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Greetings men and ladies of the Benjamin G Humphreys Camp, the Brigadier General Charles Clark Chapter 
of the Military Order of the Stars and Bars, the Ella Palmer Chapter of the Order of the Confederate Rose, 
and our friends and followers who read this newsletter. Some of you who read this were present at the July 
meeting of the Benjamin G Humphreys Camp; so what you read will be a review for you. Others of you who 
read this may find the following information useful and engaging.  
 
Our ancestors engaged in a very challenging fight against overwhelming odds on the battlefields of the War 
Between the States. Many years later, we fight against the same overwhelming odds when we advocate for 
true American history and promote Confederate heritage. When we attempt to teach the uninformed and 
ignorant the truth about secession, slavery, the Confederate States of America, and Reconstruction, we are 
often met with opposition and emotion. Just as the brilliant leaders of our Confederate Army found a way to 
defeat a superior Federal opponent, we can employ smart strategies when talking to people who may not like 
or agree with us when we meet them.  
 
Often, it is not what you say that matters most, it is how you say it. If you meet a person and engage in a 
conversation with them about topics related to the Sons of Confederate Veterans or Living the Charge, they 
may be very misinformed. What follows are some things to keep in mind: 

· Do not speak in an accusatory tone: never tell a person they are wrong. 

· Keep your voice and manner calm and even-toned 

· Stick ONLY to facts 

· Your personal opinions about anything do not matter 

· Learn your own history  

· Practice factual rebuttals to common beliefs: (The Confederacy was formed to save slavery, Abraham 
Lincoln freed the slaves, the North was free, the North was good and the South was bad, Secession 
was illegal, and many others) 

 
Continued on next page . . .  

Your membership in the Sons of Confederate Veterans 
will expire July 31, 2026. We are now in the extension 
stage for dues. Late dues will be assessed after Au-
gust 31 if not paid before. Please pay your Annual 
dues as soon as possible so you won’t forget. Below is 
a breakdown of your dues and a listing of Optional 
Giving. 
 
 National Dues -  $ 35.00 
 Division Dues -   $ 10.00 
 Camp Dues - $ 10.00 
 Total - $ 55.00   
 
If you are a National or Division Life member, please subtract the corresponding amount. 
If you are a past member and wish to rejoin, you must add $7.50 to the above total. 
If you are a new member, you must add a $5 filing fee to the above total and submit a signed application 
along with your dues. 
 
!! Checks made be made payable to B/G Ben G. Humphreys Camp #1625, SCV. If you have a VENMO 
account, you can pay using this method. The account name is @-Dan-McCaskill-3     Any questions, you can 
contact me at danmccas@tecinfo.net or 1-662-822-1096 
 
Your Servant, 
Dan A. McCaskill, Camp Adjutant  

Next Camp Meeting on August 1, 2026 @ 6:00 PM. Meal provided by the 
OCR Chapter Ella Palmer. Please give donations to them for food. 
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When engaging in a conversation about American history and the Confed-
erate States of America, you are most likely talking to a person who learned 
incorrect and biased history his entire life. It is upsetting to most people to 
learn what they believed or thought to be true is actually false. You have to 
be prepared for that. There are people who will tell you they don’t want to 
talk anymore or that you are wrong.  
 
You may be accused of being a racist yourself. Again, arm yourself with 
facts about race in America in the 1860s and the service by hundreds if not 
thousands of Black men to the Confederate Army and the Confederate 
States of America.  
 
Have a list of books or publications that are historically accurate that you 
can leave with a person. They may actually read one or more of them and 
become interested in teaching themselves more based on your conversa-
tion. Remember though, you are not going to convince a lot of people that 
the American history they know is incorrect. You will lose more than you 
win. Still, you must try. It would have been easier and more convenient for 
our ancestors to acquiesce and allow the Federal government to run over 
them and steal their Constitutional liberties. But they fought and so will you. 
Without hard work there is no reward. Continue Living the Charge.  
 
Deo Vindice, 
Michael  

Last Roll Call 
For those who have not heard early this morning, Compatriot Claude Still-
man, Jr. Crossed Over the River and now Rests in the Shade of the Trees 
with our Lord and Savior, Jesus Christ. Funeral service for Compatriot 
Claude Stillman, Jr. will be Saturday, August 8th at 1:00 pm at the Glendale 
Baptist Church located at 284 St. Christopher Road located between Le-
land and Greenville.  Prayers for the family. 

Adjutant Report: July 11, 2026 -  
Dan McCaskill 
 
Call to Order: At 5:55 PM CDT by Commander Michael Anthony 
Opening Prayer and Blessing: Camp Chaplain Earl M. McCown, Jr. 
Pledge, Salutes, and Reading of The Charge: Color Sergent Earl B. 
Allen, Jr.   
    
Commander Michael Anthony welcomed everyone to our monthly Camp 

Meeting and moved on to Officer Reports. 
   
Officer Reports:  Commander Michael Anthony reported he did not any 
updates on the status of the Grenada Confederate Memorial Monument. 
Our speaker for our June Meeting was to give a detailed report but unfortu-
nately, he passed; 1st Lt. Commander David Floyd was absent.  Adjutant 
Dan McCaskill reported that the Camp’s checking account balance stands 
at $2,730. $800 in collected dues for 18 renewals has been forwarded to 
National and Division. An additional $180 has been collected for Optional 
Giving. Since last Camp Meeting, $75 in rent money was paid the 1st Pres-
byterian Church for use of the Fellowship Hall. Thus far, 12% of the Operat-
ing Budget has been spent.  MOSB: Commander Earl McCown did not 
have a report.; Editor: Larry McCluney asked if everyone received the 
Camp’s Newsletter and if they liked the new format. Those who spoke up 
said they did, OCR:  Missy Stillman did not have a report.  
 
At this time, Commander Anthony recessed the meeting for our evening 
meal. 
 
Old Business: No old business to be considered. 
 
New Business:  Commander Anthony reported that the next DEC Meeting 
will be Saturday, August 8th, the same day as our regular camp meeting. He 
asked if the Camp would consider moving our Camp meeting to August 1st 
so he could make the meeting. Earl McCown made the motion to move the 
Camp Meeting from August 8th to August 1st. The motion was seconded by 
Kenneth Ray and passed without objection. 
 Larry McCluney put forth the proposal that the Camp should consider man-
ning a recruitment table at next year’s Greenwood Gun Show which will be 
July 25 & 26, 2027. It was decided this will be considered as the time ap-
proaches.  
 
Program:  The program for the evening was a presentation by Camp Com-
mander Michael Anthony titled “Saying the Right Thing at the Right Time”. 
Michael put together some guidelines how best to have a discussion with 
an opponent of our Southern and Confederate Heritage. It was an excellent 
program and Michael was encouraged to expand it a little and give a 
presentation at the next Division Workshop. 
 
Events: the next Division Executive Council Meeting will be Saturday, Au-
gust 8th at the War Memorial Building starting at 10 am. Any member in 
good standing is welcome to attend. 
  
With no other business coming before the Camp, a motion to adjourn was 
made by Kenneth Ray and duly seconded by Larry McCluney and the mo-
tion passed without objection.  
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The Chaplain’s Pen — Earl McCown 
 

‘Don’t ever forget.’ 
 

‘Hearken unto me, ye that follow after righteousness, ye 
that seek the Lord: Look unto the rick whence ye are 
hewn, and to the hole of the pit whence ye are 
digged.’ (Isaiah 51:1) 
 
Believer, I say, don’t forget what you are by nature, and 
what you were when God called you to a life in Christ. 
Though God has so freely forgiven us of our sins that they will never be 
remembered against us any more for ever, the prophet (Isaiah) here 
teaches us that we must not forget them, lest we forget what the Lord has 
done for us by His loving grace. 
 
