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ENGLISH POLICY IN

OR full thirteen years England
F has had more to hope or fear
from foreign events and from her
own foreign policy, than from any
of those measures which habitually
divide the parties of Parliament.
We do not undervalue the impor-
tance of the great social questions
which are ever obtruding them-
selves on the magistrate and on
the philanthropist,—the relations
between workmen and employers,
between tenants and landlords, be-
tween the individual workmen to-
wards one another, and the demo-
ralizing influences of excessive
aensmj temptation. Nor would
we on any account overlook the
immense result of good or evil
which must issue to ourselves from
our Indian policy; indeed,in many
resHects this branch of politics may
well be called foreign. But to
treat any of these questions wisely
by legislation, neither the public
nor the Parliament nor the Cabi-
nets are ripe, except so far as to
support steadily the undeniable
;—i‘igxts of man against man in social

ations. And it is not to these
questions that either faction of
polities turns with complacency
while Parliament is sitting. In the
vacation one or other statesman
may toy with philanthropy: it
Eleases many, and irritates none :

ut the matters which call out the
energy of visible struggle are those
which by traditionary routine con-
stitute rallying cries for Whig or
Tory; and these neither interest
phﬁnthropy at home, nor direct
policy ab:

On the other hand, the results to
England from the establishment
over Europe of freedom on the one
hand or despotism on the other,
must be enormous, By daily con-
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tact with despotism our own states-.
men are enslaved, and more or less
corrupted. With perpetually in-
creasing intercourse European na-
tions tend to common principles
and common practice. the Con-
tinent cannot be elevated to our
level of law and freedom, we shall
be depressed to their level. The
violent overthrow of liberty there
tends to sap the foundation of our
liberties ; and with crude despo-
tism abroad comes restriction of
movement, of trade, of education,
of printing; in short, ev:gthin
to cripple material or moral well-
ing, not on the Continent only,
but in all who have close relations
with the Continent. Moreover,
our position is made at once more
glorious and more dangerous
our old liberties, our free press, an
our hereditary maintenance of the
right of asylum. In 1850 we heard
the muttered threats of the Eastern
despots on these very grounds.
Neither Belgium nor Switzerland
were then safe places of refuge for
eminent exiles against imperial
anger ; much less did their press
venture to criticise frecly the right
and wrong of imperial doings., If
on the Continent an irresponsible
imperialism is to prevxsi],l land
must remain permanently armed
in time of peace in order barely to
maintain her own hereditary i

ties. Things might easily have
been far worse. Russia and Aus-
tria might have gladly welcomed

the Prince President of France
after his état of December,
1851, when he sought admission
(according to current belief) into
the old royalties of Europe, and
was coquetting for a Russo-

sian bride. In that case we should
have seen and felt Russia, Ger-

K
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many, and France in hostile union,
against Austria being at that
time visibly a mere satrapy of
i ing to encounter
her displeasure. We are already
in threefold armour avowedly be-
%ause of the mili spooe?sps gf
rance, & power professing friend-
ship to us. With what a weight
of military and naval armament
:tl‘muld tivlve have been fwgrn down,
if, in the interests o espoh%' {
Russia and France had combin
against us in 1852 ! Constantinople
would then have fallen into t
hands of Russia, for the Turkish
fleet could not resist unaided. Our
fleet on the Mediterranean would
have been permanently doubled.
Greece might have thrown herself
into the arms of Russia, and Eng-
land must have looked across the
Atlantic for allies, if she desired to
maintain the luxuries of free press
and safe asylum. If we have i:een
saved from thege dangers, it is not
by the wisdom of our statesmen,
but by the folly of the Russian
licy. In fact, since 1849, events
g:.ve shown that there 18 a pro-
found and momentous contrast of
sentiment in to foreign
policy, between the nation at large
and the two parliamentary coteries
which wield the national force;
and it may seem that the instinct

of prompts the statesmen on*
Both o

sides studiously tp avoid
eliciting the sympathies of the
nation, lest its enthusiasm over-
power them both. On this account
they shroud their doings in secret
diplomacy, and cﬁenerally evade
puli)limtion until the crisis is past ;
and if of late things have improv.
in this respect, it 18 due chiefly to
the very different practice followed
first in Paris, next in Turin,

It is perhaps correct to say, that
the English nation took no practi-
cal interest at all in foreign affairs
from 1815 to 1849. Even in 1848,
the June insurrection in Paris so
damped the general interest felt in
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England for foreign liberty,—so
confounded and darkened the pros-
pect,—that it needed the gallant
resistance of Sicily and Northern
Italy, the revolution of Rome, and
the successes of Hungu‘l;{ before
the English nation wo d rouse
itself to inquire into the facts and
the justice of the causes. Then at
length, in 1849, the numerous and

ntaneous meetings in all parts
of the country in symp&thﬂi with
the freedom of Hungary, showed
without mistake what was the in-
stinct of England and what its
ground of judgment. It saw a
right and & wrong : a constitutional
legal nation assailed by its own
dynu;? ; taken unawares while its
tacked on alt siden, gt spesdity
tac] on ides, yet ily
victorious ; and after lyts nm
and glorious vi , about to be

] y the whole force
gg Russia, because it had vindicated

its laws agxmst murder, incen-
diarism, and treacherous invasion.
At this the righteous instinct of
England was horrified. It did not
suspect that the Cabinet in which
so pure a .Whig a8 Lord John
Russell was Premier, and so great
& talker for fre%dom as Lord Pal-
merston was Foreign Secmt.ua,
could [iossibly sympathize wi
the lawless Austrian dynasty. It
therefore addressed earnest and
trustful petitions to the ministers
who were sup) to be friends of
freedom. Loh P&lIinelrsbon's ‘Hun-
garian speech’ in Parliament (so it
was called) drew out the thankful
joy of the Liberal members, who
n recognition presented
to { Palmerston a portrait of
her noble husband.

Very few then knew the half-
hearted game vi;hich the Raussell
Ministry was playing in Italy, to
the ruin of freedom; talking for
liberty, winning the confidence and
raising the hopes of the people
everywhere, yet advising the
princes* against war with Austria,

* In April, 1849, Ferdinand of Naples felt it necessary to yield to the popular
feeling, and pretend to co-operate with Charles Albert against.Austria; but the

