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SPEECIH.

FrLrow-Crmzess,—From the beginning of the war in which we
are now cngaged, the public interest has alternated anxiously
between the current of evenis at home and the more distant
current abroad. Toreign Relationz lave been hardly less absorb-
ing than Domestic Relations. At times the latter have scemed
to wait upon the former, and a packet from Europe has been like
a messenger from the seat of war, Rumors of Foreipn Interven-
tion ate constant, now in the form of Mediation, and now in the
form of Recognition; and more than onee the eountry has been
summoned to confront the iden of England, and of France too,
in epen combination with Rebel Blave-mongers battling, in the
name of Slavery, to build an infamous Power on the destruction
of this Republic.

It may be well for us to tnrn aside from battle and siege here
at home—from the blazing lines of Gettyshurg, Viekshurg and
Charleston—fo glance for & moment at the perils from abroad ; of
coursa I mean {rom Eogland nnd France, for these ara the only
Foreign Powers that thus far have beon moved to indermeddle on
the side of Slavery. The subijeet to which I new invite attention
may not have the attraction of waving standarde or victorious
marches, but, more than any confliet of arms, it concerns the Civil-
ization of the age. If Forelgn Powors can justly interfere against
Human Freedom, this Republic will not he the only sufferer.

There is always a natural order in unfolding a subject, and I
shall try to pursue it on ihis secasion, under the following heads;
Flirst—The perils to our country from Foreign Powers, especially
as foreshadowed in the wnexpected and persistent conduct of
England and Franee since the cutbreak of the war. i
Secomdly—The noture of Forsipn Intervention by Mediation,
with the principles applicable thereto, as illustrated by historie
instances—showing especially bow England, by ler conspicuous,
wide-spread and most determined Intervention to promote the
extinetion. of African Slavery, is frrevocably commilled apainst
any act or policy that can encourage this eriminal pretension.
Thirdiy—The nature of Foreign Intervention by Recornition,
with the prineiples applicable thereto, as illustrated by historic
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instances—showing that by the practice of nations, and especially
by the declared sentiments of British Btatesmen, therve can be no
Foreign Recognition of an fnsurgent Power where the contest Jor
Independence is stifl pending.

Fouwrthly—The moral impossibility of Foreign Recognition, even
if the pretended Power ko de fecfo Independent, where it is com-
posed of Rebel Blave-mongers secking to found a wew Power with
Slavery for itz declared * corner-stone.”” Pardon the truthful
plainness of the terms which I empley. I am to speak not
merely of Blave-holders; but of people to whom Slavery is a
Fussiﬁu and a business—therefere Slave-mongers; now in Rebel-

ion for the sake of Slavery—therefore Rebel Slave-monzars.

Fifthly—The absurdity and wrong of conceding Ocean Bellig-
erency to a pretended Power, which, in the first place, is without
4 Prize Court—so that it eaunot be an Ocean Belligerent fn fact—
and which, in the second place, even if Ocean Belligerent in fact,
is of such an odious charaeler, that its Recognition is a meral
impossibility.

From thiz review, touching upon the preseni and the past;
leaning upon history and upon law; enlightened always by prin-
ciples which are an unciring guide, our conclusion will be easy.

[L]
PeriLs rrom Fozprex Powegs.

The perils to our country, as foreshadowed in the action of
Foroign Powers sinee the outbreak of the war, first invite our
attention.

There is something in the tendencies of nations, which
must not be neglected. Like individuals, nations influence
each other; like the heavenly bodies, they may be disturbed by
each other in their appointed orbits, This is apparent even in
peace ; but it becornes more apparent in the conyulsions of war,
sometimes from the withdrawal of customary forces and some-
times from their inereased momentam. It is the naturs of war
to enlarge as it continues. Beginning between two nations, it
gradually widens its circle, sucking other nations into its fiery
maelstrom.  Such is human history, Noris it different, if the
war be for Independence. Forsign Powers may for a while keep
out of the conflict ; but the examples of history show how difficult
this has been,