Let us always remember who we were, where we were, and what we 
were when God saved us by His grace. We were ourselves the fallen 
sons of Adam, rebels before God. We were lost and ruined in this perish-
ing world. We were helpless, polluted and perishing. We were dead in 
trespasses and sins. Physically, we were alive, alive to our lusts, alive to 
the world, alive to Satan, alive to sin. But spiritually, we were dead, dead 
to righteousness, dead to truth, dead to Christ, dead to God. In a word, by 
nature, we were sinners. Sinners by birth, sinners by choice, sinners in 
heart, sinners in practice, sinners against God, sinners against men, we 
were nothing but perishing, hell-deserving sinners. 
 
Remember also your merciful Deliverer. We could never deliver our-
selves. No man or angel could deliver us. But the God-man, Jesus Christ, 
has delivered us. There came the Deliverer out of Zion, and he turned 
away all our transgressions. He delivered us from the curse of the law by 
His sacrifice of blood in our place. And He delivered us from the powerful 
bondage of sin by His sovereign power in regeneration. Blessed be God, 
He did not leave us to our own free will. ‘But God, in loving merciful, sov-
ereign and saving power intervened in our lives. He stopped us in our 
mad race towards hell and arrested us by His grace! ‘By grace ye are 
saved.’ 
 
Now, child of God, don’t ever forget: ‘Salvation is of the Lord.’ To the Tri-
une God alone we ascribe all honor, majesty, praise and dominion. 
 
Mississippi Division News: 

MS Division Sons of Confederate  
Veterans Vehicle License Plates 

 

 

 

 

 

 

At the 2005 MS Division, SCV, convention, the Division renewed its 
pledge to preserve/conserve MS’s original Confederate Battle flags. Show 
your support for your Division and our Flags by purchasing a Mississippi 
Sons of Confederate Veterans “vanity” car or motorcycle tag today (if you 
haven’t already done so)! If you’ve already done so, please continue to 
purchase the tags when tag replacement time rolls around! 

When you purchase a MS SCV car or motorcycle tag, $26 of your pur-
chase price comes directly to the MS Division. The majority of these funds 
are used for the restoration of the original MS Confederate Battle flags in 
the Mississippi Museum of History in Jackson. The remainder being used 
to fight heritage violations. 

The Mississippi division has to date restored nine original MS Confederate 
Battle flags and two more are in process, at a total cost of approximately 
$100,000! Thus conserved, these flags should now last for at least two-
hundred more years! What a gesture to our noble Confederate grandsires! 

According to the Department of Archives and History, a sampling of con-
served flags are beautifully framed, then put on display at the Mississippi 

Museum of History and Beauvoir (Museum).  

Restoration of these storied emblems is exceedingly expensive, with typi-
cal conservation costs ranging from $3,000 to $27,000 per flag. This vital 
work is done by hand, using the latest methodologies and state-of-the-art 
materials. One of the finest conservation services in the nation performs 
all the work in-house in West Virginia. 

If not conserved, these most-precious artifacts of our history — the very 
“colors” that our Patriot forebears fought and died under — will simply 
crumble into dust. We can’t let that happen! 

Anyone can buy a MS SCV car or motorcycle tag! You need not be a 
Member of the Division! You don’t have to show a Membership card or 
any other SCV identification. Ask friends, family, and co-workers to buy 
one today and, thus, help preserve a little bit of MS’s proud history! Make 
your family fleet of vehicles an “all SCV” fleet! 

To purchase a tag, simply go to your county tag office and request a MS 
Sons of Confederate Veterans tag! Take your present tag, fill out the 
forms, write a check, and affix your SCV tag to your vehicle, showing all 
who see your car/truck/motorcycle that you are a Mississippian who cares 
about your “Heritage of Honor”! 

Note: Some tag offices do not have the SCV car tag on display, but it is 
available. You might respectfully request that your local office display the 
tag in their tag displays, so that other folks can become aware of its avail-
ability for purchase. Make sure that tag office personnel know that anyone 
can purchase the tag, not just SCV Members! 

If you have any problems obtaining a MS SCV tag or employees claim 
that they can’t get such tags, immediately contact the MS State Tax Com-
mission, register a gentlemanly complaint, and respectfully request that 
the State Tax Commission make your local tag office comply with State 
law and procure a MS SCV tag for you. 
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that they can’t get such tags, immediately contact the MS State Tax Com-
mission, register a gentlemanly complaint, and respectfully request that 
the State Tax Commission make your local tag office comply with State 
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MS Division Life Memberships 
Life memberships in both the International Confederation and the Missis-
sippi Division are available for Members who make a qualifying contribu-
tion to the respective Life Membership Endowment Fund. 

The amount of the qualifying contribution shall be twenty-five (25) times 
the amount of annual dues for applicants up to 65 years of age, twelve 
and one half the amount of annual dues for applicants 65 to 80 years of 
age and six and one fourth the amount of annual dues for applicants 80 
years of age or older. 

International Life Members shall be exempt from the payment of per 
capita dues to General Headquarters. Mississippi Division Life Members 
shall be exempt from the payment of per capita dues to the Division. 

Life Members may receive such special recognition, certificates and 
badges as the respective Executive Council shall deem proper. Request 
and Send applications to: Adjutant@Mississippiscv.org 

Mississippi Division Report  
 

Commander Anthony gave a brief summation of the 2026 Division Reun-
ion at Beauvoir, June 5-6. Festivities at the Reunion began Friday even-
ing with the President’s Birthday Reception. Heavy Hor d’oeuvres, 
drinks, and birthday cake. The following are the highlights of the Busi-
ness Session Saturday morning. 1) The Reunion delegates adopted a 
Constitutional Amendment to initiate a Cadet Program for young male 
decedents from birth to eleven. When they turn twelve, they can join the 
SCV. Dues for this program will be determined at the next DEC meeting. 
2) New Social Media Guidelines were adopted and placed in the Stand-
ing Orders to regulate the Division’s Social Media Platforms. The Divi-
sion Facebook Page and the Website will have a public version and a 
Member’s Only version. 3) The Convention Delegates voted to increase 
Division by $10. This will bring Division Dues up to $20 and will go into 
effect with next year’s renewal cycle. The extra money will be used pri-
marily for heritage defense. 4) The Camp received two awards; the Su-
perior Camp Award (3rd time) and the Newsletter Award for Small 
Camps. Congratulations Larry! Also, Larry McCluney received the Publi-
cation Award for his Book, “Paradox of Freedom”. Well done, Larry! 5) At 
the Awards Banquet, The B/G Charles Clark Chapter was presented the 
MOSB Award for 100% Retention of its members. 6) 1st Lt. Commander 
Terry Arthur resigned from his office due to health reasons and family 
commitments. This elevated Boyd Coker to 1st Lt. Commander. The at-
mosphere and camaraderie were great. The speaker at the Awards Ban-
quet was superb, our own Camp member, Cecil Fayard who spoke on 
the character of Jefferson Davis. The 2027 Reunion will be hosted by the 
William P. Rogers Camp. Place to be announced. Everyone who has not 
attended a Division Reunion should do so at least once.  
 
God Bless the South. 
Michael Anthony, First Brigade Councilman 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Bricks for Beauvior  
Honor your Confederate ancestors while supporting Beauvior. Each brick 
that you purchase will be engraved with your ancesÿtors rank, name, unit, 
and company The memorial bricks will be laid creating a sidewalk from 
the UDC Arch to the Tomb of the Unknown Confederate soldier. For more 
information on these opportunities, please visit www.visitbeauvior.org or 
contact Beauvior directly at (228) 388-4400  
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National News 
A Final Word  

 
This will be my final “Commander’s Comment” for the Confederate Legion 
Newsletter, as I will become “Past Commander-in-Chief” this coming July. 
First and foremost, let me thank each of you for your support and assistance 
to the Cause of the South and me. I trust that those in charge of the Confed-
erate Legion in the future will continue our work and improve upon our ef-
forts.  
 
One major issue our organization now faces is the lack of membership 
growth. Over the past eight years, I have stressed that one problem that the 
SCV has in recruitment is the lack of “brand-recognition.” While you and I 
understand what the SCV, Confederate flag, and the Confederate Cause is 
all about, the average citizen in the South does not understand these things 
as we do. Having been flooded by liberal media and academia, the false 
narrative about the South, what is John Q. Public's first thought when he 
views someone waving a Confederate flag or trying to recruit new mem-
bers? After over 40 years as a member of the SCV, I can assure you that 
the first thought is not a positive one. The only way to correct this miscon-
ception is to vigorously promote a positive view of the SCV and the Cause 
of the South.  
 