British

minister in Naples strongly remonstrated, reminding him of the imtegrizy of
territories guaranteed ty treaies and belonging to & power fri

friendly to Great
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which the f)eople knew to be the
only ible means of establishing

om. Recent events demon-
strate how entirely right was the
judgment of Italy, how absurd and
rnicious was the English policy.
assuming the place of arbitrator
in Sicily, our Government dam
the popular enthusiasm, which
thou& its cause safe in English
hands ; then, havi# ined time
for the King of Naples, allowed
him to bombard Messina under the
eyes of our fleet, which the Sicilians
never i ed was sent there
for the mere pleasure of looking on
at the hideous game. The i
nation as little guessed that Lord
Palmerston had given a distinct
sanction® to the Prince President
of France to restore the Pope
‘under an improved government.’
Nor did it then know that the
same lord had repelled Kossutl’s
envoy, had referred him to the
Austrian ambassador, had uttered
the (dliglllomatically false) statement
that England knew nothing of
Hmfary but as a province of
the Austrian Empire, and had re-
fused to Hun t mediation

which Queen Anne’s Tory Govern-
ment had forced upon Austria in
the peace

1;09—1 1, 80 establishi
of Satmar, which Austria fla-
tly broke in 1848. Naturally
ge‘:efom that could not be guessed
which ap; at length when the
Blue Book of H was pub-
lished ; that Lo almerston,
however condemning the folly of
Austria, who by quarrel with
Hun%‘cmshed her own right
arm, wished that that right
arm should be crushed rather than
that should lose the
precious advantage of ‘a stro
Austria’ But in the midst of
these events a painful revelation
was made of the tone of Lord John
Russell’s sentiment toward the
Qaribaldians who had defended
Rome against the attack of Louis
Nla)loleon. A small ship laden
with exiles of both sexes escaped
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from Rome to Malta, and were
forbidden by the governor to
land—a prohibition which might
have involved starvation, fever, or
shipwreck, when it was hard to
know what coasts were then safe
for exiles. In reply to Mr. Hume'’s
inquixi{ in Parliament, Lord John
Russell defended the conduct of
the Maltese governor, on the
und that ‘these people, who
aduktinadeda lr:avl?‘:txlsiox;.n at Rome,
would no doubt be equally willing,
if they could, to make a revolution
in Malta.’ 0 can measure the
depth of prejudice implied in such

a reply ? .
Tﬁe magnitude of the chasm
which here divides the nation from
the professional statesmen was not
fully gauged until Kossuth’s arrival
in ml&nd, the phenomena of
which remain to us as a for-
midable instruction. The whole
of the wealthy middle classes un-
connected with political office, as
well as the lower classes, rallied to
Kossuth with a ummm.llteyd’ agi
ontaneity quite unparalle i

;?a ing towards him an enthusiasm
such as domestic royalty can but
rarely command. The greatest and
wealthiest cities of the land vied
to do him honour; the city of
London banqne!:ted‘ him in the
Guildhall ; Birmingham and Man-
chester gave him splendid recep-
tions ; a host of commercial towns
sued for the honour of welcoming
him ; Edinburgh and Glasgow have
always been enthusiastic for him,
though time then forbade his going
thither. Except the organs of the
Stock Exchange (whose cue, we
suppose, was to uphold at all
events the rotten Austrian finance),
the whole liberal press of the
country was with him. But in the
midst of all this trulg' national en-
thusiasm, we should gladly hear
that so many as three t{eers or one
privy counsellor breathed publicly
a word of sympathy with Hun-
ian liberties wunjustly over-
m The greatest of all the

* A later despatch qualifies this by the declaration that Lord Palmerston had ot

the wuse of

force in the restoration of the Pope! In other words, he

had assumed that the-Romans would not fight. He was not shocked at reimposing
the Pope, but at reimposing him with bloodshed, which causes acandal.
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‘Whigs—the late Lord Macaulay—
in a public address the next year,
deliberately avowed that the terri-
ble reaction of imperial violences

- was only the price paid for the

saving of cwilization. He seems to
have confounded Buda-Pesth with
Paris.

We can now see clearly wherein
the logic of the nation differs from
the logic of those who are, or seek
to be, 1ts leaders. The nation be-
lieves that nations, like individuals,
have right:i,] and that rights are in-
violable—that to do the right is
the way to the truly expedient;
but the statesmen believe that all
national rights are to be judged of
by expediency, and that by seeking
to do that which is expedient we
shall do that which is right. The
moral contrast of these two states
of mind is immeasurable, and, even
when neither is carried to its legi-
timate extent,is vast. Letusdwell
a little on the topic. .

The politicians tell us that we
must wait for the millennium for
nations to act on the right and the
wrong ; that this is all very well
for private life, but will not do for

ublic conduct ; that it is mere
ticism to talk against military
operations or against a coup-d’état
as against murder and robbery;
that a deed becomes right by being
very expedient—that is, by con-
ducing to the interests of a great
majority : hence, that we can only
judge what is right by inquiring
what is expedient. Thus, to over-
throw a tyranny in Naples and
change the dynasty may be right,
because a strong Italy is important
to Europe; but to overthrow an
equally wicked tyranny in Hungary
may be wrong, just because Europe
wants also a strong Austria,

Those who maintain such para-
doxes are often fluent debaters, and
as such are difficult to answer;
especially as they carr{ us into the
very depths of moral theory by the
immensity of theit scepticism. Let
us_here satisfy ourselves by in-
quiring which of the two was prac-
tically wiser, judged of by the re-
sult? the instinct of the British
nation, which cursed the wicked-
ness of Austria and wished to up-
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hold the rights of H ; OF,
the subtle cleverness of the British
statesman, who, lamenti the
violence of Austria, still desired
that violence to p r, for the
sake of European iency ! The
nation did not trouble its head to
ask, ¢ What is to become of Europe
if justice is done against Austriaf
for it was too simple to imagine
that the stability of Europe could
depend on injustice to a great
eountrﬁ.e It was satisfied with the
rule, ¢ Be just, and fear not’ The
statesman, anxious for a ‘strong
Austria’ as a bulwark i
Russia, deliberately allowed Russia
to throw down the bulwark, and
convert Austria into her humble
dependency. Neither side among
us then %(:ll;eksaw ?llxe Ruﬁssum w;r
against ey ; though it might
have been foreseen ; g)r Kossuth
in America twice publicly and
vehemently foretold it, in March
and May, 1852. But no one can
now doubt that that war was a
natural result of the KEmperor
Nicholas’s conviction that Austria
was thenceforth his humble ser-
vant, or as he frankly said to Sir
Hamilton Seymour, ‘¢ What pleases
me, pleases Austria’ The Russian
war, in dread of which our states-
men sacrificed Hungary, was
brought upon them by precisely
this very measure. The nation did
not look to futurity; yet by con-
fining its view to the simple
question of just and unjust, right
and wrong, attained the wisdom
which the far-seeing statesman
missed. -

Here is a practical answer to the
very gratuitous assertion, that na-
tions will not act on the arguments
of right and wrong until the mil-
lenmum. Far more plausibly
might it be said, that thel{llwill not
act on arguments of philosophic
expediency until the millennium,
Nothing can be clearer than that
the masses of mankind are deeply
ﬁdbon by 1;w:‘)l sorts of ma(()itive;

y personal material advan-

al Spediency, in”that high ‘end
ency in b an

noble sense which embraces the

interests of all.others as well as

our own); secondly, by & concep-
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tion or ion of right and
wrong. e 1mpulses of a multi-

: e one hand, be
a)u;t: as and much coarser

those of the moet unscrupu-
lous tool of tyranny ; on the other
hand, their imp are o
generous, and, In proportion to
their knowledge, alm at justice.
But what is quite impossible for a
nation is, to estimate justice by
means of arguments of world-wide
expediency. To say that they
must judge in this way, is to deny
to them any judgment at all on the
question of war or peace.