The Seven United Proviness of Holland, under that illustrious
character, William of Orange, the predecessor and exemplar of
our Washington, rose against the dominion of Spain, upheld by
the bigotry of Philip IL, and the barbarity of his representative,
Alva; but the confict, thongh at firgt limited to the two parties,
was not slew o engage Queen Elizabeth, who lent to this war of
Independence tho name of her favorite Lelcester and the undying
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heroism of Biduey, while Spaiu retorted by the Armada. The
United Provinees of Helland, in their struggle for Independence,
were the prototype of the United Ztates of Ameriea, which I need
not remind you, drew iuto their contest the arms of France,
Spain, and Helland, In the rising of the Spanish Colonies
which followed, there was less intervpesition of other nations,
doubtless from the distant and outlying pesition of these Colonies,
although they werc not beyond the ambitious reach of the Holy
Alliance, whose purposes with regard to them were so far thwarted
by Mr, Canning, backed by the declaraticn of Mr. Munree—known
as the Munroe deetring—that the Britigh Statesman {elt authorized
to boast that he had called a New World into existence to redress
the balance of the Old, Then came the struggle for Greek Inde-
pendence, which, after o conflict of several years, darkened by
massacra, but relisved by an exalted self-sacrifice, shining with
nawmes like Byron and Bozzaris, that cannot die, at length chal-
lenged the powerful interposition of England, France and Russia,
The Independence of Greesa was hardly acknowledged, when
Belgium, rensuncing the rule of the Nethervlunds, claimed lers
also, and here again the Great Powers of Earopa were drawn into
the contest. Then cama the effert of Hungary, inspired hy
Kossuth, which, wheu abound to prevoil, areused the armies of
Russia, There was also the contemporanecus effort of the Reman
Republic, under Mazzini, which when about to prevail, aronsed
the bayonets of Franee. And lastly we have ouly recently
witnossed the resurrection of Italy, inspired by Gaoribaldi, and
directed by Uﬂﬂur; but it was not accomplished until Louis
Napoleon, wittk his well-trained lepions, carried the imperial
eai!-es into the battle,

such are famous instances, which are now so many wamings.
Ponder them and you will see the tendency, the temptation, the
Irresistible faseination,or the commanding exigeney under which,
in times past, Forelgn Nations have been led to take part in con-
ilicts for Independence. I do not dwell now en the character of
these varions interventions, although they have been mostly in the
interest of Human Freedom. It i3 only as cxamples to put us
on our guard that I now adduce them. The footprints all seem
to lead one way.

But even our war is not without its warnings, If thus far in
its progress other nations have not intervened, they have not
suceceded in keeping entirely aloof. The foreign trumpet has
not sounded yet; but more than once the ery has come that we
should eocon lLear it, while incidents have too often oceurred,
exhibiting an abnormal watehfulness of our affairs and an uncon-
trollable passion or purpese to intermeddle in them, with signs of
unfriendly feeling. OF course, this is applicable especially, if not
exclugively, to England and France,
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Povils from Eotg'ir;.mf.

(1.} There is one act of the British Cubinet which stands fore-
most as an omen of peril—foremost in tims-—foremost also In the
magaitude of its consegunences.  Though plavsible in form, it is
nona the less infurious or unjustifiable.  Of course, I refer to that
inconsiderate Proclamation in the pame of the Queen, as early as
May, 1861, which, afier raising Robal Slave-tnongers to an equalify
Wit{l the National Govermment in Belligersnt Rights, solemuly
declares ¥ neutrality ” between the two egual parties ;—as if the
declaration of eguality was not an insult to the National Govern-
ment, and the declaration of neutrality was not a moral absurdity,
offensive to renson and all those precedents which make the
glory of the British namne. Dven if the Proclamation could be
otherwise than improper at any time in sach a Kebellion, it was
worse than a blunder at that early date.  The apparent relations
between the two Powers were more than friendly, Only a
few months before, the youtbful leir to ile British throune
had been welcomed every where thronghout the United States
—except in Richmond—as in the land of kinsmen. Aud yet
—immediately after the tidings of the rebel assault on Fort
Sumter—belore the National Government had begun to put
forth its strength—and even without waiting for the arrival of
our newly-appointed Minister, who was kunown to be at Liver-

ol on his way to London, the Proclamation was suddenly
aunched. I doubt if any well-informed person, who has read
Mr. Dallas’s despateh of 2d May, 1861, recounting g conversation
with the British Minister, will undertake to vinejzz.a it in point
of time. Clearly {he alacrity of this concession whs unhappy, for
it hore an air of defiance or at least of heartlessness towards an
ally of kindred blood engaged in the maintenance of its tradi-
tional power against an infamous protension.  But it was more
unhappy still, that the good genius of England did not save this
historie nation, linked with so many triumphs of freedom), from
a fatal step, which, under the guise of ““neutrality,” was a
betrayal of civilization itself,

