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MR. HOWE'S LET" 
To Tir Rieur HoNORABLE - 

WILLIAM E. GLADSTONE, M. P., 
i Hol @ge 75 1 

Bir, : 

1 have read with some care the debate 
on the Foreign Enlistment Question, which 
occurred in the House of Commons on the mo- 
tion of Mr G. H, Moore, on the 1st of July! 
last. ‘Those who have read the speeches deli- 
vered by members of Opposition’on that ocea- 
sion, will not question my right to review 
them,~—whoever has read yours will not be sur- 
prised at my addressing this letter to you. 
Presuming on the advantages which fine ta- 

~~lents and elevated station confer, you ventured | 
in that speech to take unwarantable liberties 
with a stranger's name and reputation; to 
speak, in his absence, of a. British American 
gentleman, whose only offence was obedience 
to his Sovereign, and zeal for the honor of his 
country, in terms of sarcasm and reproach, 
which I shall presently show, were undeserved 
from any Englishman, and least of all from the 

© Lionorable member for Oxford. 
~The Crown Officers of England havirg pro- 
‘nounced my acts, ay far as they have been 
questioned in connection with those of other 

~ British functionaries; legal and justifiable— 
~ Ter Majesty's Ministers having taken the res- 

~ ponsibility of those acts—and Parliament, by 
© a decisive majority of 198, having sustained 
them, I do not consider that I am under any 
obligation to defend myself. But it may be of 
advantage to the Queen's service to enquire 
how far Mr Gladstone was justified in arraing- 
ing the conduct of officers employed by ‘the 
government of which he had been a member, 
even if, in carrying out his policy und instruc- 
tiond; they had committed errors in judgment 
-—~how far he was justified, as a man of honor, 
in turning evidence againsthis colleagues, and 
-denouncing the inevitable results of a policy 
which he himself advised. It may be also of 

~ some consequence to show to, Members of Par- 
i “di at times to. presume too 

ivileges, and the subtlety much upon their 
~ of their dialectics, that there isa public opi- 

~ nion beyond the walls, and that Colonial gon- 
tlemen are not without the spirit necessary for 
self-defence and even retaliation. : 
“The War with Russia was proclaimed by the 

-(overnment of Lord. Aberdeen, under whom 
you held the office of Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer. That you were responsible. for the dis-. 
asters and misery which made Englishmen in 
every part of the Empire hang their heads 
with shame, during the first year of that war, 

you will not venture to deny. Parliament 
must have considered that you end your imme- 
‘diate friends were peculiarly responsible, be- 
cause they drove you from office, and entrusted | Gla 
to your colleagues, and ‘to such allies as they 
could draw around him, the future conduct of 
the War, 
‘But long before you left office the Foreign 

Enlistment Bill was passed. For that measure 
you ara responsible. For the blunders or over 
zeal of every person who honorably endeavour- 
ed tomake it an effective measure, it requires 
some gentle  casuistry to prove that you can 
ever escape. There is one person for whose 
acts you are especially. responsible, by every 
rile of British administration—by every prece- 

_ dent sanctioned by the authority ef Parliament 
—by every usege which obtains among high- 
minded and honorable men : that person’is the 
‘humble individual who ventures to call you to 
adcount, and whose every act, in reference to the 
Foreign Legion, was dope under the authority” 
of instructions issued by the government of 
which you were a member, 
In making this declaration, I violate no con- 

fidence— betray no trust. By reference to the 
published correspondence, it will appear that 
the despatch which accompanied all the docu- 
‘ments upon which theaction of the Lieutenant 
‘Governor of Nova Scotia was based—in which 
nry mission to the United States origirated— 
was signed by Mr Sydney Herbert. . X'rom the 
time that 1 left" Nova Scotia for the United 
States till I returned those were the only docu- 
ments, emanating from Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment, that I ever saw 'or heard of. By those 
“documents, and the policy therein disclosed, I 
“was governed in every act Which I did. in the 
United States.. Hed I miscondueted myself 
on that mission—had I violated or éxeceded my 
instructions, Her Majesty's government might 
hrve called me to account, and Would have 
disavowed my proceedings. I did-neither. The 
responsibility of what I did, whatever it was, 
Las been assumed by the Gueen’s government 
and ministers, and after a full discussion of the 