If it is hard to know the right
and the wrong, it is generally far
harder to know what 18 expedient,
except when we settle it through
first knowing what is right. And
however scornfully politicians may
treat as stupid fanatics those who
press the argument of right, they
themselves urge it whenever the
are anxious to impress the multi-
tude. We have not forgotten the
s ot 8 e Tl 2
b ¢ against the peror Nicholas
(called his ¢ brutal ’ speech by the
St. Petersburg Gazette), which ended
by appealing to God to defend THE
RIGHT. That, as between Russia
and Turkey, the Russians were
‘wrong, was a compact and intel-
ligible ent ; but whether it
is ¢ ent’ for all parties con-

tude may, on

cerned that the Turkish rule be.

sustained, cannot be fairly debated
without plunging into the utmost
vagueness of hypothesis, It may
be apparently solved by interpret-
ing as expedient whatever is imme-
diately convenient to ourselves;
but 8o base a measure of expe-
diency no one dares to avow and
recommend.

If it be admitted that through
inferiority of intellect the millions
cannot deal fvvith the very dlﬂ’uﬁe
argument o eqiledien as the
foundation of right, an? necessa-
rily look on right as the founda-
tion of expediency, an immense
result follows, which no statesman
ought to overlook. This weakness
of nations (so let it just now be
called) is apt to defeat all the cal-
culations of the politiclan who
shapes his course on the opposite

The Russian War.
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rinciple. Thus an English peer
1’;1 185;3d relllna.rllrle ‘he should %:3
expected thatthe Hungarians wo
be ﬁroud of being subject to so great
a Power as Austria.’ That 18 to
say, he was blind to the intense
resentment felt by a nation when
its rights are trampled on. Not
feeling with it, he does not antici-
te its action. He fancies that
ustria is about to become very
powerful, and to his surprise dis-
covers that her breach of funda-
mental morality has reduced her to
the brink of ruin,
In the Russian war the same
ggverse sympathy with Austria
ve our Ministry into a course,
by their own confession, most head-
long. They were narrowly saved
in the battle of Inkermann, and
well that has been for Europe;
but again we say, no aredue
to their wisdom. To men who look

at the right and the wrong, nothi
could be plainer.than the cohlug
which o

h N t to have i!):f)n %ursued
rom the beginning of the Russian
invasion. In 1848 the Sultan had
granted to Wallachia numerous
reforms, and was prepared to grant
the same to Moldavia. Hereupon
the Russian army entered Moldavi

-and forced the Sultan to can

these reforms, and drive into exile
the patriots who had demanded
them. Consequently, the moment
the Turks declared war in 1853, on
the renewed invasion of Moldavia,
nothing was more obvious than to
recal the exiles, proclaim anew the
reformed constitutions, and occupy
Wallachia before the Russians
could advance into it. This the
Turks were eﬁer to do, but were
forbidden by the Western ambas-
sadors, because the English Minis-
did not wish to offend Austria,
whom they hoped to win to their
side, Austria, having violentl
crushed freedom in H an
Transylvania, dreaded its establish-
ment on her rd«g'ré ths?efpre t;lvas
eager to occupy first Servia, then
the two Principalities. In conse-
&mnce the Turks were left, with
e most uncertain result, to fight
their battle unaided—after we had
nominal]h{(f'oined them—after our
armies reached Varna. Since
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single-handed they repelled the
Russians on the Danube—though
after a hard and terrible struggle—
it is manifest that the aid of a
fraction of the Western forces al-
ready at Varna would much earlier
have decided the combat ; and if
we had urged the Sultan to conso-
lidate the safety of the Principa-
lities by re;mfwmg848 to them mlgthfle l::n-
stitution of 1848, peace might have
followed. dBut as wt?.y hal(:ind done
no and apparently ¢ no-
thing else to do’ (to use Lord John
Bussell’s frank explanation), it was
resolved to attack Sebastopol. We
do not undervalue the magnificent
result, but it was earned under risks
incalculable : and the Ministry was
driven into that course, not by any
forecast of wisdom, not by any
original necessity of duty, but be-
cause, to please Austria, they would
not establish the just liberties of
the Principalities.

Ministries change; but whether
we have in power pure Whigs, pure
Tories, or coalitions, the sympathy
with Austria does not change.
Against Russia, against France, i+
tense animosity seems to be pos-
gible; even against Prussia the
bitterest attacks were made on the
Tory side and from the Court party
in the Russian war; but Austria
*was screened with the greatest ten-
i St b
ing blown the war-trumpet
in the beginning, under the fufl
conviction that Austria must at last
come to our side, recommended
ignominious surrender as soon as

¢ truth broke on him that Austria
did not dare to help us. But the
fa.ctl,s which provetIi, at Ausltria is
no longer a great Power, no longer
able to perform the functions of a
great Power against Russian en-
croachment, seem only to have
called out the fond tenderness of
our statesmen for her recovery.
‘As soon as the French Emperor in
18%2 avowed his dissatisfaction
with the Austrian policy in Italy
in 8o marked a way as to imply that
he might give warlike aid to Sar-
dinia, the sympathy of the Derby
Ministry with Austria was pro-
claimed in terms most distinct.
Lords Derby and Malmesbury both
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spoke out in Parliament, scornfully
ing & l.d. C ﬂllxer -
start course, and asserting the r.

of Austria to Venetia and Lom-
bardy. When the war was begun,
they tried to extort from the French
Government a pledge that in no
case should Croatia be attacked ;
and when of course met by the
reply that while Austria drew troops
and resources from ia, that
country could not enjoy the advan-
tages of neutrality, they sent the
Enilish fleet to the Adriatic, and
with the greatest activity Eg‘l;epued
for war against France. m that
horrible calamity England and
Europefvtv}(::eDsavi)edbytg e displace-
ment o erby Ministry.
Palmerston and Russell were be-
lieved to have come into power on
& pledge to Mr. Bright and others,.
that in no case whatever shoul
naval or military aid be given to

Austria. Yet the ing against
France (distinctly avowﬁ by Lord
Palmerston as such), and the des-
Ratch of Loi'd John Russell p(in
ugust 31st last, certainly imply
that the present Ministry intends
(if a.llowe«f by Parliament) to pursue
e by the Derby Maaistey 4
sign y the y in
1859 ; and the alleged justification
m“lousy of France, And this
! to the inquiry, how far is this
jealousy of France justifiable, and
ow far ought it to be allowed to

us?

E anX one outright avows that
England has deeply humiliated
France, and therefore can never
trust her, and therefore is bound to
resist all aggrandizemegt of France,
however honourable its means—we
understand his logic, though we
do not yield to it. It would pledge
us to unjust wars for the mere pur-
pose of keeping France weak ; and
as a policy, it must certainly fail:
first, because it would rouse against
us the just enmity of all the parties
and classes of that nation ;
next, because it would enable the
French Emtﬁeror to p&‘l]xlny tofhlmself;n self
against us the sympathies o
free men of Europe, by the very

simple course of promo their
free%om‘againstGelx)'mmo?ﬁuasim
tyranny. In the case of Italy we
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already see how successfully he
has done this. By the splendid
services he performed in the spring
of 1859, and by imposing neutrality
on Austria and in through the
whole of 1860, he has determined
the freedom of Italy, which the
Derby Ministry was 80 vehement
to forbid his accomplishing. In
the first half of the year 1859 we
know what di the Ita?nn’ 8
felt towards English policy and to-
wards land for its sake. Evi-
i % 8 i, o
persev in, Napoleon co ve
rallied all Italy into a bond of
hatred against us; and in like
manner he would be able to draw
into his influence against us Croa-

tia, Hungary, 8Servia, Bulgaria,
the Danum Principalities, per-
haps also Greece and Poland, if
England assumed as her rule of
conduct to oppose every effort of
France on the side of oppressed
nations, lest France turn their sym-
pathy to her own advantage.