Here is one very easy and inexpensive way to promote a positive view of 
the SCV in your community. America is undergoing some very important 
elections from now to the end of November. Every SCV camp should post 
the following Get Out the Vote video on their social media: Media – SCV 
Confederate Legion. Posting this video on the camp's and camp members’ 
social media costs nothing but will inform your community that the SCV is a 
patriotic veterans organization. Also, each SCV camp should download the 
30-second radio ad and have that ad run on a local radio station (see ad info 
on page 5). Thirty-second radio ads on local radio usually run between $15 
to $30 per ad. Running these ads one week before the election will help get 
our name out to your community. Not only will the average citizen hear this 
and understand that the SCV is active in their community but, and this is so 
important, elected officials will be put on notice that the SCV is actively pro-
moting the Confederate heritage.  
 
One week of radio ads, placing one video on social media, and placing a 
billboard on a local highway will not create a flood of new members. What it 
does is make it easier for your camp to recruit members—this is what “brand
-recognition” is all about. Every professional ad service uses this idea to 
promote its product; it's time that SCV camps began to do what people who 
sell anything from soap to pillows are doing. If we do so, membership will 
climb, and retention will become much less of a problem. We must fight our 
enemies, but we must fight smart!  
 

Deo Vindice,  
Walter D. (Donnie) Kennedy  
 

A Message From the C L Newsletter Editor  
My Final Edition as Confederate Legion 
Newsletter Editor  
 
This July will be the end of C-i-C Donnie Kennedy’s term as our Command-
er-in-Chief. I have been honored to be of some assistance to him during his 
tenure, especially as editor of the C L Newsletter. After July, a new C-i-C will 
take office and will appoint new staff to assist him in his office. I urge all 
SCV members and friends to support the new administration. I will no longer 
be the CL Newsletter editor—a position I have held since 2019 during the 
administration of several C-i-Cs. Thanks to all who have supported our ef-
forts to encourage activist camps and members to promote and protect our 
Confederate heritage at the local level.  
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The New Commander-in-Chief, Tony Griffin 
of Virginia, and Lt. Commander-in-Chief, 

Charles Lauret of Louisiana 
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“Her Majesty is desirous of acting”: 
Queen Victoria’s support for Confederate 

Recognition’ by Gerry Leffurgy  

While much scholarship has been dedicated to the Anglo-French re-
sponse to the American Civil War/War Between the States (1861-65), 
heuristic evidence continues to surface. 1 A particular document of signifi-
cance has seemingly escaped close scrutiny. The evidence in question 
presents a shocking revelation about Queen Victoria’s personal position 
about the war, seemingly at odds with her well-known anti-slavery senti-
ments: Her Majesty supported a diplomatic response from the major Euro-
pean powers (Britain and France), out of which she was aware the Con-
federate States of America could emerge as a recognised, sovereign 
nation. By presenting a holistic outline of the evidence in question, the 
relative standing of the military and political situation by late 1862 of both 
sides (and the British Empire’s diverse perceptions of this), the nature and 
relative powers of the British Crown in this period, Victoria’s views on 
slavery, race and her interactions with historical Persons of Colour and 
further evidence about American emancipation, this article will seek to 
explain Victoria’s personal openness towards Southern recognition.  
 
Royal Support  
In an official British dispatch, dated 13th of November of 1862, from Lord 
John Russell (the British Minister of Foreign Affairs), 2 to Earl Cowley 
(British Ambassador to France), Russell iterated to Cowley the communi-
cations between the British and French governments- “…Europe has 
followed with painful interest the struggle which has now been going on 
for more than a year on the American continent.” 3 While mention was 
made of the military prowess and resolve of both sides, Russell stressed 
this had been demonstrated, “…at the expense of innumerable calamities 
and immense bloodshed.”4 The dispatch continues that if the conflict 
affected only America, it would warrant scant European attention, but this 
was not the case. In an obvious reference to the loss of cotton and other 
crops from the South, and markets for products in both American areas, 
“…Europe also has suffered in one of the principal branches of her indus-
try, and her artisans have been subjected to the most cruel trials.”5 Rus-
sell outlined further that while the French and British governments had 
both adhered to official neutrality, regardless, there was no conclusion to 

the conflict in sight. The French perspective, Russell arƟculated, had 
come to regard that the American war was forcing Britain and France to 
consider, “…they should assist the [Union and Confederacy] in an en-
deavour to escape from this position.” 6 Russell then came to the heart of 
Napoleon III’s proposal-  
 
“These circumstances taken together would seem to favour the 
adoption of measures which might bring about a truce…The Emper-
or of the French, therefore, is of opinion that there is now an oppor-
tunity of offering to the belligerents the good offices of the 
[European] Powers. He therefore proposes to Her Majesty…that…
[they] should endeavour, both at Washington, and in communication 
with the Confederate States, to bring about a suspension of arms for 

six months, during which every act of hostility, direct or indirect, 
should cease, at sea, as well as on land. This armistice might, if nec-
essary, be renewed for a further period.  
 
This proposal…would not imply, on the part of the…Powers, any 
judgment on the origin of the war, or any pressure on the negotia-
tions for peace, which it is hoped would take place during the armi-
stice…The French Government is of opinion that, even in the event 
of failure of immediate success, these overtures might be useful in 
turning the minds of men, now heated by passion, to consider the 
advantages of conciliation and of peace…[the British Government]…
recognize with pleasure…the design of arresting the progress of war 
by friendly measures, the benevolent views and humane intentions 
of the Emperor.”7 [Author’s italics]  
 
After mentioning France’s desire to invoke Tsar Alexander II in the at-
tempt (despite no sign of Russian enthusiasm for involvement), the rest of 
Russell’s dispatch summarises British gratitude to the French Emperor for 
his support in the Trent affair; that neither Britain or France was then pre-
pared to force cessation of American hostilities by military intervention; 
finally, an admission that no evidence then indicated the Union govern-
ment would accept a Anglo-French mediation offer. All that could be 
hoped for, Russell continued, was for both European powers to continue 
to observe the conflict with an eye for any developments which might lead 
the Union government to reconsider. At this point, Russell’s communique 
divulged the shocking disclosure about Victoria’s personal sentiments-  
“Her Majesty is desirous of acting in concurrence with France up-
on…the contingencies connected with the great struggle now going 
on in North America.”8  
 
This admission, which could only have been obtained from the Queen, 
herself, in private council, must be understood structurally to glean its true 
meaning; the British and French governments conceived a clear distinc-
tion between a ‘truce/armistice’ (a provisional cessation of fighting), and 
‘negotiations for peace’ (a formal treaty, or legal arrangement of terms, by 
which the war came to a complete and lasting end). The British and 
French knew that at this stage of the war, there were only two conditions 
by which the latter could happen: (A) The Confederacy surrender and re-
join the Union. (B) The Union acquiesce and recognize the Confederacy 
as a sovereign nation.9  
 
With these two, mutually exclusive outcomes, the full weight of Russell’s 
disclosure becomes plain; Queen Victoria was willing to give her personal 
support to diplomatic processes out of which she was aware the Confed-
eracy could emerge with its sovereignty recognised. Though she could 
not, and did not, order the British government to any particular action or 
policy (and while she was plainly just as willing for the alternative to even-
tuate of a Confederate surrender and readmission to the Union), this reve-
lation of her personal views is astounding. If Her Majesty was ultimately 
willing to see the Confederate States of America join the community of 
nations, the question is begged, ‘how could such an iconic figure of the 
anti-slavery movement of the 19th Century be open to recognising a na-
tion which was seemingly committed to unwavering human bondage, 
especially after the announcement of the Emancipation Proclamation?’10 
The answer requires rigorous assessment of a great deal of interconnect-
ed evidence, particularly an abundance of non-American sources.  
 