‘subject, in all its bearings hiave been sustained 

by Parliament. By what rule is it then, that 
Mr Gladstone, a single member of the cabinet 
under whose authority and instructions I wus 
employed, ventures to arraign my conduct, er 
shake himself clear of the responsibility of my 
proceedings? Jf « this Howe” has done 
wrong, * that Gladstone,” no less than Mr 
Sydney Herbert, his friend and colleague, 
whose despatch was my sole warrant and au- 
thority, must share the blame. The Lieuten- 
I ant Governor of Nova Scotis, whose conduct 
vou have denounced, had for weeks no other 

authority for his proceedings, Mr Wilkins who 
" ighded the handbill which you venture to cri- 

ticise, had no other. Mr Howe did everything 
of which you complain in ¥irtue of a mission 
that originated in that despatch.” Had: we’ all, 
with the best intentions, erred in judgnient, or 

inister to escape from the s 
licy he. advised—the nachinery he 
ed—the agents he employed? Had I 

« recruited” ¢¢ enlisted” or ¢ hired and retain- 
ed”. President Pierce himself, Mr Gladstone 
‘could not have escaped from his share of the 
responsiblity of that act. If he could, what 
Colonial gentleman. would ever volunteer to 
serve his Sovereign, or regard a despatch from 
a British minister as anything buta trap for the 

| unwary When shown Mr Herbert's despatch 
and asked to conceive and carry out the policy 
‘it embodied, who that knows me will believe 
‘that I would have moved a hand in the busi- 
ness, had I not known that every member of 
that administration was bound tosuppert apd 
defend me—had I supposed for an instant that 
the very Chancellor of the Exchequer of the go- 
vernment I was about to serve, could at ri 
time for pers or party purposes, or.even for 
the mere display of intellectual adroitness, pre- 
vent all logicand becorne my critic and accuser? 
The A our hg got ely for myself, 
1 did not misconceive. The generous con- 
struction anticipated from the Government and 
from Rahamet bag been accorded. Mr Glad- 
stone has thought proper to form the excep- 
tion to the rule, butl thizk, in view ef the 
facts which I have stated, he will be some- 

| what puzzled to justify his conduet before any 
assemblage of British gentlemen in any part of 
theempire. . . = al 
* But, it may be said, that though Mg Glad- 
stone voted for the Foreign Enlistment Bill he 
‘might not have known where the Recruits were 
to come from : that though he was a: Member 
of the Cabinet when Sir Gaspard LeMarchant 
was. instructed to open a Depot af Halifax, to 
communicate with Mr Crampton, and to. tarry 

slightest conception that the Foreign Legion to 
be raised were to come from oo ro 
Should such an excuse be offered, let ask 
the fond admirer (and I admit’ that he has 
many) of the Member for Oxford, who seeks to 

to answer these questions. Was the Foreign 
‘Enlistment Bill a measure of such mere routine 
that it would be likely to pass through the Ca- 

some novelty in shese modern times—of great 
importance, likely. to be questioned. and can- 
vassed at every stage of its passage through the 
House of Commons, where Mr Gladstone. sat ? 
Was it not precisely the measure that should 
have been sifted in every clause, and weighed 
in all its bearings by every gentleman required 
toadyocstg and defend it 3 If the measure its- 
elf, then, was one demanding from every Cabi- 
net Minister tbe sharpest scrutiny, let me ask 
whether, of sll men who sat in the Cabinet, Mr 

dstore was not the. least likely to let such 
) Jneasure pose LL Ke BR parti 
ing the policy on which it’ wag framed; an 

the ery which it was at made offec- 
tive? That the whole subject, was digcussed 
again: and again in his presence—-that the 
countries from which foreign troops were to 
come—the methods. to be employed—the obsta- 
cles to be encounterad, and the dagree of sug- 

Exccutive deliberation prior to adoption, and 
during the passage of that measure through the 
two houses of Parliament, I am sure that you, 

that, policy.” . When the Bill was, passeds and 
Me Sydney Herbert's despatch, with its enclo- 
sures, plainly showing where recruits were to 
come from, and how they werg to be got, was 

colleagues of the dafjgers 3'. Did you quote the 
Neutrality Laws? Did. you object, remons- 
trate, or resign ? You did neither, You sanc- 
tioned that despateh, and permitted’ gentlemen 
with feelings as elevated, and hands as clean as 
are those of Mr Gladstone, to be implicated in 
his. policy, and. compromised, by. Ais instruc- 
tions. a & § 
Let mg contrast our relative positions up to 