It is a calamity to us that our
forefathers pursued France with
indiscriminate animosity, and hu-
miliated her in every corner of the
globe. We must in consequence
count on some enmity from the
French, and. it would not be pru-
dent to expose ourselves to it un-
armed. But surely this is a reason
for trying to soothe, not to exaspe-
rate the evilk Every French go-
vernment, since Louis XVIIL, has
endeavoured to raise the military
and naval force of France to a
standard proportionate to that of
the_ eighteenth century; nor can
we hinder this by any direct oppo-
sition. Notoriously, 1n his increase
of the navy, the present Emperor
has merely ca.rnedp out the plans of
Louis Philippe; and the grounds
of this are to every Frenchman

ite on the surface. They say,

ile England has so great a
fleet to threaten us with, we need
a proportionate fleet to maintain
our self-respect, that our marine
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may not be at her mercy.’” Then,
on seeing the French fleet increas-
ing, the English admirals, and in
due time the newspapers, cry out
that it is built against us; and that
we must increase our forces still
more. Thus .the two nations are
in a vicious circle, and it is hard to
dehy that we are primarily in the
wrong. For we start from the as-
sumption, that of course we are to
have a fleet enormously superior to
that of France, because we do not
find it convenient to keep an army
equal to that of France. But the
Frenchman replies that his army,
as such, is not an offensive force
against us islanders; while our
fleet, as such, ¢s an offensive force

inst his seaports and shipping ;
therefore our resolution to keep
superior di le offensive arma-
ments forces his government into
the defensive armaments of which
we complain as offensive.

Without entering into the ques-
tion, what other* course England
migfxt ursue, these considerations
(we think) ought to abate largely
the resentment which has been so
extensively felt against the increase
of the French navy. No one will
imagine that Lows Philippe ever
dreamed of mvading England or of
making a sudden attack on our
colonies or ships ; yet he planned,
ordered, and rtmﬁy executed the
scheme which has been thou%ht S0
offensive in Napoleon III. It ap-

Kred in 1859 in what way .an
glish Ministry may think fit to
use an English fleet—not to defend
the shores of England, but to forbid
France from aiding Italian liberties
lﬁy attacking Austria at home.

very class of Frenchmen, from re-
publicans to legitimists, is resolved
not to submit to such dictation
from England, and therefore will
insist on raising the strength of
their navy in proportion as we
raise ours. Grumble at this as we
may, we shall quite miscalculate if
we impute to offensive intentions

* To enact a monthly holiday, and upon it & compulsory training of all youths
between eighteen and twenty-three to shoot at a mark (no¢t to be drilled), would for
ever put at rest all fear of invasion, if we had not even a ship at sea, nor any but a
skeleton army. And this would only be to return to the old law and practice of

England. No foreigner could regard such a proceeding as offensive.
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that which in the French concep-
tion is purely defensive.

From these general considera-
tiong we turn to the special charac-
ter and condﬁct oif’ Napoleon gtlllfg;
to inquire how far they justi
jealousy of France. fiis first

uropean act after he became
R:SI ent, was his attack on the

man republic. Whatever sever-
ity of judgment we might in the
abstract pronounce on this, is
practically overthrown by the fact
that he previously obtained the
consent of Lord John Russell's
cabinet. Whether hatred of repub-
licanism actuated them, or whether
they made sure that Austria would
restore the Pope if France did not,
and fancied they were doing Rome
a service by stipulating for an
improved constitution, we have no
means of deciding. At any rate,
the Prince President faithfully en-
deavoured to obtain from the Pope
various important ameliorations in
the internal government ; but was
met by absolute refusal, under
Austrian advice. After this, more
than two years later, followed his
violent and treacherous overthrow
of the constitution by which he
had been made president. It does
not belong to us to criticize this
from a French point of view ; but
the effect it produced upon English
politicians concerns us properly,
and is very notable. It instantly
produced a panic in Parliament
itgelf, lest he should invade Eng-
land! Even Mr. Joseph Hume
implored honourable members to
shut their mouths and restrain
their feelings, remembering that
England was unarmed. In ashort
time, Parliament, with a unanimity
and facility long unknown, voted
six hundred thousand peunds for
building a new fleet ; and that ve
fleet of screw steamers was built
against Louis N:})oleon, which in
1854 sailed tn alliance with the
French fleet against Bomarsund and
Cronstadt. is is surely a very
notable phenomenon.

It is a received general principle,
that a usurper has enough to do in
holding his ground at home against
the resentment of his own nation,
and can never have spare strength
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to volunteer an arduous foreign
war. A single military failure
wouc};i{;ssured.l dctilst him hiscrown;
much less co e t perse-
vering sacrifices from nation.
Unless therefore we are to attribute
to g:lbhc men a remarkable
timidity, there must have been
some great peculiarity in the crisis
which justified it. And we think
there was. The overthrow of free-
dom in France made a universal
coalition of the despots ible,
and even easy ; for had Nicholas so
coalesced with Louis Napoleon,
Austria and all Germany must have
followed. As in 1823 the ‘holy
alliance’ sent France to put down
the liberties of Spain, a like com-
bination might have been made
against England in 1852; for at
that time our reception of exiles,
and the free comments of our p
made us the mark of hatred to
the despotisms of Europe.

In so far, it was but prudent to
arm, nor do we blame that jealousy.
For more than a year the policy of
the French President was uncertain
to us, perhaps was uncertain to
himself. His first palpable act was
a most striking one, and has
stamped his policy ever since. He
discerned '1‘:12; intenti:l)ns ofl l:dusem
against ey, and resolved to
oppose them. in March, 1853, he
ordered the French fleet to the
Dardanelles, in order to support
the Sultan against Prince Menchi-
kofft. The Aberdeen Ministry,
which by means of the secret
correspondence had official know-
?N el:sf,theu{tet(elnbrd igns of

icholas, protested against Napo-
leon’s act, alleging that Menchikoff’s
quarrel was limited to the ecclesias-
tiwcal question between Russia and
France ; and by thisprotest extorted
the recal of the French fleet.
Admiral Dundas had already re-
fused to comply with the request
of Colonel Rose for the support of
the English fleet. It was clearly
in the power of the English Cabinet
to be inactive, while Napoleon
i'll‘nilp}‘icated glmstg.lf on the side of

rkey and of justice against
Russia; and had they done thi
they could afterwards have dicta
their own terms to him as to the
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aid we would give in the war, But,
whatever it was or was not right
for them to do, it was undeniable
:i["}rzlm that lllna?imeni: Bhat the French
Tor no designs against
En, g:nd. Previously, indeed, while
a constitutional president, in
1851, he had extorted from the
tan, by the threats of M. Lava-
lette, certain privileges for the
Latin Christians in Turkey, which
80 excited the anger of the Emperor
Nicholas, as perhaps more than any-
thing else to have determined the
course of events.