American Position/Imperial Perception  
Confederate recognition by the powers of Europe has generally been 
described as unlikely by a number of key historians. James McPherson 
has written of the as being veritably nil. While conceding the conservative 
British press was antagonistic to the North, McPherson emphasises pro-
Northern sentiments against Confederate recognition within the United 
Kingdom, such as the large rally held at London’s Exeter Hall in support of 
the Emancipation Proclamation. Of this occasion, Richard Cobden, a pro-
Union, British politician, wrote to Charles Sumner-  
 
“This meeting…had a powerful effect on our newspapers and  
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politicians. It has closed the mouths of those who have been advo-
cating the side of the South…I now write to assure you…any un-
friendly act on the part of our Government…towards your cause, is 
not to be apprehended. If an attempt were made by the Government 
in any way to commit us to the South, a spirit would be instantly 
aroused which would drive that Government from power.”11  
 
Gary Gallagher has written that British Prime Minister, Lord Palmerston, 
was so impressed with Robert E. Lee’s victory of The Seven Days, that on 
6 August 1862 he advised Queen Victoria that the government ought 
seriously consider proposing an armistice to both American sides later in 
the year. However, after the outcome of the Battle of Antietam and an-
nouncement of the Emancipation Proclamation the following month, Gal-
lagher opines there was little chance of British recognition. 12  
 
The works of these historians is canonical to the study of the war, but the 
response to the Emancipation Proclamation, in both the United Kingdom 
and Empire, was more varied than is traditionally credited.  
 
President of the Abolitionist Society of Canada, George Brown, had re-
turned to that colony from an extended tour of England and Scotland in 
1862-63, during which he’d conversed with innumerable subjects about 
the war (a majority of whom seemed to support the South). A significant 
future-Father of Canadian Confederation and the editor of the Toronto 
Globe, Brown could not be strictly described as a patron of either the 
North or Union, but at the meeting of the Abolitionist Society of Canada on 
3 February 1863, he spoke in exuberant praise of both the Proclamation 
and President – “…[there exists] an anti-slavery President of the Unit-
ed States…We see before us the great fact that the chains have al-
ready fallen from the hands of tens of thousands of human chattels 
— we see that if the policy of the present Government at Washington 
prevails, the curse of human slavery will be swept from our conti-
nent for ever — and our hearts go up with earnest petitions to the 
God of battles that he will strengthen the hands of Abraham Lincoln 
and give wisdom to his councils.”13 To any who might challenge the 
ability of Canadians to formulate an accurate understanding of the war, 
due to their perch of geography and non-involvement, Brown declared-  
 
“…we…have a practical knowledge of the atrocities of the ‘peculiar 
institution’, learnt from the lips of the panting refugees upon our 
shores… we [Canadians] are in a position to speak with confidence 
to the anti-slavery men of Great Britain; to tell them that they have 
not rightly understood this matter-- to tell them that slavery is the 
one great cause of the American rebellion, and that the success of 
the North is the death-knell of slavery.” 14 And yet, despite Brown’s 
thundering that the British press printed extensive falsehoods upon the 
war (singling out the London Times), by any objective standard, a higher 
number of these publications provided heuristically useful observations 
than he cared to acknowledge.  
 
Perhaps the best known of these was the description of the Emancipation 
Proclamation in the Spectator, “The Government liberates the ene-
my's slaves as it would the enemy’s cattle, simply to weaken them in 
the coming conflict. The promise is not even unconditional, nay, is 
not made conditional on any act or omission of the Black race. The 
act professes to be done for their benefit, but if their masters return 
to the Union before the 1st of January, then the slaves are to contin-
ue in their condition of slavery so long as such masters shall 
choose...the principle asserted is not that a human being cannot 
justly own another, but that he cannot own him unless he is loyal to 
the United States. That is a dogma which may possibly satisfy Amer-
icans, but it is not one for which the outside world can be expected 
to feel any huge amount of enthusiasm.”15 A week later, Punch, car-
ried the famous cartoon of the smug Jefferson Davis and frustrated Abra-
ham Lincoln playing poker upon a barrel of gunpowder, with Lincoln 
throwing down the ‘last card’ to play in the desperate political game. The 
card Lincoln plays, the Ace of Spades, represents emancipation and the 
implication of Britain, France and the rest of Europe looking on as the 

Union desperately casts about trying to use the issue of slavery to prevent 
losing the war and the foreign powers intervening for the South, a play 
which the gloating Davis senses will not occur.16  
 
These critiques of the Emancipation Proclamation at the time of Victoria’s 
deliberations upon the American situation in late 1862 could be neither 
quashed by non-answer, or trundled away by emancipation exuberance. 
The British response to the war had early on acquired a ‘wait and see’ 
approach, the main consideration being how British interests were best 
served by any given response or method of deliver, as developments 
arose. When on the 13th of May in 1861, Queen Victoria had proclaimed 
the neutrality of Great Britain and Empire towards the inter-American 
conflict, this did not amount to recognition of the Confederate States of 
America as a sovereign nation at the time, yet it did provide belligerent 
status to the Confederacy. This meant as far as the British were con-
cerned, the United States was fighting an actual war against a legitimate 
opponent, not simply contending with an abnormally large ‘insurrectionary’ 
type-incident. It also meant that the Confederacy could legally engage in 
foreign trade and monetary transactions, though in foreign ports, its na-
vies and ships would be subject to the same privileges and rules as those 
of the Union, and nor would the Royal Navy attempt to lift the blockade of 
Southern ports the Union government had announced. 17 Obviously, this 
policy fully satisfied neither the North or the South, but at an early stage, 
both Britain and France had conferred upon the possibility of official 
recognition of the proclaimed Southern republic.18 To this, an accurate 
understanding of the constitutional limits of Victoria’s Reserve Powers as 
the Monarch is essential.  
 
THE LIMITS OF ROYAL POWER  
Though Victoria proclaimed British neutrality, Her Majesty was acting 
upon the ‘advice’ tendered by her elected government, per the British 
form of democracy (‘Responsible Government’), (also known as the West-
minster system). The outcome of the English Civil War and Glorious Rev-
olution of the 17th Century had accelerated the accumulation of real pow-
er in first England (and after 1707, the United Kingdom), resulting in the 
doctrine of ‘supremacy of Parliament’; the Monarch (and/or the Repre-
sentative of in each relevant legislature around the Commonwealth), was 
thereafter, in the vast majority of conditions, to act (to announce as policy, 
sign laws into effect, etc), in accordance with the direction as indicated by 
the leader of whichever party, or combination of parties, as who could 
command a majority upon the floor of the legislative Lower House. While 
the Monarch then and since does retain a set of ‘Reserve Powers’ (by 
which they can act in independent manner), these instances are neverthe-
less overlaid by precedent, convention, tradition and generally pertain to 
emergencies, or  at least situations of the most strained and unusual na-
ture.19 Per historian, Barabara Messamore, “By Victoria’s reign, it was 
understood that the Monarch would act on the advice of her ministers.”20 
While the unique personality of Victoria did see her impress her influence 
to strain the constitutional powers to the limit in some situations during her 
reign (such as her overriding her Ministers during the Schleswig-Holstein 
Crisis of 1863-64), a number of factors are essential to an accurate under-
standing of her conduct and this episode. 21  
 
(I) Per Lord Palmerston, Victoria’s late husband, Prince Albert, had been 
one of very few persons who had a comprehensive understanding of the 
enormously complicated legal and constitutional issues involved in the 
Schleswig-Holstein matter. Thus, it may be held that Victoria had ab-
sorbed a fair amount of indispensable knowledge prior to Albert’s death in 
1861. The Prince Consort had supported Prussia’s claims in the dispute, 
and Victoria appears to have ‘championed’ his views as a means to as-
suage her grief from Albert’s death. (II) Other than a generalized attentive-
ness as how maritime navigation might be affected in the North Sea area, 
British interests were not involved in the Prussian-Danish War. (III) The 
scale and nature of potential hostilities between the British armed forces 
and their Prussian contemporaries in the 1860s would have been unfavor-
able, in both comparative and absolute terms. (IV) Most importantly, Lord 
Palmerston and his Ministry ultimately chose to acquiesce to the wishes 
of the Queen. Had the former insisted upon alternative policy, the elected  
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Ministers would ultimately have prevailed, per the tenet of ‘supremacy of 
parliament’, as occurred in 1866 when the British government disagreed 
the Austro-Prussian conflict. 22 Assumptions and sentiments such as, 
‘Her Majesty would never have permitted recognition of the Confederacy 
due to her dislike of slavery’, present an inherently inaccurate view of the 
constitutional limits of the Monarch’s powers by the mid-1800s. And yet, 
Queen Victoria’s anti-slavery views form an important part of understand-
ing her openness to a new American nation.  
 