this moment. You were Tespengible for the 
war——for the disasters which decimated our 
army, and rendered the Foreign, Xnlistment 
Bill a measure of expediency; if not of sound 
policy. You weréresponsible for the hills its- 
elf, and for the instructions sent to the Queen's 

that engetment. Though no party ‘to. these 
transactions, I was not an indifierent spectator 
of the great struggle in which the empiré was 
engzged. ‘As a memberof a Colonial Parlia- 
ment, 1 rendered to my sovereign the only legi- 
timate service which I eould render... I moved 
moved an Address to the Crown, which was 
carried by nnanimcus vote, offering to. defend 
the Province of Nova’ Scotia with its Militia 
during the war, that the regiments stationed 
here might be withdrawn for foreigh. service. 
This example was followed in other Provinces, 
znd oll the troops in British America wore thus 
placed _ at the disposal of the minister of war. 
I dydmare. I endeavoured to rouse public at- 
tention to such a thorough organization of the 
British empire as would give to her majesty the 
entire command of jts physieal force, and pre- 
clude the necessity for calling in foreign merce 

naries on aay future occasion. A 
Ou the receipt of Mr Sydney Herbert's . des- 

patch and its enclosures, I wasrequested by the 
Iieut. Gevernor of Nova Stotiato go into the 
United ¥tates, Not to violate their laws as you 

have assumed, but to ascertain, by actual ob- 
servatich and experiment, how far the policy 

did our work unskillfully, is theré a man in propounded by her Majesty's government, and 

“England who will not concede our right to af the instructions 1eceived; could be carried out 
fair construction and generous defence at the | in subordination to these laws, and in accor- 

# hands of Mr Gladstone? Is there a gentleman {dance ‘with the amicable relations then subsis- 

in the British empire who will permit a retir- | ting Detyeen the two countries, Could Ij asj 

% 

out the provisions of that act, he had not the. 

throw around him: the shield of his ingenuity, 

binet unobserved by the acute Chancellor of 
the Exchequer } = Was it not rather .a Bill of 

cess to be anticipated—formed the staple of 

sir, will not attempt to deny. Did you object,, 
remonstrate or resign, upen ‘the adoption of 

laid before the Cabinet, did you warn your 

servants in North Americs, to, give efficacy to 

a man of honor nd a loyalsut 
service > Our army before 
that moment thinned by incess 
wasted by famine and disease. Every mail 
brought to British America accounts of its he- 
roism and its sufferings. Fo send rainforce- 
ments from any and every quarter, was the du- 
ty of every man for whose nationalty and se- 
curity it was fighting. ¥should have heen a 
craven had I dezlined the service for whieh: I 
was selected. What have British subjects to 
do with the laws or policy of foreign states, in 
atime of war and national emergency 3 To 
obey their Queen's commands—to apprehend, 
and give effect to the policy of their own go- 
vernment, is their first Si § Ppa duty: And 
I do not hesitate to say, that if instructed, at 
that moment, to violate the laws and contrav- 
ene the policy of any foreign state, in order to 
give the gallant fellows in the Orimea effective 
succour, I would aave obeyed without a. mo-, 
ment’s hesitation—there is no prison so loath- 
some in which I would not have cheerfully 
spent five years, to haye, placed five regiments, 
‘in the spring of 1855, under the walls of Se- 
bastopol.. But, I received no such instructions. 
I went to the United States for, no, such pur- 
pose. Iwent to test the accuracy of statements 
madeto Her Majesty's Government by British, 
and foreign residents in that country—to study 
the. bearing cof the neptgality laws—to make 
known te foreign t 
made volun 
which those services would. be.ageepted, when- 
ever without violation of law or disturbance of 
amicable relagions, titey chose to present them- 
selves upon: British territory, and there, free to 
the last moment from’ service of obligation, en- 
list in the Foreign Legion, How I performed 
this duty may be. tained from the facts, 
that. I traversed the United States for two 
months without legal question or arrest— that 
the only person employed by me who was ar- 
rested was honorably acquitted—that I tested 
the resources of allthe persons whose voluntary 
offers of service bad led Her Majesty's g@vern- 
ment to adopt. the policy, without allowing one 
of them to entxap me indo a violation of law, 
and never implicated, by any of my proceedings 
Her Majesty's Minister at-Véasaing ton. How 
I defended myself, anday- country, while en- 
gaged in this service, may be seen by the two 
let*ers, signed « A British American.” How 
I have vindicated my proceedings since, you 
will discover by reading the letters addressed 
to My Vandyke and Mr Roebuck. 