It is difficult to exaggerate the conssquences of this precipitote,
unfriendly and immeral coneession, which las been and still is
an overflowing fountain of misehiel and bloodshed—bac fonfe
derivala clodes ;—firsl, in what if vouchsafes to Rebel Slave-
mongers on sen and in British ports, and secondfy, in the impedi-
mente which it takes from British subjects ready to make money
out of Slavery ;—all of which has been deelared by undoubted
British authority. Lord Chelmsford—of professional renown as
Sir Frederick Thesiger—now an Ex-Chancellor—used these words
recently in the House of Lords; “If the SBouthern Gonfederacy
had not been recognized as a Dellirevent Power, he agreed with
his noble and learned friend [Lord Brougham] that, under these
circumstances, if any Eaglishman were fo fit out a privateer for



JT

the purpose of assisting the Southern SBtates against the Northern
Btates, he wouwld be guilfy of piracy.””—But all this was changed
by the Queen’s Proclamation. For the Rebel Blave-monger there
is the recognition of his flag; for the British subject there is the
opportunity of trade. For the Rebel Slave-monger there is fellow-
ship and equality; for the British subject there is 8 new customer,
to whom he may lawfully sell Armstrong guns and other warlike
munitions of choisest British workmauship, and, as Lord Palmers-
ton tells us, even ships of war too, fo be used in bekolf of Slavery.
What was unlawful is suddeuly made lawful, while the ban s
taken from an odious felony. It secems almost superfluous
to add, that such a concession, thus potent in its reach, must
have been & direct encouragement and overture to the Rehel-
lion. Blavery itsslf was exalted when barbarous pretenders—
battling to found a new Power in its hateful name—without so
much as a single port on the ocenn where a prize could be
carried for condemnation—were yet, #n the foce of this essential
deficiency, swiftly acknowledged as orcon belligerents, while,
as a cousequence, their pirate ships, ernising for plunder in
behalf of Slavery, were acklmwladgeﬁ as Nutional ships, entitled
to equal privileges with the National ships of the United States.
also for the building of ships, fo be wsed in behalf of Slavery.
This simple statement is enough. It is vain fo say, that such a
concession was a “ necessify.”” There may have been a strong
temptation to it, constituting, perhaps, an imagined necessity, as
with many persons there is o streng temptation to Elavery itself.
But such a concession to Slave-meongers, fighting for Blovery, can
be vindieated only as Blavery is vindicated. As well undertake
to declare * neutrality ™ between Right and Wrong—between
Good and Byil—with a eoncession to the latter of Belligerent
Rights ; and then set up the apolooy of  necessity.”

(2.) It was natural that an act so essentially unfriendly in
character and also in the glacrity with which it was dons, should
creata thronghout England an unfriendly sentiment towards us,
easily stimulated to a menace of war. And thiz menace was not
wanting soon afferwards, when the two rebel emissaries on board
the Trent were soized by a patrictic, brave commander, whose high-
est fault was, that,in the absence of instructions from his own Gov-
ernment, he followed too closely British precedents. This accident
—for such it was and nothing elso—was misreprosented, and, with
an utterly indefensible exaggeration, was changed by the British
nation, backed by the British Government, into a casus belH, as if
such an unauthorized incident, which obviously invelved no ques-
tion of self-defence, could justify war hetween two civilized Nations.
And yet, in the faee of a positive declaration from the United States,
that it was an accident, the British Government made preparalions
totake part with rebel slave-mongers, and it fitly began snch ignoblae
preparations by keeping back from the British people, the official