“THAT BLACKEST STAIN”  
Victoria scribed in her diary in 1838-  
”I asked Lord Melbourne what was to take place concerning Slav-
ery…[he] then pulled out of his pocket the Bill or Act which is to be 
read tonight; he read to me…explaining to me each part in the most 
clear and agreeable manner possible…I must just observe that the 
necessity of this Act shows how shockingly cruel and cheating the 
Masters of the Slaves are, attempting to evade in every possible way 
what they are told to do, and what, as the Laws cannot be enforced 
on the spot, must be done by an Act of Parliament here.”23  

Later that same year- “Lord Melbourne…[said the King of Portugal] 
was annoyed at our pressing the Portuguese Government about the 
Slave Trade; and that it would be well, if I were to state to [the Portu-
guese King] that the feeling was so strong in this country about 
Slavery, and we were so pressed about it, that it was impossible for 
us to do otherwise.24  

Victoria’s husband, Prince Albert, attended the meeting of the Society for 
the Abolition of Slavery on the 1st of June in1840 and delivered a speech 
in which he described slavery as-  

“…that atrocious traffic in human beings…at once the desolation of 
Africa and the blackest stain upon civilized Europe.” In the name of 
his wife, Albert extolled for the ultimate end of slavery as “a holy cause”, 
this ultimate aim articulated as, “…the accomplishment of [a] great and 
humane object...”25 Perhaps, part of Her Majesty’s notorious dislike of 
William Gladstone, her long-serving Prime Minister and iconic 19th Ce. 
British statesman, was the fact his family had owned slaves in the Carib-
bean and that Gladstone himself at various times had alternatingly con-
doned, euphemised and criticised slavery.26  

The famous allegation that Victoria cried upon reading, Uncle Tom’s 
Cabin, may be apocryphal, but her connection to the novel, its sequel, 
author and real-life inspiration for it, are not. Stowe arranged for the 
presentation of a copy of the novel to Queen Victoria and Prince Albert on 
the eve of its publication in March of 1852, along with a very personal 
letter describing the intent of her book as, “[a] simple narrative…an 
honest attempt to enlist the sympathies both of England & America 
in the sufferings of an oppressed race, to whom in less enlightened 
days both England & America were unjust…The wrong on England’s 
part has been atoned in a manner worthy of herself…”27 Stowe 
would voice nearly the same words of plea as which George Brown ad-
dressed the Abolitionist Society of Canada eleven years later, by adding 
in her letter to the Prince Consort, “…when fugitives by thousands are 
crowding British shores…[we American Abolitionists] enlist for 
them the sympathy of British hearts…”28 Although Queen Victoria did 
not immediately read Uncle Tom’s Cabin, she did quickly devour the se-
quel Stowe penned, Dred. During the war, Stowe would write the highest 
praise of the Prince and Queen for their anti-slavery views, but lament of 
the pro-Confederate general attitude within much of the United King-
dom.29 While Stowe was on her British tour from 1852-53, Victoria was 
advised to not personally meet the American author, given the storm of 
controversy Uncle Tom’s Cabin had initiated on the topic of slavery in the 
United States. However, Victoria and Stowe would skirt this protocol by 
bowing to each other in passing from their respective carriages. 30  

Shockingly, Queen Victoria had personally met the inspiration for Stowe’s 
titular anti-slavery novels, even before their publication, Josiah Henson, 
whom had escaped from slavery into what is now the Canadian province 
of Ontario, on 28 March 1830. 31 Henson at first procured agricultural 
work in the colony, but soon turned to carpentry. 32 Due to the quality of 
his workmanship, he attended the Crystal Palace Exhibition in London, 
England, in 1851 to showcase his craft with black walnut lumber in this 
famed celebration of industry. Passing by his display one day in 1851 and 
exchanging social curtseys was none other than Her Majesty, who re-
marked in disbelief that Henson had been a fugitive slave. 33 Twenty-six 
years later, the Monarch and former-slave met again in Windsor Palace. 
In the midst of other royal company, Victoria informed Henson of her 
admiration for him and his life experiences, then presented him with a 

portrait of herself. A bust of Henson was later placed in the Royal Acade-
my. 34 Nor did Victoria’s empathy and willingness to associate with the 
victims of slavery end with Henson.  

Martha Ricks had been born into slavery in Tennessee, but her family 
emigrated to Liberia with her family in 1830, after her father secured their 
emancipation.35 Ricks would thrive in Liberia to such an extent that, as 
early as 1848, she made her first journey to England with her then-
husband and the family of the President of Liberia, where the contingent 
received commendation.36 Ricks read of Victoria’s splendorous ascen-
sion to the throne in 1837, and watched the Royal Navy patrol the west 
African coast for the illegal slave trade. This in Ricks’ estimation made the 
Queen, “…the liberator of the slaves and the Mother of [my] people.”37 
Ricks combined her quilting proficiency with her dream of meeting Queen 
Victoria to present her with a Liberian fabric work of art. In 1892, after 
years of saving to finance her trip, the dream that Wicks’ had held for fifty 
years came true.38 On travelling again to London with the family of for-
mer-Liberian President, Wicks was collected at Windsor station by Victo-
ria’s staff and presented to the Queen and Royal Family by the then-
Liberian Minister to Britain. Waiving customary protocols, Victoria shook 
hands with Ricks, evidently stating to her American African admirer, “I am 
greatly honoured by the trouble you have taken to come visit me.” Ricks 
presented the Queen with a quilt which bore the intricate design of a cof-
fee tree (a Liberian staple product). Ricks and company were then given a 
tour of Windsor Palace, which Ricks recalled with amazement.39  This 
meeting with Ricks represented part of a continuation for Victoria’s legacy 
of empathy and acceptance of non-Europeans, adding further intricacy on 
her stance towards Confederate independence.  

MY SUBJECTS 
Among non-Caucasian persons who held Victoria in high esteem were 
several noted Aboriginal leaders from what was is now Canada. 
Kahkewaquonaby, of the Mississauga, Crowfoot of the Blackfoot, and 
Sitting Bull, of the Sioux. Kahkewaquonaby would attend upon Queen 
Victoria in London to seek her support for land rights along the Credit 
River for the Mississauga nation in what is now southern Ontario, upon 
which she opined favourably and gained great affection in eyes of the 
Mississauga chieftain.40 Crowfoot of the Blackfeet Nation, acutely aware 
of the potential violence that threatened the north-western plains in the 
1870s, established relations with the North West Mounted Police with a 
view to keeping the peace between his own nation tribe, the rival Sioux 
Nation and the American military, in an attempt to ensure the survival of 
his society. Making an appeal to ‘the great mother’ for assistance, his plea 
would reach Queen Victoria personally, to which she would have the 
British Secretary of State reply-  
 
