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A Committes of loyal subjects to Her Majesty the Queen

of the Netherlands, feeling desply and seriously aggrieved by
the ever growlog rumowss of Ao lwmpendiog war bobweco the -

government of vour glorious Gueen Yiororia and the Dutch
Republic of South-Africa, has venfursd upon a strong appeal
to your ﬁigh~m111dud donse of juatice.

Do not think we have been impelied te this act of ows by
auch a thing as race-fegling,. by a partial preference for the Bosrs
who speak our tongue wnd besr Duteh namoes? Nothing of the
kind. Our fellow feeling for our couxing in South-Africa is doly
vounterbalaneed hy the bigh estesm in which we hold our neigh-
Bbour nation across tho sea, the grand people of the British isles,
that huag set the ever memarable example fo all mankind
of how u pstional community muy politically come of age
without consuming its moral and intellactual forces in fruitless
party-strife. Really, if mere national svmpathy were our
mokive, we might well be in doubt, which side to take.

That thers has been no gquestion of hesitation ia explainad by
this simpla fact; we have bean prompted by no personal motive;
wa have acted apon an ideal one — our deeply inborn gense of Tight
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and wrong, And as that feeling was our only prompting, so
it has heen our only argument. We cannot helieve that the
cynical threats and brutel cries for war, which at present pre-
dominate in the spesches of your leading statesmen and in
the articles of your daily press, give adequate utterance fo the
real feolings wnimating the buolk of the British nation. Are,
then, the wnoble strings of English hearts, upon which to the
world’s relief your deeply mourned GLapsToNe so often mas-
terfully plaved, almost all hroken? At least the half of them,
we think, are only mute. Your country is suffering for the
moment from one of those strange influences wherehy a
really small but prespmptucns minority hypnotises almost the
whole of its adversaries into a busbiful silence. We have there-
fore dayed give expressiom to the flrm hope, that of those who
bave been silent up to now by far the greater ball would
homologate  our remonstiances. And furlher we infended,
within  the hﬁmhle measnre of our feeble powers, to
strangthen that undeunted group of Britlsh champions for a
pottey of peace and jpakience with Transvaal, which even
your c¢olonial secretary, in anszwer to Sir H. CauesrLn
Baxwenmax, bas denounced baf{;reha.nd a8 able to overturn the

whole fabric of his unjust designs.

Every sepsible man who has taken due notice of your present
government's proceadings with the South African Republie, will
have been vividly struck by this important fact: those are
not the proceadinga, that 13 not the tons to he used botween
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members of the international family. The diplomatic inter-
gourse of modern times is animated by the spirit of liberty,
equality and frateruity, Of Liberty flret, — in the society of
civilised states every member shall, aa a rule, ba free to work
it own saivation in its own way. Thon follows Equality, —
the right to the aforesaid freadom: belongy equally to each and all;
the principality of Montenegro is quite as independent, according
o the law of nations, as the empirs of ths Tsa.rs;-hy virtaa
of that principle anything, that ig either lawful or forbidden
to one nation, i3 egually lawful or forbidden ta all others.
And lastly we have Fraternity, — the treatment, every one
of the subjects of international law owes to a fellow-gubiect
of that Jaw, ought normally to be, pot the treatment of an
inferior by his master, but rgther the treatment of u brother by
his brother; in intornstional relations different forms of ascen-
dency and subjection are cerfainly not unknown; but the
presumption iz for mutual treatment upon an equal footing;
the atale, which claims a certain supcriority over u meigh-
bouring state, har to make the point clear by conelusive proof;
and that which is thus proved to exiat in the teeth of the
general rule phould never be extended to comnsesguences, not
expressly stipulated.

