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upon her the wrong that she has done us.
This is equivalent to saying -that the question
between the two nations, which has already
produced so much exasperation on both sides,
and which involves such large pecuniary inter-
ests, is never to be settled at all ; that we are
sullenly to wait an indefinite, and perhaps a
very long time, for “something to turn up,”
. 88 Mr. Micawber would say, which shall give

us an opportnnity, not for indemnity, but for
revenge, and that in the mean time the actual
sufferers by the depredations complained of—
the merchants whose property was burnt, and
the insurers who have paid losses—are to be
left to the full enjoyment of the right of peti-
tiqn for relief from the national treasury. But
this expectant system, though received with
some applause when first suggested, is not
likely on the whole to be satisfactory to the
country. None but the head centre of some
Fenian lodge would deny that a just and hon-
orable settlement is better than any further
postponement.

As we occupy the position of plaintiffs in
this matter, we are of course to go forward, to
state distinctly what our claims are, and on
what grounds we undertake to maintain them.
Ang, first of all, we are to bear in mind that
our claim is against the British government
for_lt_s, own sins of omission or commission.
T!us 15 a matter in which we can deal only
with that government. So far as we have
been injured by the reckless and unlawful acts
of British”subjects, perpetrated under such
JLrcumstances as to furnish no ground for
g.hargmg that government with expressly or
impliedly authorizing, permitting, or conniving
at the wrong complained of, we do not seek to
call it to account. For that reason, it has
never occurred to any one, not even to Mr.
Sumner, to claim that the British government
18 to be held responsible for the manifold in-
conveniences produced by the almost constant
evasionis'of our blockade of the Southern ports.
There is no kind of doubt that the activity and
success of the blockade run

ners prolonged the
war for years. It would have been impossible,

but for them, for the Confederacy to have
maintained the contest for a single year. In
regard to them, we neither had nor claimed
any right from that government, except that
it should leave them to take the chances of
capture and confiscation. In regard to them,

We have never charged that government with

any complicity in the mischief, and their doings
make no part of our claims against England.
They were tempted by the prospect of enor-
- Inous profits to run the risk of capture, and in
this ¢commercial age it has hardly occurred to
any one that it was a matter of resentment,
even against the'blockade runners themselves.
. The first item of our claim against the Brit-
ish government is one about which we need
little argument, and which is not very seriously
ntroverted anywh: ecuniary

n ere, viz., the
laim; the damages demanded for losses in-

urred and depredations committed, directly

resulting from, and occasioned by, the failure
of England honestly and faithfully to fulfil the
obligations of neutrality. Mr. Sumner insists
that this is not the real question between the
two nations, but even he will hardly deny that
it enters into it, and makes a part of it.  Itis
one of the things to be settled and adjusted,
anditis important to consider upon what prin-
ciples this part of our case is to be urged.
So far as this item is concerned, the claim
can be computed, adjudicated upon, and paid,
in pounds shillings, and pence. All this is &
peauliarly proper subject for arbitration, and
we, on our part, can have no hesutz.xtmn or
scraple in binding ourselves to_submit to the
awsrd. We are fully prepared, as we think,
to satisfy any 1mpartial arbitrator, that, upon
this point at least, we have an unanswe_rab\e
case. It is hardly denied ou the floor of Par-
liament that there was something approaching
to veglect of duty on the part of the officials
at Liverpool, at least in permitting the escape
of the Alabama, We cannot reasonably com-
lain that the same commission which passes
upon our individual claims against_qu!and,
is slso to audit and examine the individual
claims of British subjects against our own
government, Tt is a little extraordinary that
Mr. Sumner should object to the treaty on the
ound that, in providing for individual claims
on the part of our citizens, it makes them
«gubject to a set-off from the individual claims
of England, so that, in the end, our country
may possibly receive nothing” It would be
strange if it did not. What sort of an arbitra-
tion would it be that provides that the claims.
of the plaintiff shall be heard and investigated, -
and that the claims of the defendant shall not
be heard? Is not an account in set-off a good:
defence as far as it goes, and as far as 1t is:
proved? How can he say that, in the end, our
country will receive nothing, if all our claims
are allowed and charged against England in.
the general account current between her and
our own country ? FEach country makes its
claim in behalf, and in the right, of such of its
own citizens as have been sufferers by the mis-
conduct of the other. One of the objects of
the proposed arbitration is to ascertain hov:'i
much England owes, for deprqdanons an
losses, to our merchants, Certainly, there 13‘
no injustice in inquiring at the same tlm'ef. and.
upon the same principles, how much (if any
thing) this country owes for mistakes u}\‘ seiz-
ures and confiscations, to British merchants.
Mr. Sumner, surely, does not suppose that 1;_
the very improbable event of s0 large a set-o
as t0 leave a very small balance, or no balance
at all, in our favor, our Government can say
to the merchants, in whose behalf it claims,
that nothing has been recovered. Can our
government charge these claims against Eog-
land, and have them allo;ved, n;xd then refuse .
0 pay them over to the losers o ;
‘ '.‘F)hse' next item of claim on our part would

seem to be certainly more remote, of consa- . -,

quential damages, or what 1ay. be’called the-