“Her Majesty has commanded me to instruct you [the Canadian gov-
ernment] to inform the Chiefs of the tribe Her Majesty has heard, 
with much satisfaction, of their faithful conduct in declining to take 
up arms with the Sioux Indians, and has been much gratified by this 
evidence of their loyalty and attachment…”41 Upon his settlement on 
the Canadian prairies following the Battle of Little Big Horn, Sitting Bull 
would also refer to Queen Victoria as, ‘the great Mother’, and spoke of her 
in tones of respect. The Sioux Elder even expressed a desire to meet 
Queen Victoria’s daughter in Ottawa and the historic connections of the 
Sioux to the Crown were commonly stressed by himself and others. 42 
On 3 February 1854, Victoria received from the Canadian Arctic the per-
sons of Tookoolito, Ipiirvik, and Akulukjuk, at Windsor Castle. Following 
the Inuit receiving a tour and luncheon, they were presented to the 
Queen, Prince Albert and their daughters (the Duchesses of Kent and 
Sutherland, respectively), being attired in their traditional seal skin gar-
ments. The Royal Family asked several interested questions of Inuit cul-
ture, society and their home territory. The Queen was apparently present-
ed with a pair of traditional Inuit slippers and would describe her Inuit 
visitors in her diary as, “…my subjects…”43  
 
With regards to the native peoples’ of Australasia, while there is no record 
of Her Majesty having officially met with persons representing Aboriginal 
Australian-Torres Strait Islander heritage, Victoria’s legacy assumed a 
semi-esteemed position amongst a number of such groups. In the words 
of Australian academic, Maria Nugent, the Queen,“…translated [into] 
someone especially interested in their welfare, as a just and virtuous 
woman, as a protector of rights, and as benevolent and beneficent like a 
mother, for their own purposes. Some Aboriginal people came to see 
her…as an avenue of appeal and potential justice, and they turned to her 
as an alternative authority in their disputes with local settler govern-
ments.” 44 Citation of Victoria as a means of claiming legal standing in 
the midst of colonial dispossession and marginalisation was exemplified 
in 1883 by Tasmanian Aboriginal persons whom articulated, “…we are 
not paupers; we are free men, we are British subjects and have as much 
right…as her Most Gracious Majesty, Queen Victoria.”45 In numerous  
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instances during the 19th and 20th centuries, various Aboriginal Australi-
an groups advanced claims that Queen Victoria had personally set aside 
the reserve lands they were relegated to occupy with immutable custodi-
anship.46 While most of these accounts appear to have been based in 
oral attempts to infer Aboriginal sovereignty into the colonial process, at 
least one such account warrants special attention. In 1863, following 
wrongful appropriations of land reserves by local settlers, a group of 
about 40 men, women and children of the Kulin Nation tribe sought to 
make claim for a reserve at the junction of the Yarra River and 
Coranderrk Creek, north-east of the city of Melbourne. Naming the new 
reserve ‘Coranderrk’, the Kulin members shrewdly sought to capitalise on 
symbolism, attending a reception held in the city of Melbourne in honour 
of Queen Victoria’s birthday, hosted by the Vice-Regal representative, Sir 
Henry Barkly, the Colonial Governor. The Coranderrk residents presented 
gifts honed in their traditional custom of rugs and blankets for Victoria and 
weapons for Prince Albert. and addressed the Queen, via the Governor, 
in their native language as a demonstration of their status as a sovereign 
peoples’, in relationship to her. The Coranderrk reserve was announced 
soon afterwards in the colonial Gazette and the Aboriginal residents 
thereupon received a letter from the Queen’s Secretary, conveying Victo-
ria’s thanks for their address and a promise of her protection over 
them.47 The Indigenous Maori Peoples’ of New Zealand, despite being 
engaged an on-going series of war with British settlers in their native land 
in this era, nevertheless, often held Queen Victoria in high regard. A con-
tingent of Elders attended London in 1863 and declared in an interview 
with the Duke of Newcastle, “…God is heaven who made the earth and 
the people: the Queen is in England who made the laws by which 
men are benefitted…My eyes have seen the good of this land.”48  
 
Although set in the 1880s, it is worth noting that the depiction of Queen 
Victoria holding progressive views of Sub-Continental persons in the 2017 
film, Victoria & Abdul, was an accurate depiction of her attitudes. The 
Queen issued “terse reprimands” to those who evidenced prejudice to-
wards her beloved “Munshi”, Abdul Karim.49 Victoria also held a place of 
endearment in the heart of a legendary Indian figure: Mohandas K. Gan-
dhi. Particularly in his youth, Gandhi is said to have sung ‘God Save the 
Queen’ with passion, that he took a leadership role on the planning com-
mittee for the celebration of Victoria’s Diamond Jubilee in his native locale 
of Rajkot, India, and arranged for the South African authorities (his then-
residence), to telegraph a birthday salutation to the Monarch in 1900 on 
his behalf. After the death of Victoria in 1901, Gandhi became so dis-
traught that he forwarded another telegraph to London, “…bewailing…
the death of the greatest and most loved sovereign on earth.” Gandhi 
would then take part in a public mourning procession in South Africa, 
during which, he carried a wreath and placed it at a statue of Victoria. He 
would shortly after deliver a message about the Queen amongst Indian 
school children in Durban, South Africa.50 And not only was Victoria will-
ing to challenge the racial norms of the era which bore her name, but she 
welcomed non-Europeans into her family structure.  
 
About 1849, Frederick E. Forbes of the Royal Navy, was given the as-
signment of attempted dissuasion of the Dahomey kingdom in western 
Africa from further involvement in the illegal slave trade (this territory now 
comprises the nations of Benin and Nigeria). Forbes’ arrival resulted in 
one of the captives of a Dahomey raid being presented to him, a young 
Black African girl named ‘Aina’ from the conquered Egbado nation-tribe, 
an intervention which saved her life. 51 After obtaining written permission 
from the Secretary of the Royal Navy to convey the child to England, Aina 
was eventually reared and educated in British society under the watchful 
eye of Queen Victoria. Forbes described the child as, “…far in advance 
of any White child of her age, in aptness of learning, and strength of 
mind and affection”. 52 ‘Aina’, (the girl’s native African name), was bap-
tized as, ‘Sarah Forbes Bonetta’, and received royal considerable atten-
tion, luxury and favour and was a guest at the marriage of Victoria’s eld-
est daughter in 1858, and Victoria would pay much of the cost of 
Bonetta’s own wedding in 1862.53 Queen Victoria met with Sarah on 
numerous occasions (the last in December of 1867), and would become 
godmother to Bonetta’s daughter.54 The progressive views which Victoria 
held against chattel slavery, and her support of persons of non-European 
heritage, present a seeming paradox: How could she be willing to see the 
Confederacy’s independence be recognised, it being a ‘nation’ that writers 
such as Jamelle Bouie, Stephanie McCurry and Adam Serwer, writers 
who may all be described as adherents to the Battle Hymn thesis and 
historiography, have each described in their own words as, “an empire of 
bondage”, “…a pro-slavery nation…devoted to securing a society in which 
enslavement to White people was the permanent and inherited condition 
of all people of African descent…slavery was the cause of the Civil War 
and the Confederate cause”, “…a choice to fight for the continued exist-
ence of human bondage in America…”55 However, a more rigorous criti-
cal reflection challenges such descriptions of the Confederacy and the 
Queen’s willingness to see its ultimate independence.  

 
‘AN OFFER TO ABOLISH SLAVERY’  
By 13 November 1862, the announcement of the Emancipation Proclama-
tion was already nearly two months old.56 The U.S. Ambassador to Great 
Britain, Charles Francis Adams, made a diary entry when particular news 
about the Confederacy reached him on the 4th of October— 
 
“The news from America is again quite exciting. The President has 
issued a proclamation virtually declaring a policy of emancipation…
impossible to deny that the adoption of such a policy is a mere 
question of time. This is the real difficulty in America. And whether 
the Union be or not be preserved the very existence of the war ren-
ders a retreat from [emancipation] impossible. I do not pretend to 
peer into the future. But this terrible series of calamities appears as 
a just judgment upon the country for having paltered with the evil [of 
slavery] so long. God have mercy on us, miserable offenders.” 57  
 
Adams’ entry implied a tentative awareness that the war circumstances 
had now simultaneously forced a situation, and created an opportunity, 
whereby, emancipation would be both viable and desirable in America. 
The critical implication was thus; besides a personal admission of an all 
American responsibility for American slavery, at the time of then-political 
and military fortunes in late 1862, Adams’ intriguingly speculated that 
while the Union might not prevail in the conflict, emancipation would nev-
ertheless be inevitable. The reconciliation of these seemingly mutually 
exclusive conditions is also found in Adams’ diary: The Confederacy had 
apparently come to the brink of obtaining recognition in exchange for a 
gradual end to slavery.  
 
