cJj a> *oulJ JMttifv, on

!

tltot account, the rpjpction of tJ.e treaty. Thej
would, in subi.taiice, be the »anie, and Jiave diH'eied
6wt little, probably, ui the expcn-ie of execution,—
Ether was, bitter than the ctiitr iltfinativcs—to do
toOthinc; to leave thingi iu tin- danseroiw ^:ut«• a eomiuon inlmv,! iViTpftrtm^^V.rthV's^^^^^^we^ 8100(1; orttf jieldlol^ie ri^Wcif w:ai«hor vis. vice or remo«is.trancc ; but it would be carrying hj«

But it aiay be a»hcd. why, with liicfi* imprcs>»jor*.
should he have any ohjectioj. tothi> provision of \J.»'

treaty? It uas, because he was averse to iiiteiferin;
witii other powers, when it could be avoided. It ex-
tends tveii to cases like the present, where there wm

l^tMMB.

St te objcctfid thut t\,f utttku^fa.tt\ enicred tuto it

Virtually an acknowiedgiutt,; ,4 ihc right of warth.
Ke did not so regard it. On the contrar^r, hf con-
bHlercd It, under all the eircuiii!.tar]t« -, as a lurrender
©f ihat claim on the part «f Cireal JJrilair*; a con-
clissioii, which a revicAf of thj. whole tran saction, in
bh, opinion, would justify. Lord Palnier»"tou. in the
Itiirsii place, claimed the umjiiilitied light of ".earch,
i'i which it is understood he was buekeil jy Ihn five
gicatoowers Lord Aberdeen, with taorit wisdom
and moderation, explained it tv iijean the right of
visitation simply; and, titmiJv, the ne£?otiaiiot> is
closed without reference t.> cither, »-imply with a
stipulation between the j irtie* to keep up for five
years a squudron i>f not i «... tiian eighty gunj on the
coast of AlVica, to enforce Nepuratelv and rc^ncctive-
ly t.ie law.s and obligation?" of each of the countries
lor the suppression of the shivc-trade. It i!« carefuU
iy worded, to make it n.utu;d, l.ut at the same lime
Mparate and ii.de]wndent ; er.< h looking to tiic exe.
cution of it* own laws and «.;.iii;atioris, and carefully
excluding the supervision of eki.ej ever ihe other,
and tliercby directlj' rcbuttinc the object of search
or visitation.

The other article, in refcrtnre to the same sub-
jcc',itipu!dfcs that the parties will unite in all be-
coming repre^entatiott and reiuonstrance, with any
powers, wiiliiu %vhose doiviinioun market.* are permit-
led for impoi t.'d African slaves. If he were to per^
mit his lceliiig> to govern him ««clii.»ively, he wou!d
object to this more strongly than any other provision
in the treaty,—nut that he was opposed to tiic object
or the policy of closing tlie market t<» imported' nc
groes, on the contrary, he thought it both ri^ht and
expedient ii> every view. Brazil and the Spanisli
colonies were t!ie only market.*, he believed, still re
Biaining open, and to which thi.* provision would ap-
ply. They were already abundantly supplied with
slaves, and he had no doubt that sound policy ou
their part reipitred that their tnarkets should be final-
ity and efTectually closed. He would go farther, and
say that it wu* our interest they should be. It would
free us from the necessity of keeping cruisers on the
African co:ihi, to prevent the illegal and fraudulent
use of our (1 (g, or for any other purpose but to pro-
tect our commi'rec ia tliat Ciuarter-~a thing of itself
much to be desired. U'e would have a still stronger
joicrcst, if v/e wire governed by selfish considera-
tions, Wc are rivals in the production of se eral
articles, and more especially the greatest of a!, the
agricultural staples—cotton. Nest to oU"* own coun-
try, Brazil possesses the greatest advantages for its

production, and is already a large gixjwer of the ar-
ticle, towards the production of which, the continu-
ance of the market for imported slaves from Africa
would contribute much. But he would not permit
such considerations to influence him in voting on the
treaty. He had no objection to see Biazil develop
her resources to the "full ; but he did believe that
higher considerations, <;onnected with her;-<afety, and
that ol the H|)iuiisli colonies. loade ii theii- interest

j
merston had to assume the ground, virtually, ttiat t.^.e

that their mutket should be cloi^i against tLe trafTie. ! law of nations was opposed to slavery—an assumption

avcrsii/tJ l« fastidiousness, were he to permit it to
overrule h'n vot« in the adjustment of 'pie.^tion*

of «uch magnitude as art involved on the iircstiit ot •

casioii.

Hut the treaty is opposed, not only for what it co:i-
taiij.*, hut al!,« fur what it does not; and, amonj
other objection* cf the kind, because it has iio pro-
vision in reference to the case of She Creole, and
other similar one;!. He sdmittcd that it is an o'l-

jection ; and that it was very desirable that the treat v
should Irive guarded, by specific and t'fticient pro-
vision.^, against tlic recurrence of such outrage.* o.-i

the rights of cur citizens, and indignity to our hono;
and independence. If any one has a right to speak
warmly o» thi.s subject, he was the individual : but,

he could not forget that the<^uestion for us to decide
is, .Shall wc ratify ^r reject the treaty.- It is h.)\

whether all has been done which it was desirabli-

should be done, but whether we shall confirm or re-
ject what has actually been done; not whether Hf
iiavc gained all wc could desire, but whether wc
shall retain m hat we have gained. To decide thai

as it ought to be, it is our duty to weigh, calmly an.i

fairly, the, reasons for and agiii::«t the ratifieatio!..

and to decide it) favor vf the side which preport-

derate.*.

it docs not follow that nothing has been done iu

relation to the cases under consideration, because
the treaty contains no provisions in reference to

them. The fact is otherwise. Much, very much,
has been done :— in his opinion, little short, in its ef-

fect, of a positive stipulation by the Meaty to guar'^

against the recurrence of such cases hereafter. To
understand how much has been done, and what h."*.*

been jiainedby us, it is necc-saiy to have a correct

conception of the state of the ease in reference to

them, before tlie negotiation commenced, and iir.io

it terminated.

These cases are not of recent origin. Th? fust

of the kind was that of tlie brig Comet, which wu-
slranded on the false keys of the Bahamas, as far

back as l!^30, wiii slaves on board. She was take:i

into Nassau, New Providence, by the wreckers, and
the slave* liberated by ihe colonial authorities.

—

The next was the Encomium, which occurred i:.

1834, and which, i;i all the material circumstance^,
was every way similar to that of the Comet. The
case of the Enterprise followed. It took place in

J835, and difTered in no material circumstance frora

the others, as was acknowledged by the British Gov-
ernment, except that it occurred alter the act cC

Parliament abolishing slavery in the colonies had
gone into operation, and the others prior to that pe-

riod.

After a long correspondence of nearly ten years,

the British Governmen;. agreed to pay for the slaves

on board of the two first, on the ground that they
were liberated before the act abolishing slavery had
gone into operation ; but refused to pay for those be-
longing to the Enterprise, because they were liberatet!

after it had. To justify this distinction, Lord P»l-
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