I cannot condescend to go again over the 
ground covered by the trial of Hertz at Phila- 
Philadelphia, which you will find exhansted in 
the letters to Van Dyke. It may befair to ex- 

I plain, however, that the chief worthies para- 
‘ded at that trial, so far from being seduced or 
« persuaded” by meor by any body else, had 
made voluntary offers of service to Her Majes- 
ty’s Government weeks before I went into the 
United States, or ever heard their names, The 
key to their proceedings is simply this :—~Every 
one of them was actuated by a double motive— 
to make money out of ‘the British Go- 
vérnment if he could; by shallow promises and 
pretensions, and, failing that resource, to im- 
plicate his Offlcers in some unauthorised and 
illegal act, so that he might make money out of 
the American. Government, by turning States 
evidence. ~The statements of these men were 
heard ; their promises sifted ; the policy of our 
Government and the requirements of the En- 
listment-Laws, explained to them. . They were 
distinetly warned that nobody could-be ¢ hired 
or retained” in the United States, and that no- 
body. could. be enlisted into our service but 
upon British territory, They were also ask- 
ed that no - violation of the Neutrality Laws 
was intended, and those who did violate them, 
would be left utterly without defences, 

I am free to admit that, on one point there 
was some obscurity in all our minds, My right 
to, publish, in the United States, an official ad- 
vertisement, signed by a British officer,’and is- 
sued in a British Province, stating the terms 
upon which men would be inlisted in the Pro. 
vince, could no more be disputed than my:right 
to. publish the official Declaration of War 
‘against Russia, or a Commissariat advertise- 
mert for a thousand barrels of flour, for 
the use of our troops, to be delivered in Hali- 
fax. The Foreign Enlistment Bill, or any 
other Act of Parliament, I had certainly, as 
much righf-to circulate as any bookseller; in 
London has to pubjish the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence of the Revised Statutes of New 
York. If then, &eouid publish the law and 
the advertisernent, surely I had the right to 
explain their precise terms and meaning, to any 

person seeking to be informed. | In all this it 

will be perceived that there was no Violation 
of the Neutrality lays lccessary or intended. 
The only point thal gave me apy perplexity |. 
was this, could T or. any bady.else pay the 

passages of men going through or out of the 
United States to geek service under our flag? 

You assor: that private individuals may do 

this, but tit Governments cannot If your, 
law is 5 4, of what use is such & restriction } 
The cvas on is so easy, that the law must be 
valueless, But, assuming that you are right 
then lot ine ask how it occurred that Mr Gilad. 
stone so little understood his business—was so 
careless of internationl a relations and of the 
character and security of gentlemen who were 
to carry out his policy, that with the crown 
officers of England beside him to expound the 
law, he sent instructions to. North America, 
and left Mr Crampton, Sir Gaspard LeMar- 

chant, Mr Howe and every body else, to grope 
their way in the dork, without any authovita- 
tive exposition by which a point so vital could 
be relieved from even a shadow of doubt;—! 

officers apdiothers, who, had | . 
coffers of service, the ga ns Po infayor of my own government, I did 

. Your Foreign Enlistment Act was framed in 

topol was at | the belief that poor men, out of employment, 
to whomiashilling a day would be an object, 
would take service under it; yet you now ven- 
ture to assure Parliament that you expected 
these same poor men, without a dollar in their 
pockets to pay their own passage moncy and 
expenses from all imaginable distances, for the 
glorious privilege of getting to our depots, 
and sharing in the luxuries of the Crimea, as 
they were presented to theimagination in 1855. 
The Representative of a great University 
should squaxe his eonduet by invineible logic.. 
Ley me hang these propositions, which I am- 
prepared te. maintain before all the world, up- 
on your College gates. i 
That if Mr Gladstone's law. be sound, in res- 

Js: to the payment of passage money, his For- 
gn Enlistment Bill and the Instructions sent: 
v Lord: Adberdeen’s Government. to. British 
\merica, were mere waste paper; because 

every British Recruit, having but five. miles 
to travel has his expenses paid and gets his: 
beer into the bargein. : 

That, whether sound or. not, his expositie 
of Law should have been sent with his instru 

ed had acted on the only construction. which 
afforded a chanee of suceess for his policy. 