From March, 1853, onward,
Louis Napoleon has played a great
and memorable 1 Europe,
and we see not how any consti-
tutional statesman can deny that
it has been an eminently beneficial
part. His army, so outnumbering
ours, was the princi ent of
success in the ac conflicts of
the Russian war. He concluded,
indeed, that war against our will,
to the general disgust of England ;
and yet, seeing a8 we now see how
effectual a wound Russia has re-
ceived, few among us will deny
that his judgment was correct.
‘Without constraint upon Prussia
and Austria, the restoration of
Poland was impossible; yet that
alone could pennanentiy weaken
Russia. No er prize of con-
test could have justified the vast
sacrifices of continued war. At
the Congress which determined the
peace, Napoleon gave a marked
support to Count Cavour in regard
to the sufferings of Italy, with
especial reference to the Pag;xl
territories. In the next year he
joined us in withdrawing his am-
Lassador from Naples in avowed
disgust at the atrocious misgovern-
ment of the King; and it is be-
lieved that he was anxious for
some stronger measures if the
English Cabinet would have given
its moral guf)port. At the same
time his diplomacy was active in
urging Austria to consent to great
administrative reforms in the Papal
States. The details were first com-
elebrated paapblet, Napeleon 115
celebrated pamphlet, .
and Ita:y, which sums wup the
Emperor's proposals to Austria as
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follows :—1. Secularization of the
administrative power, by the for-
mation of a Council of State formed
of laymen and charged to examine
and discuss laws, 2. Representa-
tion of all the interests of the
country in a Consulle elected di-
rectly by the Provincial Councils,
or at least chosen by the Pope out
of a list of candidates presented by
these Councils, and called to deli-
berate on all the laws and to vote
the budget. 3. Effectual control
of local expenses by the Provincial
Councils, receiving their delegation
from the Municipal Councils, who
are themselves named by the
electors conformably to the edict
gf _24thR I;Tovelgbell'l, 1850. ulga t.]u-
iciary Reform by the prom 100
of a code of civilylaws based on the
Code Napoleon, or on the Lom-
bardo-Venetian code, or on that of
Naples. 5. Regular collection of
the public revenues by an organi-
gation similar to that of France.
6. Reconciliation of all classes and .
opinions by an enlightened cle-
mency - to a{l who will submit re-
spectfully to the Sovereign Pontiff.
uch were the ameliorations which
Napoleon, before determining on
war, strove to win for Italy by
peaceful diplomacy. The same
pamphlet assures us that he sup-
ported the scheme of a federation
of all Italy under the Pope. This
was the only form of union possible
without revolution and the over-
throw of the princes; also to this,
Ferdinand 11. of Napies had given
his voluntary adhesion in 1848.
It is therefore utterly unjust and
false to say that Napoleon IIL
entered into the war of 1859merely
to employ his army or to steal
territory. Having exhausted the
forces of diplomacy (with the ap-
probation ‘o Enﬁ{and) at Vienna
and at Naples, he finally aided
t};iedmont ltlo re;;ress a.m(ll hlﬁmiliate
ustria, whose force and obstinacy
forbade amelioration in Italy. In
restoring the Pope he had entered
into a pledge with the English
Government that the Papal terri-
tories should have an improved
constitution. By overthrowhlzg
their Republican liberty he
contracted moral obligations to the
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population itself. But these obli-
ga.t.ions he had for ten years been
orced to neglect, because Austria
forbade ; and while Russia_backed
Austria behind, Italy could not be
freed. At length, after Russia had
been at once severely crippled in
herself and profoundly di

with Austria, the French force was
equal, and yet only just f:h to
the task of securing to Italy her
own self-government.

The chief organs of the English
press and the whole Tory party
were furious against Napoleon for
his undertaking the Itahan war in
18§ﬁ They were almost as an
with him for the peace of Villa-
franca.* Instantly the wildest
absurdities, invented in the Or-
leanist circles of Paris, were sent
abroad over England. Napoleon
had secpetly coalesced with Francis
Joseph to make joint war upon
Prussia or upon Flngla.nd! From
the day that the French army en-
tered Italy, it had been pretended
that we more than before needed to
arm, The cry became louder than
ever after the peace. A volunteer
army was urgently recommended.
The cry for more fortifications be-
came intense. And why? Because

France had displayed so ireat
military energy. ]Zet this have
what weight 1t may; though it
seems very clear that the two great
;irctories v;exietahwon by the dis-

ection of i ungarians
and Croatians in 'the Austrian
ranks, were won very narrowly,
and were productive of effects so
vast only by the hatred of the
Ttali for the nnies which
oppressed them, t it cannot be
&retended that the political acts of

apoleon justified any of the fer-
ment made against him and the
zeal for English armaments. Under
threat of war from Prussia he
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stopped short in his [talian career,
again showing his habitual self-
control ; nevertheless, firmly hold-
ing Austria back, he enabled the
Italians to reform themselves.
Thus he has gainedt for them a
riceless advantage ; while English
iplomatistswho can lecturefo
powers 8o ably did not give to Italy
even kind words until the last
moment, after victory was achieved
everywhere in the field.
It is humiliating to us to note
with how great reason the Bona-
artists extol the superiority of
E‘renchtoEnglixh policy. The
lish Cabinet approved of the Fren
invasion of Rome, extorted from
Napoleon the condition that the
Pope should establish an improved
government, and then was dis-
tressed that force was used against
the Romans, and became seriously
angry when the same force was at
length applied against Austria, who
it e e e
ing the pledge which he gave
England. The English _(ﬁ)m
through Lord Minto, stimula
the Italian hopes of freedom, and
then, from tenderness to Austria
and hatred of Republicanism, did

all that diplo could do to ruin
freedom. Thm:c%ngliah Cabinet,

with the secret correspondence in
its hands, pnbliclyufretended' that
Russia had no ulterior designs
against Turkey; and by thus ap-
pearing to the Russians to be 1
collusion with them against France,
stimulated Nicholas to pﬂ;rosl(num
himself on Turkey, and made the
war inevitable. Napoleon, without
having seen the secret correspon-
dence, discerned the plain state of
the facts,} and showed so early a
hostility as would have made
Nicholas recede ere it was too late,
if England had not at that crisis
played the Russian game. England,

* With no small reason did Count de Morny, in his speech soon after, say—*If
the English, who say we have done too little for the Italians, would have given as
much energy to their cause before the war, as they avow after the peace, the freedom
of Italy might perhaps have been won in Congress, without any war at all.’

+ If he had wished to stop Garibaldi's career, one whisper to the Austrian
ambassador as soon as (aribaldi landed at Marsala would have dome it effectually.
The abstinence of Austria proves the complacency of Napoleon in this great revolution.

