CORRESPONDENCE ON THE
PRESENT RELATIONS BETWEEN
GREAT BRITAIN AND THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA



Published @ 2017 Trieste Publishing Pty Ltd

ISBN 9780649531929

Correspondence on the Present Relations between Great Britain and the United States of
America by Edwin W. Field & Charles G. Loring

Except for use in any review, the reproduction or utilisation of this work in whole or in part in
any form by any electronic, mechanical or other means, now known or hereafter invented,
including xerography, photocopying and recording, or in any information storage or retrieval
system, is forbidden without the permission of the publisher, Trieste Publishing Pty Ltd, PO Box
1576 Collingwood, Victoria 3066 Australia.

All rights reserved.

Edited by Trieste Publishing Pty Ltd.
Cover @ 2017

This book is sold subject to the condition that it shall not, by way of trade or otherwise, be lent,
re-sold, hired out, or otherwise circulated without the publisher's prior consent in any form or
binding or cover other than that in which it is published and without a similar condition
including this condition being imposed on the subsequent purchaser.

www.triestepublishing.com



EDWIN W. FIELD & CHARLES G. LORING

CORRESPONDENCE ON THE
PRESENT RELATIONS BETWEEN
GREAT BRITAIN AND THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

ﬁTrieste






CORRESPONDENCE

PRESENT RELATIONS

BETWEEN

GREAT BRITAIN

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.

z i }
P é.‘&¢r_.;,,- Ermrrces ;f,:r
b ;:2 £/

Boteene 007 Friiels.

BOSTON:
LITTLE, BROWK, AND COMPANY.

110, Wasmimwros STREET.
1862.



US 5458./18

1Lz, @;u._.c 10

.
“Z‘fﬁ
“’éfJ g b

i ‘ 7
Heme ‘éd&& SLeWbis_
% 331?&‘%54, . 7/
(lass d: IEr T )
BOATOR:
FEINTED BY JOHX WILSOX AND m
B, Waree Brexwr.



PREFATORY NOTE.

Tae following Correspondence between an English and an
American lawyer was not written with any purpose of
publication. It is now printed by the advice of a few
friends, by whom the letters were read ss they were writ-
ten or received; and who are of opinion that such a frank
interchange of views, entertained by individuals on either
side, possessing similar means of somewhat extensive in-
formation, entertaining each for the other cordial esteem,
and entirely free from any pre-existing national prejudices
or ill-will which could unfavorably temper the discussion,
might aid in the formation of correct opinions upon the
painful relations subsisting between the people of England
and the people of the loyal States of America in reference
to the Rebellion.

No apology, therefore, need be made for the careless-
ness of style incidental to an off-hand correspondence ;
nor for the incompleteness of views, which, under other
circumstances, might have been more carefully elaborated.

It is necessary to explain that the * letter in print,”
alluded to in Letter 1., was an article in a daily newspaper
on the Trent affair, written by the American correspondent,
(his initials being attuched to it,) and by him forwarded to
hig friend in London, not, however, in the form of a letier,
or addreased to any one but the editor of the newspaper,

Bostox, November, 1862,






CORRESPONDENCE.

Bavee's Mooxy, Hasesrean,
My peax i 16th January, 1862,

A letter from you, even though it be in print, end on
that wearisome subject of ¢ The Trent outrage,” iz wel-
come at the old house you remember, on the top of
Hampstead Hill. I am so infamous a correspondent,
that, knowing I never write at all unless at once, I have
passed, and am now performing, a vow to acknowledge
it before I go to bed to-night.

You will, ere this, have found argument enough on
the Trent subject in our and the French newspapers.
I am not going to discuss the guestion. 'We English
have been the great sinners on these matters, insisting
on dragging others into the vortex of our own wars;
and out of our own mouths you should be content to
judge us. On the question, “ What should an admiralty
court have done, had the ‘San Jacinto’ brought up
the <Trent’ for adjudication?” it seems to me that
the « Hendrik and Alida” case is indisputable. You
American lawyers are so much more versed in in-

ternational law than we are, that I wonder you have
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2 THE PRESENT RELATIONS BETWEEN

none of you cited that case. I am surprised that your
lawyers have not felt more the incongruity of the view,
which, having obtained the right of search and of
blockade as against neuters by admitting the Slave
States to be belligerents, still claims to hold these bel-
ligerents rebels ; and I am satisfied that Mr. Seward,
with his now declared views, would have been wiser
to have acted on them on the moment of receiving news
of the capiure, instead of putting the knaves tempo-
rarily into dung of the econd d-cell class,

One thing should come out of this affair,—a better
rule as to the right of search and the law of contraband.
I trust, if we ask’too wide a rule, we shall be cut down.
The * Journal des Débats ™ (the most favorable, to your
views, of the French papers) said the other day to this
effect: It will never do to stretch the rights of bel-
ligerency and search i this way. We French have
the good fortune to be at war with the Emperor of
Cochin China. We have the advantage of being
belligerents, and to possess, according to the idea con-
tended for, a umiversal right of search. We may,
therefore, search every packet-boat between Dublin
and Holyhead, as long as it pleases us to go on fighting
the Brother of the Sun and Moon,” &e., &c.

‘Why should not we English keep up our coveted
right of search on the African coast by reason of our
belligereney with the Caffres or New-Zealanders !
These questions, to me, seem to suggest the absolute
necessity of limiting the right, if not of search, at least
of capture.
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But I notice your letter principally because it affirms
a desire to exist here * for war with America, and
also the existence of a long-cherished hatred towards
you and your institutions.” If the “ New-York Herald”
had made such a charge, T could have understood it;
but that you, or any wise, moderate philosopher in
Massachusetts, should hold such a fancy, is to us a
marvel beyond expression. We got your letter yes-
terday; and, on reading it in our circle, there was a
perfect outery, * What on earth will be the next dream
of our dear friends? Will they think we are canni-
bals, and want to pick their bones white?” Let me tell
you, that if any thing can be now spoken of English-
men, universally, more than another, it is of their most
earnest desire not to quarrel with their brother
Anglo-Saxons of the North United States. Include
the cotton-men of Lancashire even, and you could
not find many dozen men in all the realm to whom
the prospect of such a war would not be (nay, was
not the other day) as humiliating as the notion would
be, that he had on him the stern necessity of fighting
a duel with say a brother or brother-in-law. We
have here a feeling, all but universal, against the
divine right of slaveholding, quite, when we look at
history, beyond reason, and exciting in us a shudder
like that a silly, superstiious girl sometimes has in
passing a graveyard at midnight; and to think, ag we
have all been thinking lately, that we not only have to
fight a duel with a near relative, but also should be
drawn, or might possibly be drawn, into any kind of



