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abuses occurring in the future, and as no violation of 
the neutrality of Luxemburg was committed by the 
Prussians, the neutral co-guarantors were satisfied with 
the Prussian attitude, and the subject dropped. At the 
encl of the war, M. Thiers vainly attempted to obtain 
Luxemburg as compensation for the loss of Metz. 

In accordance with the Family Compact of 1783, the 
Grand Duchy passed on the death of the late King of 
Holland to Prince William of Nassau, on whose death 
the present Grand Duchess succeeded to her fathe r's 
throne. 

There is one point in the Treaty of 1867 which calls 
fo1· special comment. The neutrality of the Grand Duchy 
is 'placed under the collective guarantee of the Powers 
signing'. The phrase originally proposed by Count 
Bismarck was 'the formal and individual guarantee of • 
the Powers ', and it was altered at the instance of the 
English Foreign Minister, Lord Stanley. The phrase 
actually adopted was suggested by the Russian 
diplomat, Baron Brunnow, and was accepted both by 
E ngland and by Prussia. Lord Stanley's objection had 
been based upon the fear that England might incur an 
unlimited liability to assist Luxemburg single-hanclecl if 
all other Powers fai led to meet their obligations. In 
other words, Luxemburg might have been used as the 
infallible means of dragging us into every and any war 
which might arise between Germany and France. From 
that danger we were protected by Lord Stanley's ob­
jection; as the case s tands the treaty g ives us, in his 
own words, 'a right to make war, but would not neces­
sarily impose the obligation,' should Luxemburg be 
attacked. T o this doctrine a reference will be found in 
the British White Paper (No. 148), where Sir Edward 
Grey informs M. Cambon of' the doctrine' concerning 
Luxemburg, 'laid down by Lord D erby and Lord 
Clarendon in 1867.' It may also be observed that two 
of the co-guarantors of the Treaty of 1867, namely Italy 