1 8o did Colonel Rose, whom Lord Aberdeen did not thank for his straight-

onn.
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in withdrawing her ambassador
from Naples, and in allowing Count
Cavour to bring before the Congress
of Paris the internal misgovern-
ment of the Papal dominions, made
a public avowal that the state of
Ttaly was exceptional and was not
to be dealt with by ordinary
national rules; in that the
princes of Italy deserved to be put
out of the pale of civilized tAf)coten-
tates. All the misery of Italy was
notoriously due to the t of
Austria, was the direct fruit of the
celebrated Secret Treaty of Austria
with Naples in 1815, by which
Naples had ever mntcﬁ lﬁecome a
virtual appanage to the European
power of Austria. England, ‘we
say, was shocked at the miseries of
Itafy; et not only would not put
out a little finger to remedy them
herself, but fell into violent in-
vective against Sardinia as soon as
it transpired that France and
Sardinia were resolved to endure
th%m no l(il X 4

t is wholesome and necessary
to repeat and dwell on these thin, gns;
forimtooclearth_at since the
death of Mr. Ca all the
Englis! I;r(l}labinemve 2 den into
the puerile imbecility of desiring
cumpand inking from remedyes,
The cavaliers of Charles L wished
the king to rule well and honour-
, but could not bear to have
compelled to be legal. So our
ministries can give plenty of good
advice to Austria, but rally to her
side the moment the attempt is
made to coerce her. Lord John
Russell’s two despatches to Turin
of Au 18t and October 27th,
1860, have fixed the eyes of Europe
on the monstrous inconsistencies
of our foreign policy.* In the
formerhhe lla.ssnmes a sttesl:dﬁd
almost hostile toneagains! a,
in case of her ‘attacking the

abl
o

Lord John Russell and Sardinia.
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domains of the EIRPeror of Austria,
or the King of Naples’ 1In the
latter, after the Sardinian armies
have invaded the Roman and
Neapolitan territoriez Lord John
Russell distinctly and elaborately
justifies the d In the former
e sides& v:l';’:h ‘t}lllle Great hI;ovElrs’
against inia, hinting that Eng-
land will eve:nngd Au.stga with her
fleet if Venetia be attacked. In
the latter, he assumes a broad.
argument, which is as available to
Jjustify invasion of Venetia as inva-
sion of Naples. The populations
of the Romanand Neapolitan States,
says he, felt that they were mis-
governed. They had a right to
']:2180 of this for themselves, They
a rifht to accept the aid of the
King of Sardinia; therefore. the
King is not to be biamed for giving
the aid. Lord John proves it by
reference to Vattel, and to our own
William of Oran And [is it
possible that he does not see all
this to confute his own previous
despatch? If Romans and Neapo-
litans may judge whether their
rulers are tyrannical, and may call
in the aid of Sardinia, why may
not Venetians? He surely does not
doubt the fact that Venice is as
much disaffected as ever Naples
was? At the same time, the fone
of the two notes is contrasted still
more strangely. The former is
scornful and dictatorial to ini
not only laying down duties for
her, but lecturing Cf)ner %):ut her
weakness, treating Count Cavour as
delirioﬁ if he dare to enter war
against Austria, and sarcasticall
telling him that that power woul
not be sortrl'ly %:) an oppor&mi)ty of
restoring the Romagna to the Pope,
and Tuscany to the Grand Duﬂz.
It declares that Sardinia will have
no ‘chance’ of success, except b
bringing France into the field, an

» Since writing the above, we see in the correspondence from Berlin, that
¢8weden, unable to trust in England, through the eternal vacillations of English
cabinets, has resolved to enter into close alliance with Prussia, with a view to hinder

the dominion of Russia over the coasts of the Baltic.’
necessary results of secret diplomacy ; yet it is pretended that this unco:
perni is essential to uphold the ixfuence of England abi !
+ In the despatch as officially published in England we read—*Let not Count
in 80 pernicious a delusion.’ This is coarse enough; but the

icious

and
Cavour indulge
Bardini

These vacillations are the
itutional

allege that the original was delirium. )
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kindling a general war in Europe,
This the Great Powers are resolved
to forbid, ‘and Great Britain has
wnterests wn the Adriatic which her
Mn&lecty’s Government must watch
with careful attention.” Butin the
second despatch Lord John assumes
the tone of one who is more favour-
able than Franceto Sardinia. ‘Her
Majesty’s Government,’ he says,
‘can see no sufficient und for
ﬁle severeF censure with whicl(i
ustri rance, Prussia, an

Russia have visited the acts of the
Ki%g of Sardinia.’

orst of all, the despatch of
August 31st vindicates the right of
Austria to Venice, asserting that
an attack from Sardinia would be
¢ jon,” and must

a wanton
fail against ‘Austria,ﬁ hting in a’

Just cause, to maintain her volated
territory.” Now to this part of the
subject we invite our readers’
special attention. What is the
RIGHT of Austria to Venice? We
have no need to plunge into any
depths of moral metaphysics, we
have not to analyse the word
‘nationality,’ when we assert that
in 1796 Venice was a nation, a
constituted government, a recog-
nised power of Europe a thousand
years old, and an ally of Austria;
an older power than England, and
having national rights as truly as
England. Napoleon L overran and
conquered Venice in the name of
democracy, and in 1797 presented
it to Austria by the peace of Campo
Formio. Such was the primary
right of Austria to it. When war
was renewed, the French recon-
quered Venetia, and held it until
calamities fell thick on Napoleon;
upon which the Austrian armies
re-occupied Titfe a8 their fl‘-rightfnl
Ppossession. congress of Vienna,
which unwillingly rewarded Alex-
ander L with the Duchy of Warsaw
and with Finland, willingly gave to
Austria continental Venetia, and
to England the Venetian islands.
Thenceforward, Enil:h statesmen
insist that Austria a right to