_ Assuming your argument to be sound, these 
are the inevitable eonclusions to which’ it 
Jeads. But being boundito construe doubtfuls 

not hesitate to act by anticipation on Judge: 
Kane's excellent interpretation of the law. L 
could very easily have covered the offence, if 
offence it was, by bringing the matter within 
the requirements of refined distinction—tak- 
ing care that passages Were pai 
chants and well disposed B 
by American citizens, u 
government. But of what use 
distinctions ? We had a right to pay the pas- 
sages or we had not. Ifwe had, there was no 
harm done. If we had not, your law and your 
Foreign Enlistment policy were mere decep- 
tion." I acted upon my own construction, and 
was prepared to test the question in the Uni- 
ted States Courts, My Clerk, who wasarrest- 
ed. did test it, and was honourably acquitted, 
Judge Kane's opinion, which covered every 
act of mine up to that period, having been 
elicited on the trial. $i 
But you refer te the curious fact that Judge 

Kane gave two opinions. Strange to say he 
did. Butsurely Mr. Crampton, Bir Gaspard. 
Le Marchant and everybody else, were justi- 
fied in acting throughout the summer upon « 

point of policy to which publicity had been 
given. How were those officers to blame if 
Judge Kane qualified or reversed, in Septem- 
ber, the Judgment which he gave in May ?— 
Unless you can prove, which I defy any man 

in September, a single passage was paid or any 
act done in a spirit of hostility to the Anerican 
government or its laws. 

" But you complain that the government of 
the United States wasnot informed of all the 
proceeding of British agents in that country. 
Mr. Crampton has given a general answer to 
this cbjection, satistactory to her Majesty's go- 
vernment, have no answer to give, but I 
have a question to ask, which it behoves Mr. 
Gladstone to answer? Why did Mr, Herbert's 
despateb, sent out by Lord Aberdeen’s govern- 
ment of which you were a member, and which 
was the foundation and warrant for all our pro- 
ceedings, containno injunction to candor and 
‘explicitness towards the American authorities > 
If that despatch was marked *¢ Confidential,” 
who is to blame that it was not published— 
communicated or exposed: Was Sir Gaspard 
Le Marchant ox Mr; Crampton instructed, in 
that despatch, 4o communicate with Mr. 
Marcy or President Pierce? Read it and satis~ 
fy yourself, and then vainly endeavour to satis- 
1y our fellow, countrymen of your right to com- 
plain that officers, restrained by your instruc- 
tions in, 1853, are amenable to censure in 1856,. 

own act, you enjoined. : 
You acknowledge that you are responsible 

for pening the Depot in Halifax, but com- 
plain that any Agoncy was employed in the 
United. States. But my argument is, that 
without such Agency—without the co-opera--. 
tion of Mr. Crampton;with Sir Gaspard Le 
Marchant—your Forejgn Enlistment B:ll, upon 
this Continent, was mere waste paper; and I 
fearlessly appeal to the documents communica- 

more Wes. tontemplated; and that you, at 
least in the same dégree as the Ministers and 
Officers you have assailed, are directly respon- 
sible for the consequences of all the proceed- 
ings inspired by tnt Bestar’ 

fou assume that the American Government 
‘were *¢ deceived and ¢ deluded,” because 
while Mr. Crampton frankly communicated 
whet he was doing, he disavowed what he 
was not. What we were all endeavouring to 
do was to carry out the policy and instructions 
of Lord Abordeen’'s Government in subordi- 
nation to the laws of the United. States. If 
you thought that this was impracticable, wii 
did you pass your Bill—forward your instruc- 
tions—-or send anybogly on such a fool's errand ? 
But it is plain that yon did not think so.— 
You tock credit for the Bil] as a Member of the 
Government, 2BA-NOW wish to take credit for 
the failure of your own experiment, as a Mem- 
ber of Oppositson? “Ilow was the policy, de- 

to be tested, but by “actual experime
nt: We 

applied this test, and gave it a fair trial, If 
it failed, you, who originated an impract

icable 

tions, and not roserved till the officers employ" 

the only jndicious decision upon this vital 

to do, that, after the delivery of that “judgment 

for majntaining the reserve which, by your ; 

ted with Mz, Herbert's despatch, to prove taat.. 

liberately adopted by your own Governments. 
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scheme, are to lame —not we, who dig our. 