In mid-February earlier in the year, Adams recorded-  
 
“A visit from Bishop McIlvaine, who came to tell me the results of a 
conversation he had held at breakfast with Sir Culling Eadley this 
morning, that gentleman had appraised him of the existence of ru-
mours that Mr. Mason [one of the two Confederate diplomats seized 
by the Union Navy in the ‘Trent Affair’ and later released] had 
brought with him authority to make a large offers towards emancipa-
tion if Great Britain would come to the aid of the confederates. He 
even specified their nature, as for example, the establishment of the 
marriage relation, the restoration of the right of manumission, and 
emancipation of all born after a certain time to be designated. He 
[McIlvaine] had further intimated that these views were favourably 
received here and were the topic of discussion between the religious 
classes here and on the continent.”58  
 
This diary entry further records that though Adams considered Mason an 
unreliable source, he nevertheless felt the alleged Confederate offer 
needed to be actioned upon immediately by the Union government, both 
in North America and upon the British-European audiences by a two-
pronged strategy; depict the Confederate offer as insinuating the South 
was on the brink of defeat and of absolute desperation on the part of the 
Southern populace and government.59 Perhaps significantly, Adams also 
told the British Bishop- “…I would even go so far as to throw the prob-
ability of a consent to their recognition provided the emancipation 
should be made forthwith.”60  
 
The breakfast meeting ended with Adams’ intent on making a report to 
the Lincoln government and his being eager to collect any further infor-
mation regarding the Confederate diplomatic overtures, and/or, the al-
leged emancipation offer.61 While other British newspapers had even 
earlier noted the possibility of Confederate emancipation and recognition 
being tied together, 62 the most succinct reporting was likely found in the 
25th January 1862 copy of the Spectator-  
 
“THE SOUTHERN BID, It is understood in the indirect but accurate 
way in which great facts first get abroad, that the Confederacy have 
offered England and France a price for active support. It is nothing 
less than a treaty securing free trade in its broadest sense for fifty 
years, the complete suppression of the import of slaves and the 
emancipation of every Negro born after the date of the signature of 
the treaty. In return they ask, first, the recognition of their independ-
ence; and secondly, such an investigation into the facts of the 
blockade as must, in their judgement, lead to its disavowal. The bid 
is one which demands careful examination, if only from the hesita-
tion it seems to produce among the most earnest friends of free-
dom.” 63  
 
Similar announcements of this near-clinched Emancipation Treaty be-
tween Britain, France and the Confederacy appeared in a high number of 
newspapers across the United Kingdom and British Empire.64 In October 
of 1862, then-Minister of the British Exchequer and future-British Prime  
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Minister, Sir William Gladstone, infamously gave a public speech in New-
castle, England, during which he urged British recognition since, “…
Jefferson Davis and the other Confederate leaders have made an army…
they are making, it appears, a navy…they have made a nation.” 65 Five 
years later in 1867, Gladstone expressed regret for uttering his Newcastle 
speech, but explained it had been uttered partly out of his conviction, “…
the negroes would be much nearer to emancipation under a Southern 
Government than under the old system of the Union, which had not at that 
date (August, 1862), been abandoned…” 66 This strongly implies an 
awareness on Gladstone’s part of the Emancipation Treaty.  
 
While the possibility of Confederate emancipation commencing in 1862 
wasn’t universally accepted by the British establishment, arguments that 
contemporaneous newspaper reports of this represented mere Southern 
propaganda is challenged by the sheer volume and consistency of these. 
67 The geographic dissemination of the announcement in the press 
across the United Kingdom and Empire displayed little amendment or 
retraction provides too much substantiation to dismiss the matter out of 
hand. The conviction of both Charles Francis Adams and William Glad-
stone of the Confederate Emancipation Treaty being a serious offer is 
significant, but the most convincing evidence with regards it is found in 
the most ironic source: The personal papers of Abraham Lincoln.  
 
By mid-July of 1862, Lincoln had conceived of ending slavery in the Bor-
der states by way of compensated manumission. 68 This may be seen as 
evidential of Lincoln’s personal and longstanding aversion to the institu-
tion and adding value to the Union war effort. 69 At the strategy’s core 
was the intention to prevent secession of these states from the Union, by 
taking advantage of the clause in the Confederate constitution stipulating 
that any new states which were formed within it, or adjoined to it,  
 
were required to have a pro-slavery state constitution at the time of their 
admission. 70 At a conference held in Washington D.C., in July of 1862, 
Lincoln met with representatives from the Border states in attempt to 
persuade them to this proposal. 71 Except for the District of Columbia, 
there was no nil acceptance. However, a minority of seven representa-
tives supported the President’s design to end slavery on the justification it 
represented a necessary war measure. On July 15th, all seven dissenting 
Border State representatives affixed their signatures to a message to the 
President-  
 
“Washington City…  
 
Mr. President, The undersigned members of Congress from the bor-
der States in response to your address…beg leave to say…We un-
derstand your appeal to us have been made for the purpose of se-
curing [victory for the Union]. A very large portion of the people of 
the Northern States believe that slavery is the “lever of power of the 
rebellion.” It matters not whether this belief be well-founded or not. 
The belief does exist…we understand that an immense pressure is 
brought to bear for the purpose of striking down this institution, 
through the exercise of military authority…[yourself] the President 
appeals to the border State men to step forward and prove their 
patriotism by making the first sacrifice…we meet your address in 
the spirit in which it was made, and as loyal Americans declare to 
you and to the world that there is no sacrifice that we are not ready 
to make, to save the government and institutions of our fathers…  
 
…That in order to carry out these views, we will so far as may be in 
our power ask the people of the border states, calmly, deliberately 
and fairly, to consider your recommendations. We are the more em-
boldened to assume this position from the fact, now become history, 
that the leaders of the Southern rebellion have offered to abolish 
slavery amongst them as a condition to foreign intervention in fa-
vour of their independence as a nation.” [Author’s emphasis]72  
 
This written testament in the direct possession of the United States’ Presi-
dent, must be taken as definitive that the Confederacy had genuinely 
made the offer of terms to both Great Britain and France, of emancipation 
in return for recognition and intervention.73 Adding to the veracity of this 
disclosure, in January of that year, Lincoln had reflected on the varied 
pressures facing the Union in wartime, along with his own sentiments and 
observations in his capacity as both an individual and President in a pri-
vate conversation with U.S. Ambassador to Spain, Carl Schurz. According 
to Schurz, Lincoln told him-  
 
“…I cannot imagine that any European power would dare to recog-
nize and aid the Southern Confederacy if it becomes clear that the 
Confederacy stands for slavery and the Union for freedom." Then 
[Lincoln] explained to me that, while a distinct anti-slavery policy 
would remove the foreign danger, and would thus work for the 

preservation of the Union — while, indeed, it might, in this respect, 
be necessary for the preservation of the Union, and while he thought 
that it would soon appear and be recognized to be in every respect 
necessary, he was in doubt as to whether public opinion at home 
was yet sufficiently prepared for it. He was anxious to unite, and 
keep united, all the forces of Northern society and of the Union ele-
ment in the South, especially the Border States, in the war for the 
Union. Would not the cry of " abolition war," such as might be occa-
sioned by a distinct anti-slavery policy, tend to disunite those forces 
and thus weaken the Union cause? This was the doubt that troubled 
him, and it troubled him very much.”74  
 

‘IF THE DAY SHOULD EVER ARRIVE’  
These evidences may collectively be taken to explain how Queen Victoria 
could embrace the notion of a sovereign Confederate States of America, 
in lieu of her avowed anti-slavery opinions; recognition would hinge on the 
contingency that Britain was convinced that the Confederacy would make 
definitive and genuine steps to abolish the abhorred institution.  
 