Now, - onee more — the attitude, which some years
ago, your government deliberately esssumed towards the
President and the Volksraad of the Bouth-African Republie,
has been on every point, not the fraternal attitude, which
should be the normal one in matters of this kind, bub the
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thasterful fone, which the law of natious only allows in
excepiional cases. In saying this we would not specially allude
to &his sample or that among the erude amenities of language
vour present colouial secretayy seems so fond of; those are
rathor signs of the time which prefers the straightforward-
ness of the 9elf made dilettante to the flattering insincarities of
the 0ld school diplomatizky. No, what we hint at, is a continuous
abnormity. Since the London-convention of 1884 a new era has
opened in the history of South-Africa. I'rom that moment the tale
of the eorrespondence between your huperial dignitaries and the
State secretary of the Republic has been a long and mono-
tonous tale of disagreoments snd quarrels, now sbout the
correck interpretatiom aof one article, and then about the true
meuning of another, What is the right moment, at which a
treaty between the BRepublic and a foreign state  ought
to he called “completed”, — the mement, that is, for the
republican authorities o deliver “immediataly” (see articie IV)
unto Her Majesty's Governmeni a copy of the said treaty?
Wera the laws, by which the Volksraad intended to regulate
the admission usnd the exclusion of aliema. at  wardance
with the Hberal prineiple, sanctioued by acticle XIV?
Should the Republic's accession to the convention of Geneva
have Ueen submitted, in accordance with artcle IV, to
Her Majesty's approval? Was Kriems's suspension of the
“Critic” newspaper another deviee of the president’s cunning
in order to avoid the provisions of the convention? Thus,
within o few years, a serles of difforences have arisen in close
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succession. It iy impossible for the ordinary reader noi to
scorn ab last the spirit of malignant fault finding, which
pervades the whole of the said correspondence on the Imperial
gide., Yot, that iz not the point now. The thing we want
to insist on is thiy, that upon everv ome of those goestions
Her Majesty’s government had, openly or impheitly, dechined
Lthe acknowledgment of the equal righi of the republican au-
thorities to have a econtrary opinicn of their own, vea, that
it has at last accentuated the “besaring” of that unwillingness by
formally rejecting President Kelloer’s proposal — so perfectly in
accordance with the principla of international equality — torefer
to arbitration all those points of dispute relating to interpretation.

And a more jarring wnomaly @kl has sioec oteocred.
Thug far the chisf of your colonial office had been careful always
to assume A lender vigilence for the airvict adherence on hath
gides to the conventionartieled. Bub ¢ven that remnant of
Juridieal prudery has since been gradually dropped in your
governmant's deglings with the question of the *Ulitlanders™.
You know the ,gricvances™ withk which that most honorable
get of men, 3 part of the gentlemen specolators and
minemagnates at tha “Rapd”, has lately troubled the
world, As sumrarised by their Imperial advoeate, they includa
the following: the surly jealousy of the Transvaal-oligarchs
in kecping back as much a8 they can from the hands
of their honorable guests the benefite of paturalisation and
the franchise; the postponement of wrgent educational reforms ;
mismanagement of the flnances; restrictions on the right of
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public mesting ; the policy of pranting State-monopolies; the
Volksraad's nnwillingness to face the labour-question; its rail-
way poliey; and lastly the insufficiency and wilfolness of the
Republican police. Whatever grounds there may be for some
of those grievances, — the relative suddenness of the social
transformations the Boergovernment has had to cops with,
could not otherwise than render a greab rnany temporary defucts
almost inevitable, — there can be no donbt as bto the only
suitable form, the romonstrances of your Imperial aothoritiss,
should crdinarily have tuken if they thought At to mind and
mend thoze things, A stale’s meddling with its neighhoura
home-affairs i3 as a rule nob permissible, unless it keeps to
frisndly sugecstions.  Af first yowr dignitaries kept to that
tone.  Tha proceedings of Her Majesty’s High Commiasiomerat
tha EBloemfontem contirence were on the whols correct, Dot the
threats and brow-beatings, by which the wwrpested meforms
have afterwarde been wrged upon the pregident and hiz fellow-
citizens, are endircly in disharmony with the slementary
traditions of international éomity. There swas no longer a
brotherly discnssion as between free and equal subjects; on
your side yﬂuf formerly fricndly advice has degencrated into
4 climax of commands as from a superior to his subardinate.

We are well aware of the arguments by which your rulers
have tried to jusiify that twofold departure from the recog-
niged “law of pations'., They centre in two worda, As to
the endless disputes on the proper interpretation of some