enice,

We do ncl)t intend to cen.sn:re tltnh;:
English plenipotentiary a
Co gyp ing the deeds of
the ﬁ‘ ngress under the full light
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of later events. If a new spirit of
legality and fidelity had come into
the Austrian dynasty, no one can
say that it might not in thirty
years have .won the loyal heart of
the Venetians. We do not for a
moment overlook that nearly all
empires are in their origin formed
on no other right than superior
force. We do not apply to Venice
and Austria principles which would
tear all empires asunder; nor do
we shrink to apply everywhere the
rinciples which we insist on apply-
ing to Venice. A violent conquest
by a superior force is in politics
closely analogous to the violent
abduction of a woman. If some
Achilles slaughters the husband of
a Briseis, and violently takes her
to his bed, no one imagines that
his superior force, while it is mere
force, gives him any rights. But
if, after a while, despairing of a
better fate, after old griefs are dry,
she reconciles herself to her captor,
moral ties between them supervene,
and we recognise the union as a
bond fide marriage. N:K, if after a
true loyalty between the two has
been established, an attempt be
made to break their union, in re-
venge for the original violence, we
pronounce this to be a making of
new wounds under pretence of
healing old ones. In applying the
analogy to empires, the principle
is strengthened by the gﬁs\mngam
of old generatiohs. e gn.mz
children of the conquered and the
grandson of the conqueror are in
a relation more favourable for re-
conciliation than if the same indi-
viduals lived on for ever; and if a
real moral union has intervened,
a8 between Wales and
this (and certainly not the ongi
violence) constitutes the right of the
ruler over the ruled. t if a
woman, violently carried off, is
never reconciled to her captor; if,
with the progress of time, there is
not only no progress towards moral
relations, but an ever-increasing
exasperation, a need of ent
violence to hinder her escape, with
cruelties and suffering incident to
that violence, then the universal
conscience of mankind avows that
no lapse of time can confer a right
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of possession. That which was
originally a crime is not only still
& crime, but is of ever deepening
intensity. Statesmen are apt to
assume that loniepossession con-
stitutes a right, because long pos-
session ordinarily softens feud and
raises up in the conquered count
at least a large internal party whic
sides with the conqueror, especially
when the conquering race colonizes
into the other, and intermarriages
are common. The feud of Irish
and English has lasted down to our
own day ; yet so large and intelli-
gent and spirited a ion of the
native Irish has energetically ad-
hered to the English policy and
Empire, that no lish statesman
could be justified in abandoning
them to civil war, nor would any
moralist from without advise it.
Much the same, we believe, may be
said of Posen, owing to the large
immigration of Prussians into the
Polish area, But Venice, trea-
cherously accepted and violently
treated In 1;}3{, seized on during
Napoleon’s with smooth pro-
fessions of constitutionalism, has
seen herself cheated of every pro-
mise, and is every ten years more
and more bitterly hostile, more and
more needs violent constraint.
Even at the of Villafranca,
Francis Josep stif)ulated to make
Venice a strictly Italian province,
with national institutions, and (to
use his very word) to make the
Venetians happy. He was probably
sincere; but he did not dare to
fulfil his undertaking. Violent ar-
rests and deportations, every form
of arbitrary force, are the substitute
for the promised national adminis-
tration. The Austrians themselves
do not pretend to have any native
party in Venice. Thus it is no
matter of surmise, but is a public
European fact, that there never has
been even an incipient or partial loy-
alty in Venice; and that its wrongful
seizure is a crime, not obsolete by
its antiquity, but perpetuated tothis
moment with exasperation. The
enormous emigration of the mili-
tary population is another public
itestation of the state of feel-

miord John Russell knows all this,

Austrian Leanings.
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yet he allows himself to talk of the
rights of Austria to Venice. Heis
not an absolute stickler for the
deeds of the Congress of 1815. To
saynothing of Belgium, and Poland,
and Cracow, and a Napoleon on the
French throne, he has justified the
King of inia in driving out the
Pope and the King of Naples from
territories guaranteed to them by
that Congress. How are we to
understand or explain his totally
different treatment of Austria ?
There are those who say that the
very similar behaviour of i
in office to Tories, as far as Austria
is concerned, is determined by a
force behind the Crown, unseen to
the nation. The son of the King
of Belgium has married an Austrian
princess. According to these in-
terpreters, Lord John's despatch of
August 318t (which first saw the
light in Cologne, immediately after
the meeting of the Queen with the
Prince Regent of Prussia), expresses
the Prusso-Belgian policy ; but the
despatch of October Tﬁ is the
true Russell policy. Others see in
these vacillations the marks of a
struggle in the Cabinet, with alter-
nate victory. We do not under-
take to clear up these mysteries;
but the fact of a contrariety of prin-
ciple is manifest, and calls upon
Parliament and the nation to ex-
grees itself distinctly. The former
espatch is full of exasperation
against Sardinia, indicates suspicion
against France, and avows compla-
cent trust in the wisdom of the
%):.‘her) ‘Great Powers,” to whom
glamkbx reason of her interests
in the Adriatic, will give (at least)
moral support, if Sardinia dare
wantonly to violate that rightful
gg:zmon of Austria—Venice !
ing the enormous results pend-
ing, Englishmen are surely bound to
dec how they will feel if the
fleets or diplomacy of England aid
Austria to perpetuate her tyranny.
But the core of the matteris not
yet touched. We have heard, and
we believe, that when the Sardinian
ambassador asked of Lord Palmer-
ston an explanation.of the former
despatch, he received a frank reply
that her Majesty’s Government
would be delighted to see Austria
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freely hand over Venice to the King
of Sardinia; but a war between
the two Powers could not be con-
fined to the area of Venetia: it
would necessarily overflow into
Croatia, and woufld give Hun

an opportunity of separating her-
self R‘om Austria. J?u'a would be
hostile to English interests, and
this is what her Majesty’s Govern-
ment would resist.

It is surely important to elicit
from the ministers whether this is
their policy, this their way of lfro-
moting constitutionalism in Hun-
gary. If onany question of foreiin
affairs this nation has distinctly
pronounced itself, it is on sym-
pathy with Hungary. Our ances-
tors could not enforce leﬁ?}lty on
the kings except l?' expelling the
Stuarts. To discard a treacherous
dynasty is perhaps the onl{ mode
for a nation to secure its liberties,
The Hungarians have had three
hundred years’ experience of Aus-
trian perfidy. In the last struggle,
the dynasty secretly roused against
th%l;lclrebe amliml‘-iobbgrmom eclif

ublicly stigmatized and disown
fnd ﬁnXll , when beattlfn, celt{lled in

inst Hungary e Russian
ﬁes. Now if, after all this, it
s0 happen that the Hunganan
nation despairs of the dynasty, and
refuses to give it a new trial, what
right has the lish Cabinet to
lay down that (for the sake of
English interests) the Hunga-
rians shall keep a hated dynasty,
of tried and proved perfidy?
Lord John's second despatch re-
cites as a cumulative justifica-
tion of inia, that in 1820-1,
the liberties of all Italy had been
ut down by Austrian force. Why
then is he to forget that in 1849
the liberty and hereditary law of
Hungary was put down by Russian
force ?

Only one answer have we ever
heard. Lord Palmerston wants a
‘strong Austria’ as a support
against Russia,. What is this, but
to say that he wants a dflng man
to be strong? It is surely time to
look the facts jn the face. Even if
Venetia were ceded to Sardinia
without war; even if Francis
Joseph resign, and his brother
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Maximilian take the empire, that
empire cannot be strong for a long
while. Would England, if ber
liberties had been crushed for ten
years by the treachery of her
dynasty and by German armies, be
tranquillized as soon as it had com-
pelled a restoration of the consti-
tution, while troops of pure Celtic
blood and language, together 131:2