Clearly, the form of Confederate long-range emancipation as described in 
the near-clinched Treaty with Britain and France by January of 1862 
would have been highly imperfect, to say the least. While all Black Ameri-
cans who would otherwise have been born enslaved within Confederate 
borders from the date of the Treaty’s signing would be thenceforward 
Free Persons of Colour, there was apparently no provision for the manu-
mission of enslaved Black Americans, already living. These persons 
might have had to remain in bondage for life, barring further private or 
legal acts of manumission. Navigating the legal and constitutional techni-
calities in the Confederacy to effect the Treaty’s pledged emancipation 
would have presented a complicated legal ordeal, though not necessarily 
impossible objective, provided the federal and state governments of the 
Confederacy were prepared to act cooperatively. As the constitution of 
the Confederacy stood for the war’s duration, the individual states pos-
sessed sole jurisdiction to affect the legal status of slavery and emancipa-
tion, the federal government having sole power regarding foreign rela-
tions. Article 1, S. 9(4), located within the section dealing with powers of 
the federal government, stipulates, “…no bill of attainder, ex post facto 
law, or law denying or impairing the right of property in negro slaves 
shall be passed.”  
 
The Preamble of the Confederate Constitution explicitly cites a ‘States 
Rights’ model of American federalism, “…each state acting in its sover-
eign and independent character…” Article VI (3) provided supremacy of 
Confederate federal law over state laws, but only when and where the 
federal government’s authority is meant to be supreme. This aspect is 
crucial; Confederate federal law was to be the supreme in the land only 
when/where/to the extent of which, the authority of the federal govern-
ment was explicitly cited jurisdictional supremacy, as confirmed by Sub-
sections (5) and (6) of Article VI. As the Confederate Constitution thus 
stood, except for areas of explicit exemption, the federal government had 
legally ‘vacated’ the fields of slavery and emancipation, thus, retention, 
abolishment of the institution, or legal changes to it, was a jurisdiction 
entirely retained by the individual states. 75  
 
That emancipation was a state jurisdictional matter was an issue which 
John Slidell, Confederate Ambassador to France, expounded to the Brit-
ish politician and reformer, Lord Shaftesbury, but added, “If the day 
should ever arrive when slave labour ceased to be profitable and the 
slave could be safely liberated, slavery would soon cease to ex-
ist.”76 A constitutional amendment providing the Confederate federal 
government with power to make laws affecting these matters, on prima 
facie level, might have been ultimately possible, but posed a complex 
legal and political process, which may well have been susceptible to do-
mestic legal challenges. Thereby, what might have been the simplest and 
quickest manner to action Confederate emancipation would have seen 
the individual Confederate states’ each pass legislation abolishing slavery 
within their state borders as a matter of cooperation with the national 
government, to provide the latter with the necessary means to secure 
recognition with the British and French. 77  
 
With such a timeframe, slavery could theoretically have endured for about 
another century in the South. While this depicts a far less than optimal 
end of slavery, nevertheless, it proved the Confederacy was willing to end 
the practice. As well, it is worth noting that a long range, gradual ending of 
slavery, until it was phased out of existence, was what Abraham Lincoln 
and his political idol, Henry Clay, had articulated during the Antebellum 
Era. Lincoln opined at the Republican State Convention on 16 June 1858, 
“…the opponents of slavery [ought]…place it…in the course of ultimate 
extinction…”78 At Charleston, Illinois, on 18th of September, during his 
1858 debates with Stephen Douglas, “I do not suppose that in the most 
peaceful way [the] ultimate extinction [of slavery] would occur in less than  
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a hundred years at the least…” 79 Lincoln would endorse such long-range 
ends to slavery in his eulogy to Clay in 1852 and his famed speech on 4 
th of October in 1854 in Springfield, Illinois. Attacking the Kansas-
Nebraska Act, Lincoln implored with studied passion that the Founding 
Fathers had crafted the nation from the outset with the ultimate extinction 
of slavery in mind. Lincoln would repeat these sentiments during the 1858 
debates with Stephen Douglas, at Ottawa and Jonesboro, Illinois, on the 
21st of August and 15th of September.80  

The duration of the All American Conflict would never see official Europe-
an recognition bestowed upon the Confederacy. However, Lord Russell’s 
dispatch to Cowley proves Queen Victoria, was willing to ultimately see 
the Confederacy emerge as a recognised, sovereign nation. While the 
British Monarch no longer possessed the right to command governmental 
policy, at the same time, she did possess considerable influence. While 
Victoria was evidently just as willing to see the Union prevail by Confeder-
ate surrender, her openness to Confederate independence is shocking. 
Given the Queen’s anti-slavery sentiments and racially progressive views, 
the best explanation that can be surmised of this was of her being con-
vinced that American slavery was destined to end, no matter which side 
prevailed in the conflict. The Confederate Emancipation Treaty of 1862 
was clearly imperfect, yet it ought not be dismissed (nor was this the last 
Confederate offer to emancipate in exchange for recognition and interven-
tion.) 81 These new revelations ought not to diminish the better-known 
aspects of the ending of American slavery, but adjoin them. 82 Queen 
Victoria’s willingness to lend her support to political machinations from 
which she knew Confederate recognition could emerge showed she felt 
assured, no matter which side of Americans prevailed in the war. A for-
eign Monarch was privately bearing witness to a progressive light within 
the whole of the American people.  
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Battle of Wilson's Creek 
 
Overview 
The Battle of Wilson's Creek, also known as the Battle of Oak Hills, oc-
curred about 10 miles southwest of Springfield, Missouri. It was a pivotal 
early engagement in the Trans-Mississippi Theater of the American Civil 
War, involving roughly 5,400 Union troops under Brigadier General Na-
thaniel Lyon and over 12,000 Confederate and Missouri State Guard forc-
es commanded by Major General Sterling Price and Brigadier General 
Benjamin McCulloch . The battle was fought in the rolling hills and oak 
groves along Wilson Creek, with the final stage centered on a ridge later 
called "Bloody Hill"  

Missouri was a politically divided border state. Governor Claiborne Fox 
Jackson, sympathetic to the Confederacy, attempted to use the Missouri 
State Guard to seize federal arsenals, prompting Union forces under Lyon 
to act decisively. After capturing Camp Jackson near St. Louis and driving 
secessionist forces southwest, Lyon consolidated his army at Springfield, 
preparing to confront Price and McCulloch, who had joined forces with 
Arkansas troops Both sides planned surprise attacks, but rain delayed the 
Confederate assault, giving Lyon a chance to strike first  

The Battle 
On the morning of August 10, Lyon split his forces: he led a frontal attack 
while Colonel Franz Sigel commanded a flanking maneuver with 1,200 
men. Initially, Union forces drove Confederate cavalry back and occupied 
the crest of Bloody Hill. However, Confederate forces regrouped and 
counterattacked three times. Sigel’s column was eventually routed, and 
Lyon was killed while rallying his troops, becoming the first Union general 
to die in the Civil War Major Samuel Sturgis assumed command and, 
facing exhausted troops and low ammunition, ordered a retreat to Spring-
field. Despite the Confederate victory, disorganization prevented them 
from pursuing the Union forces  

Union casualties numbered approximately 1,317, including 285 killed, 873 
wounded, and 186 missing. Confederate and Missouri State Guard losses 
were around 1,222, with 277 killed and 945 wounded . The battle gave the 
Confederates temporary control of southwestern Missouri and bolstered 
secessionist morale, but Missouri ultimately remained in Union hands. 
The engagement also allowed Price to lead the Missouri State Guard 
north in subsequent campaigns, including the Siege of Lexington. 

Wilson's Creek was the first major Civil War battle west of the Mississippi 
and highlighted the strategic importance of Missouri. It demonstrated the 
intensity of early war fighting, the role of ethnic German troops in Union 
ranks, and the challenges of coordinating Confederate and state forc-
es Lyon’s death made him a Union martyr, and the battle set the stage for 
continued guerrilla warfare and military campaigns in Missouri throughout 
the war  
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