Kaffir, Negro, S
regiments, still filled our barracks
and fortresses, and all English
regiments were sent abroad? Of
course, the moment & Parliament
met, a Etn} &) tv;vould con(llnl:)enee
to get rid of the foreign, and bring
home the English armies. The
same le must arise in Hun-
gary, and the d will not dare
to yle}g;s But 'bis not all. Eh‘nl“n‘
gary never been an in
agratuof ﬁhe ]z‘:tustnm ‘Empill'lel;’
egally, the ‘Emperor’ was only
king of Hungary, a detached nation
with separate laws. The Diet was
not responsible for the debts of
Austria, against which it always
protested, and it is not likely to
recognise the debts of the last ten
ears. The present movement of
ungary es for its i
point the denial of its union with
the Austrian Empire ; and in token
of this, the Imperial arms are every-
where pulled down. To restore
the legal constitution, and faith-
fully fulfil it, isilin the avowal of
the Austrians themselves, to tear
the Empire in pieces ; inasmuch as
the Diet at Pesth may pursue a
totally different foreign policy from
the Diets at Vienna or Prague,
supposing that free constitutions
are extended to them. This in- -
deed is the only justification which
the Austrians have attempted for
their violent usurpations; that
these were necessary to Europe, in
order to give military unity to their
empire. Thus Austria has three
imaginable courses; first, to keep
up an avowed and pure tism.
'1{15' was tried for ten years, and
has broken down as untenable
Secondly, to make a central Parlia-
ment, which should contain repre-
sentatives from all the countries,
and should degrade the H ian
Diet into a municipal council. The
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attempt to enforce this brought
on, the fatal war of 1848-9. It was
resumed last autumn ; but it is
now notorious that it can onlg er-
petuate bitter discontent ; and thai
not merely because the individ
Francis Joseph is distrusted, but
because the Hungarian nation de-
mands its hereditary legal rights,
whatever the name of its king.
Thirdly, it is possible to restore
bon# fide the old law, apd observe
it with a faithfulness never yet
sed e Bl B
thi one, then (a8 the dynasty
itself will tell Lord Palmerston)
Austria i8 no longer a strong em-
pire, but is, like Germany, a patch-
work of ill-confederated freedoms.
dAnfdix;ii:togainl’ rEuropel;l:cha

efence against Russia, that a
Whig ministry wishes to violate
the obvious right of the injured
nation of Hungary ?

We would not deny, that if fall
harmony were restored between the
Crown and the nation, the Diet it-
self might at length so modify the
constitution as to blend the domi-
nions of Austria into a single com-
pact empire. But after the past
events, and with such a history as
that of the House of Hapsburg,
this development could only be
very slow. Under the present
dynasty the nation must be in-
tensely conservative of its historical
traditions, intensely averse to lose
them in any combination with the
other countries. A century of faith-
ful legality on the part of the
Crown would hardly be too much
to allow for such a result. Mean-
while, Germany would be kept
weak by the existence of the Aus-
trian power, and Austria not be
strong ; and Europe be without
due ier against France and
against Russia,

Perhaps before these words meet
the public eye, a new attempt will
be made to obscure the rights of
Venice and Hungary by blowing
the war-cry against France. Bava-
ria is probably pledged to support

Austria aﬁm.nat Italy ; France also
is probably ledge(f to ini

not to allow foreign aid to Austria.

If our Government wish to prevent

France entering the new war, a
VOL, LXIIL. NO, CCCLXXIV,
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way is open to them, by joining
France in insisting that no German
State shall aid Austria ; then it is

uite certain that all Germany will
abstain from the war. But if
Bavaria and Prussia, for the con-

venience of Austria, on the
?rol, Bohemia; and Ifungy, and
if thereupon France join Sardinia,
the war which may ensue will be
n}m yet eﬁ'e(l:]tually 1:hAe result
0 sympathy with Austria.
Before we alf())aw ourselves to be
carried away by blind prejudice
and ancient rancour against FJmnc
let two more considerations be we
weighed. 1. With whatever right
pure republicans like Mazzini
may hate the French Emperor, all
those with whom ro is a
cause 80 sacred as to justify war-
like interventions, ought to be
grateful to Louis Napoleon as the
man who has made great Republics
in Euroga impossible, ad he
been faithful to his duties, and
honourably acknowledged the Ro-
man republic, Georgey could never
have made his conspiracy, and the
H rian republic would have
8 in spite of Russia. If the.
llilberties of Franci;aii Ttaly,
ungary were republican, German
liberty would most lik;}y have
taken the same course. Napoleon
has forbidden it. 2. After his
overthrow of liberty in Italy and
France, and the treachery of the
German Princes to their subjects,
nothing else was to be expected but
that the next stru%gle in Europe
would be that of Republicans
against Absolutists, with no
at all aiming at constitutional
royalty. Certainly for awhile this
party vanished, in disgust at the
worthlessness of royal oaths. It
has been restored, primarily, in a
moral sense, by the noble faithful-
ness odeiclblor E?xléa:)nuel Ca:d the
intrepid policy o unt Cavour ;
but seeond.arﬂy ,in a military sense,
by the coalition of France with
Sardinia. Hereby the Em
has virtually made himself the
leader of freedom, the leader of the
republicans, whether they like him
or not. He has gained a moderat-
tng position, in which he does not
originate, but.controls, inevitable
A L
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movements of revolution, dictating
that they shall in every case be
royalist, and bridling contin-
gent democratic fury ’biy the hope
of his powerful aid. Thus a con-
test which might be desolating and
lingering, he deprives of its
most dangerous properties, while
allowing the forces of society to
vitate into their natural places,
y which alone they can make a
true breakwater against foreign
action. England might atd this
great and good work. Hitherto
she has chosen to stand aloof, and
has prudentially refused to succour
Sicily, Naples, gpai.n, Poland, Lom-
y, or Hungary. All her ex-
ploits of late in Western Euro
are confined to her crushing the
constitutional l.iberti‘of Portugal in
184%7. And now, if France chooses
to pursue a braver course,
d feel hostility lest French
dizement follow? The way
to hinder it is, not to thwart, but to
assist France whenever the cause
is intrinsically a good one. Asre-
gards a bulwark against Russia, we
cannot construct or reconstruct
empires ; but the elements of a
new and really powerful kingdom
are obvious on the banks of the
Danube. If Austria fall, German
will run together, and the Queen’s
grandson become King of Germany,
rhaps with Switzerland com-
ined ; that is no bad bulwark;
and to a free Hungary, it is highly
probable that Servia and the Prin-
cipalities will join themselves, if
estern policy favour such a de-
ve}gpmel;:.d
ur readers must not suppose
that we are blind to the misgeeds
of Napoleon III. in Italy for the
last two months, As to Rome, we
are not sure that he is to be cen-
sured ; that depends on his after
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policyy. He has damped and
restrained the impetus of the
Spanish and German Catholics,
and has bt;neﬁc;lllydretarded ﬂéﬁ
moment of pa; espair, un
Ttaly shall be organized and strong.
But his interference in Gaéta has
ne be lond. ﬂ;en;-;li.kﬂ(:f % and
visibly prolo e disorgan-
ization and weakness of Italy. %e
trust that our Government will be
able to dispel the suspicion which
been’ expressed, that it has
seen with complacency this conduct
of the Emperor, in hope that it will
cripple Italy and e a war for
the recovery of Venice impossible,
We confess the present aspect of
things suggests, that Napoleon is
still struggling to bring about a
division of Italy into two States.
e
e way to 1t 18 by supporting the
Ttalian movement; certainly not
by supporting Austria under the

ea of jealousy against France.
e French Emperor, by nature
and by position, can_do nothing
tforwardly. = He cannot

afford to avow noble objects with
the simplicity of a Garibaldi. But
it remains possible that ere long he
may say to the ish ministry :
‘You have wished for a united
Italy ; have your wish; but now
learn, that the inevitable result is
& war on Austria, and an invasion
of Hungary; a war which I have
deprecated, but in which I feel
bound to become a contingent ally
to Italy, so far as to insist that
Austria shall receive no aid.” Itis
well that lishmen should pro-
nounce whether they will there;
upon allow the British forces to
aid an old and pernicious despotism

against H and TItaly, and
ve to France the avowed eader-
p of liberty.
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